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1. 	 PROCLAMATIONS

(a) 	 November 2011 as "Adoption Awareness Month" 	 Page 4
Ministry of Children and Family Development

	2.	 DELEGATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

(a) Amy Seabrooke, Consultant, Stantec
Re: Community Energy and Emissions Plan

(b) Dylan Sebel
Re: Industrial Noise in Hatzic Area — 34980 Lougheed Highway

	3.	 ADOPTION OF INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

(a) Minutes of the Mission Community Heritage Commission Meeting
held on October 5, 2011

(b) Minutes of the Traffic Safety Committee Meeting held on
October 12, 2011

(c) Minutes of the Abbotsford/Mission Water & Sewer Commission
Meeting held on October 13, 2011

(d) Minutes of the Mission Healthy Community Council Meeting held on
October 18, 2011 
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9631 Silverglen Drive
(for consideration of approval)
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(f) Mission Community Heritage Commission Work Plan and
Budget for 2012

(g) Excerpt from the Minutes of the Public Hearing held on October 25,
2010 with Related Staff Report dated October 4, 2010 (R10-018 —
Zaba)
Background for consideration of adoption of bylaw 5167-2010-
5050(23) [Section 10(a)]

(h) 	 Rezoning Applications R10-037 and R10-038 (Urban Design Group)
— 32471 Lougheed Highway — Proposed Shopping Centre Site (with
Related Staff Report dated August 8, 2011)
Background for consideration of adoption of bylaws 5227-2011-
5050(47) and 5228-2011-5050(48) [Sections 10 (b) and (c)]
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	6.	 ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS

(a) Corporate Asset Management Policy and Implementation Strategy 	 Page 108

(b) 2011 Results of the West Nile Virus Risk Reduction Program 	 Page 136

(c) 	 Approval of Metro Vancouver's Solid Waste Management Plan 	 Page 138
(SWMP) by Minister of Environment and Establishment of a
FVRD/MV Working Group

	7.	 ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE

(a) 2012 and 2013 Fees and Charges Review 	 Page 143

(b) Correspondence from The Mission International Cultural Association 	 Page 167
Re: Request for Appointment of Council Liaison

(c) 	 Development Services Pilot Project Update
(to be circulated under separate cover)

	

8. 	 RESOLUTION TO RISE AND REPORT

ADOPTION OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE REPORT

10. BYLAWS FOR CONSIDERATION

MOTION: That the readings of all bylaws included in the Bylaws section of the
November 21, 2011 regular council agenda be approved as listed.

(a) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5167-2010-
5050(23) (R10-018 — Zaba) — a bylaw to rezone property at
33810 Dewdney Trunk Road from Suburban 36 Zone (S36) to
Urban Residential 558 Secondary Dwelling Zone (R558s)

(b) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5227-2011-
5050(47) (R10-037 — Urban Design Group Architects) — a bylaw
to amend the text in Section 106, Part C of District of Mission
Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009
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(c) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5228-2011-
5050(48) (R10-037 — Urban Design Group Architects) — a bylaw
to create a new CD-24 Zone and rezone a portion of the
property at 32471 Lougheed Highway from Commercial
Highway One Zone (CH-1) to Comprehensive Development 24
Zone (CD-24) and rezone a portion of the property from
Commercial Highway One Zone (CH-1) to Institutional Parks
Recreation and Civic Zone (IPRC)

(d) District of Mission Land Use Application Procedures and
Fees Amending Bylaw 5253-2011-3612(8) - a bylaw to
add clarity to Section 6(a) — Delegation of Authority

(e) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5255-2011-
5050(59) (R11-023 - Mikes) — a bylaw to rezone property at
12476 Powell Street from Rural 16 Zone (RU16) to Rural
Residential 7 Zone (RR7)

(f) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5256-2011-
5050(60) (R11-022 - Mikes) — a bylaw to rezone property at
30239 Berg Avenue from Rural 16 Zone (RU16) to Rural
Residential 7 Zone (RR7)

(g) 	 District of Mission Fees and Charges Amending Bylaw
5257-2011 — a bylaw to amend various fees and charges
within other District of Mission bylaws

11. MINUTES

(a) 	 Special Council Meeting (for the purpose of going into a Special
Closed Meeting) — November 14, 2011

Adoption

First, Second and
Third Readings

First and Second
Readings

First and Second
Readings

First, Second and
Third Readings
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(a) 	 Development Permit Applications DP10-017 and DP10-018 and
Development Variance Permit Application DV10-020 (Urban Design
Group) — 32471 Lougheed Highway
(for consideration of approval)

13. CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER'S REPORT

14. MAYOR'S REPORT

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

16. QUESTION PERIOD

17. ADJOURNMENT
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BIATISH
COLUMBIA

November 1, 2011	 Ref: 202038

His Worship Mayor James Atebe and Council
District of Mission
PO Box 20
Mission BC V2V 4L9

Dear Mayor Atebe and Council:

November has once again been proclaimed as Adoption Awareness Month in. British Columbia.
This month provides an opportunity to highlight the need for every child to have a stable and
loving forever family — and to celebrate the many families in the province that have been created
through adoption.

In your community and across the province, there are children who are waiting for a permanent
family to call their own. Over the past five years, 1,443 children have found homes through
adoption, but there are still over 1,200 children in government care who are waiting for their
forever family - with over 500 children who are ready to be adopted today. Some of these
children are part of a sibling group, some have special needs and some are teens. Regardless of
age or need, all children deserve a family to belong to - someone to celebrate their achievements
and milestones, support them through the challenges of growing up, and to rely on for assistance,
advice and encouragement. Adoption is about families, unconditional love and a deep, lifelong
commitment.

During Adoption Awareness Month, the Ministry of Children and Family Development places a
special emphasis on enhancing adoption awareness and heightening recruitment efforts to find
families for children in our continuing care. Potential adoptive parents are ordinary people
residing in neighbourhoods across our communities. They come from diverse backgrounds with
various life experiences but they all share the capacity and commitment to love a child. Single
people, married couples and non-traditional families can all become adoptive parents to a child
in need of a loving home.

In communities across British Columbia, there are a variety of events and displays to promote
the need for more adoptive parents and to celebrate our many adoptive families. The
Adoptive Families Association of British Columbia representative in your area can provide you
with more information on these exciting events; a contact list is enclosed. There are also five
licensed adoption agencies in British Columbia who contribute to both adoption awareness and
the placement of children. A contact list of these agencies is also enclosed.

Ministry of 	 Office of the	 Mailing Address:	 Location:
Children and Family 	 Minister	 Parliament Buildings 	 Parliament Buildings
Development 	 Victoria BC V8V 1X4	 Victoria



I also encourage you to find out more about adoption and the celebrations throughout the
province by visiting the Ministry of Children and Family Development's Web site regularly
throughout November, at: www.mcf.gov.bc.ca/adoption.

If you are interested in learning more about adoption, please contact the ministry's
Regional Deputy Director of Adoptions for your community. For your assistance, I have
included a list of contacts for all five regions.

On behalf of the Ministry of Children and Family Development, thank you for helping us find
safe, nurturing and loving homes for British Columbia's children and youth.

Sincerely,

Mary _ McNeil
Minister

Enclosures (4)
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Ministry of Children and Family Development

Licensed Adoption Agencies in British Columbia

The following agencies are licensed to operate an adoption agency in compliance with the
Adoption Act (1995) and Adoption Agency Regulations.
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Family Services of Greater Vancouver —
Licensed Adoption Agency
1616 West 7th Ave
Vancouver, BC V6J 1S5
Attn: Cathy Loptson, Administrator
Ph: 604 736-7613
Fax: 604 733-7009
Toll-Free: 1 866 582-3678
Email: adoptionservices@fsgv.ca

Sunrise Family Services Society
102 - 171 West Esplanade
North Vancouver, BC V7M 3J9
Attn: Natasha Chalke, Administrator
Ph: 604 984-2488
Fax: 604 984-2498
Toll-Free: 1 888 984-2488
Email: Natasha@sunriseadoption.com

The Adoption Centre
255 Lawrence Ave
Kelowna, BC VlY 6L2
Attn: Jennifer Wall, Administrator
Ph: 250 763-8002
Fax: 250 763-6282
Toll-Free: 1 800 935-4237
Email: adoptioninfo@kcr.ca

CHOICES Adoption and Counselling
Services
100 - 850 Blanshard St
Victoria, BC V8W 2H2
Attn: Cheryl Fix, Executive Director
Ph: 250 479-9811
Fax: 250 479-9850
TO11-Free: 1 888 479-9811
Email: CHOICES@choicesadoption.ca

Hope Services
200 — 2979 Gladwin Rd
Abbotsford, BC V2T 5T4
Attn: Christene Buchanan, Administrator
Ph: 604 850-1002
Fax: 604 852-1045
Toll-Free: 1 800 916-4673
Email: christene@hopeadopt.org
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Adoptive Families Association of BC: Adoption Support Co-ordinators

The Adoptive Families Association of BC (AFABC) has a provincial support network that provides
direct support to adoptive families in every British Columbia community. The adoption support
co-ordinators work one-on-one with families, promote awareness of the Waiting Child
Program, and arrange pre- and post-adoption information sessions, workshops and social
activities. They also work closely with community groups and organizations supporting children
and families.

