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Regular Council Agenda
November 7, 2011 - 6:30 p.m.

Council Chambers
8645 Stave Lake Street, Mission, BC

1. RESOLUTION TO ADD DELEGATION

MOTION: That an additional delegation be permitted to appear and be added to the agenda
for the November 7, 2011 regular meeting of Council.

2. DELEGATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

(a) Fire Chief for a Day — Bryan Hopkins and Artie Pipus

(b) Michelle Favero, Manager, Mission Regional Chamber of Commerce 	 Page 4
Re: Building Community Leadership Pilot Project

(c) Mission District Historical Society 	 Page 6
Re: Request for Additional Funding

(d) Lloyd McKimmon 	 Page 7
Re: Noise Pollution in Hatzic Area — 34980 Lougheed Highway

3. 	 ADOPTION OF INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

(a) 2011 Work Plan for Fraser River Heritage Park 	 Page 8
(Mission Heritage Association)

(b) Social Development Program Update 	 Page 15

(c) Investment Holdings — September 2011 Quarterly Report 	 Page 21

(d) Ferndale Institution Population Profile — October 2011 	 Page 22

(e) Mission Institution Report — September 2011 	 Page 23

(f) Minutes of the Mission Community Heritage Commission Meeting 	 Page 30
held on September 7, 2011

(g) 	 Minutes of the Abbotsford/Mission Water & Sewer Commission 	 Page 32
Meeting held on September 8, 2011

4. RESOLUTION TO RESOLVE INTO COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

5. 	 PLANNING

(a) Rezoning Application R11-003 (Pavlov) — 12411 Carr Street 	 Page 35

(b) Rezoning Application R11-021 and Development Permit Application 	 Page 42
DP11-013 (Deol) — 32851 — 6 th Avenue — Proposed Infill Single
Family Residential Development
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(c) Rezoning Application R08-004 (OTG Developments) — 	 Page 59
34159 Kirkpatrick Avenue

(d) Garden Cottage Policy Discussion (Verbal — Councillor Horn)

(e) 	 Excerpt from the Minutes of the Public Hearing held on 	 Page 66
September 13, 2010 with Related Staff Reports dated December 8,
2010 and August 16, 2010 (R09-011 — Lavalle)
Background for consideration of adoption of bylaw 5166-2010-
5050(22) [Section 12(a)]

	

6. 	 ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE

(a) Economic Development Select Committee Recommendation 	 Page 83

(b) Draft Minutes of the Economic Development Select Committee 	 Page 84
Meeting held on October 20, 2011 (with Manager's Report to
September 9, 2011 attached)

(c) 	 District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011 	 Page 91

	7.	 ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS

(a) Ruskin Dam Project Traffic and Parking Management 	 Page 105

(b) Correspondence from Welton Towers — Mission & District Senior 	 Page 124
Citizens Housing Association
Re: Request to Withdraw from Recycling Program

	8.	 FORESTRY

(a) Union of British Columbia Municipalities Member Release — Natural 	 Page 125
Resource Roads

(b) Correspondence from Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural
	

Page 128
Resource Operations
Re: Norrish Creek Road Deactivation Plan

	

9. 	 PUBLIC SAFETY AND HEALTH

(a) Emergency Service Activities October 31, 2011 (Halloween Night) 	 Page 130

(b) Group Home Closures Discussion (Verbal — Councillor Horn)

(c) 	 Correspondence from BC Community Living Action Group 	 Page 133
Re: Request for Resolution of Support

10. RESOLUTION TO RISE AND REPORT

11. ADOPTION OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE REPORT

12. BYLAWS FOR CONSIDERATION

MOTION: That the readings of all bylaws included in the Bylaws section of the
November 7, 2011 regular council agenda be approved as listed.
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(a) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5166-2)10-
5050(22) (R09-011 — Lavelle) — a bylaw to rezone property at
12331 Rolley Lake Street from Rural 16 Zone (RU16) to Rural
Residential 7 Zone (RR7)

Adoption 

(b) District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011 	 Adoption
— a bylaw to impose development cost charges in certain areas

(c) 	 District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5189-2010-
5050(31) (R08-004 — OTG Developments) — a bylaw to rezone
the property at 34159 Kirkpatrick Avenue from Rural 16 zone
(RU16) to Rural Residential 7 Secondary Dwelling zone
(RR7s), and to rezone a portion of the property at 34221
Kirkpatrick Avenue from Rural Residential 7 zone (RR7) to
Rural Residential 7 Secondary Dwelling zone (RR7s)

Rescind First and
Second Readings

(d) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5254-2011- 	 First and Second
5050(58) (R08-004 — OTG Development Concepts) — a bylaw 	 Readings
to rezone property at 34159 Kirkpatrick Avenue from Rural 16
Zone (RU16) to Rural Residential 7 Zone (RR7)

(e) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5251-2011- 	 First and Second
5050(56) (R11-003 — Pavlov) — a bylaw to rezone property at 	 Readings
12411 Carr Street from Rural 36 Zone (RU36) to Rural
Residential 7 Zone (RR7)

() 	 District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5252-2011- 	 First and Second
5050(57) (R11-021 — Deol) — a bylaw to rezone property at 	 Readings
32851 — 6th Avenue from Residential Two Unit Zone (RT465) to
Residential Compact 280 Zone (RC280)

13. MINUTES

(a) 	 Regular Council Meeting (for the purpose of going into a closed 	 Page 136
meeting) — October 17, 2011

(b) Regular Council Meeting — October 17, 2011 	 Page 138

(c) Special Council Meeting (Permissive Tax Exemption Bylaw) — 	 Page 151
October 31, 2011

14. OTHER BUSINESS

(a) 	 Release from Closed Council - October 18, 2011 	 Page 153

15. CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER'S REPORT

16. MAYOR'S REPORT

17. COUNCILLOR'S REPORTS ON COMMITTEES, BOARDS, AND ACTIVITIES

18. QUESTION PERIOD

19. ADJOURNMENT
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DISTRICT OF MISSION

REQUEST TO APPEAR AS A DELEGATION

Date: October 13, 2011

To: Paul Gipps, Deputy CAO

I hereby request permission to appear as a delegation before District of Mission Mayor and
Council with reference to the following topic:

Building Community Leadership Pilot Project

I understand that the deadline for submission of the request is 4:30 p.m. on the Monday preceding the
date Of the meeting and that once my appearance has been confirmed; I will be allotted a maximum of 10
minutes to make my presentation.

Name: Michelle Fever°, Manager Mission Regional Chamber of Commerce

Address: 34033 Lougheed Hwy

City: Mission, BC

Postal Code: V2V 5X8 Telephone: 604-826-6914

Signature:



Building Community Leadership for the Future

Mission, like most small communities, has 50-150 individuals who are relatively active in leadership

positions. They are involved in a large range of roles, from municipal council to community sports

organizations. It is not uncommon that one board will raid another in order to find enough educated

volunteers, and cross pollination of boards, while appearing as collaboration, creates an environment

that does not support development.

Demographics show us that the capacity of the limited number of leaders is dwindling with age.

Community organizations report shortages of volunteers with adequate governance training, an

understanding what is required, and the self-confidence to be "at the table".

The Building Community Leadership for the Future project will model a program of affordable training to

those interested in learning the skills to fill the growing leadership vacuum. Sponsored by the Mission

Regional Chamber of Commerce, and supported by the Economic Development Office, School District

#75 and UFV, the program looks to build the capacity for Mission's leadership, and create an ongoing

sustainable base for future growth and community development.
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REQUEST TO APPEAR AS A DELEGATION
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To: Director of Corporate Administration

I hereby request permission to appear as a delegation before District of Mission Mayor and
Council with reference to the following topic:
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I understand that the deadline for submission of the request, including any presentation or
supporting material, is 4:30 p.m. on the Monday preceding the date of the meeting and that
once my appearance has been confirmed, I will be allotted a maximum of 10 minutes to make
my presentation.

Name: 	6 19 ,\.) 



I hereby request permission to appear as a delegation before District of Mission Mayor and
Council with reference to the following topic:
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REQUEST TO APPEAR AS A DELEGATION

2. z 2_,c)   

To: Director of Corporate Administration

I understand that the deadline for submission of the request, including any presentation or
supporting material, is 4:30 p.m. on the Monday preceding the date of the meeting and that
once my appearance has been confirmed, I will be allotted a maximum of 10 minutes to make
my presentation.

Name: 	OQ-
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FRASER RIVER HERITAGE PARK

kttl	 P.O. Box 3341, Mission, British Columbia, Canada. V2V 4J5
Phone: (604) 826-0277 Fax: (604) 826-0333 E-mail: mhaadmin@telus.net
Web site: www.heritagepark-mission.ca

C

September, 2011

Mr. Paul Gipps,
Director of Corporate Administration,
District of Mission.

Re: 2011 Work Plan

Dear Paul:

Our maintenance contract with the District calls for a work plan evaluation to be submitted for the
current year. The WP is limited to "outlining the intended improvements or changes for the coming
year", but I have also listed the standard maintenance to be performed.

I have divided this report into two sections: the first deals with the work to be done under the
maintenance contract itself for which we receive funding from the District (the required work); and the
second covers the projects that the MHA is undertaking as part of its charitable mandate in the park, and
for which it attempts to find alternate funding.

Work that was to be Performed under Maintenance Contract in 2011

1) Building Maintenance
a) Maintain and repair all structures as needed

i) Norma Kenney House
ii) Administration Building
iii) Washrooms
iv) Maintenance shed
v) Bandstand
vi) Bell tower
vii) Gateways (large and small)
viii) Caretaker suite in the NKH

2) Equipment Maintenance and Repair
a) Maintain and repair all equipment necessary for the maintenance of the grounds, gardens,

structures and furniture.
3) Park Maintenance

a) This year we hope to continue needed work on the rhododendron beds. In my years at the park,
beginning with the FVRD, there have been no funds targeted for these beds. They have always



been a volunteer project that has not been popular with our regular garden volunteers. We hope
to be able to find money for materials, mainly soil enrichment, since we will use our Ferndale
volunteers to perform the labour.

4) Maintain the park grounds to an acceptable level.
a) Mow grass in pre-determined areas.
b) Clear snow from pathways and parking lot.
c) Edge pathways, paint or seal all structures, reclaim overgrown land, power wash concrete areas.
d) Collect and dispose of all refuse.
e) Conduct regular, random security checks.
f) Perform routine maintenance of garden areas, utilizing volunteer labour whenever possible.

5) Maintain the portion of the East Mission Greenway Trail within park boundaries: the Perimeter
Trail.
a) We will be caring for two distinct portions: the trail itself, and the new landscaping
b) Since this will be our first year caring for the Perimeter Trail, we are keeping detailed logs of all

work done, including volunteer labour.
c) We will be using actual figures for our budget submission for 2012.

6) Ensure the park is a welcoming and accessible venue for a wide range of community events and
individuals.

Year-End Summary: 

All scheduled and needed maintenance has been successfully completed under the terms of our contract.

In addition:
o Our volunteers from Ferndale Institution donated over 2,000 hours of their time to the park.

o Another necessary purchase was made using donated funds: a used pickup truck that we use for
watering. Two donated 250 gallon tanks are placed in the pickup, or on a towed trailer, and a
small gas-powered pump is used for watering.

Using donated funds, we purchased fencing to place around the Catulpa tree. The tree was being
"barked" by people climbing on it and we needed to take preventive measures to save it.

o We repaired and refinished the park benches early this year.

o We repainted the garbage cans in time for the Communities in Bloom inspection by the national
judges.

o We finished clearing the remaining overgrown area by the cemetery on which logs and debris
had been placed. We chipped all the wood for use in other parts of the park.

o We spread many truck loads of manure and top soil on the rhododendron and rose beds this year,
and increased the number of volunteer hours in order to maintain the beds.
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2011 ork Plan, and Planned Projects of the Mission Heritage Association
At Fraser River Heritage Park

In addition to the work undertaken in accordance with our Maintenance Contract with the District of
Mission, the MHA, as part of its charitable mandate at Fraser River Heritage Park, has committed to
several projects relating to the historical and cultural significance of the site, as well as to making the
park a more welcoming venue for the enjoyment of our community. It should be noted that, although
the cost of these improvements is high, the MHA is committed, as much as possible, to raise the money
through fundraising and donations, to finding volunteer labour, and to arrange donations in kind.

Old Orchard Restoration

On the slope that lies on the north side of FRHP, between our open field and our 7 th Avenue boundary,
one will find the remains of the original fruit orchard which was maintained by and served the needs of
St. Mary's School. Starting in 2004, the MHA has endeavoured to clear and reclaim this old orchard
area running from Mary Street east to the foundation of the milking barn. When finished, the project
will have replanted the orchard with heritage species of fruit covering the area bounded by Mary Street,
7 th Avenue, and the large field used for overflow parking.

Each year we have put whatever resources we could find into this reclamation project which consists of
clearing the great blackberry forests that had taken over the slope, and stabilizing the remaining fruit and
nut trees. To date the necessary funds have been raised through fundraising/grants, and hundreds of
hours of volunteer labour.

2011

During the last two years, with improved maintenance services and with the help of volunteers from the
corrections system, we have made great progress on this project and have added several acres of usable
area to the park. We had previously cleared the easternmost side of the hill and this year, with a
donation of a backhoe and volunteer driver, the scrub alder and the decaying trees were removed from
the hill. The hillside was then completely reseeded. To help us maintain the steep slopes, we received
from the District a used 4-wheel drive mower that was being sold at auction.

As part of our charitable mandate as custodians of a Registered Heritage Site and a Cultural Landscape,
we will replant with grafts and newly purchased heritage variety fruit trees, and restore the hill to its
original function on the site. We received a grant of $2,500 from the Home Depot to buy heritage trees
that are being used as part of the replanting of the orchard.

In order to complete the restoration of the hill, we will remove the dirt pile that was dropped beside 7 th
Avenue, and clear the remaining alders at the corner of 7th and Mary. When completed, we will have
added another inviting approach to Fraser River Heritage Park from anywhere along 7th.
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Heritage Walk

A project that began four years ago is our "Heritage Walk". This project envisions a rambling pathway
through and around the park which will include about 16 - 20 stations (resting points). Each station will
include a bench and a storyboard. The anticipated cost of each station is about $5,000. It is our
expectation that each bench will be a memorial bench provided by a sponsor and each storyboard will
feature the nearby historic, cultural or geographic highlights of the area. We hoped to find sponsors for
each storyboard through individual, corporate or club sponsorships.

The first station, unveiled on Canada Day 2007, was a Mart Kenney memorial bench with adjacent
storyboard, placed facing the bandstand. The storyboard features the bandstand and its history, and a
brief biography of this prominent citizen of our city. Also on that day, the bandstand was officially
renamed the "Mission Kinsmen Club's Mart Kenney Memorial Bandstand".

2011 

In 2009, we received the welcome news that the Mission Rotary Club Mid-Day had chosen our Heritage
Walk as their designated project, and that they will fund the construction of the entire project spread
over several years. The value of the donation is estimated at S20,000 to $30,000.

On October 11 th we celebrated the Grand Opening of the Rotary Heritage Walk.

We will continue to allow the purchase of memorial plaques for the accompanying benches as donors
come forward requesting a suitable remembrance for loved ones.

We also envision, potentially, another path, of mulch this time, which will connect the stations and link
with the Perimeter Trail.

Facilities

The park is growing in usage, complexity, and the demands placed on us by the public. It is becoming
apparent that more indoor space is needed for various purposes such as maintenance, washrooms
(particularly women's), the kitchen, the caretaker, offices and meeting areas. The MHA will strive to
complete as much of these facilities as possible for the lowest cost possible, but the District will have to
earmark some of its capital reserves for one or more of these projects.

Because of fundraising requirements, the Facilities project will be ongoing as funds allow, as was the
Old Orchard.

Necessary space requirements include:

1. Maintenance
a. Build a structure to hold our equipment and working space.

b. Erect at east end of the park in place of the containers.

i. We have a confirmed donation from Clayburn Bricks for enough structural brick
to build a 40' x 60' structure with public washrooms attached on the outside.
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2. Bring water into the park from 7 th Avenue (4 inch line), with service lines toward the Grotto,
across the Old Orchard, and down to the eastern end of the park for the maintenance/washrooms.

a. We need the capability to water all the new landscaping that has already been added to
the north and east ends of the park, as well as for future landscaping.

b. Very soon, because of the increasing use of the park, and in particular the Perimeter Trail,
we will be required to install washrooms at the east end for which a water hook-up will
be necessary. We will also need a sewer connection and power.

3. Washrooms
a. We will use the vacated maintenance work area for an expansion of the existing women's

washroom.

b. Add another stall and urinal in the men's washroom through better use of the space
currently available.

c. Once water has been brought to the east end of the park, we will be able to install
washrooms, using the north side of the proposed maintenance building.

4. Blackberry Kitchen
a. In order to provide for increased demand and to take advantage of potential revenue

sources, we will need to expand the seating capacity of the BBK.
i. Accommodate wedding receptions

ii. Bus tours need a minimum of 65 dining seats to stop to eat
iii. Larger numbers of lunch and dinner guests
iv. All season, all weather dining

b. Perhaps we can bring the public washrooms within the closed structure of the BBK or
create a covered walkway to the existing washrooms.

c. We will expand to the north, toward the washrooms.
i. The kitchen will expand as far as the existing concrete pad currently extends

ii. Next to it, again toward the washrooms, will be more dining space. We envision
half walls with hinged plexiglass that can be raised and lowered. It will be
useable in all seasons.

Observatory

We are in the preliminary stages of planning an observatory in the park. In 2011 we will be having a
Star Party on October 29 th , and because of this have interested the Fraser Valley Astronomy Club,
Experience the Fraser and, perhaps the Mission Rotary Club in helping with the construction of an
observatory in the park.

Landscaping

1) In 2011 we created an herb garden reminiscent of those that would have existed in this area 100
years ago.
a) It is used by the kitchen and as a teaching tool.

2) Remove the two dirt piles left from the LocalMotion project, and piled at the east end of the park.
a) Fill in holes and uneven ground in big field.
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b) Use to enrich the soil of the Old Orchard.

3) Build more picnic benches.
a) We received a grant from the Mission Community Foundation to cover the purchase of wood

and hardware.
b) The labour was provided free by our Ferndale volunteers.

c) We added six new picnic tables to the park in the spring, and we hope to create more during the
winter.

4) We built new planters on the north-east corner of the BBK red line (delineator for alcohol service).
a) Labour provided free
b) Planting to be handled by our garden volunteers

5) In 2011 we planted annual blooms which added colour and excitement to the park.

Other Projected Work and Its Timing

Do Immediately 
1. Refinish main park sign on Mary Street (Ferndale will do for no cost) DONE
2. Create Jacobsen storyboard DONE
3. Hold star gazing event SCHEDULED FOR OCTOBER 29TH

Ongoing projects - no set completion date. They are waiting for funding or to become priority items.
Some are just slow to develop.

1. Visible signage on Stave Lake Street and on Lougheed.
a. Talk to Works department

2. Create a rest area by old reservoir — cost/time DONE
3. Build pathways between storyboards
4. Create wetland pond
5. Continue work on Landscaping of park PARTIALLY DONE

Soon
1. Create a theatre in the park by the Rhodo Beds
2. Upgrade water supply in north end of park
3. Expand electrical service to east end of park
4. Replace bandstand roof
5. Resurface asphalt access road
6. Erect a fence along 7 th Avenue boundary
7. Plan a May Day celebration for 2012 IN PROGRESS

Future
1. Create a maze or labyrinth
2. Construct a gift shop I heritage display
3. Build a wishing well
4. Build an amphitheatre (very expensive)

13
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Conclusion

It is the MHA's hope that Council will see the park as a viable, ever expanding, ever improving and
changing entity. It is our further hope that Mission District Council will share our vision of the park,
and will support our efforts to make it the envy of other municipalities and the pride of the citizens of
Mission.
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File Category: 	 ADM.COM.COM
File Folder: 	 Social Development Commission

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Manager of Social Development
Date: 	 October 25, 2011

Subject: 	 Social Development Program Update

My last report to Council was on June 30, 2011. This report outlines working group highlights
and Social Development involvement in the community.

Section 1: Working Group Updates

Outreach Network
The Outreach Network recently completed the fall 2011 Connect Event. Held on October 13,
2011 at All Saints Church, this event recorded 100 adult participants, some with children.
Connect Events have become a bi-annual event in Mission, coordinated through the Outreach
Network. Due to the success of these events, this working group intends to expand these events
to be held quarterly beginning in 2012. Appendix A contains the list of services offered on
October 13, 2011. The next Connect Event is scheduled for April 2012 and will include local
Physicians.

40 Developmental Assets Working Group
This working group will be launching a one asset a month marketing strategy from January —
June 2012. Efforts will be made for monthly asset information to be distributed in a succinct and
engaging way across the community, distributed at the library, social service organizations
waiting rooms and local coffee shops. This working group is also planning involvement in Youth
Fest 2012 and creative methods of youth engagement A name change is also being considered to
shorten and clarify the intent of this working group in the community.

Central Resource Bureau Working Group/ Interagency Alliance
This working group recently completed a business case analysis on the www.infomission.ca
website regarding the continuation of funding. The current Council originally committed to two
years of funding for this website with this timeframe concluding December 2011. A total of 30



online community surveys were distributed to gather feedback on the website. These results have
been utilized to create a business case analysis including providing recommendations for
continuation and any website redesign/edits that may be needed. This proposal will be presented
to Council December 2011.

Town Squares Working Group
The series of pictures below visually depicts the progression of this site at 7 th and Grand street.

7th Ave and Grand Street — 2008 (Photo courtesy of Myrna Matthews)

November 2009 (Photo courtesy of Myrna Matthews)

June 2011 (Photo courtesy of International Student Armin Pooyeh)
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Section 2: Social Development in the community

Mission Central Neighborhood Project
This project originated out of a School Community Connections Grant and partnership between
School District 75 and Social Development. A part time Coordinator was hired spring 2011 to
assist this project in moving forward. Over the summer a parent/family room was created within
the Elementary School as well as additional office spaces to bring in social service partners when
necessary. Utilizing parent and caregiver survey information, the Coordinator is now working
towards organizing workshops and information nights for the parents and children of Mission
Central and the surrounding community.

Celebrate Community 2011
Social Development participated in Celebrate Community on September 17, 2011. Social
Development, Mission Restorative Resolutions and Environmental Services collaborated on a
unified representation at this event in partnership with Mike Heieis. We look forward to
developing District representation further for Celebrate Community 2012.

Soapbox Community Garden
An open house was held on August 17, 2011 at the Mission Soapbox Community Organic
Garden. Participation at this event doubled from the 2010 Open House, largely due to the
increased work and community integration of the Mission Food Access Network (M.F.A.N.),
community garden volunteers, community kitchen volunteers and supporting community
partnerships. The Long-term Inmates Now in the Community (L.I.N.C.) Society which manages
the community garden has been successful in receiving a grant to host a symposium in 2012
entitled "Grounded in the Ground" which will continue to grow this initiative in Mission.

Healthy Community Council
The Healthy Community Council began a Mental Health and Substance Use Strategy Spring
2011. Over the summer, the Project Management Team (Kirsten Hargreaves, Ron Plowright and
Gail Franklin), held numerous workshops, key informant interviews and focus groups with over
100 community members and 30 agencies working in mental health in Mission. The information
gathered was utilized in the creation of strategy recommendations that can be implemented by
the end of 2012. This strategy was presented to Council on October 17, 2011.

UFV Summer Communications student
The Social Development Program worked with the University of the Fraser Valley
Communications Department over the summer in taking on a practicum student from June —
August 2011. The student, Scott Varga developed both pamphlets and the web pages of the
Social Development website. The Social Development Commission hopes to take on additional
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Communications practicum students in the future building on the work completed this past
summer.

World Youth Program 2011
Both an information meeting and tour of City Hall were coordinated for the World Youth
Program September 14, 2011. The Social Development Program engaged and coordinated world
youth volunteers to assist with both the Mission Connect Event October 13, 2011 and the
Awaken the Dreamer Symposium October 15, 2011.

Awaken the Dreamer Symposium
Mission Restorative Resolutions and Social Development partnered to bring an Awaken the
Dreamer Symposium to Mission Oct 15, 2011. This free public event focused on activating civic
engagement and participation in both educating and encouraging the public to get involved in
their community in areas of environmental and social justice. This was also an opportunity to
infuse current working groups with new individuals, interest and energy. Related websites
include http://bethecliangeearthalliance.org/ and http://awakeningthedreamer.org/.

Child and Youth Committee
The Child and Youth Committee is planning to host a Professional Development Conference
September 2012. This Conference will be aimed at all school, child, youth and family workers in
Mission and will be held on a Professional Development Day for School District #75. Currently,
this committee is coordinating key note speakers and workshop leaders as well as a relevant
theme for our community.

Social Development Commission
The September 29, 2011 Social Development Commission meeting welcomed new members
Laura Wilson (Early Childhood Development Committee Coordinator), Maria Masuch (Ministry
of Housing and Social Development) and Michelle Favero (community member). Additional
new members include Shirley Gibson (Vice Principal, Hatzic Secondary School) and Judith Ray
(community member). Guests from the Mission community were also in attendance including
John Fitzsimmons (Community Service Manager, Ministry of Children and Family
Development) and Cathryn Lecorre (Fraser Health) to learn about Social Development in
Mission. Planning is now underway on a variety of working groups towards projects and events
for early 2012 including Back to Health ... for good 2012, Youth Fest 2012, Spring Connect
2012, Celebrate Community 2012 and a public launch and official naming ceremony of the
Pulling Together Canoe summer 2012.