Karen Madeiros
Executive Director
Adoptive Families Association of BC
Ph: 604 320-7330 ext. 109
Toll-Free: 1 866 900-7330 ext. 109
Email: kmadeiros@bcadoption.com

Cheryl Piddocke
Adoption Support Coordinator
North: Central and Northwest
Ph: 250 963-8553 (Prince George)
Toll-Free: 1 866 303-4591
Email: cpiddocke@bcadoption.com

Jennifer Hillman
Adoption Support Coordinator
Lower Mainland: South Fraser
Ph: 604 320-7330 ext. 101
Toll-Free: 1 866 900-7330 ext. 101
Email: jhillman@bcadoption.com

Cathy Gilbert
Adoption Support Coordinator
Vancouver Island: Central and Upper Island
Ph: 250 722-3032 (Nanaimo)
Toll-Free: 1 866 334-3873
Email: cgilbert@bcadoption.com

Sherrie Jones
Adoption Support Coordinator
North: Peace River
Ph: 250 786-5370 (Dawson Creek)
Toll-Free: 1 866 902-7330
Email: sjones@bcadoption.com

Sarah Reid
Adoption Support Coordinator
Lower Mainland: Vancouver/Coastal
Ph: 604 320-7330 ext. 105
Toll-Free: 1 866 900-7330 ext. 105
Email: sreid@bcadoption.com

Dianna Mortensen
Adoption Support Coordinator
Interior: Okanagan, Kootenays, Thompson-
Cariboo
Toll-Free: 1 866 694-1222
Email: dmortensen@bcadoption.com
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Adoption Awareness Month

The Government of British Columbia has proclaimed November as Adoption Awareness Month.
The Ministry of Children and Family Development is taking this month-long opportunity to raise
awareness about children in care who are waiting for an adoptive home, and to recognize
adoption as a valued way to build a family.

Key Facts:
• Children in the permanent care of British Columbia's Ministry of Children and Family

Development may be placed for adoption through the ministry. Permanent care occurs
when the courts have determined that the child cannot return to the care of their birth
parent(s) and a Continuing Custody Order has been granted.

• For children in continuing custody, the ministry makes plans for permanency. These plans
can include:

o Adoption (including foster caregiver adoption: long-term caregivers are encouraged
to adopt).

o Transfer of custody: this transfers custody of a child to someone with a significant tie
to the child.

o Ensuring a child has lifelong connections with significant adults in their lives if
adoption or other permanency options are not in the child's best interest.

• During the past 10 years, an average of 271 children have been adopted annually. Last year,
263 children and youth in care of the ministry found permanent homes. Still there are over
1,200 children with adoption as their plan of care who are waiting for a permanent family.

• Many of the children available for adoption are school age. They may be siblings who need
to stay together. Some may have special placement needs due to difficult early childhood
experiences, prenatal exposure to alcohol or drugs, learning delays or other developmental
challenges.

• Potential adoptive parents come from diverse backgrounds and have a range of life
experiences. Anyone who is interested in providing a loving, nurturing home is encouraged
to apply to adopt.

• The ministry strives to place children with families that preserve a child's ethnic and cultural
heritage. As culture is essential to a child's positive identity formation and preservation,
adoptive parents who reflect British Columbia's cultural diversity and adoptive parents who
are willing to maintain lifelong connections with the child's cultural community are needed.
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• The number of Aboriginal children being placed with Aboriginal families is on an
encouraging trend upward and was 68 per cent in 2010/11 — up from 27 per cent in
2000/01.

• In 2007, the Cowichan Tribes on Vancouver Island became the first delegated Aboriginal
agency to handle adoptions in British Columbia. They have since held two cultural adoption
ceremonies with the second in November 2010 bringing the number to 18 for adoptions for
children in their community.

• The ministry works with community partners (including the Adoptive Families Association of
BC) to increase the number of approved adoption homes for children in care. The Adoptive
Families Association is contracted to provide both pre- and post-adoptive support. They also
provide assistance with recruitment initiatives such as answering the 1-877-ADOPT-07
phone line.

Post -Adoption Assistance Program:
• The Post-Adoption Assistance Program supports families in meeting the unique needs of

their adopted families and makes adoption possible for many families that otherwise,
would not have the financial means to give a child a home and family.

• The Post-Adoption Assistance Program supported approximately 1,200 families in British
Columbia with a budget of over $18 million for 2010/11 up from $2 million in 2000/01.

Adoption Reunion Registry:
• The Adoption Reunion Registry (ARR) has been in operation since 1991 and is legislated

to provide, search, intermediary and counselling services to those who have been
affected by a B.C. adoption.

• The ARR is available to adopted adults, birth mothers and fathers, siblings of an adopted
adult, relatives of an adopted adult and the children or grandchildren of a deceased
adopted adult. Adoptees that are searching or being searched for must be at least 19
years of age.

• Since 1991, approximately 17,000 applications for both passive and active searches have
been filed with the registry, resulting in approximately 5,000 connecting people
together.

• The ARR can be contacted in the Victoria area at 250 387-3660 or toll-free within North
America at 1 877 387-3660. The ARR website can be found at
http://www.rncf.gov.bc.ca/adoption/reunion/index.htm

Contact: 	 Cindy Rose
Ministry of Children and Family Development Communications
250 356-1639
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Deputy Directors of Adoption in British Columbia

If you are interested in finding out more about adoption, please contact the Ministry's Regional
Deputy Director of Adoption for your community.

Coast/Fraser Region (South and East
Fraser)
Bruce McNeill
Executive Director of Service
Ph: 604 586-4123

North Region
Robert Watts
Executive Director of Service
Ph: 250 565-4367

Vancouver Island Region
Tom Weber
Executive Director of Service
Ph: 250 334-5820

Coast/Fraser Region (North Fraser,
Vancouver/Richmond, Coast/North Shore)
Sheila Robinson
Executive Director of Service
Ph: 604 660-2433

Interior Region
Anne Kishiyama
Community Services Manager
Ph: 250 371-3665

10
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REQUEST TO APPEAR AS A DELEGATION

Date: 20 
)    

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:

11

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:     



Minutes

The Minutes for the Mission Community Heritage Commission (MCHC) meeting held in the Conference
Room of the Mission Municipal Hall on October 5, 2011 commencing at 6:55 p.m.

Present:

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

Mike Scudder, Council Liaison

Absent:

Andrea Wolfe
Jenn Murray, Clerical Support

1. MINUTES

(a) The minutes of the Mission Community Heritage Commission held on September 7, 2011.

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

CARRIED

2. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES

(a) Leisure Centre Guide — Janis Schultz has submitted the Commission website address for inclusion
in the guide. The phone number as presented on the Commission rack card will also be relayed for
inclusion. The Commission should be listed in the Guide in the new year.

(b) Statements of Significance Training, November 19, 2011

The training session will take place at the Cedarbrooke Chateau from 9:00 am to 4:00 pm. Seating
and refreshments have been arranged for up to twenty participants, and will cost up to $300 (the
cost of the lunch; meeting space is included).

ACTION: Janis Schultz will draft a letter that will be sent to heritage groups from the Fraser Valley
(including Maple Ridge, Abbotsford, Chilliwack, Hope, Agassiz, and Langley) notifying them of the
event and of registration details. The letter will be sent to Members for feedback and then emailed
out to groups.

ACTION: Janis Schultz will notify Heritage BC presenters of event details and information on
available accommodations.

(c) School Heritage Program — Jim Hinds is awaiting a response from'Cindy Rowell regarding the
Fraser Valley Regional Heritage Fair event scheduled for Spring 2012. There is a possibility that the
event will be postponed until 2013.

(d) Cultural Resources Commission Meeting — Councilor Mike Scudder described the meeting as a
successful event that provided a excellent opportunity for learning about the purpose, and processes
of each commission in attendance. Several suggestions were made with regards to future meeting
opportunities and possibly cooperation between branches to increase efficiency and expedite
important initiatives. A focus on activities that contribute to the economic benefit of the Mission
community was emphasized.

FILE: 	 Minutes 	 Page 1 of 2
Mission Community Heritage Commission
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3. OTHER BUSINESS

(a) Budget — Members discussed budget details which are due to be delivered to Council in November.
Jim Hinds has requested information from Sharon Fletcher of the Planning Department, regarding
details on Context Planning expense reporting. Clerical services will be evaluated for efficiency and
adjusted accordingly in the budget.

ACTION: Jim Hinds will prepare a 'draft budget and distribute to Members for feedback.

(b) Heritage Awards — Members agreed to distribute the nomination brochure by email and in print to
maximize circulation and nominations. Mike Scudder offered to post information about the opening
of nominations through social media.

ACTION: Jenn Murray will update the nomination brochure and send to Chair for distribution.

(c) Membership — Members expressed their thanks to Barbara Metz for her service on the Commission
to date and wished her well on her upcoming trip.

4, PlYJOURNMENT

The meeting adjourned at 7:33 p.m.

1 3

FILE: 	 Minutes 	 Page 2 of 2
Mission Community Heritage Commission
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Minkit
The Minutes of the TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMITTEE Meeting held at the District of
Mission Public Works Conference Room, on Wednesday October 12, 2011 commencing
at 8:00 a.m.

Present: Councillor Terry Gidda, Chair
Councillor Paul Horn
Salem Abushawashi, Deputy Director of Engineering
Matt Dunham, Superintendent of Roads and Drainage
Constable TEXAIRA, RCMP
Ibrahim Ghafoor, Engineering Technologist — Traffic
Chris Race, Bylaw Enforcement Officer
Kim Tvergyak, District of Mission   

1. MINUTES

Moved by Paul Horn that the minutes of the Traffic Safety Committee meeting held
Wednesday May 11, 2011 be adopted as written.

Carried

2. BUSINESS ARISING FROM THE MINUTES

(a) Speed Limit Signs on Dalke Street and Egglestone

Staff to coordinate with Crime Prevention office to set up the speed trailer again
in a couple of months to monitor the traffic.

(b) Top Ten Crash Locations

When staff receive the information from ICBC it will be emailed to the committee.

3. NEW BUSINESS

(a) Crosswalk issue at the entrance of Leisure Centre on Grand St.

Staff to write a report to Council, outlining the measures and recommendations
regarding the crosswalk.

(b) Kimball Street Yellow Curb Paint

The committee decided that the curb on Kimball Street should stay painted
yellow as is. Staff to inform the resident regarding the committee's decision, with
a copy to Council.

4. OTHER BUSINESS

(a) Ferndale and Dewdney Trunk New Stop Sign

Continued Monitoring.

(b) Stave Lake and Dewdney Trunk Road Intersection

Staff to investigate the intersection further and have a conversation with
Riverside College (Cathy Anderson) regarding having the entrances to their
parking lot designated as "IN" (East access) and "OUT" (West access).