KIRSTEN HARGREAVES

MANAGER OF SOCIAL DEVELOPMENT
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Appendix A

Mission Connect 2011 — October 13, 2011 10:00am — 2:00pm All Saints Church

Gender Service Representation Total Served by gender
46 Females Mission Clubhouse (5 males, 6 females)

51 Males Aboriginal Mental Health (15 males, 13 females)

03 Undisclosed Gender Union Gospel Mission (2 males, 6 females)
StreetHope (16 males, 23 females)

Frequency of Age Range Mission Literacy in Motion (6 males, 5 females, 5 children)
7 months (1) Fraser House (6 males, 11 females)
1 yr (1) REACH (4 males, 8 females)
3 yrs (1) Legal Aid (5 males, 7 females)
4 yrs (1) Service Canada (4 males, 12 females)
14 yrs (1) Ministry of Social Development (13 males, 23 females)
15 yrs (2) Native Housing (6 males, 11 females)
18 — 25 (10) Lawyer (3 males, 6 females)
26 — 35 (15) Clothing (20 males, 25 females)
36 —45 (12) LINC — Long term inmates (7 males, 4 females)
46 — 55 (25) CARE (3 males, 10 females)
56 — 65 (15) Photography (26 males, 41 females)
66 — 75 (1) Dental Health and Information (6 males, 9 females)

Haircuts — Riverside students (41 Haircuts)
Total Participants = 100 Manicures — Riverside students (27 manicures)

Lunches (150 distributed)
The Reading Tee Donation: 100 children's books
Canon Donation: photo paper, ink,

printer
London Drugs 200 bottles of multi vitamins
Nestle Donation: Bottled Water

19

"These events are changing the
way we work in Mission" - (Event

Volunteer)

"It is important for youth to volunteer
and understand these kinds of
experiences for people" - World Youth

"An exhausting but rewarding 4
hours"— Margaret Peake (Event
Photographer)

"I always feel so included, the people
are so friendly, let's do this more"

Event Participant 

"I appreciate being invited"- (Dental

Hygienist)   
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Mission Connect 2011 Services Offered

Service Service Provider Donation
1. Event Space All Saints Church Free
2. Prepare 150 lunches Union Gospel Mission Free
3. Literacy Support Mission Literacy in Motion Staff time and materials
4. ID Applications Ministry of Social Development Staff time and materials

5. Photography Margaret Peake (JMJ Photography) Free
6. Dental Hygiene info Fraser Health - Dental Health Staff time and materials
7. Psychosocial Support Mission Clubhouse Society Staff time and materials
8. Massage Therapy Local Registered Massage Therapist Staff time
9. Therapy dogs Sherry K. Staff time
10. Vitamins London Drugs Product donation (200 bottles)
11. Foot care/pedicures Douglas College Nursing Students Student time and materials
12. Haircuts Riverside Hairstyling students Student and Instructor time
13. Manicures Riverside Nail Program students Student and Instructor time
14. Early Childhood Dev. Ministry of Children and Families Staff time and materials
15. Native Housing

Applications
Mission Native Housing Society Staff time and materials

16. BC Housing
Applications

Mission Community Services Staff time and materials 	 .

17. Clothing Alleycat Hemlines Staff time and materials
18. Clothing gift cards Salvation Army Free gift cards
19. Food Superstore Discount on produce
20. Materials Dollar Store Discount on event materials
21. Mental Health Asses. Fraser Health - Mental Health Staff time and materials
22. Income Tax Help Long Term Inmates Now In The Comm Staff time and materials
23. Children's Books The Reading Tee Product donation (100 books)
24. Photography Canon Photo paper, ink, printer

25. Drug and Alcohol
Support

Fraser House Staff time and materials

26. HIV Info and Support Positive Living BC Staff time and materials

27. Employment Couns. CARE Staff time and materials

28. Child Tax, benefits Service Canada Staff time and materials

29. Legal Aid Mission based Lawyer Staff time and materials

30. Legal Advocate Abbotsford Community Services Staff time and materials

31. Career Assistance REACH Staff time and materials

32. Homeless Services Street Hope Staff time and materials

33. District of Mission Social Development Coordination,
Planning and oversight

Staff time and materials

20
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Finance Department
MemorandumM

DISTRICT OFission
ON THE FRASER

File Category: 	 FIN.LOA.VAG
File Folder: 	 Investment Holdings

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Deputy Director of Finance
Date: 	 October 27, 2011

Subject: 	 Investment Holdings — September 2011 Quarterly Report

Per the District's Investment Policy FIN.20, staff are required to report to council on the District's
investment holdings on a quarterly basis.

The following table summarizes the District's investment holdings as at September 30, 2011:

Amount
M.F.A. Short-Term Bond Fund $ 	 23,494,718
M.F.A. Intermediate Fund 23,410,191
M.F.A. Money Market Fund 2,303,075
Total Investment Portfolio $ 	 49,207,984

General Bank Account $ 	 8,547,870

The District's general bank account is currently earning interest at 1.5%, which is a more favourable
return than the M.F.A. Money Market Fund has earned of late. This explains the relatively low balance in
the M.F.A. Money Market Fund, as compared to the general bank account.

_or

Kris Boland, CGA

GAFINANCEInvestments\Memos\Investment Holdings Report - Sep 30 2011.doc

Page 1 of 1



Ferndale Institution Population Profile
October 2011 
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Population Total as of October 2011 152

Number of Aboriginal Offenders 19
Number of Other Ethnicities 41
Number of Caucasian 92    

Aye Groups 
<20
21 - 30
31 -40
41 - 50
51 - 60
61 - 70
71+

2 - 3 years
4-5 years

0
21
38
35
40
16
2

45
18  

Length of Sentence

6 - 10 years 27
11 - 25 years
Over 26 years
Indeterminate (Life sentences)

Dangerous Offenders

Number with Gang Affiliation (Member/Associate)
Number with Sex Offence (3 of 19 not in programs)
Number of Community Escorted Temporary Absences
(Prey Month)
Number of Unescorted Temporary Absences (Current)
Number of Work Releases (Current)

13
2
47

0

14
19
174

1
0
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DISTRICT OF MISSION =PORT

SEPTEMBER, 2011

Enclosures:

• District of Mission Public Safety Committee Report

• Definitions

• Major Offence Profile

• Institutional Programming and Community Involvement

i/case tngt/private/ccrn.clk/District of Mission Report Enclosures
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DEFINITIONS

BAIL

Ball is an option for the courts or police to consider, in some cases, where an offender may be able to be released on
conditions, rather than being detained in custody prior to court appearance. Sail is also known as Judicial Interim Release.

TEMPORARY ABSENCES AND DAY PAROLE

Temporary Absences (TAs) and Day Paroles allow the temporary release of offenders from institutions In order to access
programs and services available in the community. All provinces/territories operate TA programs, and TAs may be granted
for personal development, medical, compassionate, employment, administrative, parental or family-related reasons, In
most cases, TA's are utilized for pre-parole preparation and planning.

TA's are either escorted (ETAs) or unescorted (UTAs). Typically, ETAs are not longer than eight hours and UTAs may
run from 13 hours to 60 days. The type of offence and sentence length determines whether the Correctional Service of
Canada or the National Parole Board has authority to issue TAs. In simplistic form, the National Parole Board determines
all TAs for offenders serving Life sentences and for other violent offences that resulted in serious harm to the victims. The
Warden, as the head of the releasing institution, retains complete responsibility for the final clearance of offenders being
released on TAs and provides a written recommendation to the N.P.B. when they possess the legal authority.

As a general rule, all offenders are eligible for E.T.A.s the moment they commence their federal sentences. In practice
however, very few offenders will receive authorization for TAs early within their sentence, with the exception of TAs for
medical and compassionate purposes. As a general rule, medical and compassionate TAs are escorted by what is
determined as a security escort (two officers who possess and utilize restraint equipment). However, for other types of
ETAs, the offender Is usually escorted by one officer only. Variations in the level of security exist and is determined by
assessing the level of risk the offender poses to the public.

In terms of offender's eligibility for UTAs, this is determined by legal calculations of eligibility and varies from one offender to
another depending on their sentence length. In the case of offenders serving a Life sentence, UTA eligibility is calculated
as three years before their full parole eligibility date.

Federal offenders may qualify to participate in work release programs outside of the correctional institution for a specified
period of time. These type of releases could see a single offender going out to work as well as groups of offenders.
However, they are usually escorted by at least one officer. In addition, UTAs may be granted to allow offenders to
participate in personal development programs or community service projects. UTAs are generally granted for a maximum
period of 15 days, although if the UTA is for participation in a personal development program, it may be extended to 60
days, renewable.

Day Parole Is a flexible form of release that provides an opportunity for correctional officials to employ gradual release,
preparing the inmate for release on full parole and allowing the inmate the opportunity to participate in community-based
programs and become readjusted to life outside the institution,

Federal offenders, with the exception of those inmates in preventive detention or serving indeterminate sentences, are
eligible for day parole six months prior to their parole eligibility date or after having served six months of their sentence,
whichever is longer, The majority of the inmates on day parole reside in community-based facilities operated by the
provincial and federal corrections services or by private agencies on contract with the Correctional Service.

FULL PAROLE

Full Parole is a program of conditional release that allows inmates to serve a portion of their sentence in the community
under supervision, Inmates are generally eligible for full parole after serving one-third of their sentence or seven years,
whichever is shorter. Under the Corrections and Conditional Release Act enacted in 1992, however, sentencing judges
have the authority to set the parole eligibility for offenders convicted of violent and serious drug offences at one-half rather
than one-third of the sentence. In such cases, the period until parole eligibility cannot exceed ten years. Federal inmates
serving Life sentences are eligible for parole consideration after seven years in confinement, dated from the day the
offender was arrested and taken into custody. The exception to this are situations in which an offender is serving a Life
sentence with a mandatory minimum sentence. For example, a First Degree Murder conviction carries a mandatory 25
years confinement before parole eligibility.

STATUTORY RELEASE

Statutory Release has its origins in an amendment to the Parole Act in 1970, which created a mechanism to provide
assistance and control during the offender's readjustment to life In the community for inmates who had been denied parole.
In contrast to parole, statutory release involves the release of offenders from the institution after serving two-thirds of their
sentence, with the remaining one-third being served under supervision of the National Parole Board in the community.

Inmates released under statutory release are supervised by parole officers and must abide by mandatory and any additional
conditions set by the NPB that are deemed necessary to successfully manage the offenders risk in the community. A
violation of the conditions can result in suspension and revocation and return to the institution where the offender may have
to serve the remainder of his sentence.

Inmates can be Detained by the NPB and thus not released on statutory release. However, it has been determined in law
that offenders have the right to be released after serving two thirds of their sentences and thus, to detain an offender, there
must be significant grounds to establish that the offender would constitute a grievous threat to the community, or any
member thereof, if released. Following completion of their sentence, (Warrant Expiry Date), these inmates are released
into the community without any supervision or assistance. However, recent changes in the Corrections and Conditional
Release Act have made provisions to allow for the supervision of some offenders beyond their Warrant Expiry dates.
However, the changes in this law are not retroactive to offenders currently serving sentences and will likely involve a very
small group of offenders determined to be extremely dangerous.
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Correctional Service of Canada

PROTECTED B

Major Offence Profile
Offenders profile at the specified site and proportion for each major offence

MISSION INSTITUTION

POSSESS NARCOTIC (000010) 1 0.37%

USE OF FIREARM WHILE COMMITTING (001810) 1 0.37%

OBSTRUCT PUBLIC/PEACE OFFICER (003480) 2 0.74%

OBSTRUCT JUSTICE OTHER WAYS (003930) 1 0,37%

PUBLIC MISCHIEF - MAKE FALSE STATEMENT (003970) 1 0.37%

RAPE (004120) 2 0,74%

FAIL TO ATTEND COURT - UNDER/RECOG (004180) 1 0.37%

FAIL TO ATTEND COURT - UNDER/RECOG (004190) 1 0.37%

FAIL TO ATTEND COURT - JUDGE'S ORDER (004200) 1 0.37%

FAIL TO ATTEND COURT - JUDGE'S ORDER (004210) 1 0,37%

FAIL TO COMPLY W/COND OF UNDER/RECOG (004220) 1 0.37%

FAIL TO COMPLY W/COND OF UNDER/RECOG (004230) 2 0.74%

FAIL TO APPEAR - SUMMONS (004240) 1 0,37%

FAIL TO APPEAR - APPEARANCE NOTICE (004270) 4 1.48%

SEX INTER W/FEMALE U/14 (004280) 1 0.37%

INVITE SEXUAL TOUCHING (004440) 1 0.37%

NON CAPITAL MURDER (006210) 2 0.74%

FIRST DEGREE MURDER (006350) 6 2.21%

SECOND DEGREE MURDER (006360) 7 2.58%

MANSLAUGHTER (006370) 1 0,37%

CAUSE BODILY HARM BY CRIM NEC (006400) 1 0.37%

ATTEMPT MURDER (006410) 1 0.37%

FIRST DEGREE MURDER (006650) 32 11.81%

SECOND DEGREE MURDER (006660) 50 18.45%

MANSLAUGHTER (006720) 2 0.74%

ADMINISTER NOXIOUS THING d ENDANGER (007130) 1 0,37%

SEXUAL ASSAULT WITH WEAPON (007220) 1 0.37%

DANGEROUS OPERATION OF MOTOR VEHICLE (007380) 2 0.74%

IMPAIRED DRIVING (007730) 1 0,37%

IMPAIRED DRIVING - CAUSE DEATH (007800) 1 0.37%

Date and time extracted: 2011/10/05 2:12:07PM EST 	 Page 1 of 3
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ASSAULT - USE OF FORCE (007990) 1 0.37%

ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM (008060) 3 1.11%

AGGRAVATED ASSAULT (008070) 5 1.85%

ASSAULT PEACE OFFICER (008100) 1 0.37%

SEXUAL ASSAULT (008160) 8 2.95%

SEXUAL ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM (008200) 3 1.11%

AGGRAVATED SEXUAL ASSAULT (008220) 1 0.37%

KIDNAP - HOLD FOR RANSOM (008280) 1 0.37%

FORCIBLE CONFINEMENT (008290) 3 1.11%

ROBBERY (008710) 1 0.37%

POSS PROP OBT BY CRIME - OVER (008830) 1 0,37%

THEFT OVER (008990) 2 0,74%

THEFT UNDER (009000) 3 1.11%

THEFT UNDER (009010) 1 0.37%

ROBBERY (009865) 1 0.37%

BREAK ENTER W/INTENT (009970) 5 1.85%

BREAK ENTER AND COMMIT (009980) 13 4.80%
POSS PROP OBT BY CRIME-OVER (010180) 2 0,74%

POSS PROPERTY OBTAINED BY CRIME - UNDER (010190) 1 0.37%

FOSS PROPERTY OBTAINED BY CRIME - UNDER (010200) 1 0.37%

MISCHIEF IN RELATION TO OTHER PROP (012520) 1 0.37%

ARSON - DISREGARD FOR HUMAN LIFE (012580) 1 0.37%

ATTEMPT IND OFFENCE (013280) 1 0.37%

ATTEMPT SUM CONV OFF (013300) 1 0.37%

CONSPIRE TO COMMIT IND OFF (013380) 1 0,37%

OFFENCE UNDER MOTOR VEHICLE ACT - ALTA (014000) 1 0.37%

USE IMIT FIREARM WHILE COMMITTING (014690) 1 0,37%

CAUSE DEATH BY CRIM NEGL - ALL OTHERS (014730) 1 0.37%

MANSLAUGHTER - USE FIREARM (014740) 1 0.37%

MANSLAUGHTER - ALL OTHERS (014750) 11 4.06%

ATT MURDER - USE FIREARM (014760) 1 0.37%

ATT MURDER - ALL OTHERS (014770) 2 0.74%

SEXUAL ASSAULT WNVEAPON - ALL OTHERS (014850) 2 0.74%

SEXUAL ASSAULT CBH - ALL OTHERS (014890) 1 0.37%

AGG. SEXUAL ASSAULT - ALL OTHERS (014930) 2 0.74%

KIDNAP - UNLAWFULLY CONFINE - ALL OTHERS (014970) 5 1.85%

KIDNAP - HOLD FOR RANSOM ALL OTHERS (014990) 2 0.74%

Date and time extracted: 2011/10/05 2:12:07PM EST 	 Page 1 of 3
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ROBBERY - USE FIREARM (015040) 1 0.37%

ROBBERY - ALL OTHERS (015050) 22 8.12%

FAIL TO COMPLY W/ PROBATION ORDER (015080) 1 0.37%

FAIL TO COMPLY W/ PROBATION ORDER (015090) 2 0.74%

POSS. SCHEDULE I SUBSTANCE (015170) 2 0.74%

TRAFFIC IN SCHEDULE I/II SUBSTANCE (015280) 3 1.11%

POSS SCHEDULE I/II SUBST FOR PURP TRAFF (015340) 4 1.48%

FOSS SCHED III SUBST FOR PURP TRAFF (015350) 1 0,37%

IMPORT/EXPORT SCHED I/II SUBST (015400) 1 0.37%

PRODUCTION OF SCHED I/II SUBST (015500) 2 0,74%

PRODUCTION OF SCHED III SUBST (015520) 1 0.37%

FTC W/ COND. OF UNDER. (015640) 1 0.37%

UNAUTH. USE CREDIT CARD DATA (015660) 1 0.37%

UTTER FORGED DOCUMENT (015800) 2 0.74%

CARELESS USE OF FIREARM (015840) 1 0.37%

WEAPONS TRAFFICKING (016110) 1 0,37%

ROBBERY - USE REST/PROH FIREARM (017820) 1 0,37%

ROBBERY- USE FIREARM ALL OTHER (017830) 1 0.37%

DISCH FIREARM RECKLESS LIFE / SAFETY (018080) 1 0.37%

Total Number of Offenders; 	 271

Date and time extracted: 2011/10/05 2:12:07PM EST 	 Page 1 of 3



inaf e ln5tltut*onal Count 	 273 	 273
Number of Inmates at Outside Court 	 0 	 0

Number of Inmates at Outside Hospital 	 0
Number of Inmates on Bail 	 0 	 0

Number of Inmates U.A.L. CI since 1973) 	 1 	 1
Number of Inmates on Temporary Absence 	 0 	 0

Total Number of Inmates at Mission 	 274 	 274

0

0 0 0
1

0
1

0
0

0
0

0
0
0
1

O 0
1

O 0
1

275 273 272266 	 257 	 266

0 0 00 0 	 0
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CORRECTIONAL SERVICE OF CANADA
MISSION INSTITUTION

DISTRICT OF MISSION PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE REPORT
Jul-11

STATISTICAL INFORMATION UP TO AND INCLUDING THE LAST DAY OF EACH MONTH

t28 	 124 	 126 I 123 I 1211726 	 128 I 129

• 	

IMENNERM-17.Z
0 1 0 3

7,1M
2Day Parole 2 0 0

Full Parole 0 0 0
Statutory Release 5 4 7 8 2 3 3 6

Warrant Expiry 0 0 2 0 0 1 0 1
Death 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Bail 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
U.A.L. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Court Ordered Release 0 0 0 0 0 0
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Number of individual Escorted Temporary Absences' for the month, D 5 4
Number of Inmates on an Unescorted Temporary Absence during the month. 0 1 1 1
Number participating in the Perimeter Wort( Clearance Program for the month. 6 MEM 6 3 3 4 4 4
Number of Inmates participating in the Work Release Program for the month. 0 	 0 	 0 0 0 ft 0 0 0
4Figure do as vot 	 Meldi.ut Tempwary RtwooDez
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INSTITUTION:

• 4 Sharing Circles in Pathways
• 4 Sweats between Pathways and General Pop
• 3 Sweats for Aboriginal Programs
• Currently running 1 Aboriginal ICPM Maintenance program
• Completed an Aboriginal Moderate Program
6 Main stream Motivational, Module (MM)
• Aboriginal MM
• Currently running 2 Main Stream ICPM Maintenance group
• Currently running 1 Sex Offender ICPM Maintenance group
• Currently running Methadone Maintenance
• Currently facilitating ICPM Moderate Program
• Currently facilitating ICPM High Program
• Bible Study
• Movie Night in the Chapel
• Band, Practice
• Alpha Group

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT:

• M2 Visit
• Buddist Chaplain
• Muslim Chaplain
• Sikh Chaplain
• Catholic Service
• Salvation Army
• Protestant Service
• Wiccan Chaplain
• Population Family Social With An Aboriginal Focus
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The Minutes for the Mission Community Heritage Commission (MCHC) meeting held in the Conference
Room of the Mission Municipal Hall on September 7, 2011 commencing at 7:00 p.m.

Present:

Janis Schultz, Chair
Jim Hinds, Alternate Chair
Barbara Metz
Kim Kokoszka

Absent:

Mike Scudder, Council Liaison
Michelle Cummins
Andrea Wolfe

Jenn Murray, Clerical Support

1. MINUTES

(a) The minutes of the Mission Community Heritage Commission held on March 2, 2011.

Moved by Jim Hinds and seconded by Kim Kokoszka that the minutes be approved.

CARRIED

(b) The minutes of the Mission Community Heritage Commission held on June 1, 2011.

Moved by Jim Hinds and seconded by Barbara Metz that the minutes be approved.

CARRIED

2. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES

(a) Laptop battery — The battery has been received.

3. OTHER BUSINESS

(a) Mission Leisure Guide — Members discussed the possibility of including a reference to the
Commission in the Guide.

Moved by Jim Hinds and seconded by Kim Kokoszka to contact the Parks and Recreation
Department to have the Commission website address included in the Guide.

CARRIED

(b) Context Planning — Seminar: Pam Copely of Heritage BC has arranged for the seminar to take place
on October 19, 2011. Invitations will be sent out once a time and place have been arranged.

ACTION: Janis Schultz will arrange to have the conference room and refreshments at the Leisure
Centre secured for the meeting once an agenda has been received from Pam Copely.

(c) Celebrate Mission event — Janis Schultz is awaiting a response regarding a request to have a table
for the Commission set up near a power source and other heritage groups and/or the Cultural
Resources Commission table(s).

FILE: 	 Minutes 	 Page 1 of 2
Mission Community Heritage Commission



(d) School Heritage Program — The Fraser Valley Regional Heritage Fair event will take place in Spring
2012 at Exhibition Park in Abbotsford. Pam Alexis, Mission Board of Education trustee, informed Jim
Hinds that planning for Mission's inclusion in the event could possibly begin in October 2011.

(e) Context Planning — Questionnaires were distributed to many community groups and persons,
including the Cultural Resources Commission, the Mission Chamber of Commerce, the OAP,
Lifetime Learning Centre Society, Midday Rotary, etc. Two responses were received from Pam
Alexis. Although there were few responses to the questionnaires, the Commission will move forward
with the context planning process and include feedback received at the Community Forum (February
2011), as well as responses from Members themselves.

(f) Cultural Resources Commission meeting — Members are encouraged to attend the meeting set for
September 29 th , 2011 to discuss the purposes and work of heritage groups in Mission.

ACTION: Jim Hinds will forward the event invitation and/or details to Members.

4. ADJOURNMENT
The meeting adjourned at 7:30 p.m.

31
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Minutes of the Abbotsford/Mission Water & Sewer Commission meeting held
September 8, 2011, at 9:13 a.m. in Room 530 of Abbotsford City Hall 

WSC Members Present: Mayor Peary (Abbotsford) (Chair); Mayor Atebe (Mission);
Councillor Gibson (Abbotsford); Councillor Gill (Abbotsford); Councillor Pieces (Mission);
and Councillor Stewart (Mission)

UMC Members Present: General Manager Engineering, Regional Utilities J. Gordon
(Abbotsford); Director of Finance K. Bjorgaard (Mission); and Director of Engineering
and Public Works - R. Bomhof (Missi)n)

Staff Present: Director of Utility Operations — L. Stein (Abbotsford); Director of Stave
Lake Water Supply Project — T. Kyle (Abbotsford); General Manager,
Finance & Corporate Services - P. Soanes (Abbotsford); Budget and Payroll
Manager - R. Millard (Abbotsford); Senior Drainage and Wastewater Engineer — S. Chiu
(Abbotsford); Water Project Engineers N. Kazmi and B. Schmitt (Abbotsford); City
Manager — F. Pizzuto; and Recording Secretary - R. Brar (Abbotsford)

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 9:13 a.m.

2. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

.1 	 Minutes of the August 11, 2011 Meeting

Moved by Councillor Gill, seconded by Councillor Pieces,
that the minutes of the Abbotsford/Mission Water & Sewer
Commission meeting held August 11, 2011, be adopted.

WSC 95-2011 	CARRIED.

3. DELEGATIONS 

None.

4. BUSINESS OUT OF MINUTES

.1 	 Monthly Follow-up Report

Moved by Councillor Gibson, seconded by Mayor Atebe,
that the monthly follow-up report, be received.

WSC 96-2011 	CARRIED.
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.2 	 JAMES Plant Monthly Report — August 2011 

Moved by Mayor Atebe, seconded by Councillor Stewart,
that Report No. WSC 85-2011, dated August 23, 2011,
from the Director of Utility Operations, regarding JAMES
Plant Monthly Report — August 2011, be received.

	

WSC 97-2011 	 CARRIED.

	

.3 	 Monthly Water Report — August 2011 

Moved by Mayor Atebe, seconded by Councillor Gibson,
that Report No. WSC 89-2011, dated August 2, 2011, from
the Director of Utility Operations, regarding Monthly Water
Report — August 2011, be received.

	

WSC 98-2011 	 CARRIED.

	

.4 	 Financial Statements — July 2011 

Moved by Councillor Gibson, seconded by Councillor
Plecas, that Report No. WSC 86-2011, dated August 23,
2011, from the Budget & Payroll Manager (Abbotsford),
regarding Financial Statements — July 2011, be received.

	

WSC 99-2011 
	

CARRIED.

	

5.	 REPORTS 

	

.1 	 Financial Plan Amendment — Sewer Operations

Moved by Mayor Atebe, seconded by Councillor Stewart,
that Report No. WSC 83-2011, dated July 28, 2011, from
the Budget & Payroll Manager (Abbotsford), regarding
Financial Plan Amendment — Sewer Operations, be
received; and the attached amended financial plan be
approved, and that each city's budget be amended
accordingly, as required.

	

WSC 100-2011 	 CARRIED.

.2 	 Resuming Pine Well Operation (5330-60)

Moved by Councillor Gill, seconded by Councillor Plecas,
that Report No. WSC 84-2011, dated August 24, 2011,
from the Project Engineer, regarding Resuming Pine Well
Operation, be received.

	

WSC 101-2011 	 CARRIED.
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6. NEW BUSINESS

None.

7. MOTION TO CLOSE

Moved by Councillor Gibson, seconded by Councillor
Pieces, that the September 8, 2011, WSC meeting, be
adjourned (9:28 a.m.).

WSC 102-2011 	 CARRIED.

Moved by Councillor Gill, seconded by Mayor Atebe, that
the Abbotsford/Mission Water & Sewer Commission
meeting reconvene (9:57 a.m.).

WSC 103-2011 
	

CARRIED.