File: ADM.COM.INT 	 PAGE 1 OF 2
Traffic Safety Committee 2011



(c) Road construction Signs in General
Paul Horn pointed out an area on Dewdney Trunk Road where paving was being
done there was a section of road left unpaved (gravel only) without proper signs.
Public Works indicated that they do post signs close to those sections, however,
in future they will ensure on having signs further enough to give proper warning
to motorists of unpaved sections with gravel.

(d) North Railway Avenue Speed
C. Race noted that it seems that motorists are speeding on this section of the
Highway especially at the beginning behind the Bellevue Hotel. CST. Teixara
advised that he arrange for the speed trailer to be set up on that section and
once data is collected he will provide that information to the committee.

The meeting adjourned at 8:40 a.m.
Distribution:
Council
Members of the Committee
Director of Engineering and Public Works
Manager of Inspection Services
Area Manager Fraser Valley North, Ministry of Transportation

Fi \ ENGINEER \Traffic Safety Committee\ Minutes 20117SC Minutes May 2011.docx
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Minutes of the Abbotsford/Mission Water & Sewer Commission meeting held
October 13, 2011, at 9:08 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 Gidda (Mission);
Councillor Pieces (Mission); and Councillor Ross (Abbotsford) (part)

UMC Members Present: General Manager Engineering, Regional Utilities—J. Gordon
(Abbotsford); Director of Finance — J. Lewis (Abbotsford); and Director of
Finance - K. Bjorgaard (Mission)

Staff Present: Director of Wastewater, Drainage & Asset Management R. Isaac
(Abbotsford); Acting Director of Water and Solid Waste K. Filiatrault (Abbotsford);
General Manager, Finance & Corporate Services - P. Soanes (Abbotsford); Senior
Drainage and Wastewater Engineer — S. Chiu (Abbotsford); Project
Engineer - B. Schmitt (Abbotsford); Manager, Bylaw Enforcement— G. Ferguson
(Abbotsford); and Recording Secretary - R. Brar (Abbotsford)

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order at 9;08 a.m.

2. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

.1 	 Minutes of the September 8, 2011 Meeting 

Moved by Councillor Ross, seconded by Councillor Pieces,
that the minutes of the Abbotsford/Mission Water & Sewer
Commission meeting held September 8, 2011, be adopted.

WSC 106-2011 

3. DELEGATIONS

None.

4. BUSINESS OUT OF MINUTES

.1 	 Monthly Follow-up Report

CARRIED.

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

	WSC 107-2011 	CARRIED.

.2 	 JAMES Plant Monthly Report — September 2011 

Moved by Mayor Atebe, seconded by Councillor Gidda,
that Report No. WSC 93-2011, dated September 26, 2011,
from the Director of Utility Operations, regarding JAMES
Plant Monthly Report — September 2011, be received.

	WSC 108-2011 	CARRIED.
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.3 	 Monthly Water Report — September 2011

Moved by Councillor Gidda, seconded by Councillor
Gibson, that Report No WSC 96-2011, dated October 4,
2011, from the Director of Utility Operations, regarding
Monthly Water Report — September 2011, be received.

	

WSC 109-2011 
	

CARRIED.

.4 	 Financial Statements August 2011

Moved by Mayor Atebe, seconded by Councillor Gibson,
that Report No, WSC 95-2011, dated October 4, 2011,
from the Budget & Payroll Manager (Abbotsford), regarding
Financial Statements — August 2011, be received,

	

WSC 110-2011 	 CARRIED.

5. 	 REPORTS

.1 	 Norrish Creek Intake Replacement — Consulting Fee Increase (5330-60/Norris
Creek Intake Replacement) 

Moved by Mayor Atebe, seconded by Councillor Ross, that
Report No. WSC 90-2011, dated September 28, 2011,
from the Project Engineer, regarding Norrish Creek Intake
Replacement — Consulting Fee Increase, be received; and
PO4 153050 for consulting services provided by
Associated Engineering (B.C.) Ltd. be increased by
$120,000.

	

WSC 111-2011 	 CARRIED.

.2 	 Water Projects Update

Councillor Ross was excused from the meeting at 9:50 a.m. during the discussion of the
following item and rejoined the meeting at 9:52 a.m.

Moved by Councillor Gibson, seconded by Councillor
Pieces, that the powerpoint presentation from the Project
Engineer, regarding the Water Project Update: Norrish
Creek Intake Replacement; Dickson Lake Upgrades; Wells
Disinfection; and Gladwin Road Water and Sewer Mains,
be received.

	

WSC 112-2011 	 CARRIED.



WSC Chair
George W. F eary
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.3 	 2009/2010 JAMES Plant Master Plan (5500-30)

Moved by Councillor" Ross, seconded by Councillor
Gibson, that Report No. WSC 92-2011, dated
September 26, 2011, from the Senior Drainage and
Wastewater Engineer, regarding the 2009/2010 JAMES
Plant Master Plan, be received; and the 2009/2010 JAMES
Plant Master Plan be approved as a public document.

	WSC 113-2011 	CARRIED.

.4 	 Norrish Creek Community Watershed Deactivation Plan 2011 

IV:wed by Mayor Atebe, seconded by Councillor Gibson,
that the report regarding the Norrish Creek Community
Watershed Deactivation Plan 2011, be received; and both
Abbotsford and Mission Council to support the deactivation
of roads within the watersheds.

	WSC 114-2011	 CARRIED

6. NEW BUSINESS 

None.

7. MOTION TO CLOSE 

Moved by Councillor Gibson, seconded by Councillor
Ross, that the October 13, 2011, WSC meeting, be
adjourned (10:11 a.m.).

	WSC 115-2011 	CARRIED.
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Minutes
The Minutes of the Mission Healthy Community Council meeting held in the conference
room on October 18, 2011 commencing at 4:12 p.m.

Members Present: 	 Councillor Paul Horn, Co-Chair
Diane Miller, .Executive Director, Primary Health Care & Aboriginal

Health, FHA, Co-Chair
Mayor James Atebe
Glen Robertson, Chief Administrative Officer
Ron Plowright, Community Health Specialist for Chilliwack & Mission,

Fraser Health Authority
Kirsten Hargreaves, Manager of Social Development
Karen Flanagan, Community Member
Brian Muth, Community Engagement Coordinator, Aboriginal Health

Fraser Health - Circle Fraser East
Judith Ray, Community Member
Lisa Jarvos, Manager, Health Promotion and Prevention, Mission,

Chilliwack and Nursing Support Services - Fraser Health,
Fraser East

Sean Russell, Mission Friendship Centre (in place of Grace
Cunningham)

Cynthia Coyle, Executive Director Fraser House Society Mission, FHA
Bob LaRoy, Manager, Mental Health and Substance Use Services,

Abbotsford & Mission Mental Health Centres (Mental Health
Services Representative)

Members Absent: Rosemary Fromson, Program Manager, Mission Community Services
Society

Connie Meskas, Site Director- Mission Memorial Hospital
Annie Silver, Community Development Worker, Fraser Valley

Aboriginal Children and Family Services Mission
Tricia Schweers, Mission Association for Seniors Housing
Dr. Carol Pomeroy, President, Mission Medical Association
Dr. Andrew Edelson
Annette Condon, Pleasant View Housing
Cyndie Anderson, Vice-Principal Student Services, Mission Public

School District #75 and Mission Association for Community
Living Representative

Suzanne Vermeer, Program Manager, Mission Community Services
Society (Multicultural Services Representative)

Linda Ziefflie, Vice Principal, Heritage Park Secondary
Louise Tucker, Program Coordinator, Mission Community Services

Society (Community Programming Representative)
Grace Cunningham, Executive Director, Mission Friendship Centre
Gurmeet M.P. Singh, Team Leader, Child 8, Youth Mental Health

Program

Guests Present: 	 Gail Franklin, Consultant

Others Present: 	 Tracey Takahashi, Administrative Clerk
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Mission Healthy Community Council Minutes
October 18, 2011

1. MINUTES
Moved by Cynthia Coyle, and

RECOMMENDED: That the minutes of the Mission Healthy Community Council
meeting held on September 20, 2011 be approved.
CARRIED

2. NEW BUSINESS
(a) Mental Health and Substance Use Strategy

It was reported that the Mental Health and Substance Use Strategy has been
finalized and was presented to the District of Mission Council on October 17,
2011. The strategy was very well-received by both Council and the public in
attendance. All members that were in attendance at the council meeting echoed
the thoughts that it was well presented and the strategy itself was very well done.

Discussion ensued with regard to dissemination of the strategy document. It was
agreed that the strategy should be distributed to all informants, focus group
participants and their organizations, Fraser Health providers and their
contractors, and the Fraser Valley Regional Library, and be posted on the District
of Mission and Fraser Health websites. Kirsten Hargreaves will look into costs
for copying and distributing hardcopies of the strategy. The District of Mission
Communications Officer will be asked to draft a City Page article announcing that
the strategy has been produced and identifying where it can be accessed. All
members will be encouraged to post a link to the document on their websites and
in their newsletters. Diane Miller will provide an update other community mayors
during the Fraser Health Municipal Government Advisory Committee. The
committee discussed a possible strategy launch during the Back to Health... For
Good 2012 event in January. It was agreed that further discussion is necessary
with regard to what a strategy launch would entail.

Next Steps (implementation phase) will be discussed at the next meeting of this
committee. All members were asked to study the strategy and come to the
November 15, 2011 meeting prepared to participate in initial broad discussion
about next steps.

(b) Healthy Families BC Communities Presentation
Diane Miller made a short presentation as a follow-up to the launch of the
Healthy Families BC Communities by the Health Minister in Abbotsford ,a few
weeks ago. She noted that this program is patterned after Fraser Health
partnerships and provides an opportunity for stakeholders to get together.

Ms. Miller explained the following points:

• Partnerships with the Province, local governments and health authorities;

• Development of community health profiles and community baseline
assessments to identify priority actions; 	 •

• Recognition of communities that have made a commitment to priority actions
to improve the health of citizens;
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▪ Targeted health authority intervention to support local actions to address
measurable improvements in the health of communities; and

• Community events held to celebrate successes.
Ms. Miller stated the following with regard to Healthier Community Partnerships
in Fraser Health:

• Community Health Profiles — all Fraser Health communities have community
snapshots focussing on demographics and Chronic Disease Prevention; and

• Community Meeting Mechanism — most Fraser Health communities have
existing or formed structures to support healthy living initiatives.

Ms. Miller outlined Healthier Community Partnerships Alignment as follows:
• All Fraser Health communities have Community Asset Maps that provide

details on programs that support healthy living initiatives;

• •Formal Community Partnerships have been established in Abbotsford, City of
Langley, Township of Langley, Burnaby, New Westminster, Pitt Meadows,
Maple Ridge, White Rock, and Surrey; and

• Partnerships are being developed through formal presentations to Councils to
fully endorse the Healthier Community Partnership in Chilliwack, Hope,
District of Kent, Harrison, Port Coquitlam, Port Moody, Coquitlam, Delta, and
Mission.

Ms. Miller noted the following will be done for the future:
▪ Build on existing partnerships: align with other provincial initiatives, including

Age-Friendly and Infrastructure Grants;
• Create synergies between all levels;
• Build on successes;
• Identify and share innovative actions; and
• Share and Shine Promoting Health 1 st Annual Healthy Communities

Partnerships Regional Forum will be held in spring, 2012.

(c) Follow-up to Patient Voices Network Peer Coaching Program, Active
Choices Program, Physical Activity Line

Councillor Horn explained that it is hoped that th Leisure Centre will be able to
provide space for training volunteer peer mentors, be a conduit to provide
information about the programs that are available, and somehow connect people.
Ron Plowright will meet with Jason Roufosse prior to the November meeting of
this committee to discuss how to get the program going. They were asked to put
something .in writing to describe the concept with regard to necessary resources
and what is expected, and then report back on progress at the November
meeting.

(d) Back to Health...For Good 2012
The committee discussed the meeting notes from the organizing committee
meeting held on September 27, 2011. It was agreed that the gymnasium was
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not well utilized last year. Some ideas for other possible uses discussed
included personal training assessments, physical testing, mini-classes and
demonstrations. The committee was asked to think about other feasible ideas
and email them to the sub-committee. It was suggested that a well-known
person be invited to speak and attract people to the event, including Daniel
Galley, Steve Nash, Trevor Linden, national basketball team members from
Mission. A dance theme, including various dances throughout the day or a 'So
you think you can dance Mission' competition was also suggested.
With regard to food, it was agreed that more fruit and vegetable trays should be
provided and Red's Grill should be asked to offer a healthy special on their
menu.

It was noted that the Canada World Youth will not be in Mission at the time of this
event, so another volunteer group, such as Air Cadets or Youth Centre
individuals will need to be recruited to help out at the event.

The committee agreed that the Opening and Closing in 2011 didn't work well, so
other ways of engaging the aboriginal community were discussed, including First
Nations dance classes, Pow Wow drummers, and an invitation to Damian
George (nephew of Chief Dan George), Brian Muth, Sean Russell, and Annie
Silver were asked to prepare some ideas for the next meeting. Brian Muth
explained that something needs to be done to recognize and welcome people to
the ancestral aboriginal territory.

Discussion ensued with regard to advertising. It was decided that an article
should be placed on the City Page, a full-page advertisement will be placed in
the Winter Leisure Guide that goes out to homes at the end of December, a
request will be made to the School District with regard to putting up posters,
handing out flyers to students, and putting notices in electronic newsletters.
Moved by Judith Ray, and

Recommended: That Jason Roufosse organize advertising on a reader board
for one month at a cost of $100.00 to be placed on the Cedar Connector and
other locations around town.
CARRIED

It was reported that the District of Mission Council has approved the
recommended budget for this event at their October 17, 2011 meeting. Diane
Miller approved a matching contribution from Fraser Health.
With regard to encouraging people to visit more exhibitor booths, it was
suggested that visitors be issued a 'passport' in which they collect stamps from
five different exhibitor booths in order to earn their free swim or skate pass.

(e) Membership

Councillor Horn requested that Brandi Matheson, representing Communitas —
Centennial Place, be invited to the November 15, 2011 meeting, and that the
committee consider potential membership. It was also suggested that
membership be considered for Corrections. The committee was reminded that
membership decisions for this committee are Made by Council and that prior to
inviting new members, the committee needs to make a recommendation to
Council.
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(f) Governance Structures
Ron Plowright will make a short presentation to the committee at the November
15, 2011 meeting regarding options for committee governance.

(g) Next Meeting:
November 15, 2011

2. 	 ADJOURNMENT
Moved by Cynthia Coyle, and
RECOMMENDED: That the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED
The meeting adjourned at 5:57 p.m.
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To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Planning Technician

Date: 	 November 21, 2011

Subject: 	 Rezoning Application R11-023 (Mikes) — 12476 Powell Street

Recommendation

1. That, in accordance with Rezoning Application R11-023 (Mikes), the Corporate Officer
prepare a bylaw to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 by rezoning the
property located at 12476 Powell Street and legally described as:

Parcel Identifier: 003-917-606 Lot 7 Section 22 Township 15 New Westminster District Plan
66821

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

2. That the bylaw be considered for 1 st and 2nd readings at the Regular Council meeting on
November 21, 2011.

3. That following such readings, the bylaw be forwarded to Public Hearing on December 12,
2011.

Summary of Proposal

The applicant is proposing to rezone the property located at 12476 Powell Street from Rural 16
(RU16) zone to RR7 Rural Residential 7 (RR7) zone to accommodate the subsequent
subdivision of the subject property into two (2) 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 1.984 hectares (4.9 ac.) in area and is located on the north side of Berg
Avenue adjacent to Powell Street in Stave Falls (refer to Appendix 2). There is an existing
home and a shop located in the northeast corner of the property.

Access to the property is currently gained from Powell Street via a gravel driveway along the
north property line. The applicant is proposing to access Lot 2 by sharing the existing driveway
to avoid crossing the primary watercourse (Phillips Creek), which bisects the property from north
to south near the west property line. In this case, a cross-easement agreement is supported by
both the Environmental Services Manager and the Department of Fisheries and Ocean (DFO) to
avoid negatively affecting the environmentally sensitive area surrounding Phillips Creek. The
preparation and subsequent registration of a cross-easement agreement will be required
through the subdivision approval process.

Neighbourhood Context

The majority of properties in the immediate area are zoned RU16 and RR7 (refer to Appendix
3). The RU16 zoned property located directly south of the subject property is currently proposed
for development into four (4) 0.7 hectare (1.73 ac.) lots. 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.
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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 RU16 zone has a minimum parcel size of 1.6 hectares (4.0 ac.). The proposed RR7
zone has a minimum parcel size of 0.7 hectares (1.73 ac.). The subject property is 1.984
hectares (4.9 ac.) in area and therefore allows a two-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 $2,815 (for one
new lot) which is payable prior to the adoption of the zone amending bylaw.

Environmental Protection

An environmental assessment was completed in May 2011.. There is one watercourse (Phillips
Creek, also known as Bob Brook) and a small connected pond located approximately 50 metres
east of the west property line along Powell Street; both require a 30 metre streamside protection
and enhancement area (SPEA). A restrictive covenant will be required to protect the
environmentally sensitive areas as part of the subdivision approval process. The approximate
120m 2 manmade pond located near the centre of the property is not connected via channelized
flows to Phillips Creek and does not require a SPEA.

In addition, the applicant's biologist has recommended that riparian planting be undertaken to
improve the vegetative diversity and function of the SPEA for Phillips Creek; this will be a
requirement of subdivision approval.

Tree Retention and Replanting

The tree survey plan identifies numerous significant trees on the subject property (refer to
Appendix 4). The applicant has indicated that none of the significant trees will be removed from
proposed Lot 1; however, the applicant estimates that ten (10) of the 109 significant trees
identified on proposed Lot 2 will be removed as part of this development. In accordance with
District of Mission Policy LAN. 32 — Tree Retention/Replanting Policy, the applicant will be
required to replant all 10 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 (4 trees in total). This requirement will be met through the subdivision
approval process.

Planning Analysis

The proposed subdivision will create two (2) rural residential lots; both of the proposed lot areas
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.

Internal Comments

The Engineering Department has reviewed the proposal; these comments are outlined in
Appendix 5 — Engineering Department Rezoning Comments.
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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 $2,815;

• 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 December 12, 2011.

Donna-Lee Lak s"4/.
GACOMDEV\ DONNA-LEE \COW REPORTS \2011 REPORTS)R11-023 (MIKES) 12476 POWELL ST 2011-11-21 COW.DOCX
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DRAFT PLAN OF SUBDIVISION OF
LOT 7 SECTION 22 TOWNSHIP 15 N.W.D.
PLAN 66821
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APPENDIX 4-. TREE SURVEY PLAN
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ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

FILE: R11-023

September 27, 2011

CIVIC ADDRESS: 	 12476 Powell St

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:

No storm sewer works required.

4. ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS:

Powel St provides paved access to the site, no further upgrading required.

RECOMMENDATION 

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

Salem Ablishavligshi
Deputy Director of Engineering

Sterlin9 	 an
Enginreering Technologist

APPENDIX 5- ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS
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To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Planner

Date: 	 November 21, 2011

Subject: 	 Rezoning Application R11-022 (Mikes) — 30239 Berg Avenue

Recommendation

1. That, in accordance with Rezoning Application R11-022 (Mikes), the Corporate Officer
prepare a bylaw to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 by rezoning the
property located at 30239 Berg Avenue and legally described as:

Parcel Identifier: 017-971-641 Lot A Section 23 Township 15 New Westminster District Plan
LMP712O

from Rural 16 (RU16) zone 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
November 21, 2011, and that following such readings,

3. That the bylaw be forwarded to Public Hearing on December 12, 2011.

Summary of Proposal

The applicant is proposing to rezone the property located at 30239 Berg Avenue from Rural 16
(RU16) zone to RR7 Rural Residential 7 (RR7) zone to accommodate the subsequent
subdivision of the subject property into two (2) lots of a minimum 0.7 hectare (1.73 ac.) lot size.
The proposed draft plan of subdivision is attached as Appendix 1.