5. 	 REPORTS (cont'd)

.3 	 Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) Abbotsford Mission Ownership and
Governance Agreement and Operation and Maintenance Agreement 

Moved by Mayor Atebe seconded by Councillor Pieces that
staff be authorized to release Resolution CWSC 28-2011
from the Special WSC meeting to the public through a
media release that further discussions between the District
of Mission and the City of Abbotsford on the allocation and
cost agreement for a share of the existing water resources
(MOU), be deferred until post election.

WSC 104-2011 	 CARRIED,

Moved by Councillor Gill, seconded by Councillor Gibson,
that the September 8, 2011, WSC meeting, be adjourned
(9:58 a.m.).

WSC 105-2011 
	

CARRIED.
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Planning Department
Memorandum

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON
R11-003

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Planning Technician

Date: 	 November 7, 2011

Subject: 	 Rezoning Application R11-003 (Pavlov) —12411 Carr Street

Recommendation

1. That, in accordance with Rezoning Application R11-003 (Pavlov), the Corporate Officer
prepare a bylaw to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 by rezoning the
property located at 12411 Carr Street and legally described as:

Parcel Identifier: 007-581-581 Lot 1 Section 22 Township 15 New Westminster District Plan
44668

from Rural 36 (RU36) zone to RR7 Rural Residential 7 (RR7) zone;

2. That the bylaw be considered for 1S t and 2 nd readings at the Regular Council meeting on
November 7, 2011 and that following such readings, the bylaw be forwarded to Public
Hearing on November 28, 2011.

3. That the five percent parkland provision in Section 941 of the Local Government Act be
applied as cash-in-lieu of parkland to subdivision file S11-002.

Summary of Proposal

The applicant is proposing to rezone the property located at 12411 Carr Street from Rural 36
(RU36) zone to RR7 Rural Residential 7 (RR7) zone to accommodate the subsequent
subdivision of the subject property into four (4) lots of a minimum 0.7 hectare (1.73 ac.) lot size.
The subdivision draft plan is attached as Appendix 1.

Site Description

The subject property is 3.99 hectares (9.86 ac.) in area and is located on the north side of Berg
Avenue between Powell Street and Carr Street in Stave Falls (refer to Appendix 2). There is
one existing log home and an approximate 46 square metre (500 sq. ft.) secondary dwelling unit
(guest cabin) on the property. A secondary dwelling unit is not a permitted use in the RR7 zone;
however, the applicant has advised that the guest cabin will be removed prior to subdivision
approval. The removal of the guest cabin will be met through the subdivision approval process.

Access to proposed Lots 1, 2 and 3 would likely be from Berg Avenue and proposed Lot 4 could
be accessed from either CarrStreet or Berg Avenue. Proposed Lot 1 slopes slightly to the west
and the centre portion of this lot is relatively flat. Propose Lot 2 slopes to the west, southwest
and also has a large flat portion to the west. Proposed Lot 3 contains the existing home and
yard and drains predominantly to the south through a series of man-made ponds and channels.
Proposed Lot 4 slopes primarily to the west and drains to the ponds located on Lot 3.
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Neighbourhood Context

The majority of properties in the immediate area are zoned RU16 and RR7 (refer to Appendix
3). As this is an emerging area of rural residential properties, the proposed RR7 zone (minimum
0.7 ha/1.73 ac.) allows for lot sizes compatible with the existing land uses in the surrounding
area.

Official Community Plan Designation

The subject proposal is in conformance with the Official Community Plan; therefore, an OCP
amendment is not required.

Zoning

The current RU36 zone has a minimum parcel size of 3.6 hectares (8.9 ac.). The proposed RR7
zone has a minimum parcel size of 0.7 hectares (1.73 ac.). The subject property is 3.99
hectares (9.86 ac.) in area and therefore allows a four-lot subdivision under the RR7 zone.

Community Amenity Contribution

In accordance with District of Mission Policy LAN. 40 — Financial Contributions for Community
Amenities Policy, the applicant has submitted a letter volunteering to contribute $8,040 (for 3
new lots) which is payable prior to the adoption of the zone amending bylaw.

Environmental Protection

There are a number of watercourses, channels and man-made ponds present on the subject
property. An environmental assessment was initially completed in November 2010. In July 2011,
the applicant's environmental consultant submitted an application to the Ministry of Environment
for authorization to remove the manmade ponds on the subject property and restore the channel
to its original condition. Information from the environmental consultant advises that completing
this work would remove the downstream barrier (steep slope) to fish movement and provide 368
square metres (3,961 sq. ft.) of functioning fish habitat.

This application (commonly called a Section 9 application), was referred to the District of
Mission and the Department of Fisheries and Ocean (DFO) for review and comment. The
District's Environmental Services Manager has advised the Ministry of Environment that the
District is supportive of the proposed works. To date, DFO has not provided their comments. It
is noted that prior to any of the proposed alterations or works taking place, authorization from
the Ministry of Environment is required.

In addition, a restrictive covenant will be required to protect the environmentally sensitive areas
as part of the subdivision approval process.

Tree Retention and Replanting

The applicant's surveyor identified 336 significant trees on the subject property. The applicant
has indicated that approximately 97 significant trees will be removed as part of the proposed
development. In accordance with District of Mission Policy LAN. 32 — Tree Retention/Replanting
Policy, the applicant will be required to replant all 97 of the significant trees removed or provide
cash-in-lieu ($250 per tree) for each significant tree removed and not replanted. In addition, the
applicant is required to plant two additional trees per lot (8 trees in total). As part of the
subdivision approval process, the applicant will be required to provide written confirmation
confirming the number of trees replanted on-site.
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Planning Analysis

The proposed subdivision will create four (4) rural residential lots; the proposed lot areas of
each exceed the 0.7 hectare (1.73 ac.) minimum lot area requirement. This rezoning proposal is
supported by planning staff as it is in accordance with the OCP and provides for compatible
development in the Stave Falls area.

Parkland

A referral was sent to the Parks, Recreation & Culture Department and their recommendation is
to accept cash in lieu as this property is within walking distance to the Stave Falls Elementary
School green space.

Internal Comments

The Engineering Department has reviewed the proposal; these comments are outlined in
Appendix 4— Engineering Department Rezoning Comments.

External Referrals

The standard referrals will be made to the various utility agencies as part of the subdivision
process.

Public Hearing Information Package

In accordance with District of Mission Policy LAN.50 — Pre-Public Hearing Information Packages
Policy, a package will be produced containing material related to the development application.

Requirements Prior to Adoption of the Zone Amending Bylaw

• Receipt of the Community Amenity contribution in the amount of $8,040;

• Any other items that Council may require resulting from the Public Hearing or Council
consideration of the application.

Recommendation

Planning staff recommends that the rezoning proposal be supported by Council and proceed to
Public Hearing on November 28, 2011.

Donna-L Lakes

GACOMDE \ADONNA-LEE \COW REPORTS12011 REPORTS \ R11-003 (PAVLOV) 12411 CARR ST 2011-11-07 COW.DOCX

37

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON 	 PAGE 3 OF 7
R11-003



APPENDIX 1 - SUBDIVISION DRAFT PLAN
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APPENDIX 4- ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

FILE: R11-003

CIVIC ADDRESS: 	 12411 Carr Street

DOMESTIC WATER REQUIREMENTS:

April 04, 2011.

No municipal water available. Developer to provide potable water for each parcel and a
hydrogeology report to confirm that the well/s meet the requirements of the Subdivision
Control Bylaw.

SANITARY SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

No municipal sanitary sewer available.

STORM SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

No storm sewer works required.

ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS:

Carr Street and Powell Street provide paved access to the site, no further upgrading
required.

RECOMMENDATION

From an engineering point of view the rezoning application may proceed to final adoption.

F: Engineer/Devor/RezoningComments/12411 Carr Street Engineering Rezoning Comments
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Memorandum
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R11-021/DP11-013

To:
	

Chief Administrative Officer

From:
	

Planner

Date:
	

November 7, 2011

Subject: 	 Rezoning Application R11-021 and Development Permit Application DP11-013
32851 6 th Avenue (Tingy Deol) — Proposed Infill Single Family Residential
Development

Recommendation

1. That, in accordance with Rezoning Application R11-021 (Tingy Deol), the Corporate Officer
prepare a bylaw to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 by rezoning the
property located at 32851 6th Avenue and legally described as:

Parcel Identifier: 011-602-686 Lot 11, Block 2, Section 21, Township 17, New Westminster
District Plan 332

from Residential Two unit Zone (RT465) to Residential Compact 280 Zone (RC280);

that the bylaw be considered for 1 st and 2 nd readings at the Regular Council meeting on
November 7, 2011; and

that following such a reading, the bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing on November 28,
2011.

2. That Development Permit Application DP11-013, in the name of Tingy Deol, to provide
conformity to the Official Community Plan guidelines respecting building form and character
for a proposed compact single-family residential development on the property located at
32851 6 th Avenue be forwarded to Council for public input on November 28, 2011.

Summary of Proposal

The applicant intends to rezone and then subdivide the subject property in order to facilitate the
construction of a new infill single-family residence. Since the property lies within a development
permit area, the design of the proposed home, and modifications to the existing home, need to
be in accordance with the Intensive Residential development permit area guidelines of the
Official Community Plan (OCP).

Background

The subject property is located at 32851 6 th Avenue, is 785 square metres in size, and is owned
by Tajinderpal (Tingy) and Navjot Deol. The applicant is proposing to subdivide the property into
two parcels — 504.63 square metres (5,431.79 square feet) and 400.75 square (4,313.64 square
feet) respectively — see Appendix 1. The rezoning and subdivision, if approved, will facilitate
the construction of a new single family residence on the property in accordance with the OCP
infill residential development permit guidelines. The carport and sundeck for the existing home
will need to be removed in order to meet the minimum side yard setbacks of the target RC280
zone. The applicant will be required to build a detached garage with two parking spaces for the
existing home in addition to updating the building façade.
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Official Community Plan Designation

The site is located in the Urban Compact/Multiple family designation of the OCP — see
Appendix 2.

Section 2.4 Infill Development of the Official Community Plan outlines and highlights objectives
for infill development. Specifically to

"Encourage a variety of infill residential development forms in conjunction with the application of
Smart Growth development principles."

Where infill development is proposed, Policy 2.4.1 outlines the compatibility criteria:

Compatibility Criteria for Infill Development

Policy 2.4.1. 	 Evaluate proposals for infill residential development, based upon their degree of
compatibility with the character of the immediate neighbourhood, with particular attention to:

• The height, size, scale and massing of buildings
• Harmonious integration of the building in terms of setbacks, window placement, privacy, design

and materials
• Retention of locally significant landscaping and addition of new landscaped areas;
• The upgrading of existing dwellings

The height, size, scale, and massing of the home is compatible with surrounding homes and will
not adversely impact the character of the neighbourhood. The street consists of an eclectic mix
of different housing styles and heights within the neighbourhood and this proposal would add to
this diversity. The proposed building design and height will be discussed in further detail within
the Planning Analysis section of this report.

The applicant will be retaining the existing trees along the 6 th Avenue frontage but will need to
remove 6 trees that are located within the rear of the site in order to accommodate the
construction of the proposed new home and detached garage. As per the Tree Retention Policy
(LAN.32), the applicant will be required to replant trees in order to achieve no net loss in
addition to planting two trees per lot. The shrubs along the front façade of the existing home will
be retained — see Appendix 3.

The existing home on the property will be upgraded in order to complement the design of the
proposed new home and the duplex that was recently approved on the property to the west
(Northwest corner of Maple and 6 th Avenue). The scope of these improvements includes
repainting the trim on the house so that it provides greater contrast with the white siding,
repainting the front door, and adding brick to the lower portions of the building in order to cover
the concrete — see Appendix 3.

Overall, the planning department is satisfied that this proposal fits within the criteria for infill
development as outlined in the Official Community Plan.

Zoning

The subject property is currently zoned Residential Two Unit (RT465) Zone — see Appendix 4.
The applicant wishes to rezone the property to RC280 in order to facilitate a proposed
subdivision of the property into two parcels. One parcel would contain the existing home while

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON 	 PAGE 2 OF 17
R11-021/DP11-013

43



the other lot would be for the proposed new home. The size of the parcels would be 504.63
square metres (5,431.79 square feet) and 400.75 square (4,313.64 square feet) respectively.

Since the applicant is pursuing single-family residential zoning, a site inspection will be required
by the Building Department to ensure that there are no secondary suites within the existing
home. The applicant has agreed to arrange for an inspection and to decommission any suites
in accordance with District of Mission requirements prior to final approval of this rezoning
application.

The carport and sundeck for the existing home need to be removed in order to achieve the
minimum side yard setback requirements of the RC280 zone should the concurrent subdivision
application be approved. In order to meet the parking requirements of the Zoning Bylaw, the
applicant will be required to build a two-car detached garage for residents of the existing home
off of the rear lane — see Appendix 1. The construction of the detached garage will be a
requirement of subdivision approval.

Planning Analysis (Development Permit Review)

Applicability

The application is subject to a development permit due to its infill nature and location within the
Urban Compact/Multiple Family designation of the Official Community Plan. In this regard, the
application is subject to the requirements of the Intensive Residential Development Permit
Guidelines.

DP Guidelines

A few of the objectives of the Official Community Plan Intensive Residential Development
Permit Guidelines include the following:

• To facilitate a high standard of building design, site compatibility, and site aesthetics;

• To minimize the impact of new single family infill residential development on existing
neighbourhoods (Appendix 5 - Neighbourhood Context)

• To provide a mix of housing forms, choices and affordability opportunities for residents in the
urban area and at the same time provide for more interesting and varied urban
neighbourhoods;

• To provide for a form of sustainable development in Mission through the economic
efficiencies gained by capitalizing on existing infrastructure and services in the urban area
by increasing single-family residential densities; and

• To provide a neighbourhood environment that focuses on pedestrians and away from an
automobile dominated streetscape.

To this end the design proposed by the applicant is consistent with the guidelines and fits within
the surrounding neighbourhood (Appendix 6 and 7 — Development Permit Elevations,
Appendix 8 — Site Plan). This is achieved through limiting the gross floor area of the upper
floor to 80% of the main floor to minimize the building "box" effect, the use of peaked roofs, front
yard porch to encourage interaction with the street, use of different surfacing elements,
landscaping to soften the facade, and the use of different building elements and colours (vinyl
shingles, wood trim, wood posts, cultured stone, and earth tone colours).
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The height of the proposed home is 8.51 metres which is below the maximum permitted height
of 9.5 metres for the RC280 zone. The height of the existing home on the property is 8.32
metres which is within very close proximity to that proposed for the new home. There is a
vacant lot to the west of the property for which a duplex was recently approved with a height of
9.21 metres — see Appendix 1. The surrounding area consists of established homes ranging
from one to two storeys in height. Hence, the height of the proposed home will be similar to
what already exists, or has already been approved, for this neighbourhood and will not create
any adverse impacts. For images of surrounding homes on the street, please refer to Appendix
4 —Neighbourhood Context.

This home will be built on an infill residential lot that will capitalize on existing infrastructure and
services (roads and utilities). Furthermore, the home is also located within walking distance to
commercial services, transit, and parks/open space. Hence, this project fits in with the
sustainability criteria of the Official Community Plan.

Community Amenity Contribution

In accordance with the District of Mission's LAN 40 Land Use Policy, the applicant has agreed
to provide a community amenity contribution of $2,815.00 for the proposed single family lot.

Tree Retention and Replanting

There are a total of 9 trees on the subject property that fall under the definition of a "significant
tree" as per the Tree Retention/Replanting Policy. The applicant has indicated that they will
retain the 3 trees along the 6th Avenue frontage. There is a single tree along the east property
line and a stand of 5 trees in the NE corner of the site. The applicant has indicated that these
trees need to be removed in order to facilitate the construction of the proposed new residence
and detached garage.

In order to achieve no net loss of trees and to satisfy the requirement of planting two trees per
new lot, the applicant has agreed to plant 10 trees on the site and provide a security to the
District. The security amount will be $2,500.00 ($250.00 per tree). The trees that will be
retained will be protected by fencing as per specifications of the Tree Retention/Replanting
Policy prior to any construction activity on the site. The applicant has provided a tree retention
plan showing the approximate location of trees to be retained, removed, and planted — see
Appendix 9.

Internal Comments

The application was discussed at a preliminary application review meeting and no concerns
were raised regarding this proposal. Since the existing home on the property once contained a
secondary suite, the applicant has agreed to decommission the suite and to arrange an
inspection with the Building Department in order to provide assurance that the secondary suite
has been removed.

The Engineering Department has reviewed the proposal and their comments have been
attached to this report — see Appendix 10.
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External Referrals

No external referrals are required as part of the rezoning and development permit process for
this proposal.

Public Hearing Information Package

In accordance with Council Policy LAN.50 — PRE-PUBLIC HEARING INFORMATION
PACKAGES, a package will be produced containing material related to the development
application.

Requirements Prior to Adoption of the Zone Amending Bylaw and Approval of
Development Permit DP11-013

• Receipt of the Community Amenity contribution in the amount of $ 2,815.00.

• A security in the amount of $2,500.00 to cover the planting of 10 trees as per the Tree
Retention/Replanting Policy (LAN.32).

• Decommissioning of any secondary suites within the existing home and an inspection by the
Building Department.

• Modifications to the existing home as per Appendix 3.

• Engineering requirements for extending the storm sewer on 6th Avenue to the site.

• Approval of Development Permit DP11-013 will be considered as part of the same Council
agenda as the Official Community Plan and Zone Amending Bylaws are considered. The
development permit shall be subject to prior approval of the concurrent rezoning and
subdivision applications.

• Construction of, or security to construct, a detached garage for the existing home in order to
provide for two off-street parking spaces as per the requirements of the Zoning Bylaw.

• Any other items that Council may require resulting from the Public Hearing or Council
consideration of the application.

In summary, staff recommends that the Rezoning and Development Permit proposal proceed to
Public Hearing and Public Input meeting on November 28, 2011.

Respectfully submitted,

Rupinder Basi, MCIP
PLANNER

a \COMDEV\PINDER\R11-021 and S11-015 and DP11-013 (Deol) - 32851 6th Ave
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Appendix 1 
Existing Home and Proposed New Lot

Note: Detached garage for existing home to be built prior to subdivision approval of S11-015
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Appendix 2

OAP

Subject Property is designated Urban Compact/Multiple Family Residential
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ZONING
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Appendix 6
Development Permit Ekwations — Proposed Home

Front 	 Rear           

, .p.,......• ....,.....1,. 	
- ...•

. t
1 	 .'

1...........7:17.-- ,.:-.- ' 	 ' • • s'.'‘: 	 ' 	 ' -.3.-. -.-.
, 	 . 	 . 	 ...•-

1 , 2
, 	 gl,.•-•,:1A 	

, :..1_ ...,.,....,,,.... 	 .. 	 ,.

li ..,g,,r....... ,
tl                                 

RE iiA11,3N                      

Right 	 Left

<1
g
N
§

fl

e.,'„,.......,

.N
,-----,,

Fl 	 F

1
1,--- --

. . 	 i
_ 	 ...

____,_41.4i

.--

,....;

— — - -1—.::.--7--------- — —
'

t 1
CI

ct 1 ,,_ Lf...A ,

V.'
4 i

.
t f

C4 Z
$4 aot PA ,
q 	 !!

-7,,, ' ■ ,
•,-,

i - -.-1.--MORT mermen

54

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON 	 PAGE 13 OF 17
R11-021/DP11-013



r.4 	 1,14 8,MAISC.17.1 	
DAR,s,0 WOAD

PANTED MOH

•r. 	 • • 	 • •                 

R.EAR EI,EVATION          
0* 	 6,

FRONT ELEVATION

Appendix 7
Development Permit Elevations — Proposed Detached Garage
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Site Plan for new lot
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Appendix 9 
Tree Retention Plan
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Note:
- Approximate locations shown
- Species to be determined as per Tree Retention Policy (LAN.32)
- Retained trees to be protected with fencing as per Tree Retention Policy (LAN.32)
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Appendix 10

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

FILE: R11-021

August 24, 2011

CIVIC ADDRESS: 	 32851 6 th Avenue

1. DOMESTIC WATER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal water is available on 6 th Avenue, no further upgrading required.

2. SANITARY SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal sanitary sewer is available on 6 th Avenue, no further upgrading required.

3. STORM SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal storm sewer is not available on 6 th Avenue fronting the property, The
Developer will be required to volunteer to extend the storm sewer on 6' Avenue to
the site prior to the rezoning proceeding.

4. ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS:

None,

RECOMMENDATION 

From an engineering point of view the rezoning application may proceed to final adoption when
the storm sewer requirements have been met.

, 4 -.1440..*

Salem AbushaWashi 	 Sterlino - han
Deputy Director of Engineering 	 Engi 'ering Technologist
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ON T

DISTRICT OF

HE FRASER 	

Planning Department
Memorandum

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON
R08-004

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Planner

Date: 	 November 7, 2011

Subject: 	 Rezoning Application R08-004 (OTG Developments) — 34159 Kirkpatrick
Avenue.

Recommendation

1. That first and second reading of zone amending bylaw 5189-2010-5050(31) be rescinded;

2. That in accordance with Rezoning Application R08-004 (OTG Developments), the Corporate
Officer prepare a bylaw to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 by rezoning
the property located at 34159 Kirkpatrick Avenue and legally described as:

Parcel Identifier: 011-200-341 Lot 2 Section 3 Township 18 New Westminster District Plan
6858

from Rural 16 (RU16) zone to Rural Residential 7 (RR7) zone;

3. That the bylaw be considered for first and second reading at the Regular Council meeting on
November 7, 2011; and

4. That following such readings, the bylaw be forwarded to Public Hearing on November 28,
2011.

Background

The applicant initially proposed to rezone two properties located 34159 and 34221 Kirkpatrick
Avenue (Map 1) to allow for a four lot subdivision. The rezoning application entailed rezoning
the site from Rural 16 (RU16) Zone to Rural Residential 7 Secondary Dwelling (RR7s) Zone.

A public hearing was held on February 28, 2011 and a number of questions were raised about
rainwater run-off affecting the western neighbour and the potential effect on local water
quality/quantity created by secondary dwellings within the RR7s zone. Since that time, the
owner of 34221 Kirkpatrick Avenue withdrew from the application due to personal reasons. The
applicant has requested to move forward with an application for 34159 Kirkpatrick Avenue only
(Appendix I). Given the wishes of the applicant, the previous zone amending bylaw's first and
second readings must be rescinded in order for Council to consider the revised rezoning
application. Recognizing the concerns raised by Council in respect to secondary dwellings
allowed within the RR7s zone, the applicant wishes to revise the target zone and pursue the
RR7 zone which does not permit secondary dwellings.

Site Description

The subject property is located east of the intersection of Stave Lake Street and Kirkpatrick
Avenue (Map 1). 34159 Kirkpatrick Avenue falls gently towards the north and contains a
watercourse flowing westward along the northern property line. The property currently has a
single family dwelling and three out buildings. The single family dwelling, chicken coop and barn
are to be retained within proposed Lot 1 and the shed is slated for removal (Appendix I). The
northern portion of the property adjacent to the watercourse is mostly vegetated while the
interior of subject property is predominantly clear of vegetation. A row of trees also exists along
a section of the southern property boundary which will remain undisturbed.
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Neighbourhood Context

The majority of the properties in proximity to the subject property are zoned RU16 and RR7
(Zoning Map). The Ferndale neighbourhood has experienced an increase in rural residential
development over the last five to ten years. The proposed RR7 zoning allows for lot sizes
compatible with the existing land uses and densities in the immediately surrounding area.

Official Community Plan (OCP) Designation

The proposed density and target RR7 zone is in accordance with the OCP and its overall
objectives.

Zoning

The current RU16 zone has a minimum parcel size of 1.6 hectares (4.0 acres). The proposed
RR7 zone has a minimum parcel size of 0.7 hectares (1.73 acres). Lot 1 is slated to be
'oversized' at 1.31 hectares (3.23 acres) and Lot 2 will be 0.7 hectares (1.73 acres). The RR7
zone does not allow for a secondary dwelling (i.e. secondary suite, garden cottage or coach
house).

Community Amenity

In accordance with Council Policy LAN.40 — FINANCIAL CONTRIBUTIONS FOR COMMUNITY
AMENITIES POLICY, the applicant has submitted a letter volunteering to contribute $2,680.00
for each additional lot.

Section 108 Compliance (Environmental Protection)

The 34159 Kirkpatrick Avenue property has been identified as containing a single watercourse
(Appendix I) flowing east to west along the northern property line. Section 108 of The District of
Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009, requires a 30 metre set back and protected area for this
watercourse. A restrictive covenant is to be placed on the title and permanent barrier fencing
with signage is to be installed to protect these areas from disturbance.

Tree Retention and Replanting

Vegetation removal is not required for the proposed development as suitable building areas free
of vegetation already exist for all new dwellings and accessory structures. The applicant is
required to provide two trees per new lot created in accordance with the District of Mission's
Tree Retention Replanting Policy, LAN.32. This requirement will be met through the subdivision
approval process.

Access

Both lots will be accessed from Kirkpatrick Road; the covenant to protect the watercourse on the
north side of the property would preclude any access from Stave Lake Street.

Planning Analysis

The rezoning application is supported by planning staff as it will lead to development compatible
with the existing surrounding land use pattern and provide development that is in accordance
with the District of Mission Official Community Plan.

Parkland

As fewer than three additional lots would be created, Section 941 of the Local Government Act
(Provision of Parkland) does not apply.
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Internal Comments

The Engineering Department has reviewed the proposal with comments outlined in the
Engineering Department Rezoning Comments attached in Appendix II.

External Referrals

The usual referrals will be made to the various utility agencies and Department of Fisheries and
Oceans as part of the subdivision process.

Public Hearing Information Package

In accordance with Council Policy LAN.50 — PRE-PUBLIC HEARING INFORMATION
PACKAGES, a package will be produced containing material related to the development
application which can be viewed by any interested party. Furthermore, notification letters are
sent via mail to all owners/occupants of properties within 500 metres of the development in
order to inform them of the scheduled public hearing date.

Requirements Prior to Adoption of the Zone Amending Bylaw

• Receipt of the Community Amenity Contribution in the amount of $2,680.00; and

• Any other items that Council may require resulting from the Public Hearing or Council
consideration of the application.

Erik Wilhelm
Planner
G:\ COMDEV\ ERIK \Working Development Planning Staff Reports \KIRKPATRICK OTG FINAL CHANGES.doc
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Appendix I
Draft Plan of Subclivirlion
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Appendix

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

FILE: R08-004

CIVIC ADDRESS: 	 34159 and 34221 Kirkpatrick Avenue

1. DOMESTIC WATER REQUIREMENTS:

No municipal water available. Developer to provide, at subdivision stage, potable
water for each parcel and a hydrogeology report to confirm that the well/s meet the
requirements of the Subdivision Control Bylaw.

2. SANITARY SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

No municipal sanitary sewer available. Developer to provide, at subdivision stage,
professionally prepared septic field design for Lot 2.

3. STORM SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

None.

4. ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS:

None.

RECOMMENDATION

From an engineering point of view the rezoning application may proceed to final adoption
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Excerpt from the Minutes of the Public Hearing held on September 13, 2010
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PH10/053
SEPT 13, 2010

District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5166-2010-5050(22) (R09-011 —
LavaIle) — a bylaw to rezone property at 12331 Rolley Lake Street from Rural
16 zone (RU16) to Rural Residential 7 zone (RR7)

Barclay Pitkethly, deputy director of planning, provided information regarding
rezoning application R09-011, which proposes to amend District of Mission
zoning bylaw 5050-2009 by rezoning the property located at 12331 Rolley Lake
Street and legally described as Parcel Identifier: 009-289 739 Lot 7 South West
Quarter Section 23 Township 15 New Westminster District Plan 2929 (as shown
on the following map) from RU16 Rural 16 zone to RR7 Rural Residential 7 zone.

The deputy director of planning stated that the purpose of the proposed
amendment is to accommodate the subsequent subdivision of the subject
property into two lots of a minimum 0.8 hectare (1.98 acre) lot size.

Mr. Pitkethly noted that the property was mostly cleared of vegetation in 2004
prior to the tree retention and replanting policy (LAN.32) coming into effect in
2005 and, as a result, no tree retention and replacement plan has been
requested. He also noted that approximately seventy-five (75) replacement trees
have been provided on the site and that that the applicant will be required to
provide evidence of this planting, including a species list, as part of the
subdivision process.

The deputy director of planning stated that prior to adoption of the zone
amending bylaw, the following requirements would need to be addressed:

(a) engineering department comments and requirements;

(b) Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) requirements (letter of
undertaking to register a restrictive covenant on Lot 1 for stream side
protection); and

(c) receipt of a community amenity contribution in the amount of $1910.00.



The deputy director of corporate administration stated that no written
submissions had been received regarding this application.

Jeanette Smith requested a clarification regarding the tree clearing issue. The
deputy director of planning explained that the trees in question were cut in 2004
before the District's tree retention policy was adopted in 2005.

Bob Kore stated that he is opposed to the proposed application and expressed
concern that the property was clear-cut without a permit and that a significant
amount of fill was brought onto the property before a soil deposit permit was
obtained. He stated his belief that the improper placement of fill has resulted in
drainage problems on both his property to the north and to his neighbour's
property to the south.

The deputy director of planning clarified that no permit is required by the District
of Mission for the cutting of the trees and at the time the clearing was done as
the District's tree retention and replanting policy (LAN.32) was not yet in effect.

Mike Younie, manager of environmental services, confirmed that the applicants
had brought in fill prior to obtaining the required soil deposit permit. He also
stated that, having walked the property in the rain, he was satisfied with the
drainage and did not see any evidence that water was being diverted northward
onto Mr. Kore's property.

Councillor Horn requested clarification on lot grading and drainage, stating that it
was his understanding that this, including any potential impact on neighbouring
properties, would be dealt with at the time of subdivision and during the building
permit application process.

The deputy director of planning and the deputy director of engineering confirmed
that lot grading on the subject property would be dealt during the building permit
process as per the requirements of the BC Building Code. They further
confirmed that while lot grading is not a requirement for subdivision of rural
properties into lots greater than 0.4 hectares in area, the developer will be
required to demonstrate that all building sites created are adequately drained and
that no adverse drainage impacts will be created on properties adjacent to the
subdivision.

Brenda LavaIle, the applicant, explained that she did have some fill delivered
prior to applying fora soil deposit permit as it was her belief that a small amount
of fill could be brought in before a permit was required. Ms. LavaIle stated that
once she had determined that the fill was of suitable quality, she increased her
order with the supplier and the permit was obtained. Ms. LavaIle also noted that
the property to the south of the subject property has drainage issues that pre-
date the soil deposit on her property.

In response to a question from Councillor Plecas, the deputy director of planning
explained that the yellow class coded watercourse which has been identified
adjacent to the subject property is a ditch.

In response to questions from Councillor Horn, the manager of environmental
services stated that while the watercourses on the property are part of the
drainage system, they do not necessarily connect to the downstream
watercourses. He stated that most of the water on the subject property flows in a
south-westerly direction and is in the form of shallow groundwater seepage that
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can be seen whenever there is a change in slope, especially in the wintertime.
Mr. Younie further noted that because the existing watercourses do not reach the
downstream streams, they are not technically classified as watercourses under
the Riparian Areas Regulation.

Councillor Horn questioned whether or not the Department of Fisheries and
Oceans would consider the water on the property to be an ephemeral stream if
swales constructed on the property to address drainage concerns resulted in
watercourses that connected to the existing ponds.

Mr. Younie stated that this is a possibility whenever swales divert water into an
existing creek or stream though in this case, given the topography as well as the
proposed location of the buildings and the rock pit, he would expect that
development could take place without inadvertently diverting water into the
downstream watercourses.

Councillor Horn asked if developing the property could potentially improve
drainage.

Mr. Younie said that is he unable to confirm or deny such a statement but that he
does believe that there is sufficient room on the subject property to deal with
stormwater and drainage issues that may be generated as a result of the
development and that part of the building permit process will be to manage that
water properly.

Councillor Horn asked if there was any reason to believe, given the rock pit
construction, that building a house would aggravate drainage in the area.

The manager of environmental services stated that, provided it is done properly,
building a house on the subject property would not aggravate drainage. Mr.
Younie emphasized, however, that the process must be done properly and with
due care and consideration to the drainage issues in the area.

In response to a question from Councillor Horn, the deputy director of planning
confirmed that the panhandle driveway will belong to one of the two proposed
lots and, for that reason, there is no need for a registered covenant.

Mr. Kore restated his concern that proper swales were not created when the
applicant had soil deposited on her property and that this has created drainage
issues on both his and his neighbour's properties.

Hearing no further questions or comments the mayor declared the public hearing
on District of Mission zoning amending bylaw 5166-2010-5050(22) (R09-011 —
LavaIle) closed.
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DISTRICT OFISsion
ON THE FRASER

Engineering and Public Works
Memorandum
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File Category: PRO.DEV.ZON
File Folder: R09-011

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Manager of Environmental Services

Date: 	 December 8, 2010

Subject: 	 Rezoning Application (R09-011-Lavalle), 12331 Rolley Lake Street

Background
The public hearing for the Zone Amending Bylaw 5166-2010-5050(22) (R09-011-Lavalle) was held on
September 13, 2010. Several questions were raised regarding rainwater management on the subject property
and the impacts of that rainwater on adjacent properties as a result of approximately 1 metre of soil that had
been deposited across the property in 2009. Staff was requested on October 4, 2010 to provide a third
reading report addressing the concerns raised at the public hearing. The Manager of Environmental Services
has visited the subject property several times over the last two years, most recently on December 4, 2010.

Follow- Up Information
In the opinion of the Manager of Environmental Services, all identified watercourses have been classified
correctly by a qualified professional. The property owner of 12381 Rolley Lake Street (See Appendix 1
Watercourse/ Topo Map) was concerned with drainage from the subject property draining onto his property.
Given that 12381 Rolley Lake Street is slightly higher in elevation and an ephemeral watercourse is located -

between the two properties, there is no indication that water is flowing from 12331 Rolley Lake Street to the
property to the north.

There is some evidence that small amounts of surface flow and shallow subsurface flow is flowing onto a
horse paddock on the west portion of 12285 Rolley Lake Street to the south of the subject property. The
majority of water draining from the subject property infiltrates to forested ground at the west end of the subject
property. The access road for the new lot will be located along the southern edge of the subject property near
the property to the south. This road will require a ditch to manage drainage water. This ditch will intercept the
water currently draining onto 12285 Rolley Lake Street and can be designed to convey the water into the
existing forest on the western portion of the subject property where it will infiltrate to ground.

Additional drainage management features such as rock pits can be incorporated into the building permit and
lot grading plan to maximize infiltration of any rainwater. Ensuring that any rainwater is diverted towards the
existing forest will assist with infiltration, maintenance of stream base flows and removal of any mobilized
sediments but the water must be infiltrated to ground before leaving 12331 Rolley Lake Street. Provided these
measures are implemented, staff believes that development of the new lot can be done with no adverse
impact from rainwater to neighbouring properties. Staff needs to ensure that these recommendations are
made clear to the proponent who can then direct their engineers to incorporate these measures into the
design of the new lot.

Mike Younie
Manager of Environmental Services
FAENGINEER\Environmental Services\MYOUNIE\Memoslavalle R09-011 3rd Reading.doc
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Planning Department
Memorandum

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON
R09-011

To:
	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Planner

Date: 	 August 16, 2010
Subject: 	 Rezoning Application R09-011 (Lavelle) — 12331 Rolley Lake Street

Recommendation

1. That, in accordance with Rezoning Application R09 - 011 (Lavelle), the Director of Corporate
Administration prepare a Bylaw to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 by
rezoning the property located at 12331 Rolley Lake Street and legally described as:

Parcel Identifier: 009-289-739 Lot 7 South West Quarter Section 23 Township 15 New
Westminster District Plan 2929

From Rural 16 zone (RU16) to Rural Residential 7 (RR7) zone;

2. That the bylaw be considered for 1 st and 2 nd readings at the Regular Council meeting on
August 16, 2010; and

3. That following such a reading, the bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing on September 13,
2010.

Summary of Proposal

The applicant is proposing to rezone the above noted property from RU16 to RR7 to allow for
the subdivision into two (2) lots as seen in the attached Draft Subdivision Plan (See Appendix
2).

Background

The current RU16 zone has a minimum parcel size of 1.6 hectares (4.0 acres). The proposed
RR7 zone has a minimum parcel size of 0.7 hectares (1.73 acres). The subject property is
approximately 1.63 hectares (4.016 acres), thus allowing a subdivision into two lots under the
RR7 zone. The existing dwelling and outbuildings (shed, pond and greenhouse) will remain on
proposed Lot 2. The subject property is designated Rural Residential in the District of Mission
Official Community Plan (OCP), and therefore does not require an OCP amendment.

Site Description

The subject property is relatively flat, sloping gently downwards from east to west away from
Rolley Lake Street. The existing dwelling and outbuildings are located on proposed Lot 2 with
an existing driveway providing access to and from Rolley Lake Street. Proposed Lot 1 will be
accessed via a panhandle driveway also off Rolley Lake Street.

Neighbourhood Context

The majority of the properties in proximity to the subject property are zoned RU16. RU36 and
RR7 (see Appendix 3). The proposed RR7 zoning would therefore, be compatible with the
existing land use in the immediate surrounding area. This area is also currently in transition from
Rural to Rural Residential with the adoption of the District of Mission 2008 Official Community
Plan which amended the land designation from Rural to Rural Residential allowing the proposed
zoning amendment to occur.
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Official Community Plan Designation

The application is in conformance with the OCP and therefore does not require an OCP
amendment.

Section 2.3 of the District of Mission Official Community Plan (OCP) deals with Housing Choice
and Quality. Among other items, Section 2.3.1, Minimum Lot Sizes for Residential Areas, in
Rural/Rural Residential, and Suburban Areas prescribes:

• Large lot housing choices;

• Lot sizes that respect the rural nature of the area; and

• Provide acreage residential lifestyle options.

The application conforms well to this policy and its objectives.

Zoning

The application is to rezone the property located at 12331 Rolley Lake Street from RU16 to
RR7. The proposal would result in two (2) lots. Proposed Lot 1 is a panhandle lot and has an
area of 0.8 hectares (1.98 acres), while proposed Lot 2 would have an area of 0.8 hectares
(1.98 acres).

Community Amenity

In accordance with Council Policy LAN.40 — FINANCIAL CONTRIBUTIONS FOR COMMUNITY
AMENITIES POLICY, the applicant has submitted a letter volunteering to contribute $1,910 per
new lot with the amount of $1,910 payable prior to the adoption of the zone amending bylaw.

Section 108 Compliance (Environmental Protection)

The subject property was identified as potentially containing or being adjacent to several
watercourses. The applicant retained Scott Resource Services INC Environmental Consultants
to conduct a stream and fish habitat assessment of the property.

Four unnamed watercourses were identified within or adjacent to the property as a result of the
assessment (See Appendix 4). These watercourses consist of the following:

• Watercourse 1 - permanent, non fish bearing stream flowing into a constructed pond
located to the north west of the subject property.

• Watercourse 2 - seasonal, non fish bearing drainage ditch running north-south along the
eastern subject property line.

• Watercourse 3 - confined (no connectivity) constructed pond located adjacent to the
northern property line within the subject property and;

• Watercourse 4 - confined (no connectivity) constructed pond located adjacent to the
southern property line within the property to the north.

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON 	 PAGE 2 OF 11
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The DOM Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009, defines a stream as any watercourse that is "integral to a
stream and provides fish habitat". Watercourses that do not provide fish habitat do not require a
setback. Watercourse 1 is therefore the only watercourse requiring a set back (30metres) in this
instance.

The 30 metre setback required from Watercourse 1 includes a small area within the northwest
tip of the subject property. The area is already well vegetated with native plant species and will
not have any impact upon the buildable area of proposed Lot 1. A restrictive covenant is to be
placed on the title along with the erection of permanent barrier fencing to protect this area from
disturbance.

Tree Retention and Replanting

The subject application was submitted on July 25, 2009 and is therefore required to be
assessed in accordance with the District of Mission's Tree Retention Replanting Policy, LAN.32,
adopted in 2005 (superseded 7 December 2009). The 2005 Policy required an applicant to
submit a tree retention /replacement plan when lodging a subdivision application. The property
was however largely cleared of vegetation in 2004 prior to the 2005 Policy coming into effect.
No tree retention /replacement plan was therefore requested.

At the time of the land clearing, the aforementioned LAN.32 Policy did not include the provision
relating to removal of trees prior to making a development application. Appendix 5 is an
orthographic photo of the subject property taken in 2003 prior to the vegetation clearing.
Appendix 6 is an orthographic photo of the same property taken in 2010. It is estimated that
approximately lha (2.47ac) of native vegetation has been cleared from within this property with
no requirement for the property owner to seek consent from the District of Mission.

The applicant has advised staff that approximately 75 replacement trees have been provided on
the site. As a condition of the subdivision the applicant will be required to provide evidence of
this planting including a species list prior to approval.

Planning Analysis

The proposed subdivision layout requires Lot 1 to be accessed via a panhandle of
approximately 102 metres (337 feet) in length. The proposed lot layout allows the existing
facilities necessary for the existing dwelling such as the septic treatment system and storm
water rock pit, to be contained within the same lot. The proposed lot layout will also allow
greater separation between the existing dwelling and the new dwelling to be constructed within
proposed Lot 1. The location of the panhandle access is also considered practical for future
similar subdivisions occurring within the immediate area.

Parkland

As fewer than 3 additional lots would be created, Section 941 of the Local Government Act
(Provision of Parkland) does not apply.

Internal Comments

The Engineering Department has reviewed the proposal with comments outlined in the
Engineering Department Rezoning Comments attached in Appendix 7.
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External Referrals

The usual referrals will be made to the various utility agencies as part of the subdivision
process.

Public Hearing Information Package

In accordance with Council Policy LAN.50 — PRE-PUBLIC HEARING INFORMATION
PACKAGES, a package will be produced containing material related to the development
application.

Requirements Prior to Adoption of the Zone Amending Bylaw

• Receipt of the Community Amenity contribution in the amount of $1,910.00

• Any other items that Council may require resulting from the Public Hearing or Council
consideration of the application.

In summary, staff recommends that the rezoning proposal proceed to Public Hearing on
September 13, 2010.

Shannon Webb

GACOMDEV\Shannon\Correspondance1809-011 (Lavelle) COW report.doc
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APPENDIX 3 Zoning Map
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APPENDIX 4 Watercourse/ Topographical Map
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Appendix 5 Orthographic Photo 2003
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Appendix 6 Orthographic Photo 2010

Source: Google Maps 2010

80

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON 	 PAGE 10 OF 11
R09-011



Appendix 7 ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

FILE: R09-011

August 27, 2009.

CIVIC ADDRESS: 12331 Rolley Lake Street

1. DOMESTIC WATER REQUIREMENTS:

No municipal water available. Developer to provide potable water for each parcel and
a hydrogeology report to confirm that the well/s meet the requirements of the
Subdivision Control Bylaw.

2. SANITARY SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

No municipal sanitary sewer available.

3. STORM SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

None.

4. ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS:

None.

Note:  It is brought to the attention of the Planning Department that there is a Yellow
Class Coded water course adjacent to this property on Rolley Lake Street.

RECOMMENDATION

From an engineering point of view the rezoning application may proceed to final
adoption.

f:/eng ineer/devcor/rezoningcomments/R09-011; Engineering Rezoning Comments

Copyright 1997 Competitive Edge Computer Services Ltd. All rights reserved.
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PLANNING DEPARTMENT

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON
R09-011

September 1, 2010

Dear Owner/Occupant:
Re: 	 Public Hearing for Rezoning Application R09-011 (Lavalle) — 12331 Rolley Lake

Street
Enclosed is a Public Hearing notice for your information. As a neighbouring resident or property
owner to the subject property that is located at 12331 Rolley Lake Street, you are invited to
attend this hearing and make known any comments that you may have.

Reference should be made to Item No. 1 in the Public Hearing Notice for more specific
information on the proposal. Details of the Public Hearing time and location are stated at the top
of the Public Hearing notice.
Additional information may be obtained by contacting the District of Mission Planning
Department at (604) 820-3748.

Yours truly

Sharon Fletcher
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

End,

GACOMDEV \PUBLIC HEARINGS\PUBLIC HEARING NOTIFICATION LETTERMR09-011 NOTN OWN OCC.DOC
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DISTRICT OF

Economic Development Office
Memorandum

ON THE FRASER

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Stacey Crawford, Economic Development Officer

Date: 	 October 13, 2011

Subject: 	 Economic Development Select Committee Recommendation

Recommendation

That the District of Mission Council approves the recommendation of the Economic Development Select
Committee (EDC) to include the following items as a component of the economic development strategy:

I. It is recommended that a regional workforce assessment be commissioned to identify existing
and future educational requirements and that the findings of this study be applied to skilled
workforce development programs that support the identified opportunities in Item IV.

II. Recognizing our desire to be a learning community, the EDC recommends the development of
a marketing package:

a. That promotes Mission's existing secondary and post-secondary educational de-
velopment opportunities

b. That will be used to encourage both resident and non-resident public and private
institutions to provide programming that matches identified employment needs in
the Lower Mainland.

III. 	 Currently identified opportunities:
• Trades and Career Training
• Business
• Environmental / Green Technology / Forestry
• Fine Arts
• Information Technology / Information Communication Technologies (IT/ICT)

Background

In April, 2010, the Economic Development Committee formed a Community Education Task Force to
examine community and post-secondary education needs on a comprehensive level to assess the
lifelong learning opportunities that provide the socio-economic benefits of quality of life for individuals,
families and neighbourhoods. The Task Force enjoyed representation from local government,
businesses, social agencies, educators, aboriginal community, arts and culture and the community-at-
large.

An examination of industry sectors, post-secondary institutions and future educational needs occurred for
a period of approximately 14 months, resulting in the above Task Force recommendations to the EDC.
The EDC resolved to accept the recommendations at their regular monthly on September 15, 2010. It is
the intent of the EDC to incorporate these recommendations into the 2012 and 2013 business plan of the
economic development office.

Stacey Crawford — Economic Development Officer
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MINUTES
The Minutes of the ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT SELECT COMMITTEE Meeting
held at the Mission Regional Chamber of Commerce Boardroom, 34033 Lougheed Hwy,
Mission, BC on Thursday October 20, 2011 commencing at 8:00 a.m.
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Committee Members Present: Rex Blane
Anne Senae, CGA
Remco Bergman, Specto Civil Technology
Carlo Billinger, Rex Cox Men's Wear
Steve Sharpe, S. Sharpe Timber
James Atebe, District of Mission
Dr. Eric Davis, University of the Fraser Valley
Sean Melia, Mission Chamber of Commerce
Grace Saris, Vancity Credit Union
Heather Stewart, District of Mission
Raymond Szabada, SRCTec
Dr. Lyndon Balisky, Mission Downtown Business Assoc.
Cory Padula, Cimtex Industries

Jason Roessle, Mission City Record

Glen Robertson, Chief Administrative Officer
Sharon Fletcher, Director of Planning
Stacey Crawford, Economic Development Officer
Allison Jack, EDO Assistant

Committee Members Absent:

Staff Members Present:

1. MINUTES
a) Moved by S. Melia and seconded by C. Billinger.

RECOMMENDED: That the minutes of the Economic Development Select
Committee meeting held September 15, 2011 be adopted. Carried

2. STRATEGIC BUSINESS

a) Strategic Plan/ Staffing/ Resources
S. Crawford reported that the draft strategic plan is not ready. The plan will be ready
for next month. S. Crawford asked if there would be interest, prior to the next
meeting, to conduct a 2 hour meeting to review strategic plan. Several EDC members
expressed an interest. An e-mail invitation will be sent out with the draft when ready,
to allow additional input before the draft is presented to the EDC.

3. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES
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a) Planning Department Update
i) Waterfront Development Update

S. Fletcher reported that Phase 4 is near completion. This is the last of the studies for
the Feasibility study. Phase 4 will result in the following products:

• steps to undertake a land use planning process for the waterfront
• process for developing the infrastructure for the land uses (who does what

when)

ii) Summary of Applications
• By the end of September, 94 applications have been received. Over the

previous 5 years, the average number of application receive by the end of
September is 67 applications.

• If inquiry application numbers are included, the average number of
applications received by the end of September over the previous five years is
130 applications, with 146 applications having been received by the end of
September this year.

Other Projects
Community Amenity Contributions
The report is drafted and is currently being looked at.

Incentive package focused on the downtown is a work in progress.

b) Downtown Business Association
L. Balisky reported that the budget for 2012 has been set. The focus for the
Downtown Business Association is focused on marketing to bring people to the
downtown core. A few concerns that the Mission DBA has, and are currently
working on, are the parking issue, the recent issue of larger trucks coming through
downtown, and the beautification of the downtown core.

c) Chamber of Commerce
S. Melia reported that the Business Excellence Awards is on Friday October 21 and is
SOLD OUT. The all candidates meetings are coming up on November 9 for
councilors, and November 15 for mayoral candidates.

4.	 NEW BUSINESS
a) Managers Report
S. Crawford reported that the Economic Development Select Committee was the
event sponsor for the Ruskin Dam and Powerhouse Upgrade Brainstorming session
on October 13. The session was very well attended and there were some new faces in
the crowd. The EDO has agreed to serve as a sponsor in a graduate project involving
a Royal Roads University student. S. Crawford attended the West Stave Lake
Recreation Area forum on October 19. The forum was well attended and there is
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significant interest in the development of this recreational area. Additional items
listed in the Manager's Report.

b) Roundtable
Dr. Lyndon Balisky and C. Padula were formally welcomed and were provided an
opportunity to introduce themselves to the Economic Development Committee.
0. Herman was presented with a gift recognizing her contributions to the Economic
Development Select Committee. This is Ms. Herman's final meeting with the EDC.

	5.	 OLD BUSINESS
a) Mission Chamber of Commerce Business Excellence Awards
R. Blane and S. Melia will be presenting at the Business Excellence Awards on
Friday night. The topics for the sponsored portion of the presentation include the role
of the EDC in jobs, health, education and developer relations.
b) Biz E News
J. Atebe excused himself from the meeting for the duration of the Biz-E News
(Newsletter) discussion.
The six issue RFP will be put out to tender in the next 10-14 days.

	6.	 Next Meeting
Thursday November 17, 2011 at 8:00 a.m. at the Chamber of Commerce Boardroom

7. ADJOURNMENT
Meeting Adjourned at 9:45am.

86



m DISTRICT

ON THE
FCONONIIC 	 OFVEIOPMFNT

Manager's Report

Business and Pre-Development Application Meetings

ission

Summer

OF

/-
FRASER

to: September 9, 2011

Report

or Inquiries:
New inquiries Year-to-Date.

5 /

Category

Re-zoning/Land Use inquiries 11 35

Land/Bldg. purchase inquiries 20 34

Lease inquiries 3 11

General inquiries (inc. media/realtors/public) 23 80

Business license inquiries 4 9

General Summary and Activity Highlights June

Economic Development

17 to September 9, 2011:

busy, particularly through to mid-August. Inquiry

were highest, with inquiries centered on downtown

were also higher than usual with several inquiries on

industrial property directly east, in addition to

use). Administrative activities in preparation for the

EDC term; several events and conference attendance;

work with Council occupied the majority of time during

(public):

their ground-breaking event on July 18 and

announced as the anchor tenant, with an additional four

200 construction jobs and 260 retail positions

increase of approximately $700,000 to the

in downtown Mission on July 8 th . Attendance was

cutting prior to a line-up of approximately 150

Joe's was another noteworthy business opening for

plans for a new 3-storey building on f t Ave. (old

units with office and retail commercial space.

1

Activity Snapshot: The summer proved to be very

activities for land and building purchase opportunities

and several industrial properties. Land use inquiries

existing industrial land at Silver Creek and the adjacent

heightened interest at Stave Lake (recreation area

joint EDC/Council meeting, transition of the current

launch of the 2nd Biz-E News and; major project

this period.

Major Commercial and Industrial Projects of Interest

1) SmartCentres (beside The Mission Springs) held

construction is now underway. Walmart was

buildings now being marketed for lease. Approximately

are anticipated, in addition to an annual taxation

municipality.

2) MTF Price Matters held their Grand Opening

fantastic and Mayor Atebe performed the ribbon

shoppers being welcomed into the store. Dakota

downtown.