Site Description

The subject property is 2.057 hectares (5.08 ac.) in area and is located on the north side of Berg
Avenue east of Rolley Lake Street and west of Bell Street in Stave Falls (refer to Appendix 2).
There is one existing home located on the southern portion of the property that is surrounded on
all sides by open lawn area with some pockets of landscaping. There are two small sheds that
are located within close proximity to the home to the east and northeast. There is also a barn
located on the property north of the existing home. All of these structures will be situated within
proposed Lot 1 (refer to Appendix 1). The property slopes primarily to the south and is drained
along both sides via a small channel on the east property line and a ditch on the west property
line. The change in elevation from the north property line to the south is approximately 20
metres.

Neighbourhood Context

The majority of properties in the immediate area are zoned RU16 and RR7; although there is a
large, undeveloped site located directly north of the subject property zoned RU36 (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.
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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 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 2.061
hectares (5.08 acres) in area and therefore allows a two-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 $2,815 which is
payable prior to the adoption of the zone amending bylaw.

Environmental Protection

There are a number of watercourses present on the subject property. An environmental
assessment was completed by Letts Environmental Consultants on March 11, 2011 which has
been referred to the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) for their review and comment.
Based on the assessment, there is a channel located along the east property line that will
require setbacks and protection in accordance with Section 108 of the Zoning Bylaw.

There is also ditch on the west side of the property that has been diverted in order to
accommodate a driveway to the proposed new lot (Lot 2). As per Section 108 of the Zoning
Bylaw, this ditch would also be classified as a stream - thus requiring protection. The driveway
Was constructed, and the existing ditch diverted, without any prior approvals/consultation from
the Ministry of Environment, DFO, or the District of Mission.

As per the Letts Environmental Assessment, surface run-off along the access road is eroding
and transporting sediment to the ditch. In order to address this run-off, the applicant is in the
process of implementing a sediment and erosion control plan which utilizes best management
practices. The driveway for the proposed lot will remain within the SPEA; however, re-
vegetation and bank stabilization measures will be required along the driveway to mitigate the
SPEA loss.

To conform to the District of Mission bylaws, the applicant has submitted a Streamside
Protection and Enhancement Area Plan, including a Habitat Planting Plan, which has been
deemed appropriate by staff and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (refer to Appendix
5). During the subdivision stage, the applicant will be required to complete the planting as per
the plan in addition to registering restrictive covenants to protect all the identified streannside
protection and enhancement areas.

Tree Retention and Replanting

The tree survey plan identifies 50 significant trees on the subject property; the majority of the
significant trees are located on proposed Lot 2 (refer to Appendix 1). During the subdivision
stage, the applicant will be required to provide confirmation in regards to how many significant
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trees will be retained or removed as part of the proposed development. The applicant will also
be required to plant two additional trees per lot (4 trees in total) in accordance with District of
Mission Policy LAN. 32 — Tree Retention/Replanting Policy. These requirements will be met
through the subdivision approval process.

Planning Analysis

The proposed subdivision will create two rural residential lots; the area of proposed Lot 1 is 1.11
hectares (2.74 ac.) and the area of proposed Lot 2 is 0.951 hectares (2.35 ac.). 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.

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 $2,815.00;

• 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 December 12, 2011.

• COMDEVNPINDER\ R11-022 AND S11-016 (TONY MIKES) - 30239 BERG AVENUE\ R11-022 (MIKES) 30239 BERG AVENUE - REPORT TO COUNCIL.DOCX
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APPENDIX 2- LOCATION MAP
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APPENDIX 4 - ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

FILE: R11-022

August 24, 2011

CIVIC ADDRESS: 	 30239 Berg Avenue

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:

No storm sewer works required.

4. ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS:

Berg Avenue provides paved access o he site, no further upgrading required.

RECOMMENDATION 

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

--Sblern AbdshawashiSterliiffg Chan
Deputy Director of Engineering 	 Engineering Technologist
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DISTRICT OF

MiSsion
Planning Department

Memorandum
0 \I THE FRASER

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON
DP11-011

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Planner

Date: 	 November 21, 2011

Subject: 	 Development Permit Application DP11-011 — Paramjit Dhillon

Recommendation

That Development Permit Application DP11-011, in the name of the Paramjit Dhillon, 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 32865 and
32871 2nd Avenue be considered for approval at the November 21, 2011 Regular Council Meeting.

Summary of Proposal

The applicant wishes to build two (2) new hornes on the subject properties in accordance with the
Zoning Bylaw and the Official Community Plan (0CP). The design of the homes must meet the
intensive residential development permit (DP) area guidelines. As part of this DP, the applicant is
also seeking a variance to the Interior Side setback on the western side of each property to facilitate
the proposed house designs.

Background

The subject properties are located at 32865 and 32871 2 nd Avenue (Map 1). There was a rancher
style home which straddled the shared lot line; however, that home has been demolished. Each
property is 374 square metres (4,026 sq. ft. {33 ft. wide x 122 ft. long)) which is 'undersized' for the
RT465 (Residential Two Unit Zone). Each 'undersized' property is a historical legal lot created prior
to the adoption of the zoning bylaw which is a fairly common occurrence within the older areas of
Mission, especially south of 7 th Avenue. Since these are separate legal parcels, there is a legal
obligation, by the District, to allow construction of a single family dwelling, a permitted use for the
zone. However, variances are often required in order to achieve a workable building envelope for
these undersized, narrow lots.

Official Community Plan Designation

The development site is located in the Urban Compact/Multiple family designation of the OCP; the
development application does not require an amendment to the OCP.

Zoning

Setbacks

The subject property is zoned RT465 (Residential Two Unit Zone) which requires setbacks of 1.5
metres (4.9 feet) and 3.0 metres (9.8 ft.) for each of the side yard setbacks. Generally, the 3.0
metre setback on one side yard of the property is intended to provide sufficient access for vehicles
to pass the principal dwelling or building in order to park in a detached garage in the rear of the
property. Given that the subject properties have laneway access, the intent of the 3.0 metre setback
is not applicable.
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Lot Width

Normally, a RT465 zoned property created through the subdivision process would require a
minimum lot width of 16 metres (52.5 feet); providing sufficient width for a building envelop with the
required setbacks. However, because the subject properties were created prior to adoption of the
zoning bylaw, the properties have a lot width of 10.05 metres (33 feet). The lots are legally non-
conforming as per the existing zoning bylaw.

Permitted Uses

The subject properties and all neighbouring properties are zoned RT465 which allows for
construction of a single family residence and a secondary dwelling (coach house, garden cottage or
secondary suite). The applicant has proposed to construct a single family dwelling as part of this
development permit application. Although not forming part of this development permit, the applicant
may seek approval for a detached coach house at the rear of the property at a later date. Due to
time constraints and available workforce, the applicant wishes to proceed with construction of the
single family residences on each lot as soon as possible.

Planning Analysis (Development Permit Review)

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.

(1) Infill Objectives within the OCP

The OCP outlines a number advantages to encouraging infill development, including:

• It improves economic efficiencies through using existing infrastructure and services;

• It provides more affordable housing choices for young families, and single and low income
households;

• It provides for more interesting and varied urban neighbourhoods, with a broader range of
housing forms, styles and tenures;

• If done sensitively, it can provide virtually invisible densification of neighbourhoods;

• It wards off urban sprawl and consequently helps preserve the natural environment.

It is the planning department's position that this DP application is an appropriate infill opportunity for
an area of Mission that is located within close proximity to the downtown core and is near a transit
route which supports the general sustainability initiatives within the OCP. The project takes
advantage of existing infrastructure (roads, water and sanitary sewer) and does not expand on the
municipal service grid. Planning staff endorse the development proposal, given that it attains the
general infill residential goals of the OCP.

(2) DP Guidelines

The designs of each single family home are attached as Drawings 1 & 2. Applicable objectives of
the 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;

• 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;
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• 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.

The overall designs of the homes are consistent with the development permit guidelines and
generally fit within the surrounding neighbourhood (Please see Neighbourhood Context
Pictures). This is achieved by limiting the gross floor area of the upper floor to 80% of the main
floor minimizing the building "box" effect, using modified roof lines, front yard porches to encourage
interaction with the street, vehicular access from the laneway, front yard landscaping to soften the
facade, and the use of different building elements and colours (a mixture cedar shingles, earth tone
colours, textured vinyl siding and board and batten treatments).

The heights of the proposed homes are 8.1 +7- metres which are below the maximum permitted
height of 9.5 metres for the RT465 zone. The surrounding area consists of established homes
ranging from one to two storeys in height. The two homes to the west of the development site are
also two storeys and within range of the building height proposed for this project. Therefore, the
proposed heights for the homes fall in line within nearby homes in the neighbourhood.

Given that the surrounding neighbourhood expresses a wide range of housing stock (older and
newer homes intermingled), the height, size, scale, and massing of the homes are compatible with
surrounding homes and fits well with the character of the neighbourhood.