3) 	 Developers Clara and Josef Winel have submitted

bowling alley) that will include four residential
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Economic Development Activities of Interest:

4) The 2 nd Edition of the Biz-E News publication was distributed to 416 recipients on August 31, 2011.

Several very favourable comments were received and continue to be about the positive message

related to development in Mission, along with how good it was to see developer testimonials. Metrics

within the first 24 hours of release show the following:

Sent to 416 recipients:
151 opened the email — 43.4%
2 unsubscribed — .005%
68 emails bounced back — 16.3%
Net delivered successfully = 348 — 84%

Click —Through results:
54 clicks to Mission Waterfront — 45%
23 clicks to Walmart —19.2%
22 clicks to MTF — 18.3%
Was shared on a Facebook page

Recipients included business owners, developers, realtors and influencers throughout the lower

mainland, with a heavier focus on the local community.

5) Downtown / Downtown Business Association:

a) For EDC and Council consideration, Dr. Lyndon Balisky has communicated that he is the new

representative from the DBA. The EDO is waiting for the formal application form prior to

submitting to the EDC for consideration. If the application is approved, Dr. Balisky will attend the

October, 2011 meeting.

b) Continue to work on downtown related policy and planning related initiatives with Staff at City

Hall, with a specific focus on development incentives. In response to concerns about the

proposed town square and following discussions with potential downtown investors, at the

Regular Council meeting on September 6 th' staff was given direction to develop a process including

a public input component for undertaking a downtown neighbourhood plan. Should this move

forward, it should provide a much greater level of investment/developer certainty as their will be

a clear vision for downtown with development guidelines to provide direction.

6) Community Education Sub-committee (CEC):

a) The final meeting of the CEC occurred on June 30 th . A recommendation was developed and is

presented to the EDC for consideration. A motion is required to address the recommendation and,

if approved, will be submitted to Council.

Education Sub-committee Recommendation to EDC:

I. It is recommended that a regional workforce assessment be commissioned to identify existing
and future educational requirements and that the findings of this study be applied to skilled
workforce development programs that support the identified opportunities in Item IV.

II. Recognizing our desire to be a learning community, the EDC Education Sub-committee
recommends the development of a marketing package:

2
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a.That promotes Mission's existing secondary and post-secondary educational
development opportunities

b.That will be used to encourage both resident and non-resident public and private
institutions to provide programming that matches identified employment needs
in the Lower Mainland.

III. It is also recommended that future community planning (Official Community Plan, etc.)
recognize the identification of any approved future endowment lands.

IV. Currently identified opportunities:
• Trades and Career Training

• Business

• Environmental / Green Technology / Forestry

• Fine Arts

• Information Technology / Information Communication Technologies (IT/ICT)

7) Funded by the EDC, The Mission Regional Chamber of Commerce "Mission Handbook" that formed

part of the expression of interest request issued by BC Hydro for the Ruskin Dam project, was recently

updated to include phone numbers. The Handbook was approved by the EDC for a $2,500

contribution and came in under budget at $1,600, due to cost savings and a contribution by BC Hydro.

8) Events and Presentations:

a) Attended the RBC National Economic Webinar Update on July 20, 2011.
b) Attended and made a special presentation economic development activity in Mission to the

Rotary Club of Mission Mid-day on July 19 th '
9) Marketing: Ads for BC Business Magazine (July), Business Fraser Valley and Award Magazine have

been submitted for summer and fall issues; Biz-E News 2 nd Edition released Aug. 31; New promotional
items ordered and include coffee cups, post-it notes, more buttons and pens. Additional market
presence explained in Item 10 below.

10) Invest North Fraser: The economic development partnership for the north shore that includes Mission,
Maple Ridge and Pitt Meadows has launched a web portal to move our print material to an on-line
presence. The site will go live on September 19 th . As well, the partnership has secured signage at the
luggage carousel at Abbotsford International Airport. Copies of the sign are provided in the September
meeting package.

11) Assisted with site selection and lease negotiations for new Crime Prevention Office location in
downtown Mission.

11)Working with Inspection Services department on a review of Home Based Business licensing fees.
12)Coming Events:

a) Will be participating in a booth at the APEX (Asia Pacific Expo) Vancouver 2011 on September 25 th .

This is a unique investment and real estate tradeshow created for the Asian and local Market who

are interested or engaged in investing, buying or selling real estate and investment both at home

and in the Asia Pacific area.

b) Will be attending the LINX BC annual general meeting on September 26th. LINX BC includes 17 BC

communities, along with the provincial government. LINX BC is expanding its efforts to attract

companies involved in several other economic sectors. The immediate targeted sectors are

advanced manufacturing, agri-food production and tourism infrastructure development.

c) Will be attending with a booth presence at the West Coast Women's Show, October 21-23.



d) The EDO Assistant will attend the Celebrate Mission event at Heritage Park on September 18 th on

behalf of the economic development department.

Tourism
12) Mission Tourism:

a) Have confirmed advertising participation in the 2012 Vancouver, Coast & Mountain's Travel

Experience Guide. Mission will have an updated full page profile and enhanced directory listing.

b) Received confirmation from Vancouver, Coast & Mountain's that we were successful in our

application for Community Tourism Organization funding. Two matching grants were received for

$10K each; one for general tourism promotion and one for the Scenic 7 partnership.

c) The Mission Regional Chamber of Commerce Tourism Committee meeting was held on September

15 th, with topics covering CTO funding, updated Mission Map, Tear Maps, signage and exploration

of the hotel room tax. Detailed visitor stats are available upon request. Visitor stats for the Visitor

Info Centre are down for 2011.

Film
Film location scouting occurred over the summer for two major film projects. They included:

1. Discovery Channel: Saw Dogs Season 1
2. The Company You Keep — a film starring Robert Redford

Significant effort went into assisting the two location scouts and approximately one dozen locations were

submitted for consideration. Saw Dogs selected a site in Squamish. Mission was second choice O The

Robert Redford film is still scouting throughout the lower mainland. No updates beyond this.

General
12) Administration

a) EDO on holiday September 19 th to 21 st .

b) Additional recurring meetings attended included several meetings with planning and engineering;

several in-camera meetings, department head meetings and corporate admin. meetings. Topics

have included budgets, industrial land use planning, developer meetings, waterfront and

downtown.

c) External meetings have included general and executive meetings with North Fraser Community

Futures, the Mission Mid-day Rotary Club, the Chamber of Commerce and the Canadian Youth

Business Foundation.

[END OF REPORT]
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Development Cost Charges

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Director of Finance
Date: 	 October 27, 2011

Subject: 	 District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw #5214-2011

Background
At the September 6, 2011, Regular Council meeting the District's Development Cost Charge (DCC)
Bylaw #5214-2011 received first three readings. As per section 937 of the Local Government Act,
this bylaw (after receiving first three readings) was forwarded to the Ministry of Community, Sport
and Cultural Development for Ministerial approval. Statutory approval from the Minister has now
been received (see attached).
The new DCC rates will be effective at the date of adoption of the bylaw or upon 4 th reading, as no
provision was included in the bylaw in terms of a grace period whereby the bylaw would be
effective at some future date. As you know this bylaw and the associated updated DCC rates have
been in the works for the last year or so. Developer/public consultation was held in April of this
year and the timeframe for adoption was originally on course for July of this year; however, the
bylaw was delayed because the regional water DCC rates needed to be adjusted downward.
As per the Local Government Act, completed subdivision applications received prior to the date of
adoption will be subject to the existing or old DCC rates as they are afforded a one-year protection
period under the in-stream rules. As a result of recent changes to the Local Government Act,
completed building permit applications received prior to adoption are also now afforded the same
one-year protection. A copy of the new DCC rates in comparison to the existing DCC rates is
attached.

At this point in time, council has two options in terms of District's Development Cost Charge (DCC)
Bylaw #5214-2011:

1. Provide final reading to the bylaw on November 7 th , 2011, whereby the new DCC rates
would be effective the same date and going forward, subject to the in-stream rules.

2. Delay final reading to some future point to be determined by council, with the in-stream
rules to apply from the future date of adoption going forward.

Ken Bjorgaard
G: \ FINANCE \ Development Cost Charges\2010-2011 DCC UpdateNemo - DCC Bylaw Adoption.docx

Page 1 of 1
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Mr. Ken Bjorgaard
Director of Finance
District of Mission
PO Box 20, 8645 Stave Lake Street
Mission, BC V2V 4L9

Dear Mr. Bjorgaard:

Re: District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011 

Enclosed herewith is one copy of the above bylaw approved under the provisions of
section 937 of the Local Government Act. Council may now adopt the bylaw.

Please forward one copy of the bylaw as adopted to Local Government Infrastructure
and Finance for our records.

Yours truly,

Glen Brown
Deputy Inspector of Municipalities

Enclosure

Ministry of Community,
Sport and Cultural
Development

Office of the Inspector of Municipalities 	 Mailing Address: 	 Location:
PO Box 9383 Stn Prov Govt 	 4th Floor -800 Johnson Street
Victoria, BC V8W 9T1 	 Victoria, BC

	Phone: 250 387-4060
	

http://icw.cscd ,gov.bcca/
Fax: 	 250 356-1873



Statutory Approval

•of , 2011

Under the provisions of section 	 937

of the 	 Local Government Act

I hereby approve Bylaw No. 	 5214

of the 	 District of Mission

a copy of which is attached hereto.

Dated this 	 6ilt• day

Deputy inspector of Municipalities

Stal App1 14/09/201'

93



DISTRICT OF MISSION
PROPOSED VS. EXISTING DCC RATE SUMMARY

1111

1 -rd,113731:2:13;r:dj, 5.72:27..77.2.3

93.333.9
Commer.31
,

CE=1:11=.1.119:.'::::4379:

Y. of 14••••■•
*omit .1111 	 aAn

Itpl.*•••550, • C•65,51 	 Res.
I...)

Gcla• 	 D...age
Wu •I

...Noy 5•■••
iAna ID)

<•15/„..Vati•yor•W•
Gelar VIM,

51.v.......1.061*.y.......

I•••••J

G.. V•■••
•••••••••••,.................... 	 C•••......*Vally...../1•7

1•••••)
11.1.1. Omit

•••••

Propos

•

.

11511.5.15 le...,
WI.

,.......•
Sewer

•••••5•• E.., Prep.. 	 El.ng Proper. 	 EN.. proposed 	 EN.. Prop.. 	 Existing Proposed 	 .1.1ing P.p.. Existing Preps. Ex.., PropoNad Existing 	 hope. 	 erirting Existing 	 P.O.. Existing P5speAnd Exist161

.
MI , .,,, 9 .,

4"000' '89 I= I 	 	 IIIIP 	 1III   	11111 	M 	 li
5..'°"..-....

. 27 	 IILIII!
144 28

1271,
70 21

5 	 9

I

,,s, ,,,,
C9235 33, 5

2. 95
■ 924.

5 345,

5555,

81295 	 352 52
71664

957 52

2 555 35 	 3. 72
2 407 SO

3 9.22

..• • .; 	 e 55; 5c.

6 981 53

	,	 ,
515 ES 	 523 P$
5.0

en 60

, .... 45
1 225 97

505 71
71.7

.5 02

995.

9.932 9.995.35 ..1 .

' 	 1 .
1 ma 98

877 28

5 345 23

3 235 99

_
9 92

685 6a

_
15 56

2 O.,

0 .1 56 623 ,

•
,,, ,,,,

331 1.
n ■•5

935 07
, go

9.36

4. 22

42 50

32. 	

III 	

49 5. 5.	 n
53..51. unn Br 9.0 2.2 86

13.
2 6. 70

...... area
per 5, 5.90rarea

, n in
45 18 5 73

TS 55
IP 91

.. 	 :
.34 . 	 _

9.3, ennerpres 11.
,

9
= 	 3 4 99 0 34

5.251
Mill 7 .

77 18
. 4

2 8

35, .9. 	 59.33.5 5. TVS. ..... 	 3 724 . 5 .73 3,2 . 	 .7 • - .. es^ m. 	 • 	 , 	 : ■ 8 ml so o...,,. 	 623 I • 1 ■94 49 ••. 	 • 	 F . 866 7: .21 263. 	 3337 28 INI
11111

    11111 	 •IIIIIIII PM 48 6 284 42

5.9 5,,,,,,,,,,.... 	 m„,,,, ,,
C3355. 5 	 p,,,,,,, 5.
duster .3.35 5. 9 	55.9.955 5.

1. TE 3 794 56 5 345 73
P9 44

967 52
.3 53

3 19. - ie
3 93 -

3 93,
., 59

8 9. 56

623 00
523 60

7 in r • .1.
344 20

344 28
P...ell, unil ,... ...., . 734 3 2.0 37 4 N.., 473 77 • 261.

.64 13 56 3.8 5 88
,2 5,

37 06

208 a,

.9.

5.5309.9 WO

,', F".'"
93.2.39 155.53921

St 89
87,5

.37
2 254 63

1 702 02

3 215 59

2 942 86

555.
13 55

_

2.6 70

2 906 70

1 795 39

1 746 35
3 3.4

377 43

-3 .-

'92 .

526 25
1 959 1 ,

per 27,622r orea
pp. pp, por........... 	 p5.92 95.99 5.5

ae la
9518
4613 a zs

5 72
17 so
11.

11191
1 -9 91
1,9' 

77 le

22 34
2234
22 35 

3 55

, 73

1 88
2 56
2 53
P 83

0 35
. 	 •
- •

1 53
3.273 	 62.2623322.7362 5 37 7 la

55.9,193.5. 773 $ 31

I

.35. 5.8,1.. INA'. 	 nd 8..6.n 3.,
273455 5345, 492 132.6.23,3 9 II. 827 98

522.2.35.3.3 it 6,9
, „, „

827 65
39 64

, p59.

2 554.

, 5. ,5

3 235 95
4 2 .3

7..

555 58 11.1_it 89 30 37
ennmerop

no2336,63273 2 Ntre.nee
Commer33.53.3.91

per, doom ere. 8515 654

8 29 11 90
'2323t.
C12/1:1222=1M

55., 2'93392. 1.14
55 51 (7'55' WI ; 8'5 --

1111

P..
9...

MIIIIMIll 4.92 111.11.11111111111 	

11111•111.111111•111111•1111 IIIII
9.35. =IMO

MEM" MIIIII.EMIIME11111.MEW= 111 	 19111MIIIIMININIIMI

40032041150

Proposed Existing
Increase f
Pecren.

%
73769

3 	 1.44_27A4 3 11.1. V 	 176576 14.

5 	 7.051.72 NA

3 	 514313 3 	 1134140 ., 	 699667 -53 36

6 	 4.05011 5 	 8,00.14 4 	 5.555,21 -53 PP

f 	 4112 NIA

3 	 1.513 3 	 6404/4 4 	 346123 ,. 1 .

$ 	 47/0 6419

: 	 6146 7098 S 	 0016 .50154

3 	 1160

$ 	 23.12

6 	 6637

3 	 13.13

4 	 64.

3 	 C.

.92 Pk

73 332

5 	 5823 5 	 5196 5 	 1933 32 3,

5 	 25.615.39 5 25,42.5 5 	 515.70 1

5 	 0,6.15 NM

$ 	 5,344.73 $ 	 35.420.13 4 	 252.6. , 	 .79

1 	 5 345.73 3 	 7542113 .4 	 240146 ' 	 ,79

$ 	 MAO. 4 	 17,375.38 4 	 13,314,71 -73

5 	 109,02 NA

3 	 1.5.

$ 	 37,63

3 	 12,375.53

NM

-3 	 3,133. -73 .6

$ 	 24046 3 	 1102267 4 	 7.35011 .710%

1 	 1.39 MIA

5 	 BIZ 5 	 153.13 4 	 iSs 51 4,

5. 	 51.50 5 	 20.57 4 	 1.57 .94 TA

9 	 . 	 11.90 5 	 205.61 4 	 .7,91 -. 3,

$ 	 7,14 0 	 14593 4 	 140.63 -07053

$ 	 14022 4 	 149.94 4 	 927 6 3%

4 	 66411117 

$ 	 1743210

$ 	 25 72417

$111

6 	 33255 1 353

$ 	 5443,73 $ 	 15,76447 S 	 4041174 -515%

$ 	 554613 $ 	 25,704.47 44041514 -'01%

$ 	 05016 6 	 11737.09 4 	 13 85162 ." 013

$ 	 111.61 NIA

5 	 3223.33 4 	 1266424 4 	 6353725 PA 39.

$ 	 3/29 NM

$ 	 2440113 $ 	 10.15.0 4 	 7,137.54 -503%

$ 	 17640 513

$ 	 8.72 210613 4 	 18141 .377%

$ 	 IP. $ 	 001444 19544

4 	 13653

'03173

•94 794,i 	 11,0

$ 	 /14

$ 	 210.6.

2 	 151.62 -3 	 1..38 16.67

14129 3 	 153 52 4 	 .15 E %

1322129 0 	 1118163 5 	 1,66510 531%

7.061.72 - 	 Nia

5,55. 6 	 10145.40 4 	 4464/7 76 ,
700135

1662

3	 5,660.14

N/A

4 	 469329 .56 ,

3235.99 5	 6,304/8 4 	 3,59023 015%

4220 NIA

2612 MA

472 $ 	 NM 4 	 5226 -87174

$ 	 11,650 5137 4 	 13,41 -03.1%

5 	 23.72 4 	 13.23 3 	 464 23 OP

$ 	 SU, $ 	 .25 5 	 1523 33 659

$ 	 23,72 $ 	 19.13 3 	 ei. 23.0%

5 	 253,41292 5 	 21,560.110 -5 	 377E9

5 	 23.22 5 	 IS. 4 	 4.55 -77. 2%

4 	 63,63164 5 7026365

,

4 	 723760 -20 7%

.3 , - - 2235N2 3.13.5



9
I hereby certify this document to be a true and correct copy of
"District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011"
as at third reading.

A
Kel y idley Deputy Director f Corporate Administration
Dated at Mission, BC this 7 day of September, 2011.

DISTRICT OF MISSION
BYLAW 5214-2011

A Bylaw to impose Development Cost Charges pursuant to the
provisions of the Local Government Act

WHEREAS pursuant to the Local Government Act, R.S.B.C., 1996, Chapter 323, as amended,
and Regulations passed pursuant thereto, the Council of the District of Mission may, by bylaw,
impose development cost charges;

AND WHEREAS development cost charges may be imposed for the purpose of providing funds
to assist the municipality in paying the capital cost of providing, constructing, altering, or
expanding sewage, water, drainage and highway facilities, other than off-street parking
facilities, and providing and improving park land, in order to serve directly or indirectly,
the development in respect of which the charge is imposed;

AND WHEREAS the Council of the District of Mission has deemed the charges imposed by
this Bylaw:

(a) are not excessive in relation to the capital cost of prevailing standards of service in the
municipality;

(b) will not deter development in the municipality;

(c) will not discourage the construction of reasonably priced housing or the provision of
reasonably priced serviced land in the municipality; and

(d) will not discourage development designed to result in a low environmental impact.

AND WHEREAS Council has considered the charges imposed by this Bylaw as related to future
land use patterns and development, the phasing of works and services and the provision of
park land described in an Official Community Plan;

AND WHEREAS in the opinion of the Council, the charges imposed by this Bylaw are related to
capital costs attributable to projects included in the capital budget, and to capital projects
consistent with the Official Community Plan of the Municipality.

NOW THEREFORE the Municipal Council of the District of Mission, in open meeting
assembled, ENACTS AS FOLLOWS:

PART 1 — TITLE

1.1 	 This Bylaw may be cited for all purposes as "District of Mission Development Cost
Charge Bylaw 5214-2011".



District of Mission Development
Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011
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PART 2– DEFINITIONS

	2.1	 For purposes of this Bylaw, the definitions of words and phrases that are not included in
this section shall have that meaning assigned to them in the Local Government Act.

	2.2	 In this Bylaw:

"Apartment" means a multiple unit residential building in a zone listed in section 703 of the
Zoning Bylaw, or a similar development in another zone permitted in accordance with the
Zoning Bylaw, consisting of three or more Dwelling Units on a Building Lot or site, where
each Dwelling Unit has its principal access from an entrance or hallway common to at least
two other Dwelling Units on the same floor.

"Building" means any construction used or intended for supporting or sheltering any use or
occupancy including a mobile home.

"Building Permit" means permission or authorization in writing by the building official to perform
construction regulated by the "District of Mission Building Bylaw 3590-2003" and amendments
thereto.

"Building Lot" means the smallest unit into which land is subdivided as shown on the records of the
Land Title Office.

"Commercial" means commercial uses in a zone listed in Chapter 8 or 9 of the Zoning Bylaw, or a
similar development in another zone permitted in accordance with the Zoning Bylaw, including but
not limited to the following use categories: accommodation; automotive; food and beverage;
entertainment; office, personal service; recreation; retail; service; or waterfront.

"Construction" means building, erecting, installing, repairing, altering, adding to, enlarging, moving,
locating, relocating, reconstructing, demolishing, removing, excavating or shoring.

"Development Areas" means prescribed geographical portions or areas of the Municipality within
which specific development cost charges are levied, as identified in attached Schedule "Al",
Schedule "A2", Schedule "A3" and Schedule "A4".

"Developable Land" means all areas that are able (usable) to be developed (excludes creeks,
lakes, steep slopes, and permit areas not allowing development).

"Duplex" means a Building limited to two (2) attached Dwelling Units with separate entrances on a
Building Lot.

"Dwelling Unit(s)" means one or more rooms of complementary use, occupied or intended to be
occupied by a family, and containing not more than one kitchen.

"Floor Area" means the sum of the gross horizontal area of all floors of a Building.

"Industrial" means industrial uses in a zone listed in Chapter 10 of the Zoning Bylaw, or a similar
development in another zone permitted in accordance with the Zoning Bylaw, that produce,
manufacture or process goods and materials, or uses that provide a service that is industrial in
nature to the general public or to other businesses, including but not limited to such uses as:
auction — wholesale; heavy industry; light industry; mini-storage; recycling depot; resource

96



District of Mission Development
Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011

Page 3 of 10

extraction; salvage industry; or warehouse.

"Institutional" means institutional uses in a zone listed in Chapter 11 of the Zoning Bylaw, or a
similar development in another zone permitted in accordance with the Zoning Bylaw, that provide a
public service, including but not limited to such uses as: artisan studio; child care centre; civic
assembly; educational facility; hospital; library; school; trade school; or university.

"Land Use(s)" means the land use designations to which different development cost charges are
applied consisting of Single Family, Single Family Compact, Duplex, Townhouse, Apartment,
Commercial, Industrial and Institutional.

"Municipality" means the municipal corporation of the District of Mission; or the geographical area
of same, as the context may require.

"Net Hectare" means a hectare of Developable Land which does not include undevelopable areas
or areas given over to the development of streets, lanes or open spaces (dedicated parklands).

"Single Family" means a Building Lot that is greater than or equal to 465 square metres in area.

"Single Family Compact" means a Building Lot that is less than 465 square metres in area and
includes Building Lots for fee simple row houses.

"Subdivision" means the division of land into two (2) or more parcels, whether by plan, apt
descriptive words or otherwise.

"Townhouse" means a multi-unit development in a zone listed in Section 701 of the Zoning Bylaw,
or a similar development in another zone permitted in accordance with the Zoning Bylaw, where
the Dwelling Units are ground oriented or stacked, whether attached or not, including but not
limited to multiplex developments like triplexes and quadraplexes.

"Zoning Bylaw" means "District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009" and amendments thereto.

PART 3— DEVELOPMENT AREAS

	3.0	 This Bylaw applies to all lands in the Municipality. These lands have been divided into
Development Areas as identified on the attached Schedules "Al" through "A4", inclusive;
each of which form part of this Bylaw.

	

3.1 	 Schedule "B" sets out the per unit development cost charge payable for each proposed
Land Use or Type of Development for the applicable category of service in each
Development Area.

PART 4— DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES

	4.1	 The development cost charges set out in Schedule "B", attached hereto and forming part of
this Bylaw, are hereby imposed on every person who obtains:

(a) approval of a Subdivision, or

(b) a Building Permit authorizing the Construction, alteration or extension, on a
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parcel of land, of any Building containing more than one self-contained Dwelling
Unit and thereafter in respect of that same parcel:

(i)
	

any Building Permit authorizing the Construction of another Building
containing one or more self-contained Dwelling Units; or

any Building Permit authorizing the alteration or extension of any
Building for the purpose of adding one or more self-contained Dwelling
Units within such Building.

4.2 	 As an exception to section 4.1 above, no development cost charges are required to be
paid where:

(a) the development does not impose any new capital cost burden on the
Municipality; or

(b) a development cost charge has previously been paid for the same development
unless, as a result of a further development or alteration, new capital cost
burdens will be imposed on the Municipality; or

(c) the Building Permit authorizes the Construction, alteration or extension of a Building
or part of a Building that is, or will be after construction, alteration or extension, be
exempt from taxation under section 220(1)(h) [statutory exemption for places of public
worship] or 224(2)(f) [permissive exemptions in relation to places of public worship] of
the Community Charter, or

(e) the value of the work authorized by a Building Permit does not exceed $50,000 or any
other amount the minister may, by regulation, prescribe; or

(f) a Building Permit authorizes the Construction, alteration or extension of self-
contained Dwelling Units where each Dwelling Unit is no larger than 29 square
metres and each Dwelling Unit is to be put to no other use than the residential use.

PART 5 —CALCULATION OF APPLICABLE DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES

5.1 	 The amount of development cost charges payable in relation to a particular development
application shall be calculated using Schedule "B" and by determining the Development
Area, the Land Use(s), the unit(s) of measure and the applicable charges, as the case may
be.

5.2 	 Where a Land Use is not identified in Schedule "B" for a particular development application,
the amount of development cost charges to be paid to the Municipality shall be equal to the
development cost charges that would have been payable for the most comparable land
use.

5.3 	 The amount of development cost charges payable in relation to mixed use Land Uses shall
be calculated separately for each portion of the development, according to the separate
Land Uses, which are included in the Building Permit application, and shall be the sum of
the charges payable for each Land Use.
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PART 6- REPEAL OF EXISTING BYLAWS

6.1 	 The following District of Mission development cost charge bylaws are hereby repealed:

(a) "District of Mission Silverdale Development Cost Charge Bylaw 2065-1990" and all
amendments thereto;

(b) "District of Mission Industrial Development Cost Charges (Silverdale Creek Bridge)
Bylaw 3748-2004" and all amendments thereto;

(c) "District of Mission Development Cost Charge (Areas A, B and C) Bylaw 3753-
2004" and all amendments thereto; and

(d) "District of Mission Development Cost Charge (Home Street Pedestrian Walkway)
Bylaw 2847-1995" and all amendments thereto.