Variances included as part of Development Permit DP11-011

As per the Local Government Act, Council can consider variances as part of a Development Permit
Application. The following variances are being sought as part of the development permit:

• Lot 18: Interior Side Setback - from 1.5 metres and 3.0 metres to 1.5 metres and 1.55
metres (Eastern Lot Line — 1.5 metres & Western Lot Line 1.55 metres) {See Site Plan 1)

• Lot 19: Interior Side Setback - from 1.5 metres and 3.0 metres to 1.5 metres and 1.55
metres (Eastern Lot Line — 1.5 metres & Western Lot Line 1.55 metres) {See Site Plan 2)

Setback Reduction Rationale

Planning staff supports the variance application to vary the Interior Side setback on the western lot
line from 3 metres to 1.55 metres on both properties for the following reasons:

A) The subject properties have laneway access whereby the intent of the 3 metre setback is
not required;

B) The setback reduction on Lot 18 (32871 2nd Avenue) would not affect an pre-existing
property owner to the west;

C) Without a reduction of the Western Interior Side setbacks, the applicant is only allowed to
build residences that are 5.56 metres (18.24 feet) wide. The setback reduction, if approved,
would allow the applicant to build more conventional residences that are 7.01 metres (22.9
feet) wide which would increase the width of the homes and significantly improve the
functional aspects of the residences;

D) The setback reduction only alters the allowable siting of the residences and the setback
reduction does not increase the lot coverage of 40% or floor space ratio;
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E) The required side yard setbacks within the RT465 are intended for larger lots and the
subject properties are smaller 'historical' lots that are better suited for 1.5 metre side yard
setbacks;

F) The proposed setbacks for both residences would be 'in-keeping' with neighbourhood
setbacks.

Notification Requirements and Public Input Meeting

As defined within the District of Mission Land Use Applications and Fees Bylaw 3612-2003, the
process for approving Development Permits has specific notification requirements. Upon receipt of
a DP application, contiguous neighbours are provided notice through individual letters that outline
the general intent of the DP application. Within that same notification letter, neighbours are
instructed to provide comment via email or letter in relation to the proposed variance.

The DP notice letter was sent out to surrounding neighbours and a number of surrounding residents
contacted the planning department requiring clarification on the development proposal; however, no
residents that contacted the planning department were opposed to the development proposal.

In respect to Council conducting a Public input Meeting, Council may hold a Public Input Meeting;
however, there is no statutory requirement to do so. If Council deems that the proposed DP may
adversely affect the public interest, a Public Input meeting date may be scheduled at the discretion
of Council.

Given that a DP of this nature which generally conforms to the development permit area guidelines
as outlined in the OCP, planning staff recommend that the development proposal does not
compromise the public interest and that the Public Input meeting is not required.

Tree Retention / Replanting and Environmental

There was one (1) significant tree that was removed during the demolition of the original single
family home. The site plan which forms part of the development permit provides for one (1) tree
and eight (8) hedging trees in the front yard landscaping for each lot (See Site Plan 1 and 2).

Parking

The zoning bylaw requires two (2) off street parking stalls for the single family residence. Approval
of this development permit provides parking within a detached garage at the rear of the property;
furthermore, the proposed siting of the garage ensures three (3) parking stalls can be achieved on
the site. As previously stated, the applicant may seek approval for a secondary dwelling (coach
house) at the rear of the property where the additional parking stall could be utilized by the
secondary dwelling occupant.

Erik Wilhelm

Planner

G:\COMDE\AERIK\Working Development Planning Staff Reports\DP11-011_Dhillon_DP_Memo to Council.doc
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FILE: PRO.DEV.DEV
DV11-015

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Planner
Date: 	 November 21, 2011
Subject: 	 Development Variance Permit (DVP) — (Joshua Olson) — 9631 Silverglen Drive

Recommendation

That Development Variance Permit Application DV11-015, in the name of Joshua Olson, be
approved to vary Section 201, Part D, la. of the District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009, by
reducing the minimum required:

• Interior side setback on the northern lot line from 4.5 metres (14.8 ft.) to 3.0 metres (9.8
feet); and

- 	 0 Interior side setback on the southern lot line from 4.5 metres (14.8 ft.) to 1.5 metres (4.9
feet);

on the property located at 9631 Silverglen Drive; legally described as: Parcel Identifier: 015-587-
312 Lot 2 District Lot 41 Group 1 New Westminster District Plan 83933

be considered for approval at the November 21, 2011 Regular Council Meeting.

Executive Summary of Proposal

A DVP application has been received from Joshua Olson, requesting a reduction of:

a) the interior side setback on the northern lot line from 4.5 metres (14.8 ft.) to 3.0
metres (9.8 feet); and

b) the interior side setback on the southern lot line from 4.5 metres (14.8 ft.) to 1.5
metres (4.9 feet);

to allow the construction of a new single family residence at 9631 Silverglen Drive (Site Plan 1y
Planning department staff supports the proposed DVP.

Background

The property is 1,733 square metres (18,653 square feet) in area and located on the eastern
shore of Silvermere Lake at 9631 Silverglen Drive (Map 1). There is an existing A-frame house
and detached garage sited on the property which slopes towards Silvermere Lake (Site Plan 1).
The applicant and his family have lived in the existing home since April 2009 and now wish to
construct a new single family residence on the property.

Official Community Plan (0CP) Designation

The property is designated Rural within the OCP. The development application does not require
an amendment to the OCP.

Zoning

The subject property and neighbouring properties on the eastern shore of Silvermere Lake are
zoned RU16. The zoning bylaw outlines the intent of this zone which is to "provide one single
family dwelling with a range of agricultural activities and uses with compatible accessory uses".
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The setbacks outlined in the RU16 zone are primarily designed to ensure minimum setbacks on
larger properties (possibly with agricultural activities present). Most lots on the eastern shore of
Silvermere Lake have areas more typically characteristic of urban or suburban properties.

Neighbourhood Character
The majority of lots on the eastern shore of Silvermere Lake were created in the mid 1960's.
The homes are older housing stock circa late 1960's; however, more recently there have been a
number of larger 'higher-end' homes being built along Silvermere Lake.

Notification Requirements and Neighbourhood Feedback
As defined within the District of Mission Land Use Applications and Fees Bylaw 3612-2003, the
process for approving Development Variance Permits has specific notification requirements.
Upon receipt of a DVP application, contiguous neighbours are provided notice through individual
letters that outline the general intent of the DVP application. Within that same notification letter,
neighbours are instructed to provide comment via email or letter in relation to the proposed
variance.

Foi'mal correspondence was received from the neighbour to the south which supports the
variance application; additionally, the applicant provided a letter with signatures of neighbouring
property owners which support the applicant's variance request (Appendix l).
In respect to Council conducting a Public Input Meeting, Council may hold a Public Input
Meeting; however, there is no statutory requirement to do so. If Council deems that the
proposed DVP may adversely affect the public interest, a Public Input meeting date may be
scheduled at the discretion of Council.

DVP Analysis
In consultation with the planning department, the applicant was informed that a proposed new
residence to replace the existing A-frame home would not meet the interior side setback
requirements of the Rural 16 zone (RU16); 4.5 metre (14.8 feet) interior side setback. The
applicant has proposed a 3 metre (9.8 feet) setback for the northern lot line and 1.5 metres (4.9
feet) for the south lot line. Accordingly, the applicant applied for a DVP and provided planning
staff with a letter outlining his rationale to vary the interior side setback requirements (Appendix
II).

Planning staff supports the variance application to vary the interior side setbacks for the
following reasons:

A) The proposed setbacks will not adversely affect the views of Silvermere Lake for
surrounding neighbours.

B) The proposed 3 metre (9.8 feet) setback on the northern lot line will still permit adequate
access to Silvermere Lake.

C) The required interior side setbacks within the RU16 zone are intended for larger lots and
the subject property is a smaller 'historical' lot that is better suited for 3 metre (9.8 feet)
and 1.5 (4.9 feet) metre interior side setbacks.

D) The proposed setbacks will not adversely affect the distinctive character of homes along
the eastern shore of Silvermere Lake.

E) The contiguous neighbours to the north and south are in support of the variance
application.
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F) Allows the applicant to utilize the house plans as seen in Drawing 1 while maximizing
the views of Silvermere Lake from the property. (The design of the proposed house
expresses a contemporary west coast 'whistler' theme utilizing native timber, river rock
stonework, extensive use of windows to accentuate available views, and nature inspired
colours in order to complement the surrounding landscape).

Summary
Given the above rationale, planning staff support approval of Development Variance Permit
DV11-015 in the name of Joshua Olson for the property located at 9631 Silverglen Drive.

Erik Wilhelm
PLANNER

GACOMDEVERIk\Working Development Planning Staff Reports\DV11-015_0Ison.doc

53

FILE: PRO.DEV.DEV 	 PAGE 3 OF 8
DV11-015



54

MAP I

SUBJECT PROPERTY

9479

FILE: PRO.DEV.DEV
DV11-015

PAGE 4 OF 8

9473
9471



Silvermere

Lake

Proposed 1.5 metre setback

ito Plan 1
Existing 4.64 metre setback

Dashed Line outlines general building setback envelope and not the actual lot coverage for the proposed
home (see Drawing 1)
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Joshua Olson

604-820

Lot 3, District Lot 443, Group 1, NWD 26915

9631 Silverglen Dr

Mission, BC

V4S 1.12

To whom it may concern: 	 Aug 25, 2011

I have discussed our intention to remove the current house and build a new home in its place of

approximately 5000 ft'. I have discussed this proposal with the neighbours who will be directly affected

by its construction. They are aware of and support these intentions.

Specifically they support the following setbacks.

Southern side lot setback proposed: 1.5m
Property border shared with: Deane Harold

Silverglen Dr
604-826.7

x 	

Northern side lot setback proposed: 3.0m
Property border shared with: Alex Logan

Silverglen Dr
604-826-

I trust this meets with your approval,

Sincerely,

Josh Olson
9631 Silverglen Dr
604-820
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City of Mission

Re: Development Variance er

Joshua Ols n

604-820-

Lot 3, District Lot 443, Group 1, NVVD 26915

9631 Silverglen Dr

Mission, BC

V45 1D

To whom it may concern: 	 Aug 25, 2011

Due to the age, layout, and deteriorating condition of this present residence, as well as lack of access from parking

to house, we hope to remove this house and rebuild on the site with a new home. We have a growing family with 3

young girls and would like to provide them the increased space that a new home would provide.