READ A FIRST TIME this 16 th day of May, 2011

READ A SECOND TIME this le day of May, 2011

READ A THIRD TIME this 16 th day of May, 2011

THIRD READING RESCINDED this 6 th day of September, 2011

READ A THIRD TIME AS AMENDED this 6 th day of September, 2011

APPROVED BY THE INSPECTOR OF MUNICIPALITIES this 	 day of 	 , 2011.

ADOPTED this

JAMES ATEBE, MAYOR 	 PAUL GIPPS, DEPUTY CHIEF
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
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SCHEDULE "Al"
DCC AREA "A" - IVIIS&ON CENTRAL AND FRASER

FRASER RIVER

1-7 DCC AREA "A" - Mission Central and Fraser
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SCHEDULE "A2"
DCC AREA "B" - CEDAR VALLEY

DCC AREA "Bl" - CEDAR VALLEY SPECIFIED AREA

DCC AREA "B" - Ceda; Valley
	  DCC AREA 'B 1" - Cedar Valley Specified Area



N

L. DCC AREA "C" - Hatzic,
South-West Mission,
and Rural Areas
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SCHEDULE "A3"
DCC AREA "C" HATZIC, SOUTH-WEST MISSION, AND RURAL AREAS
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SCHEDULE "A4"
DCC AREA "D" - WEST SILVERDALE INDUSTRIAL (WEST OF SILVER CREEK)
DCC AREA "E" - EAST SILVERDALE INDUSTRIAL (EAST OF SILVER CREEK)

SILVER CREEK

N

DCC AREA "D"

FRASER RIVER

\-\

N

\DCC AREA "E"

DCC AREA "D" - West Silverdale Industrial (West of Silver Creek)
DCC AREA "E" - East Silverdale Industrial (East of Silver Creek)



Grand Totals

$	 13,327.89

• 7,081.72

5,345.73

46.12

4,060.85

47.30

• 3,235.99

74.12

5	 8.72

11.90

23.72

58.29

25,834.89

17,600.45

5,345,73

5,345.73

199.42

4,060.85

$ 	 97.26

3,235.99

2,442.86

175.89

8.72

5	 11.90

11.90
7.14

14022

• 26,097.97

17,832.30

5,345.73

5,345.73

111.01

4,060.85

98.89

3,235.99

• 2,442 .86

S 176.40

8.72

11.90

11.90
7.14

141.39

$ 	 13,327.89

7,081.72

5 345 73

46.12

4,060,45

47.30

3,235.99

74.12

• 8,72

11.90

• 23,72

56.29

23.72

20,462.91

23.72

$ 	 63,531.44
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Development

ea(s)
Land Use(s) or Type(s) of

Development

How is Charge

Calculated
[Unit(s) of 	 a u e]

Mission

Roads

Regional
Sewage

Treatment

Regional

Water
Supply

Silvercreek

Parkway

Cedar
Valley

Roads

Cedar
Valley

Drainage

Cedar
Valley

Sewer

Cedar
Valley

Water

Cedar Valley

Environmentally
Sensitive
Parkland

Acquisition

Cedar Valley

Environmentally
Sensitive
Parkland

Developnent

Cedar Valley

Sewer Extension

Silverdale
Industrial

Water
Silverdale

Industrial Sewer
Silverdale

IndustrialI B idge
DCC A 	 "A

Missive C¢ntm.
and  Fraser

Single Family per Dwelling Unit 2,27502 4,894.21 5,345.73 81293 -

SingleFamilyCompect/puplex per Dwelling Unit 2,051 98 4,313.30 716.44

Trip, per 	 ling Unit 5,345,73 -

Townhouse per m of Fbor Area 11 56 29.64 -

TOwnhovse per 	 Un 4,060.85
Apartment per m2 of Floor Area 11.89 30.37

per Dwelling Unit 

perm' of Floor Area 64,68 9.44

3,23599

local Commercialrc per ro2 of Floor Area 812 -
Neighbvurhood 6 Mixed llse
Commercial/Residential per m2 of Floor Area

-

11.90

Industrial r11 	 of Floor Area 1004 854 7.14 -

Institutional per n12 of Floor Area 44.61 6 7.14

DM A 	 B.

Cedar Valley

Single Family per Dwelling Unit 2,27502 4,89421 5,345,73 812.93 2,669.36 6,873.81 619.35 1,30449 805.71 144.28

ingle Family CompavVDUplex per Dwelling Unit 2,051 98 4,313.30 716.44 2,407.66 5,499.05 545.83 1,228 97 710.07 127.15 -

Compact per Dwelling One 5,345.73

Cluster Comp. S.F. per Dwelling Unit

perms of Floor Area

_

11.56

-

29.64

, 	 73 

4.92 13,56

-

3179

.

375

.

8.45 4.86 067 - -Townhouse

Townhouse per Dwelling Unit 4.060.85 -

Apertment per rn2 of Floor Area 11.39 30.37 5.04 13.95 17.62 084 8.65 500 0.90

GeMen Apartment per Dwelling Unit 3,235,99

Institutional Residential per Dwelling Unit
_

2,44186 - - - - -

Commercial perm' of Fbor Area 6468 9.44 75.89 22.00 1.19 269 -

LocalCommercial per m 2 of Floor Area 8.72 -

NeighbourhovdCommereial per m 2 of Floor Area 11.90 -

Mixed Use Com/Res per m2 of Floor Area 11.90

School perm' of Floor Area 7.14 -

Institutional per rn2 of Floor Area 44 . 61 054 7,14 52.34 20.62 2.76 6.21

DCC A 	 "B

Ceder Valley
Specified Area

Single Famiy per Dwelling Unit 2,275.02 4,894.21 5,345,73 812,93 2,669,36 6,873.81 61535 1,35449 805.71 144.28 263,08 -

single Family Compact/Duplex per Dwelling Unit 2,051.98 4,31330 716.44 2,407.66 5,499.06 545.83 1,228.97 71007 127.15 231.85 - -

Compact S per Dwelling Unit 5,345.73

ter Comp. S.F. per Dwelling Un' 73
. ,

-

TownhOUSe per me of Floor Area 11,56 29.64 4.92 13,56 3179 3.75 8.45 4.88 087 159 -

Townhouse per Dwelling Unit 4,060.85 - - - -

Apartment per n-1 of Fbor Area 1189 30.37 5.04 13.95 17.62 3.84 8.65 5.00

Garden Apartment pen Dwelling Ung 3,235.99

Institutional  Reside per Duelling Unit
_ .

2,442,86
. . .

-

Commercial per me of Floor Area 6468 9.44 75.89 22.00 1.19 2.69 0.51

I 	 .orrtm per rn of Floor Area 8.72 -

NeighbourhnOd Commercial per m 2 of Floor Area 11.90

Mixed Use Com/Res per me of Floor Area 11.90

School per m2 of Floor Area 7.14

ona perm' of Floor Area 44.61 6.54 7.14 52.34 2062 276 6.21 1.17 - -

DCCArea

Hat
Mission and Rural

Areas

Single Family per Dwelling Unit 2,275.02 4,094.21 5,345.73

Single Family 0 mpact/Duplex per Dwelling Unit 2,051 98 4,313.30

Quplaxes, Triplexes per Dwelling Unit 5,345.73

Tovmhoune per m 2 of Fin, Area 1156 2664

To wnhouse per Dwell-mg Unit 4060.85

Apartment per re of Floor Area 11.89 30.37

Apartment per Dwelling Unit 3,235.99

Commercial of Floor Area 64.68 9.44

PenaIl Commemial per me of Floor Area 672
Ne 	 od 5 Mixed Use
Commercial/Resitlenfial 2 of Floor Area

. .

11.90

Industrial r m2 of Fbor Area laca 6.54 7.14 -

Institutional per 	 2 of Fbor Area 44,61 6.54 7.14

DCC A 	 D'

West S'Ilnrdele
Industdal 701st of

S

Industrial per 	 of Floor Area 10.04 654 7,14 -
per Net Hectare 0
Developable 14,260 6,202

CA 	 E

East Silverdale
Induetrial

(East of Silver Cmek)

erdustrial per m2 of Floor Area 10.04 6.54 7.14 -

Industrial
per Net Hectare of
Deva/opable Land 14 280.43 6,202.48 43 048
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Engineering & Public Works
ON THE FRASER 	 Memorandum

File Category: 	 GOV.BCH.RUS
File Folder: 	 Vagrant

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Director of Engineering & Public Works
Date: 	 November 2, 2011

Subject: 	 Ruskin Dam Project Traffic & Parking Management

Attached is a letter from BC Hydro providing an update regarding traffic management and parking during
the dam construction period between 2012 & 2018. BC Hydro staff will be present at the Council meeting
to answer any question that Council may have.
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District of Mission
Municipal Hall
6645 Stave Lake Road
District of Mission, BC
V2V 4L9

November 2, 2011

106

Attention: Mr Rick Bomhof, Director of Engineering and Public Works

Dear Rick,

RE: RUSKIN DAM AND POWERHOUSE UPGRADE PROJECT - TRAFFIC
AND PARKING CONSIDERATIONS 

As requested, enclosed is an update on the status of traffic and parking
considerations associated with the Ruskin Dam and Powerhouse Upgrade
Project. During our community engagement over the past five years, numerous
issues related to traffic management and parking were identified. To address
these concerns, BC Hydro is:

• Developing an overall Ruskin Project Traffic Management Plan (RPTMP)
to deal with parking and traffic management in the vicinity of the
construction area from 2012 to 2018 (e.g. Wilson Street, Ruskin Crescent
and Hayward Street);

• Requiring all contractors to develop their own traffic management plans to
address their site specific work requirements;
Requiring off-site mobilization and scheduled delivery for crews and
equipment;

• Proposing a mitigation plan that includes re-opening of the Upper Railway
Trail parking lot, expansion of recreational parking at Hayward Lake
Recreation Site and implementation of a broad communication strategy;

• Restoration of all work areas after construction; and
Developing a new parking lot in conjunction with the new switchyard to be
located on the left bank (east side) of the dam.

By way of a contract with Seyem Qwantlen Resources Ltd., BC Hydro has been
working with Valley Traffic Systems to develop the overall RPTMP. I have
included a copy of the original "Request for Expression of Interest" document for

British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority 6911 Southpoint Drive, Burnaby, BC V 3N 4X8 vAr.v.bchydro.com



your information along with a copy of the Traffic Management Plan guidelines we
included in our Ruskin Project contract documents, A copy of the draft plan will
be provided to you for comment in mid-November and will include:

a) Proposed parking restrictions on Wilson Street and Ruskin Crescent
b) A proposal for resident only parking areas on Ruskin Crescent;
e) Signage plan; and
d) Proposal for enforcement of new traffic and parking restrictions.

BC Hydro is committed to having the new traffic management and parking plans
in place and implementing communications to inform the public about the
changes prior to the start of construction. Pending BCUC approval, BC Hydro
plans to begin construction sometime next spring.

For reference, I have also enclosed two photos of the area. The first one
identifies the four key work components associated with the Ruskin Dam and
Powerhouse Upgrade Project while the second one provides an overview of key
streets in the area.

Please let us know if you have any questions or comments on the enclosed
document or proposed mitigation measures.

S cerely,

Robert Peever
Construction Manager
Ruskin Dam and Powerhouse Upgrade Project.

PS. As part of the recent review of BC Hydro operations, BC Hydro will be
conducting an evaluation of our recreation sites around the province and their
future operation. BC Hydro has committed to discuss this review and decisions
around the future of the Ruskin and Stave recreation sites with the District of
Mission, First Nations and other local stakeholders, as appropriate.
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Right Abutment
2012 - 2013

Dam
Late 2013 - 2017

Powerhouse
Superstructure: 2012 -2013
Generators: 2014-2017

Switchyard
Between 2014

and 2017

Project Components

Area Overview
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Wilson Road

Right Side (West)

Hayward Street

Left Side (East)

British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority 6911 Southpoint Drive, Burnaby, BC, www.bchydro.com
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Ruskin Dam & Powerhouse Upgrades Project

Global Traffic Management Plan and Recommendations

Request for Expressions of Interest

Overview

The British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority (BC Hydro) is planning to undertake a seismic upgrade of the

Ruskin Dam and Powerhouse as well as works to address safety and reliability of the Ruskin Powerhouse.

Construction for the Project is planned to begin in 2012, with completion in 2018. The operation of Ruskin Dam

and Powerhouse will continue during construction, and post-construction, according to existing operational

requirements and in compliance with water licenses and the Stave River WUP.

Project Objective

BC Hydro as prime contractor is accountable for overall safety coordination on the Ruskin powerhouse and

Dam upgrade project.

BC Hydro recognizes that when working on or near public roadways, there is always a degree of risk that must

be actively managed to protect people, property, and the environment.

This Global Traffic Management Plan and Recommendations document will help to fulfill this safety

commitment in part within the managed implementation of Traffic Management Plans (TMP's) which meet all

the requirements established with the district of Mission, BC Hydro, the stakeholders and Ministry of

Transportation B.0

Scope of Work

On or before 14 October 2011, the contractor will be required to provide a proposal to BC Hydro, including an

itemized cost estimate covering all costs associated with carrying out the work. Work will be completed per the

terms of Blanket Order (Ref # EC10-400659) for Environmental and Archeological Monitoring Services with

Seyem' Qwantlen Resources LTD.

Global Traffic Management Scope includes: 

1. The traffic control proponent / specialist will complete a traffic control assessment of Wilson and

Hayward streets as well as the areas surrounding the Ruskin Generating Station and it's proposed lay

down locations.

2. Complete the Global Traffic Management Plan and Recommendations by 11 November, 2011

consulting the Stakeholder engagement team and CM team which will be incorporated into the existing

BCH traffic management plan minimum requirements document currently used during the RFP process.

An Umbrella traffic management plan (TMP) is to be included which meets the regulatory requirements

established with the district of Mission, BC Hydro, the stakeholders and Ministry of Transportation B.0
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Required deliverables include: 

1. Provide a consolidated Global Master Plan and associated drawings which will represent all TMP's being

implemented by project contractors, as well as to identify any critical elements / impacts from the

stakeholders and the District of Mission.

As background, each contract will be responsible for developing and implementing a TMP for their

assigned work zone.

This overview will outline the constraints and provide a clear list of required mandatory elements and

emergency preparedness, accident — incident protocols to address.

2. Produce Traffic Control Plans/Drawing-s which overlay / incorporate all RUS Generating Station

contracts.

3. Review contractor TMP submittals for compliance through the duration of the project.

4. Provide the process for, and continually update BC Hydro's overall TMP with any required ongoing

changes.

5. Create a plan for signage along Wilson for parking and J-brakes.

6. The overall umbrella BCH TMP will be a living plan; continually updated, incorporating pertinent

information from all contractor's TMP's.

7. For Traffic, vehicle access and road closures: A regional emergency traffic management plan providing

procedures to manage traffic during external emergencies or accidents that close Lougheed Highway or

Dewdney Trunk Road and or Stave River crossings during working hours.

8. Determining priority access on Wilson Street for school bus and emergency vehicles. (From IR Appendix

1-2) A gate design, located on Hayward (at Park entrance) with appropriate signage and traffic barrier

design (potentially carried by Right Abutment contractor).

9. 	 Due to potential congestion of Wilson and Hayward Streets during construction, parking along the road

has been identified as both a hazard and potential nuisance to residents. A plan is required for no

parking signage along the road way for enforcement during the construction period.

• Once the proponent has received the applicable traffic permits from the municipal

engineer / MOTH and the areas of focus have been suitably marked and regulatory

signage posted; any unauthorized vehicle found parked in the established special

parking / no parking zone is subject to towing as well as ticketing.

• The BCH contractor working adjacent to or The BCH representative responsible for the

zone will at their discretion, call for traffic enforcement by the proponent.
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It is preferred that the Mission bylaws dept (or after hours the RCMP) is recognized as

the first contact prior to contacting a towing company. (In non-emergency situations a

vehicle may be ticketed prior to being towed).

10. For Noise, heavy truck traffic coming down the hill on Wilson Street (above the dam) has the tendency

to use J-brakes on the way down the hill to slow down. The noise is unnecessary and can be mitigated

through the use of restrictive signage. Recommendations are requested.

11. Provide traffic calming (i.e. speed humps, rumble strips etc.) and parking enforcement

recommendations for all streets involved in the construction and lay down areas of Ruskin Dam and

Generating station.

Proposals are to be provided to;

Mr. Brad Hulsman — BC Hydro Construction & Contract Management

10600 Wilson Road

Mission BC, V4S 1B4

Telephone: 604-314-4124

brad.hulsman@bchydro.com 

Please note that questions and/or a pre-proposal review of the site can be arranged with Mr. Brad Hulsman.
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Additional Site Information 

The Ruskin generating facility is located at the south end of Hayward Lake Reservoir on the Stave River,

approximately 2 km upstream of the confluence with the Fraser River. The Ruskin Dam is the third and most

downstream dam and generating facility within BC Hydro’s Alouette – Stave River System.
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Ruskin Powerhouse & Dam upgratie projects

TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT PLAN (TMP)
MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS (GUIDELINE).

1. PURPOSE:
BC Hydro as prime contractor is accountable for overall safety coordination on the
Ruskin powerhouse and Dam upgrade project.

This traffic management plan (TMP) minimum requirement document is intended to help
fulfill this commitment in part within the implementation of a TMP which meets the
requirements established with the district of Mission, BC Hydro, the stakeholders and
Ministry of Transportation B.0

This guideline will outline the constraints which the contractor will take into consideration
when developing the TMP. Detailing a clear list of mandatory elements and emergency
preparedness, accident — incident protocols to be included in the TMP.
The TMP shall also include a layout drawing to outline the plan being proposed. BCH will
review the plan which also contains a provision/ process to update BCH's overall TMP
with any changes.

The overall BCH TMP will be a living plan; continually updated, incorporating pertinent
information from the contractor's TMP. A consolidated master Plan / drawing will
represent all TMPs being implemented as well as to identify any critical elements /
impacts from the stakeholders and the district of mission.

BC Hydro recognizes that when working on or near public roadways, there is always a
degree of risk that must be actively managed to protect people, property, and the
environment.
Safety related risks represent the most significant project risk during construction.

The following information is not intended to be used as exclusive interpretation of all
regulatory & safety requirements.

This document is intended is to serve two main purposes;

(a)Assist contractors in creating an effective, regulatory compliant Traffic
Management Plan (TMP).

(b) Provide a guideline and overview which will incorporate an overall master TMP
for the project. This section will be developed once BCH is in receipt of and
accepts all contractor submissions.
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2. PLANNED SCOPE OF WORK:

Contractor site mobilization is to begin January, 2012; contractor mobilization often
creates a considerable increase in local traffic due to additional commuting, deliveries of
equipment and materials to various lay down, storage and work areas.

This new traffic may cause some risk to workers, the public, property, the environment,
as well as to impact normal traffic flow on nearby municipal roadways. (i.e. Ruskin Cr,
Hayward, and Wilson streets.) Periodic and long term road closures will be required. The
contractor will be solely responsible for maintaining safety, traffic flows, and pedestrian
access during these times.

The Contractor will:

• Develop an effective TMP.
• Ensure that any risk to the safety of workers and or the public interacting with

construction equipment movement and local traffic are mitigated.
• The contractor will ensure potential hazards are identified and safety measures

developed to eliminate or reduce the hazards associated with road operations,
and any risk of injurious vehicle incident or accident.

The contractor will not, either through action or inaction, cause unplanned traffic /
excessive stoppage or any other traffic delay in any part of the Site in the form of a lane
closure or a lane obstruction, if this has not been specifically permitted, by the
agreement, or prior written permission of the municipality of Mission and the BC Hydro
representative.
The contractor will prepare a traffic management plan and sub plans which detail site-
specific traffic control operations addressing safe work procedures, vehicular, cyclist and
pedestrian traffic / wheel chair access during traffic control operations.

The contractor will ensure requirements for Traffic Control Plans (sub-plans) as set out
in overall TMP, are in compliance with:

• Municipality of the district of mission.
• Workers' Compensation Board (WCB) regulations Part 18,
• Ministry of Transportation "Traffic Control Manual for Work on Roadways",
• BC Hydro safety requirements / directives

The contractor will obtain appropriate BCH approval and all required permits from the
District of Mission (MOT if required), prior to commencing any work that would impact
on, or infract upon the, regulations or municipal bylaw restrictions e.g. ( Noise 0700-
20:00, Sunday work, peak traffic times) and free flow of traffic or pedestrians.

The TMP and subsequent site specific traffic control plans, approvals and required
permits shall be submitted to BCH a minimum of one week in advance of the
implementation or commencement of the applicable work or as stated in the contract
documents
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a Ruskin Dam

To Mission

3. SITE LOCATION AND IDENTIFICATION:
Ruskin Generation Station is located at 10600 Wilson Road, Mission, BC V4S 1 B4, 4 km
north of Lougheed Highway on 287 th street.

GPS: Office 	 N 49° 	 11.740’ W 122° 	 24.617’
G3 	 Penstock Intake 	 N 49° 11.717’ W 122° 	 24.419’

The Ruskin Generating Station (GS) is located on the Stave River, approximately 60 km
east of Vancouver in the district of Mission, BC.

The Dam is located on the Stave River about 3 km upstream of the confluence with the
Fraser River and about 8 km northwest of Mission. The Powerhouse is situated on the
left abutment just below and to the left of the Dam.
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4. TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT PLAN MINIMUM REQUIREMENTS

The TMP shall include but not be limited to the following:

(a) Include site communication procedure
(b) Identify hours of work (control extending into dusk or night time hours)
(c) Identify the work zone location and direction and distance to nearest landmarks
(d) Identify the size of the work zone
(e) Identify lanes affected by the works
(f) Identify lane configuration in the work zone
(g) Indicate whether accesses or intersections will be affected by the work zone or

by traffic control devices
(h) Identify traffic volume capacity during project
(i) Identify proposed delays or closure times
(j) Include scale drawing(s) identifying: the location of the work zone using

landmarks and Landmark Kilometre Inventory (LKI) where applicable accesses
or intersections are affected by the work zone or by traffic control devices
required for the project

(k) Travel lanes affected.
(1) Resultant lane configuration including widths
(m)Location of restricted width lanes (if any)
(n) Posted speeds (traffic speed)
(o) Location of hazardous areas created by road geometry, overhead power line

hazards or local geography (Other problematic elements such as sight)ine, active
driveways, merging traffic, bus stops, active and mobile equipment)..

(p)The location of vehicle storage areas if delays are anticipated
(q)Any local roads used fora detour route
(r) The design speed and the design vehicle for each road used as a detour route
(s) Identify any traffic control changes such as temporary signals or signal timing

changes required by the detour route or project works
(t) Include custom traffic control layout scale drawings showing the placement of all

traffic control devices and Traffic Control Persons
(u) Define a process to review incidents and propose modifications to the project that

will reduce the severity and frequency of incidents
(v) Identify a provision for first aid coverage (based on First aid assessment)
(w)Contain provisions for emergency access and egress during all hours/stages of

road operations.
(x) Standard Traffic Control Person (TCP) competencies and certifications required

(based on WSBC OHS regulations and a job safety analysis)
(y) Standard traffic control personnel (TCP) personal protective equipment

requirements (PPE) (for night operations if applicable).
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Ruskin Dam, Construction, site, & lay-down area drawing (right click to open /enlarge)

While performing work on behalf of BCH the contractor shall provide and keep an
updated map and site drawing and applicable illustrations which include but are not
limited to the following information:

(a) Layout of traffic control zone (Signage, lane closures /configurations, first aid,
emergency routes etc).

(b) TCP positions
(c) Identify work zone using GPS coordinate to nearest town site and Landmark

Kilometre Inventory (LKI )

WorkSafe BC OHS regulation Part 18 (3) Standards for traffic control:
Traffic control equipment, arrangements and procedures must meet the requirements of
the latest edition of the Traffic Control Manual for Work on Roadways (the "Traffic
Control Manual") issued by the Ministry of Transportation, unless otherwise specified.
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Sample Traffic control arrangement drawing. (Click to enlarge)

4.1 INCIDENT MANAGEMENT

(Incident definition):

• Any event involving BC Hydro personnel / property or personnel working on behalf of
BCH, where damage or an injury occurred, or where there was a (near miss)
potential for injury / damage to a worker, the public, or property.

The contractor shall organize and implement an Incident Management Plan in
accordance with the Ministry of transportation, Traffic Management Guidelines for Work
on Roadways.
The primary objectives of an Incident Management Plan are to facilitate incident safety
response and move traffic / pedestrians safely and expeditiously through or around the
incident.
The Plan shall specify how the Proponent will provide access for emergency vehicles
and provide assistance to emergency response personnel. An incident includes, but is
not limited to, motor vehicle accidents, emergency road repairs, disabled vehicles, and
debris on the road. The immediate response to an emergency shall by necessity make
use of available devices and equipment.
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The Incident Management Plan shall also address access the work site for incidents or
emergencies external to a project site but for which emergency vehicles and response
personnel require passage. This is particularly relevant for bridge crossings or where no
alternate routing is available.

Contractors performing work on behalf of BC Hydro must identify hazards created by
their operations, that may affect the workers and the public, Assess the risk of these
hazards, and where applicable, implement control measures to mitigate them.
Documenting, tracking, and maintaining any required control measures must be included
in the TMP. All public and near miss safety incidents will be immediately reported to the
BC Hydro site representative.

Workers must immediately rectify either unsafe conditions or practices or immediately
report the unsafe condition(s) or practice(s) to their supervisor, the Contractor / BCH
Representative. If corrective action is not promptly taken, work involving the unsafe
condition or practice must stop immediately and the Contractor shall inform the Hydro's
Representative of the situation.
The contractor shall immediately report all safety incidents to the BC Hydro site
representative.

4.2 Incident response:

(a) Site & emergency communication procedures e.g.( Radios , cellular phones)
(b) Identify the type of traffic incidents that could occur in the work zone
(c) Identify the Traffic Control Supervisor
(d) Emergency evacuation procedures (muster stations, warning signals etc)
(e) Contain a contact list of emergency response agencies e.g. fire, police, medical

and (helicopter if applicable) contact numbers.
(f) First aid attendant (FAA) summoning procedure (who and how to contact FAA).
(g) Identify a procedure(s) to respond to a traffic incident that occurs within the work

zone.
(h) Identify a procedure(s) to inform and update BCH, or (WSBC if required) of the

following:
• Incident occurrence
• Response measures taken
• Clearance measures required
• Estimated clearance time & Incident clearance

(i) Identify a procedure(s) to inform the travelling public of estimated duration and If
applicable, alternate routes.