To that end we would like to determine the future building site envelope in order to begin the formal desigq,„

process. It is our hope to build a new home as a timber frame home, one that will ascetically suit the

neighbourhood and view lines of the property. While early in the design process, we expect the new structure to be

a two story with walkout basement, with an attached/semi-attached garage. Total finished square footage may be

up to approximately 5000 ft2 . Pictures and sketches representative of timber frame exterior style and layout are

included for your review, including a house layout and exterior elevations similar in nature to what we project might

suit this property.

We have been informed today by the planning department that the present zoning for this area is RU16. Upon

review it appears that RU16 minimum parcel size is 4.0ac. However, our lot size is only approximately 0.43ac,

measured as 21.3m wide, and approx 81m deep.. As such, the side lot setbacks for building envelope under RU16

as 4.5m do not match the size of this lot, as they would result in an available building envelope width of only 12m,

or approx 37 ft, on a 70 ft wide lot.

We note that this lot conforms more appropriately to lot sizes similar to urban residential zoning of R930, in which

the side setbacks are 1.5m and 3.0m. Moreover, older and even very recent homes constructed on this street and

elsewhere on this lake which fall under the same.zoning have been built with the 1.5 and 3.0m side setbacks. This

includes my neighbour directly to the north (9643 Silverglen Dr), whose lot dimensions are identical to mine.

Pictures of some of these homes with their side lot setbacks have been included for your review and comparison.

We therefore request a relaxation of the side lot setbacks from 4.5m to4m an 3.0 pin order to conform to the

nature of this lot, as well as the setting of the neighbourhood. I have also attached a letter signed by our

immediately neighbours who would be affected by these setbacks indicating their support for our building proposals

and the setbacks we have requested. We trust this will meet with your approval,

Sincerely,

Josh Olson

Home Owner, 9631 Silverglen Dr.

604-820-
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ON THEFRASER in
Planning Department

Memorandum

FILE: ADIABYLPRO
Land Use Application Procedures and Fees Bylaw

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Deputy Director of Planning

Date: 	 November 21, 2011

Subject: 	 Delegation of Council Authority

Recommendation

1. That District of Mission Land Use Application Procedures and Fees bylaw 3612-2003 be
amended by inserting the following to section 6. Delegation of Authority, subsection a):

. Compact residential development on lands designated Urban Residential —
Compact on OCP Map 1 b;

ii. Cluster residential development on lands designated Urban Compact — Cluster on
OCP Map lb;"

and

2. That planning staff bring forward a report to amend Policy LAN. 41 - Guide to Land
Development to reflect the proposed changes to the Development Permit and Development
Variance Permit processes outlining the new processes.

Background

At a Special Meeting of Council held on June 14, 2011, Council resolved the following:

SC2011/026
JUN 14/11 RESOLVED:

"That staff bring forward for council consideration an amendment to the Delegation of Authority
Bylaw, to define and remove "Infill" form and character Development Permits."

The purpose of this report is to define infill development and remove the ability to approve
development permits by staff for such infill development within Mission.

Definition

Generally, "infill development" may be defined as development that is proposed within an
established neighbourhood that is readily serviced by existing infrastructure.

While the Official Community Plan (OCP) lacks a clear definition for infill development, the
document defines an "infill area". This area is described as Map 1 b — Mission Urban/Infill Area
within the OCP. Further to defining an area as infill development, the OCP requires development
permits for intensive residential development. As stated within the OCP, Intensive Residential



Development Permits are required for all development proposing:

"urban compact, urban cluster compact and urban infill, including all coach house, garden
cottage and duplex buildings, within the urban area. Intensive Residential Development
Permits are applicable to:

• Compact residential development on lands designated Urban Compact / Multiple
Family on OCP Map 1a and Urban Residential — Compact on OCP Maps 1 b;

• Cluster residential development on lands designated Urban Compact - Cluster on
OCP Maps 1 b;

• Infill residential development on lands designated Urban Compact / Multiple Family
on OCP Map I a;

• Coach house and garden cottage residential buildings on lands designated Urban
Residential and Urban Compact / Multiple Family on OCP Map I a; and

• Duplex residential buildings on lands designated Urban Residential and Urban
Compact / Multiple Family on OCP Map 1a."

District of Mission Official Community Plan 2008

For the purposes of defining "infill development" for which a Development Permit is required, and as
per the Official Community Plan, all development proposed within the Urban Compact/Multiple
Family designation on Map 1a — Mission Urban/Infill Area may be defined as "infill development".

Development proposed within the Cedar Valley Area Plan cannot be defined as "infill development"
as these areas are within an emerging urban area and are not typically established or serviced by
existing infrastructure.

It should be noted that "infill development" could occur on lands designates as Urban Residential
within OCP Map 1a that does not require an Intensive Residential Development Permit. These
areas are not discussed within the context of this report.

Delegation of Authority

As stated above, the OCP identifies six bullets for where an Intensive Residential Development
Permit is required, this equates to eight (8) development scenarios. As listed in the OCP:

1. Compact residential development on lands designated Urban Compact / Multiple Family on
OCP Map I a;

2. Compact residential development on lands designated Urban Residential — Compact on OCP
Maps 1 b;

3. Cluster residential development on lands designated Urban Compact - Cluster on OCP Maps
1 b;

4. Infill residential development on lands designated Urban Compact / Multiple Family on OCP
Map I a;

5. Coach house and garden cottage residential buildings on lands designated Urban Residential
on OCP Map 1 a;
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6. Coach house and garden cottage residential buildings on lands designated Urban Compact /
Multiple Family on OCP Map 1a;

7. Duplex residential buildings on lands designated Urban Residential on OCP Map I a; and
8. Duplex residential buildings on lands designated Urban Compact / Multiple Family on OCP

Map 1 a.

Of the eight scenarios, those that reference OCP Map 1b are referring to Cedar Valley; these
include scenarios numbered 2 and 3. These types of development will remain in the authority of the
Approving Officer since they are not considered infill as per the Official Community Plan. As per
Council direction, all "infill" proposals requiring a development permit will be considered for approval
by Council.

Fees

Staff are providing an update to the planning department the fees associated with development
permits and separating the fee structure where Council has delegated their authority. This will be
considered along with the fees and charges bylaw forwarded by the Finance Department.

Amended Process Recommendation

While no amendments to the process bylaw are required with the above amendment, staff proposes
to process applications slightly differently for development permit applications where the Approving
Officer is the approval authority and where a subdivision and rezoning are also required. This will
only involve scenarios two (2) and three (3) as listed above and is limited to those developments
located within the Cedar Valley Plan Area, OCP Map 1 b — Cedar Valley.

Currently, applicants submit an application for form and character of the individual homes as part of
the rezoning and subdivision application. Council receives four to five sample elevations for the
proposed development and approves the DP based on the samples. Upon completion of the
subdivision, the applicant submits details of all the proposed homes within the development and
each is registered on title. This process, while allowing for certainty in form and character of each
home, does not give the builder/owner flexibility in making minor changes to the design without first
making an application to the District.

The proposed changes to the Development Permit process for applications involving a rezoning
and subdivision would see Council reviewing a DP application for Neighbourhood Character. The
Development Permit would only consider streetscape design, street cross sections, neighbourhood
connectivity (pedestrian and vehicular), access to parks and other amenities, and individual housing
elements. Elements such as required front porches, material lists, housing form, and other details
will be registered as a Section 219 restrictive covenant building scheme.

Utilizing the section 219 restrictive covenant building scheme registered on each lot created by
subdivision allows greater flexibility to the individual builder or owner of the lot. As such, this allows
greater individuality to be expressed within the home designs themselves. The covenant will
register the elements that will need to be incorporated into each home design prior to issuance of a
development permit. Staff will conduct a development permit review at the building permit stage
and approve and register the DP at that time. A new fee of $250.00 has been created to ensure
staff time is accounted for when reviewing these plans.

The proposed amendment to the process has its advantages.

Firstly, where subdivisions are created and not necessarily finished by the applicant, i.e. where lots
are sold to individual builders/home owners, there is greater flexibility to customize the home.
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Secondly, as often is the situation, by the time Development Permits are approved, many of the
materials or styles of elements (garage doors, front doors, or windows as an example) may not be
available to the builder at time of building permit.

Lastly, Council will still maintain the ability to approve design elements of the homes as these will
be presented as part of the rezoning application and registered as a covenant during the
subdivision process. It is anticipated that sample home designs that highlight the proposed
elements to be registered on title will be presented to Council during this process.

Summary

While the above recommendations allow Council the ability to better manage development within
the urban infill area, Council may wish to strengthen the development permit guidelines within the
infill area and amend the zoning bylaw to better reflect the vision Council has for the area. A
workshop with Council that clearly defines that vision could be scheduled; staff can then make
concrete recommendations reflecting that approved vision.

Barclay D. Pitkethly, MCIP
Deputy Director of Planning

G:\ COMDEV\ BARCLAY\ Projects\ Delegation of Authority \ Delegation_of Authority Intensive Residential.doc
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Heritage Commission Work Plan and Budget

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Director of Planning

Date: 	 November 21, 2011

Subject: 	 Mission Community Heritage Commission Work Plan and Budget for 2012

Recommendation

That the Mission Community Heritage Commission Work Plan and Budget for 2012 be
approved.

Background

The Mission Community Heritage Commission is required to submit an annual Work Plan and
Budget for Council approval each year in accordance with the Mission Heritage Strategy Plan
adopted by Council in 2006.

Accomplishments from 2011

The major tasks completed by the Commission in 2011 include:

• initiated the Annual Heritage Awards Program with the awards presented in February

e attended educational and networking conferences

• undertook the public input component for the Heritage Context Planning Project

• drafted the framework for the Heritage Context Study Plan with the actual input of the
content of the plan part of the 2012 work plan

• hosting a one-day training seminar on 'Statements of Significant' sponsored by BC
Heritage Branch in November

• working with schools to encourage involvement of students with Historica (which is
similar to the Regional Science Fair)

2012 Work Plan and Budget

The work plan and budget prepared by the Commission is attached as Appendix 1. The work
plan continues the implementation of the Mission Heritage Strategy Plan adopted by Council in
2006.