(j) Identify the duties and responsibilities of the Traffic Control Supervisor with
respect to incident response operations.

(k) Identify a procedure(s) to detect and verify incidents that occur within the
work zone.

(I) 	 Identify the duties and responsibilities of the Traffic Manager with respect
to incident management.

(m) Identify a procedure(s) to restore traffic flow around an incident site as
quickly as possible.

(n) Identify a procedure(s) to clear the incident and restore normal project
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traffic operations as soon as possible.
(o) Define a process to review incidents and propose modifications to the

project that will reduce the severity and frequency of incidents

5. PUBLIC INFORMATION & SAFETY:

Public Safety

The contractor shall consult with the BC Hydro representative to identify the major
user groups / stakeholders affected by the Project:

• Organize and implement a Public Information Plan in accordance with BCH
and the Traffic Management Guidelines for Work on Roadways.

• Include provisions to ensure major user groups / stakeholders are kept
informed of planned traffic pattern changes, including but not limited to the
following: detours, lane shifts, lane closures, ramp closures, access
restrictions, schedule changes, and other traffic control procedures which
may delay traffic or disrupt traffic flow.

• Have a procedure for disseminating information related to unplanned traffic
pattern changes (e.g. due to incidents such as emergency repairs, motor
vehicle accidents) shall be addressed by the contractor in the Incident
Management Plan.

The contractor shall be responsible for all advance notification and arrangements
required to inform major user groups / stakeholders of planned changes in traffic
patterns caused by the Work.
Arrangements for these notifications shall have the prior written approval of the BCH
Representative.

BCH's designated Communications Representative will act as sole spokesperson to
the media on all Project-related issues.
All media requests received by the contractor shall be referred to BCH's
Communications Representative.
Relevant information with regard to the planned traffic pattern changes shall be
provided to BCH's Communications Representative at least three (2) weeks prior to
implementation.

(For more information, see BCH Public safety management plan (PSMP) in
development).

5.1 Public Information & Safety plan:

(a) Define a process to routinely notify BCH of scheduled work plans
(b) Define a process to notify the travelling public of scheduled traffic delays and

project duration at least one week prior to the start of work
(c) Define a process to notify the travelling public of unscheduled traffic delays
(d) Ensure that major user groups such as emergency response agencies, local

industry (mills) and any trucking / transportation companies are aware of the
schedule of alternating lane closures, detours or road closures at least two
weeks prior to work starting for alternating single lane traffic:

(e) Ensure that the travelling public is informed about alternate routes at least
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one week prior to work beginning for a detour or planned road closure:
(f) Ensure that the travelling public is informed about the schedule and

alternate routes at least two weeks prior to the closure.
(g) Define process for regular inspection & maintenance. Define interaction

with public procedure e.g. (safety policy, violence in the workplace etc)
(h) Define the process for

public hazard identification control measures and safety procedures.

6. IMPLEMENTATION:

The contractor shall prepare an Implementation Plan in accordance with the
Traffic Management Guideline for Work on Roadways.

This shall identify the Traffic Manager, the Traffic Engineer (if required), and the
traffic control supervisor / manager for these works, along with the qualifications
and experience of those named individuals.

This plan shall also define processes to ensure that the traffic control plan, public
information & safety plan, and Incident Management Plan are developed and
implemented efficiently and appropriately, and that they are kept up-to-date with
necessary modifications during the works.

The Implementation Plan shall:

(a) Identify the contractor's Traffic Manager and state his/her qualifications,
duties and responsibilities

(b) As a minimum requirement, the contractor's traffic manager shall:
(c) Ensure compliance with the requirements of Part 18 of the WCB

Occupational Health and Safety Regulation regarding supervision of TCPs
at the work zone.

(d) Ensure that emergency traffic control operations are carried out in
accordance with the Incident Response Plan.

(e) Ensure that daily traffic control logs are maintained
(f) Not be the Construction Manager or Project Superintendent
(g) Have full line authority over all of the traffic control personnel on site
(h) Finalize / review all traffic control measures
(i) Direct the implementation of the Traffic Control Plan
(j) Monitor traffic operations to determine the effectiveness of the traffic

control Plan
(k) Direct the contractor's Public Information Plan
(I) Direct the contractor's Incident Management Plan
(m) Oversee modifications to the Traffic Management Plan required by

construction schedule changes, accommodation of special events or
changes to sub plans

(n) Ensure that the TMP is kept up to date attend regular meetings with the
BCH Representative on behalf of the contractor to discuss performance,
issues, and plans.
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7. H RD ASSESSMENT OVERVIEW:
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Access & Egress:

Ruskin Dam site:
Via Highway 7 and 287th Street turn-off, Wilson Street leads to a single lane
bridge with a weight limit of 6.5 t GVW across the Dam crest and to Hayward
Street.
Ruskin offices: 
A paved road, and security gate provides access to the lower parking compound
and Ruskin offices off of Wilson Street.
Powerhouse: 
A paved road and security gate provides access to the lower area parking
compound and the powerhouse off of Wilson Street. A truss bridge with a weight
limit of 62 tonnes and a 10km/hr speed limit provides direct access to the
powerhouse area.
Powerhouse (East side): 
East side of the powerhouse can be accessed via Hayward Street, then through
a busy recreational park area and secure compound.

Travel to site: 
Hayward and Wilson Streets are narrow, winding public roads with poor line of
sight on curves / corners, and seasonal fog along with slippery sections on steep
grades can be found during fall and winter seasons. .
Hayward & Wilson Streets lead through communities where pedestrians and
cyclists frequently travel alongside busy morning, afternoon and weekend traffic
where motorists occasionally disobey the posted speed limit.
The Ruskin Dam, the powerhouse, project's work / staging areas, and the
proposed lay down site's access and egress routes are adjacent to pedestrian
paths (i.e. Railway trail, Reservoir trail), public roadways, and other recreational
areas (Ruskin Picnic site.).

Potential overhead hazards: 

Overhead energized 25kV lines are located adjacent to both Wilson and
Hayward streets and Ruskin Dam GS property. A (60kV) overhead energized line
crosses Hayward Street and a proposed lay down site which is North East of the
Dam.
Equipment movement near the lines may present an electrical safety hazard to
workers and or uninsulated equipment if limits of approach are not obeyed.

BCH SPR LOA table 401 lists the safe distances / Limits of Approach (LOA) that
must be maintained between workers, (conductive tools, materials, and
uninsulated equipment) to these lines for unqualified workers at 3m or 10 ft.

Note:
WorkSafeBC 30M33 and or a BCH Safety Protection Guarantee

(SPG) may be required for proximity work.
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Public Protest: 
Protests and Vandalism is a problem that has the potential to harm worker(s) due
to theft of safety equipment and equipment damage.
Contractor personnel must not interact with these situations, unless immediate
peril is indicated, but report the issue to supervisors, site representatives, and
authorities as required.

Note: 
Acts of vandalism and theft have occurred in the local area.
There is currently a possibility of the general public gaining inadvertent
access to construction areas unless appropriate security measures and
pre-cautions are put in place to prevent unauthorized access.

The Dam crest is currently accessible and common to the general public, but
access will be limited upon road closures.
A motor vehicle accident over the Dam crossing and or on nearby roads may
adversely affect or restrict access or egress to some construction areas.

Fire Hazard: 
Fire hazards in the region vary as per season (i.e. higher June — Sept) and
precautions must be taken with any work activities or equipment that may create
sparks as well as with workers smoking.

Wildlife: 
Cougars, bears, deer, bats, coyotes, rodents, racoons, wasps, and ticks may be
encountered in the area.

BC Hydro will provide updates on hazards identified throughout the duration of
the project as site conditions may change. Site safety Coordination meetings will
be initiated by the Prime Contractor to verify all scheduled work and any overlap
of work boundaries. Each contractor will be responsible for the mitigation of
hazards in the work zone assigned to them.
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October 31, 2011

Mayor Atebe and Council
8645 Stave St,
Box 20 Mission BC
V2V 4L9

Dear Mayor Atebe and Council,

This letter is a follow up to our letter of March 26, 2010 regarding Welton Towers located at 33214
2 nd Ave Mission BC V2V 1 K2, to request our withdrawal from the districts recycling program.

For your reference the Roll number for Welton Towers is 850 737 000.

Whilst the understanding that recycling is an important part of community efforts to sustain better
equality for the earth it has become apparent that the costs are just too high for our seniors non profit
housing building . Due to the current population of our building, compliance to recycle is next to
none.

Mission and District shoulder the added burden of its demographic location and dumping off of
garbage and unwanted household goods. We do not rely on the city to clean up but absorb the cost
of disposal at the dump and associated staff and fuel expenses.

We would appreciate this matter being brought forth to the next council meeting agenda.

Yours truly,

Fred Reynolds
President

c/- 7380 Hurd Street Mission BC V2V 3H5
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TO:	 Mayor & Council 	 Chair & Board I Senior Staff

FROM: 	 UBCM Secretariat

RE: 	 NATURAL RESOURCE ROADS

Purpose

This communication is being forwarded to inform local governments about a
proposal by the provincial government to introduce a Natural Resource Road
Act in the fall of 2012.

The Province has developed a discussion paper entitled the "Natural Resource
Road Act Project" which outlines the general intent of the new legislation and it
is looking for local government feedback on the proposed policy by December
15, 2011. The Natural Resource Road Project website is located at:
http://www.forgov.bc.ca/mof/nrra/index.htm

Background

The provincial government has looked at the issue of how to operate and
manage rural resource roads on a number of occasions. In 2008 the provincial
government introduced Bill 30 — Resource Road Act. The Act was intended to
establish a new framework for the operation and maintenance of resource roads.
The legislation was met with a mixed response from industry, environmental
groups and other users. The provincial government removed Bill 30 from the
legislative agenda following first reading.

In 2009 the provincial government indicated that it intended to take a further
look at the resource roads issue based on concerns raised by local government.
A number of local governments indicated that the use and future access to
resource roads was a growing concern around the province. A
UBCM / Provincial Joint Committee was created to look at the issue and a report
was produced in 2010 entitled "Resource Roads and Communities: Issues and
Recommendations" and was discussed at a clinic at the 2010 UBCM Convention.
The report on resource roads can be located on the UBCM website at:

http: / / www.ubcm.ca / EN / main / resolutions / policy-papers / convention-policy-
papers-2000-present.html



Natural Resource Road Act Project

The Province has developed a discussion paper entitled the "Natural Resource
Road Act Project" and is looking for stakeholder input into the process.

The discussion paper outlines a number of different issues that the Province is
attempting to address in the legislation. The first set of issues is around the
approval and use of the roads. The paper outlines the following suggestions:
• consolidate resource road legislation into a single act and provide a one-
window approach to the approval of resource roads;
• ensure that resource roads are built and maintained with due
consideration to environmental impacts;
• ensure that roads are open to everyone except as required to protect the
road, to mitigate unacceptable environmental impacts and to provide for the
safety of road users;
• reflect a "use at your own risk" approach when accessing resource roads.
Liability to third parties will be limited to instances of misfeasance on the part of
the designated maintainer. Unless a designated maintainer or government has
intentionally or negligently created a hazard that causes another user injury or
vehicle damage, there will be no recourse to compensation;

A second set of issues that the Province is investigating is the operation and
management of rural resource roads. The paper makes the following
suggestions:
• require that the provincial government identify one designated maintainer
for each resource road, the provincial government may assign any user of the
road as a designated maintainer. However, there will be only one designated
maintainer for each road or section of road at a time. The designated maintainer
is responsible for maintaining and repairing the road and will in the majority of
cases be assigned to the party who is considered the primary user of the road
(whether industrial, commercial or other). Where multiple parties use roads for
industrial or some commercial (yet to be defined) purposes, they will be
obligated to contribute fairly to the cost of maintenance incurred by the
maintainer;
• require that government decision-makers determine when a resource road
can be closed and require that the provincial government consider the future
value of the road to the public good when setting relief conditions. An
underlying objective is to support non-industrial maintainers taking on
responsibility for roads no longer required by industry, thereby retaining more
roads for longer periods of time;
• require that any road lacking a designated maintainer may be subject to
deactivation. One of the key principles behind the proposed legislation is that
every resource road will need to have a person responsible for carrying out
maintenance. Someone will need to be identified as responsible for mitigating
the environmental risks associated with operating the road - maintaining the
bridges and stream culverts, which will eventually fail if not maintained - or the
road will be closed.
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Next Steps

The provincial government is looking for local government feedback on the
future direction and operation of resource roads. They would like to know what
role local government feels it should play in this process and how local
governments would like to see resource roads managed and operated in the
future.

The deadline for feedback is December 15, 2011. The Natural Resource Road
Project website is located at:
http://www.for.gov.bc.ca/mof/nrra/index.htm

UBCM Contact
UBCM would request that you forward a copy to us of your local government's
response to the Natural Resource Road Project.

If your local government has any questions regarding this communication,
please contact Ken Vance, Senior Policy Advisor Email: 	 kvance@ubcm.ca ;
Tel: 604-270-8226 ext. 114.

1110-40: mr-nrr-oct/2011
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File: 11250-85-EN 12LMN302

October 14, 2011

Mayor James Atebe
8645 Stave Lake St
Box 20
Mission BC V2V 4L9

Subject: Norrish Creek Road Deactivation Plan

Dear Sir:

Thank you for attending the field review of this years' Ministry of Forests Lands and Natural
Resources non-status road deactivation project in the Norrish Creek Community Watershed. As
per our discussion, following is a summary of information I hope will answer questions posed
during the review.

A total of approximately 300 km of road have been built in the Norrish creek watershed since
the 1960's for timber harvesting access and access to BC Hydro transmission lines. These are
broken down into three categories of road: Forest Service Road, Road Permit and non-status
road. The first type, Forest Service Road is administered by the Chilliwack District. This includes
the main access road from pavement to Dickson Lake, plus to a much lesser extent side roads
into East and West Norrish sub-drainages. It is expected these roads will be actively used and
maintained over the long term.

The second type of road is road permit road, in this case permits being held by Canadian Forest
Products Ltd (Canfor) and Teal Cedar. Canfor is in the process of deactivating many of their
permit roads to meet legislative requirements as part of their exit strategy from the district.
Legislation states a road permit holder must either transfer a road to another licensee or
deactivate the road if they wish to extinguish their road permit obligations. Canfor is also
attempting to transfer a small amount of these roads to other licensees.

The third type of road is termed non-status road, there is no legislative obligation by licensees
to maintain or deactivate these roads. It is these roads that are the focus of the Chilliwack
District non-status road deactivation project. Some of these older non-status roads on steep
slopes were showing signs of instability and as a result presented a high likelihood of failure
which if it occurred would contribute negatively to water quality and increased bed-load in
Norrish Creek. The Chilliwack District, through provincial non-status road deactivation funding
is reducing the amount of these roads in the Norrish Creek Community Watershed thereby

Ministry of Forests,
Lands and
Natural Resource
Operations

Chilliwack Forest District 	 46360 Airport Road	 Phone:	 604-702-5700
Chilliwack, BC	 Fait:	 604-702-5711
V2P 1A5
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reducing the risk of slope failures that could adversely affect the water supply to the Cities of
Abbotsford and Mission. In the last two years the Chilliwack District has deactivated over 60km
of these non-status roads through provincial non-status road deactivation funding. The total
cost to date is approximately $2 million.

The goal of the Chilliwack District is to reduce the amount of active road in the watershed to
only those required for ongoing operations, that is the long term Forest Service Roads
administered by the Chilliwack District, roads that will be used and maintained by forest license
holders under road permits, and roads use by BC Hydro to access existing and proposed
transmission lines. It is currently estimated the total amount of active road in the watershed in
various forms of tenure can be reduced from 300 km to approximately 100 km. To achieve this
goal, the Chilliwack Forest District plans to assess an additional 80 km of non-status road and
where the likelihood of failure warrants, deactivate these roads over the next two years. The
estimated cost to complete the Norrish Creek Community Watershed deactivation project in
the 2012 and 2013 fiscal years is approximately $2.5 million.

The Chilliwack Forest District understands the importance of the Norrish Creek Community
Watershed to the people of Abbotsford and Mission and will continue to work toward ensuring
the preservation of water quality along with the continued interests of the forest industry.
Thank you again for attending the field trip and I hope this has answered the questions you
posed. I look forward to your continued support for the deactivation program.

Yours truly,

Jeff Ladd
Engineering Officer
Chilliwack Forest District
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Fire/Rescue Service

Memorandum
ON THE FRASER

File Category: 	 ADM.PUB.EVE
File Folder: 	 Halloween

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer, Glen Robertson

From: 	 Fire Chief, I Fitzpatrick

Date: 	 November 2, 2011

Subject: 	 Emergency Service Activities October 31, 2011(Halloween night)

Recommendation
Information only

Background
In preparation for Halloween evening this year, and with feedback from community members based on
last year's activities, Mission Emergency Services met to discuss strategies that we could implement to
help reduce some of the issues that we were faced with in previous years. A majority of the issues were
centered on the discharge of fireworks that caused property damage, fires, and a number of injuries.

Mission Fire/Rescue, Mission RCMP, BCAS and the School District developed the following strategies.
The approach was to look at what preventative strategies we could deploy prior to October 31 and what
strategies we could deploy on the evening of October 31.

Preventative Strategies:
• Public Service Announcements ran on a local radio station the week prior to October 31

• Schools sent out a safety announcement to the students on the Friday prior to Halloween

• Signage was erected similar to the Bear Aware signs indicating fireworks are illegal under our
Fireworks Bylaw.

Operational strategies:
• High visibility by RCMP throughout the evening.

• Mission Fire/Rescue deployed three pieces of apparatus to patrol in designated areas.

• Fire Department Chief Officers patrolling and supporting our crews.

• School District Custodians shift extended to midnight.

• School District Supervisors on duty to support the custodians.

As a result of our collaborate strategies we saw a reduction in actual responses to the types of calls we
encountered in previous years. We had positive feedback from the residents who were out with their
children.
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The communication between agencies was seamless and this lead to a quick response to any potential
situations that if left alone could have resulted in unwanted activities. The School District encountered
little or no vandalism which in past years was not the case. The high visibility by all services was well
noted based on feedback we received. I have attached an email received from Stan Weir, District
Principle (school Operations) on the follow up to Halloween night.

Unfortunately we will never prevent all illegal use of fireworks as long as people can get them, however
Mission residents can be proud that their Emergency Services along with the School District collabrately
are and will continue to look at ways that we can make this evening enjoyable and safe for all.

Ian Fitzpatrick
Fire Chief
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From: 	 Stan Weir <stan.weir@MPSD.CA >
Sent: 	 November 1, 2011 07:07
To: 	 Ian Fitzpatrick; Frank Dunham, Superintendant MPSD 75
Cc: 	 Bert Bastiaansen(SD#75); Ray Seifert
Subject: 	 RE: Halloween Night

Good morning, Ian.

I would like to take this opportunity on behalf of the School District to applaud the efforts of your staff and the RCMP
for their collective work last evening. Of the past four years, this was one of the quietest Hallowe'ens that I have seen in
our annual monitoring of facilities.

Having custodial staff present in our schools and our management staff patrolling schools certainly seems to have had
the effect of significantly reducing the level of vandalism to our facilities. Our staff also focused on dispersing groups of
youth congregating and the reinforcement of the Fire Department and the RCMP had the desired impact.

As you noted in your comments, there were some pockets of activity that were a little more problematic than others
but overall I think the effort and the proactive approach paid off and was well worth the investment of time and effort.

Please pass along our thanks to your staff!

Cheers.

Stan Weir
District Principal (School Operations)
School District #75 (Mission)
33919 Dewdney Rd.
Mission, B.C. V2V 6Y4
Telephone: 604.826.7375 ext. 3209
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October 13, 2011

Dear Mayor and Council

The BC Community Living Action Group (BC-CLAG) is a network of self- advocates, families, unions,
service and advocacy organizations, and other key stakeholders who support the full inclusion rights
of adults with developmental disabilities.

As you are likely aware through widespread media attention on the issue in recent months, the
provincial government has made drastic cuts to housing and program supports funded by Community
Living BC (CLBC) for adults with developmental disabilities. The BC-CLAG began meeting in the Fall
of 2010 in response to this urgent situation in BC's community living sector.

Each year, hundreds of youths with developmental disabilities reach age 19 and turn to CLBC as
they age out of supports funded by the Ministry of Children and Family Development. However,
despite this anticipated annual increase in demand for services, CLBC's operating budget has
remained static from 2010 through 2014 at $681 million. The increasing gap has severely strained
CLBC's system of community-based residential and support services, resulting in a growing number
of human crises as highly vulnerable young adults and families struggle to cope.

CLBC has tried to address the budget crunch and growing waitlists through a "service redesign"
initiative, with cost-cutting measures such as closing group homes and forcibly transferring residents
to lower cost alternatives. More recently, the provincial government released nearly $9 million to
respond to urgent health and safety situations, although more than $70 million is required to
adequately meet outstanding requests for services.

Adults with developmental disabilities and their families have been impacted by these service cuts in
municipalities across BC—including your own. On September 22, 2011, a motion was passed by
Vancouver City Council to help address the housing crisis. Attached is a copy of the resolution*.

As October is Community Living Awareness Month—proclaimed by Municipal councils across the
province—the BC-CLAG respectfully requests you to consider bringing forward a resolution to your
council that highlights the current situation. The attached resolution contains suggested wording that
you can use or adapt.

May we also ask that if your municipality passes a resolution on this important issue that you mail us
a hard copy and/or scan and email me a copy at iwd(@.bccpd.bc.ca so we can add it to the BC-CLAG
website (www.communitylivingaction.orq).

Mailing address.' BC-CLAG cio BCCPD #204 — 456 West Broadway Vancouver, BC V5Y 1R3



BC Community Living Action Group (BC—CLAG)
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If you need any further information, please do not hesitate to contact Jane Dyson at the email
address above or by phone at 604-875-0188.

Sincerely,

Jane Dyson
Executive Director
BC Coalition of People with Disabilities

Faith Bodnar
Executive Director
BC Association for Community Living

Darryl Walker
President
B.C. Government and Service Employees' Union

Cyndi Gerlach & Dawn Steele
Co-administrators
Moms on the Move

Anita Dadson
President
BC Family Net Society

Alanna Hendren
Executive Director
Developmental Disabilities Association

Michael J. Prince, Lansdowne Professor of Social Policy
University of Victoria

*An electronic version of the City of Vancouver's Resolution is located at:
http://vancouver.ca/ctvclerk/cclerk/20110922/documents/csbu5.pdf
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Mailing address: BC-CLAG cio BCCPD #204 — 456 West Broadway Vancouver, BC V5Y 1R3
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5. 	 Housing for Adults with Developmental Disabilities

Vancouver City Council, at its meeting on September 20, 2011, referred the following motion to
the Standing Committee on City Services and Budgets meeting on September 22, 2011, in order
to hear from speakers.

MOVED by Councillor Geoff Meggs
SECONDED by Councillor Kerry Jang

WHEREAS

1. The Provincial Government is cutting funding and supports for adults with
developmental disabilities, resulting in the closure of group homes and mounting
waiting lists for services;

2. These group homes form a vital and necessary part of the housing continuum that
has won broad support from members of the public at large, families of adults with
developmental disabilities and the communities in which they are located;

3. The Parent Support Group for Families of Mentally Handicapped Adults Society
have approached the City of Vancouver seeking assistance to create new
supportive housing options to provide homes for parents and their adult children
with developmental disabilities;

4. The forced relocation of adults with developmental disabilities, against their will
and without the support of their families, is causing severe emotional hardship to
many families and growing vulnerability in the community, jeopardizing health
and safety and increasing the risk of illness or homelessness;

5. 	 The BC Community Living Action Group, which represents more than 65 affected
agencies and organizations, thousands of families, and adults with developmental
disabilities, has called for an end to service cuts and the closure of group homes.

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED

A. THAT Council urge the Provincial Government to end funding cuts, implement
a moratorium on the closure of group homes and provide sufficient financial
resources both to maintain this vital housing resource and address growing
waitlists.

B. THAT Council direct staff to report to Council on:
• the impact of these changes on city services, including supportive housing and

police services;
• the status of group homes in the city of Vancouver;
• options to include homes for adults with developmental disabilities in the

provision of supported housing in the city; and
• options to protect the existing homes.

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT this motion be circulated to the LMLGA and the UBCM for
their consideration.



Minutes of the REGULAR MEETING of the DISTRICT OF MISSION COUNCIL (for
the purpose of going into a closed meeting) held in the Conference Room of the
Municipal Hall, 8645 Stave Lake Street, Mission, British Columbia, on October 17,
2011 commencing at 3:30 p.m.

Council Members Present:

Staff Members Present:

Mayor James Atebe
Councillor Paul Horn
Councillor Terry Gidda
Councillor Danny Plecas
Councillor Mike Scudder
Councillor Jenny Stevens
Councillor Heather Stewart

Glen Robertson, Chief Administrative Officer
Paul Gipps, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
Kelly Ridley, Deputy Director of Corporate Administration
Christine Brough, Acting Executive Assistant

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order.

2. RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE PUBLIC
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RC(C)2011/013
OCT 1 7/1 1

Moved by Councillor Scudder, seconded by Councillor Plecas, and
RESOLVED: That, pursuant to Sections 90 and 92 of the Community Charter, this
Regular Meeting of Council be closed to the public as the subject matter being
considered relates to the following:

• Section 90(1)(c) of the Community Charter— labour relations or other
employee relations;

• Section 90(1)(d) of the Community Charter— the security of the property of
the municipality;

• Section 90(1)(i) of the Community Charter— the receipt of advice that is
subject to solicitor-client privilege, including communications necessary for
that purpose;

• Section 90(1)(g) of the Community Charter— litigation or potential litigation
affecting the municipality; and

• Section 90(1)(j) of the Community Charter— information that is prohibited, or
information that if it were presented in a document would be prohibited, from
disclosure under section 21 of the Freedom of Information and Protection of
Privacy Act;

• Section 90(1)(k) of the Community Charter— negotiations and related
discussions respecting the proposed provision of a municipal service that are
at their preliminary stages and that, in the view of the council, could
reasonably be expected to harm the interests of the municipality if they were
held in public.

CARRIED
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3. RECESS TO CLOSED COUNCIL MEETING

The meeting recessed at 3:35 p.m.

4. RECONVENE TO REGULAR MEETING OF COUNCIL

The meeting reconvened at 1037 p.m.

5. ADJOURNMENT

RC (C)2011/014
OCT 17/11

Moved by Councillor Gidda, seconded by Councillor Stewart, and

RESOLVED: That the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED

The meeting was adjourned at 10:37 p.m.

JAMES ATEBE
MAYOR 

PAUL GIPPS
DEPUTY CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
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MINUTES of the REGULAR MEETING of the COUNCIL of the DISTRICT OF MISSION
held in the Council Chambers of the Municipal Hall, 8645 Stave Lake Street, Mission,
British Columbia, on October 17, 2011 commencing at 6:30 p.m.

Council Members Present:

Staff Members Present:

Mayor James Atebe
Councillor Terry Gidda
Councillor Paul Horn
Councillor Danny Plecas
Councillor Mike Scudder
Councillor Jenny Stevens
Councillor Heather Stewart

Glen Robertson, Chief Administrative Officer
Paul Gipps, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
Kelly Ridley, Deputy Director of Corporate Administration
Jennifer Russell, Legislative Assistant
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RC11/585
OCT. 17/11

1. DELEGATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

Frank Sleigh, President, Mission Seniors Centre Association
Re: Future Premises for Activity Centre for Mission Seniors

Mr. Frank Sleigh, President of the Mission Seniors Centre Association, appeared before
Council to ask that the Community Activity Centre be designated as the "Mission Seniors
Activity Centre" until another permanent facility is provided.

Mr. Sleigh provided a brief overview of the formation of the Mission Seniors Centre
Association (MSCA ) and stated that:

• in 2008 Council set in motion careful steps leading toward a permanent Seniors
Centre;

• in 2009 Council allowed priority use of Community Activity Centre and provided
support for several improvements to the facility;

• the MSCA has brought together diverse but detached organizations already active in
the community;

• the MSCA continues to work with municipal staff to jointly coordinate programs and to
contribute thousands of volunteer hours; and

• the MSCA has demonstrated the ability to coordinate health and recreational services
for seniors, and is therefore asking that their present home be unambiguously
designated as the "Mission Seniors Activity Centre", and, that greater responsibility for
administration of the centre be given through a funded operating agreement.

The Mayor and Council thanked Mr. Sleigh for the information, and commended the
Mission Seniors Centre Association for its strong community dedication and work done so
far.
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Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Stevens, and

RESOLVED: That staff coordinate with the Mission Seniors Centre Association and
provide a report with options for the interim use of the Community Activity Centre as a
designated seniors centre, and for delegating the management of the facility to the
Mission Seniors Centre Association.

RC11/586
OCT. 17/11

RC11/587
OCT. 17/11

CARRIED

2. RESOLUTION TO ADD PUBLIC INPUT SESSION

Moved by Councillor Scudder, seconded by Councillor Stewart, and

RESOLVED: That a public input session for Development Permit Application DP11-014
be added to the agenda for the October 17, 2011 regular meeting of Council.

CARRIED

3. PUBLIC INPUT SESSION

Development Permit Application DP11-014 (Mission Outreach Society) —
33067 — 6th Avenue
(i) presentation by Deputy Director of Planning
(ii) public input session

Barclay Pitkethly, Deputy Director of Planning, provided information regarding
Development Permit Application DP1 1-014, in the name of the Mission Outreach Society,
fora proposed compact single family residential development on the property located at
33067 — 6 th Avenue to:

•
(a) provide conformity to the Official Community Plan guidelines respecting building

form and character;

(b) reduce the side yard setback requirements from 1.5 and 3.0 metres to 1.2 metres;
and

(c) allow off-street parking to occupy more than 30% of the front yard.

The Deputy Director stated that the design of the new home must meet the intensive
residential development permit (DP) area guidelines. The requested variances to reduce
the side yard setback and off street parking requirements are to facilitate the proposed
house design on an existing legal, but undersized (narrow) lot.

As a condition of development permit approval, the applicant would be required to:

(a) remove all existing structures/encroachments within the subject property prior to
Building Permit issuance;

(b) provide a letter of undertaking from a lawyer or notary public to register:

• a Section 219 Restrictive Covenant that no secondary suites are developed on the
property unless there is additional off-street parking provided on-site,

• a Section 219 Restrictive Covenant that the proposed home is constructed so that
it is "suite ready" to accommodate a future basement suite if parking can be
achieved;
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(c) provide security in the amount of $500.00 for the planting of two replacement trees;
and

(d) any other items that Council may require in consideration of the application.

The Deputy Chief Administrative Officer stated that no written submissions had been
received regarding this application.

There were no comments from the public.

Councillor Horn expressed concern that having one restrictive covenant stating that no
secondary suite is to be built without additional off street parking, and a second restrictive
covenant stating that the home is to be "suite ready" would be sending a mixed message.

The Deputy Director of Planning stated that the restrictive covenant requirements were
presented to Council as options, and that Council could stipulate that there be no
secondary suite. He further stated that even if a home was built to be "suite ready", an
owner would still need to apply for a Building Permit for a secondary suite, no matter when
it was constructed.

In response to questions from Council, the Deputy Chief Administrative Officer stated that
putting a restrictive covenant in place stipulating that there would be no secondary suite
would be redundant because there is already a bylaw in place setting out the process one
must go through to have a legal secondary suite.

Councillor Scudder expressed concern about the scope of the public input notification, the
actual percentage of front yard space that will be used for parking, and the proximity of the
existing houses.

In response to questions from Council, the Deputy Director stated:

• it is possible to meet the parking requirement for a secondary suite on this lot because
there is an unconstructed lane at the back of the property that could be built up to
provide adequate parking on the site;

• the other lots in the neighbourhood are zoned RT465 which allows secondary suites
as a legal use;

• there is available street parking because there is a gravel boulevard in front of the
property; and

• if anyone was to build a secondary suite on their property despite having a restrictive
covenant on title, it would become a bylaw enforcement issue.

Hearing no further questions or comments from the public, the Mayor declared the public
input session on District of Mission Development Permit Application DP11-014 closed.

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Gidda, and

RESOLVED: That Development Permit Application DP11-014, in the name of the Mission
Outreach Society, to provide conformity to the Official Community Plan guidelines
respecting building form and character for a proposed compact single family residential
development on the property located at 33067 — 6 th Avenue, be approved, PROVIDED
THAT a Section 219 Restrictive Covenant that no secondary suites are developed on the
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property unless there is additional off-street parking provided on-site be registered on the
title to the property.

OPPOSED: Councillor Plecas
Councillor Scudder
Councillor Stevens

RC11/588
OCT. 17/11

RC11/589
OCT. 17/11

RC11/590
OCT. 17/11

CARRIED

4. ADOPTION OF INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Gidda, and

RESOLVED: That the following items be received as information:
(a) Inspection Services Department Report — 3rd Quarter 2011;
(b) minutes of the Cultural Resources Commission meeting held on June 16, 2011;
(c) minutes of the Cultural Resources Commission meeting held on July 20, 2011; and
(d) draft minutes of the Mission Healthy Community Council meeting held on

September 20, 2011.

CARRIED

LATE ITEM — Letter from Scott Resource Services Inc. dated October 14,
2011 regarding Proposed Commercial and Residential Development at Wren
Street and Lougheed Highway

Correspondence from Scott Resource Services Inc. dated October 14, 2011 regarding the
proposed commercial and residential development at Wren Street and Lougheed Highway
was provided for Council's information.

Moved by Councillor Stevens, seconded by Councillor Plecas, and
RESOLVED:

	

1. 	 That a letter from the Mayor be sent to the Ministers responsible for the Department
of Fisheries and Oceans, and federal and provincial Ministry of Environment:
(a) asking for a reasonable timeline for completion of the Canadian Environmental

Assessment Act (CEAA) Screening and CEAA Screening Report, and
(b) stating Council's concerns about the lack of a timely response and the potential

negative economic impacts to the community if developers are left waiting; and

	

2. 	 That a copy of the letter be sent to Mission's Member of Parliament and Members of
the Legislative Assembly.

CARRIED

5. RESOLUTION TO RESOLVE INTO COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Moved by Councillor Stevens, seconded by Councillor Stewart, and

RESOLVED: That Council now resolve itself into Committee of the Whole.
CARRIED
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RC11/591
OCT. 17/11

RC11/592
OCT. 17/11

6. PUBLIC SAFETY AND HEALTH

Councillor. Horn assumed the Chair.

Kirsten Hargreaves, Manager of Social Development and
Ron Plowright, Fraser Health

(i) Presentation of Mental Health and Substance Use Strategy
(ii) "Pulling Together" - Mental Health and Substance Use Strategy

Kirsten Hargreaves, Manager of Social Development, Ron Plowright, Community Health
Specialist for Fraser Health, and Gail Franklin, Consultant, appeared before Council to
present an overview of Mission's Mental Health and Substance Use Strategy.

Mr. Plowright and Ms. Hargreaves provided the following information:

• the criteria for prioritizing the final recommendations in the strategy were: ease and
practicality, deepest foundational impact, and capturing the imagination and
motivating/inspiring people;

• the strategy involves continuous progress on four themes:

1 Improve access for the public and community service providers to information
about mental health and community resources.

2. Support healthy life balance through community access, housing stability and
recreation.

3. Effectively connect all components of care and service, including the client and the
family.

4. Improve coordination and increase shared knowledge among community
organizations.

• the strategy is a turning point for Mission's mental health substance use (MHSU)
stakeholders, and signals the joint intention to improve understanding and support of
community needs, resources and opportunities; and

• based on that intention, the strategy will support further study of:

- the location and configuration of MHSU services,
- planning/capacity-building between non-traditional partners,
- increased community awareness of MHSU challenges/services, and
- integration of all social service work in Mission.

Ms. Hargreaves and Mr. Plowright thanked Council for the ongoing support for the
important work of the Mission Healthy Community Council, its member agencies and
community service providers within the District of Mission.

Mayor and Council thanked Ms. Franklin, Mr. Plowright and Ms. Hargreaves for the
presentation, and commended the Mission Healthy Community Council and its member
agencies for the work and community dedication to date.

Back to Health... For Good 2012 Event

Moved by Mayor Atebe, and
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RECOMMENDED:

1. That a budget of $2,500.00 for the Back to Health... For Good 2012 event be
approved, with funding to come from the Council Contingency;

2. That staff report back during the next budget cycle on a dedicated funding source for
this annual event; and

3. 	 That there be free public access to the Leisure Centre on the day of the Back to
Health... For Good 2012 event.

RC11/593
OCT. 17/11

CARRIED

Recommendation for Replacement of Unit 5190, Ford Pumper

Moved by Councillor Plecas, and

RECOMMENDED: That the District of Mission purchase the 2012 Freightliner M2 4X4
Wildland Apparatus as quoted by Hub Fire Engines for the amount of $331,096.00 plus
applicable taxes, well under the budgeted $531,711.10, to be funded from the Fleet
Capital Reserve. •

CARRIED

7. PARKS, RECREATION AND CULTURE

Councillor. Scudder assumed the Chair.

RC11/594 	 Rick Hansen 25 th Anniversary Relay
OCT. 17/11

Moved by Councillor Horn, and

RECOMMENDED:

1. That a Community Planning Team be established to plan a celebration on May 16,
2012 to coordinate with the Rick Hansen 25 th Anniversary Relay stop in Mission;

2. That Stephanie Key, Deputy Director of Parks, Recreation and Culture, be
designated as the municipal liaison to the Rick Hansen Relay Team;

3. That the Community Planning Team select one Medal-Bearer and two alternates,
based on the criteria set out in the report from the Deputy Director of Parks,
Recreation and Culture dated September 29, 2011;

4. That the Community Planning Team participate in the general promotion of the
additional Medal-Bearer contest administered by the Rick Hansen Relay Team;

5. That a budget of $3,500.00 funded from the Council Contingency be approved; and

6. That funding for the Rick Hansen 25 th Anniversary Relay stop in Mission be
forwarded by staff as a budget item in 2012.

CARRIED

8. FORESTRY

Councillor Plecas assumed the Chair.
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RC11/595
OCT, 17/11

RC11/596
OCT. 17/11

RC11/597
OCT. 17/11

RC11/598
OCT. 17/11

RC11/599
OCT. 17/11

High Speed Wireless Internet Proposal for Steelhead

Moved by Councillor Scudder, and

RECOMMENDED: 	 That Lookieloo.net Sales Ltd. be authorized to construct a
communications tower and hut on District of Mission land within Tree Farm Licence 26, for
the primary purpose of providing high speed wireless internet service to the Steelhead
area.

CARRIED

9. PLANNING

Councillor Stewart assumed the Chair.

Exploring Options for a Mission Seniors' Centre Location and
Model of Service

Moved by Mayor Atebe, and

RECOMMENDED: That a public meeting be held to gather input for a proposed concept
for a partnership with St. Andrew's United Church that includes a seniors' centre, and that
this be a collective effort between the Planning. Finance and Parks, Recreation and
Culture Departments.

CARRIED

Request for Extension — Rezoning Application R05-005 (Dhillon) —
33420 and 33430 Dewdney Trunk Road

Moved by Councillor Horn, and

RECOMMENDED: That a twelve month extension be granted to Rezoning Application
R05-005 (Dhillon) for the properties located at 33420 and 33430 Dewdney Trunk Road to
enable the applicant to complete the outstanding rezoning requirements.

CARRIED

Temporary Industrial Use Permit Application Extension — TP09-001 (Anglo
American Cedar Products Ltd.) — 33307 Glasgow Street

Moved by Mayor Atebe, and

RECOMMENDED: That an extension to December 16, 2013 for Temporary Use Permit
Application TP09-001, issued December 16, 2009 in the name of Anglo American Cedar
Products Ltd., for a post and beam dry storage shed located at 33307 Glasgow Street, be
approved.

CARRIED

Moved by Councillor Horn, and

RECOMMENDED: That staff reconsider the fee for a renewal of or reapplication fora
Temporary Industrial Use Permit for an existing and already extended permit holder as
part of the annual fees and charges review.
CARRIED
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RC11/600
OCT. 17/11

RC11/601
OCT. 17/11

RC11/602
OCT. 17/11

Development Permit Minor Amendment DPM11-020 —
32792 Lightbody Court

Moved by Councillor Gidda, and

RECOMMENDED: That Development Permit Minor Amendment Application DPM11-020,
in the name of 0746492 BC Ltd., to vary the requirement for 'a level children's play area
with play equipment' as determined by Section 701 Part J(3) of District of Mission Zoning
Bylaw 5050-2009 by removing the play area from the landscape plan for the development
at 32792 Lightbody Court, be approved.

CARRIED

Excerpt from the Minutes of the Public Hearing held on January 25, 2010
and Staff Report dated December 7, 2009
Background for consideration of adoption of bylaw 5071-2009-5050(1)

An excerpt from the minutes of the Public Hearing held on January 25, 2010 and a copy of
the related staff report dated December 7, 2009 was provided for the Committee as
background information for consideration of adoption of Zoning Amending Bylaw 5071-
2009-5050(1).

10. ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS

Councillor Gidda assumed the Chair.

Corporate Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions and Carbon Neutrality

A report from the Manager of Environmental Services dated October 6, 2011 regarding
corporate greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions and carbon neutrality was provided for the
Committee's information.

Moved by Councillor Horn, and

RECOMMENDED:

	

1. 	 That staff send a letter to the Ministry of Environment and to the Union of British
Columbia Municipalities regarding:
(a) clarification of the expectations from the Province around the BC Climate

Action Charter policy to be carbon neutral by the end of 2012,
(b) what will happen if the municipality does not meet its pledge to be carbon

neutral in its corporate operations by the end of 2012, and
(c) the status of proposed changes to the BC Building Code that encourage

"green" buildings;

	

2. 	 That staff provide a report prior to the end of the budgeting process containing
information on the financial implications of the District's pledge to become carbon
neutral, as well as options for establishing a reserve fund; and

	

3. 	 That staff provide a report prior to the end of the budgeting process containing
information on the memorandum of understanding with the private tree planting firm
and how the tree planting program in Tree Farm Licence 26 has contributed to
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RC11/603
OCT. 17/11

RC11/604
OCT. 17/11

RC11/605
OCT. 17/11

RC11/606
OCT. 17/11

reducing greenhouse gas emissions in the District.

CARRIED

Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) Update

An update report from the Manager of Environmental Services dated October 6, 2011
regarding the Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) was provided for the
Committee's information.

11. ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE

Councillor Stevens assumed the Chair.

Update on Noise Complaints Regarding Millstream Log Sorting Ltd.

A report from the Manager of Inspection Services dated October 12, 2011 regarding the
status of noise mitigation at the Millstream Log Sorting Ltd. property was provided for the
Committee's information.

Moved by Mayor Atebe, and

RECOMMENDED: That staff send letters to the residents of Hatzic providing an update
of how the manufacturing noise issue is being addressed by District staff and by
Millstream Log Sorting Ltd.

CARRIED

Parking Permit System

A report from the Director of Engineering and Public Works and the Bylaw Enforcement
Officer dated September 29, 2011 regarding the logistics and estimated costs of
implementing a resident permit parking system was provided for the Committee's
information.

Moved by Councillor Horn, and

RECOMMENDED:

1 	 That staff provide a report setting out a procedure for a specific area-wide parking
permit system;

2. That the capital portion of a specific parking permit area be cost neutral; and

3. That a public consultation component be built into the development application
process.

CARRIED

Clarification of Council Remuneration and Expense Policies

A report from the Deputy Chief Administrative Officer dated October 17, 2011 regarding
the clarification of the District's Council remuneration and expense policies was provided
for the Committee's information.
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RC11/607
OCT. 17/11

RC11/608
OCT. 17/11

RC11/609
OCT. 17/11

RC11/610
OCT. 17/11

Moved by Councillor Plecas, and

RECOMMENDED: That the meeting be extended until all items of business on the
agenda have been concluded.

CARRIED

Council Remuneration 2012

A report from the Chief Administrative Officer dated October 11, 2011 regarding Council
remuneration levels was provided for the Committee's information.

Moved by Councillor Scudder, and

RECOMMENDED: That Council remuneration be reviewed in 2012 by the next Council
complement.

CARRIED

Permissive Tax Exemption Applications for the 2012 Taxation Year

Moved by Mayor Atebe, and

RECOMMENDED: That District of Mission Permissive Tax Exemption Bylaw 5170-2010
be amended to exempt the following properties from taxation for both 2012 and 2013 to
coincide with the current term of the bylaw:

(a) 32113 Olson Avenue, owned by the Vancouver Estonian Society for use as a
community hall, and

(b) 33150 — 1st Avenue, owned by the Mission Friendship Centre Society for use as
their counseling/referral services.

CARRIED

Moved by Councillor Horn, and

RECOMMENDED:

1. That the Seventh-day Adventist Church (BC) be advised that their proposed use of a
private daycare at 9224 Stave Lake Street does not fit under the legislative
requirements for receiving a permissive tax exemption; and

2. That 9224 Stave Lake Street be severed from District of Mission Permissive Tax
Exemption Bylaw 5170-2010 until it conforms to the requirements for exemption.

CARRIED

12. RESOLUTION TO RISE AND REPORT

Mayor Atebe resumed the Chair.
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RC11/611
OCT. 17/11

RC11/612
OCT. 17/11

RC11/613
OCT. 17/11

Moved by Councillor Scudder, seconded by Councillor Gidda, and

RESOLVED: That the Committee of the Whole now rise and report.
CARRIED

13. ADOPTION OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE REPORT

Moved by Councillor Stevens, seconded by Councillor Scudder, and

RESOLVED: That the recommendations of the Committee of the Whole, as contained in
items RC11/590 to RC11/611.
CARRIED

14. BYLAWS

Moved by Councillor Scudder, seconded by Councillor Stewart, and

RESOLVED: That the readings of all bylaws included in the Bylaws section of the
October 17, 2011 regular Council agenda be approved as follows:

(a) District of Mission Highway Closing and Undedication (Janzen 	 Adoption
Avenue) Bylaw 5212-2011 — a bylaw to stop up and close
Janzen Avenue to traffic of all kinds forever 

(b) District of Mission Permissive Tax Exemption Amending Bylaw
5249-2011-5170(1) — a bylaw to exempt certain properties from
taxation for the 2012 taxation year

CARRIED

First, Second and
Third Reading

RC11/614
OCT. 17/11

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Stewart, and 

RESOLVED: That District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5071-2009-5050(1) be
adopted.

CARRIED

RC11/615
OCT. 17/11

15. MINUTES

Moved by Councillor Stevens, seconded by Councillor Stewart, and

RESOLVED: That the minutes of the following meetings of Council be adopted:

(a) Regular Council Meeting — August 8, 2011;

(b) Regular Council Meeting (Public Hearing) — September 12, 2011;

(c) Regular Council Meeting (for the purpose of going into a closed meeting)
October 3, 2011;

(d) Regular Council Meeting — October 3, 2011; and
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(e) Regular Council Meeting (for the purpose of going into a closed meeting) —
October 11, 2011.

CARRIED

16. OTHER BUSINESS

There was no other business.

17. CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER'S REPORT

The Chief Administrative Officer did not report.

18. MAYOR'S REPORT

The Mayor did not report.

RC11/616
OCT. 17/11

19. COUNCILLOR'S REPORTS ON COMMITTEES, BOARDS AND ACTIVITIES

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Stewart, and

RESOLVED: That the Councillors' reports on committees, boards and activities be
deferred.

OPPOSED: Councillor Gidda
CARRIED

20. QUESTION PERIOD

Council and staff responded to questions from the following people:

Dave Hensman:

(a) Is the mayor's job full time?

The Mayor responded that it is.

(b) Do you also have a part time job with the Fraser Valley Regional District? Do you get
a salary or any other income from any other committee?

Mayor Atebe responded that his representation at the FVRD is not a part time job, and
there is no other salary or income from any other committee.

The Deputy Chief Administrative Officer clarified that there is remuneration paid by the
Fraser Valley Regional District to the two members of Council that attend. It does not
matter whether it is the mayor or a councillor, and it is the same with every member
municipality.

(c) What does Councillor Stewart think a "substantial increase" to the mayor's
remuneration would be?

Councillor Stewart responded that when she made that comment, she was putting forth an
idea, not a specific proposal.
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Jeff Jewell:

(a) Will Mayor Atebe be attending the public meeting for the seniors centre proposal to
advise the public that there were four options to consider, not just the partnership
with St. Andrew's United Church?

Mayor Atebe responded that the preferred option will be presented to the public, however
the purpose of a public input meeting is to consider all the options available, including
those that might be brought forward by members of the public.

(b) Why are you going to the public in what seems to be a hasty process when you have
other alternatives that staff have considered, that the report did not say had been
rejected or had been found to be inferior to the one you want to present to the
public?

Mayor Atebe responded that staff were encouraged to explore all the options.

Councillor Horn responded that the staff report does state why the preferred option is
coming forward at this time, and also identifies each of the four options.

(c) Will this public meeting be before the election?

Mayor Atebe responded that Council had just given staff direction to proceed with that
meeting, and they will proceed with planning it with the stakeholders and scheduling it
when they can.

Councillor Horn added that no timeline whatsoever was set by Council. Staff generated
this initiative, and suggested that the meeting go forward. Council agreed that it was a
good idea and did not stipulate any time frame or how the meeting would go forward.

21. ADJOURNMENT

Moved by Councillor Gidda, seconded by Councillor Plecas, and

RESOLVED: That the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED

The meeting was adjourned at 10:17 p.m.

JAMES ATEBE, MAYOR 	 PAUL GIPPS, DEPUTY CHIEF
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

G:\clerk\minutes\rc20111017.doc



Minutes of the SPECIAL MEETING of the DISTRICT OF MISSION COUNCIL held in
the Conference Room of the Municipal Hall, 8645 Stave Lake Street, Mission, British
Columbia, on October 31, 2011 commencing at 3:00 p.m.

Council Members Present: Mayor James Atebe
Councillor Terry Gidda
Councillor Paul Horn
Councillor Danny Plecas
Councillor Jenny Stevens

Council Members Absent:

Staff Members Present:

Councillor Mike Scudder
Councillor Heather Stewart

Glen Robertson, Chief Administrative Officer
Paul Gipps, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
Kelly Ridley, Deputy Director of Corporate Administration
Jennifer Russell, Legislative Assistant
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SC2011/047
OCT 31/11

SC2011/048
OCT 31/11

. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order.

2. BYLAWS

District of Mission Permissive Tax Exemption Amending Bylaw
5249-2011-5170(1) — a bylaw to exempt certain properties from taxation for the
2012 and 2013 taxation years

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Gidda, and

RESOLVED: That District of Mission Permissive Tax Exemption Amending Bylaw
5249-2011-5170(1) be adopted.

CARRIED

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Plecas, and

RESOLVED: That in addition to amending policy FIN.31 to provide for any
organization receiving a permissive tax exemption to report back annually on the
eligibility for tax exempt status, (resolution RC11/566) staff also review the entire
permissive tax exemption application process and provide a report containing the
following information:

(a) a method to identify, each year, the taxation income lost for each tax exempt
parcel and the percentage of total taxation collected;

(b) a method for each organization receiving a permissive tax exemption to
describe, each year, the value of the local services provided by that
organization relative to the value of the tax exemption received; and

(c) a method to identify and consider partial tax exemptions where appropriate.

CARRIED
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3. ADJOURNMENT

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Gidda, and

RESOLVED: That the meeting be adjourned.

CARRIED

The meeting was adjourned at 3:30 p.m.

JAMES ATEBE, MAYOR 	 PAUL GIPPS, DEPUTY CHIEF
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
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Corporate Administration
MemorandumM DISTRICT OF

ission
ON THE FRASER
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To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Acting Executive Assistant

Date: 	 October 18, 2011

Subject: 	 Release from Closed Council — October 18, 2011

At the October 17, 2011 closed council meeting, following information was released from closed
council:

That the District of Mission has purchased 0.794 acres of 32876 Tunbridge Avenue in the
amount of $400,000 plus related transfer fees from John Pearson for the purpose of Gaudin
Creek realignment.

Christine Brough
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