Sharon Fletcher

GACOMDEV\SHARON \COW Reports \ MCHC Work Plan and Budget for 2012.doc
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APPEEIDIX 1

Mission Community Heritage Commission
2012 Work Plan & Budget

Executive SummarV

This year the commission members have put in a lot of time working on various projects. We
retained our memberships in organizations at all levels of government that support heritage
conservation. In October we started to go over the form to be used for the Annual Heritage
Awards. This was sent out to the public in November for nominations. Also in November 2010
we attended the third annual heritage networking conference in New Westminster. This year in
November it will be hosted by the City of Surrey. This was a one day event with heritage people
from all over the province to discuss ongoing programs and problems.

This past year, we had only one nomination for the Heritage awards, which was handed out to
Mildred Vollick, at the heritage week meeting of Council in February. In late February we held
our first public meeting on Context Planning at the Leisure Centre and though it was not well
attended_we, were able to get a good idea of what the public values in the community. We also
went to numerous community meetings handing out questionnaires and were able to get a few
more people to add to our information base. ,

We have started to put together the Context Study Plan. As we are trying to do this as
economical as possible we will do most of the work ourselves. When we have done as much as
we can we will send it to the planning Department for their input. It is hoped to have a draft copy
ready near the end of the year.

In mid-November we will be hosting a one day seminar on "Statement of Significant" training
sponsored by BC Heritage Branch. This will be an all day session with people coming from both
inside and outside the district. We need this training so that we can add more properties to the
Heritage Registry.

The last thing we had planned to do this year was try to get the Mission schools involved with
Historica. This is a regional Heritage Fair sponsored by the Province. It works on the same idea
as the already in place Regional Science Fair. The regional fair has been going on in Abbotsford
for a number of years, but schools in Mission have not been involved. Unfortunately though we
have had meetings planned with the school board we can do nothing until the schools go back
to normal. We will try later on this year to see if we can get Mission schools involved.

The budget for 2012 has been prepared in accordance with part (c)(1) of the Commission
Terms of Reference. The budget is in line with the amount approved by Council in December
2007. The work plan is for one year from January to December 2012.

Central to the Commission's work is the implementation of the District of Mission Heritage
Strategic Plan that is based on a five year cycle. For 2012 the Commission has made a
commitment to carry on with Public education and awareness of heritage conservation. We are
also committed to setting up criteria for context planning. As this has been funded by the
provincial government in the pass and since funding has been suspended by the province we
are asking that the funds remaining in the 2011 budget be carried forward so we can complete
the criteria component of the Heritage Context Plan.

FILE: PRO.PLA.HER 	 PAGE 2 OF 4
Heritage Commission Work Plan and Budget
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Work Plan

Between January & December 2012, the Mission Community Heritage Commission plans to
carry out the following activities from the District of Mission Heritage Strategic Plan (hereafter,
DMHSP) (the relevant section(s) of the Heritage Strategic Plan are referenced in brackets).

• Hold monthly meeting open to the public and continue to implement the Heritage
Strategic Plan. (DMHSP-Terms of Reference Part 3 (B-3)

• Renew memberships in local, provincial, and federal organizations that support heritage
conservation (DMHSP goal #7 — Objective 2 —Actively participates with local, regional
and provincial organizations and maintain these connections.)

• Continue a program of recognition and awards to be held during Heritage Week (third
week in February of each year) that acknowledges individuals, groups and businesses.
(DMHSP Goal # 6, Objective 6 — Develop a program of recognition and awards.

• Continue developing our web site for a virtual tour that will attract residents and visitors
interested in our heritage and also develop social networking technology. (DMHSP Goal
#5 — Object 3 —Utilize electronic communication resources.)

• Continue to develop criteria for Context planning that will be used to add more sites to
our Heritage Registry (DMHSP Goal # 4 — Objective 3 — Continue to compile an
inventory of Heritage resources.)

• Secretarial services — hire a qualified person to offer support to the Commission
including minutes and assistance to the project manager and consultant if needed.
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Financial Management

In keeping with the section on Budget and Expenditures in Part 3: Operating Procedures (c) (1)
of the Commission's Terms of Reference, the Commission has prepared the following budget:

2012 Budget Expenses Revenue

Carry over from 2011 any funds left at end of year approx. $6,000.00
Core funding for the Mission Community Heritage Commission $6,000.00

Secretarial Services — Support $1,600.00
Professional Development $ 	 550.00

-	 Conferences/VVorkshops/Seminars
Society/Associations memberships $ 	 300.00
Awards & Recognition Program $ 	 300.00
Projects

- 	 Heritage Context planning $2,700.00
-	 Criteria component of the Context Plan $6,000.00
-	 Web site Development $ 	 250.00
-	 Historica $ 	 300.00

Total $ 12,000.00 $12,000.00
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Excerpt from the Minutes of the Public Hearing held on October 25, 2010
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P H10/062
OCT 25/10

District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5167-2010-5050(23) (R10-018 - Zaba)
-a bylaw to rezone property at 33810 Dewdney Trunk Road from S36 (Suburban
36 Zone) to R558s (Urban Residential 558 Secondary Dwelling Zone)

Barclay Pitkethly, deputy director of planning, provided information regarding rezoning
application R10-018, in the name of Zaba, to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw
5050-2009 by amending the zoning of the following legally described property:

Parcel Identifier: 002-829-011 Lot 26, Section 27, Township 17, New Westminster
District Plan 61656

from Suburban 36 (S36) zone to Urban Residential 558 Secondary Dwelling (R558s)
zone.

The deputy director of planning stated that the location of the subject property is 33810
Dewdney Trunk Road (as shown on the following map):

The deputy director of planning explained that the purpose of the proposed
amendment is to enable consideration of the subsequent subdivision of the subject
property into five lots of a minimum 558 square metre (6,006 sq. ft.) lot size, with
secondary dwelling units permitted within each lot.

The deputy director of planning noted that the property currently contains one single
family dwelling, which will remain, and two outbuildings, which will be removed. He
advised that there are currently only four significant trees, which will be retained on lot
one of the subdivision.

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

• Receipt of the Community Amenity contribution in the amount of $2,680.00
per lot created or potential lots created;

• Restrictive covenant to enable suite readiness; and

• Any other items that council may require resulting from the public hearing or
council consideration of the application.

The chief administrative officer stated that no correspondence was received regarding
this application.



Julie Baker asked if Kimball Street will be widened.

The deputy director of planning advised that Kimball Street will be widened.

Councillor Horn asked what is happening with the building subdivision across the
street.

Marcy Bond, planner, advised that another application has been made and would be
moving in the same direction as this application.

Councillor Gidda asked what the road width will be after th9 dedication by the
applicant.

The deputy director of planning stated that the standard was an 18-metre right of way
with no variances.

Hearing no further questions or comments the mayor declared the public hearing on
District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5167-2010-5050(23) (R10-018 — Zaba)
closed.
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FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON
R10-018

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Shannon Webb
Date: 	 October 4, 201 . 0
Subject: 	 Rezoning Application R10-018 (Clayton Zaba) 33810 Dewdney Trunk Road

Recommendation

1. That, in accordance with Rezoning Application R1,0-018 (Clayton Zaba), the Director of
Corporate Administration prepare a bylaw to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-
2009 by rezoning the property located at 33810 Dewdney Trunk Road and legally
described as:

Parcel identifier: 002-829-011Lot 26, Section 27, Township 17, NWD, Plan 61656

'from Suburban 36 (S36) zone to Urban Residential 558' Secondary Dwelling (R558s) zone.

2. That the bylaw be considered for 1 st and 2nd readings at the Regular Council meeting on
October 4, 2010; and

3. That following such readings, the bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing on October 25,
2010.

4. 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 S10-008.

5. That one road extension, over a portion of Lot 26, Section 27, Township 17, NWD, Plan
61656, be named as "Bowie Drive",

Summary of Proposal

The applicant is proposing to rezone the above noted property at 33810 Dewdney Trunk Road
(See Appendix 1 for Site Map) from Suburban 36 (S36) to Urban Residential 558 Secondary
Dwelling (R558s) zone to allow for the subdivision of the parent property into five (5) lots, all
with the opportunity for secondary suites, as seen in the attached Draft Subdivision Plan (See
Appendix 2).

Site Description

The subject property is located at the intersection of Dewdney Trunk Road and Kimball Street.
The property slopes gently from the south down towards Dewdney Trunk Road. The site
currently contains one single family dwelling and two out buildings. The single family dwelling is
to be retained within proposed Lot 1 while the two out buildings are to be removed prior to final
subdivision approval. The subject property is predominantly clear of vegetation with only four
trees located in the north east corner of the site. All four trees are to be retained within proposed
Lot 1.
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Official Community Plan Designation

The subject property is designated Urban Residential in the Official Community Plan. The
designation therefore supports the requested rezoning and the creation of secondary dwelling
units. Specifically Policy 2.5.3 Affordable Housing through Innovative House Forms aims to
"Facilitate the development of affordable, rental and special needs housing through supporting
secondary suites...coach houses and granny flats". The application conforms well to this policy
and its objectives.

Neighbourhood Context

The majority of the properties in proximity to the subject property are zoned Urban Residential
R465 and R558 (see Appendix 3 Zoning Map). The proposed Urban Residential 558
Secondary Dwelling (R558s) zone will therefore be unique within the immediate local area. The
growing trend within the District of Mission for the conversion of existing structures to provide
secondary dwellings however, has created a demand for zones permitting secondary dwellings.
Many of these secondary dwellings are currently being constructed illegally and fail to comply
with the requirements of the BC Building Code. Through creating zones specifically catering for
secondary dwellings it is envisioned that it will lead to improved regulation of these structures
and compliance with the BC Building Code. The proposed R558s zoning is therefore supported
by Planning staff as it is considered to be compatible with the existing land use in the
immediately surrounding area.

Zoning

The proposed Urban Residential 558s Secondary Dwelling (R558s) zone has a minimum parcel
size of 558' square metres (6,006 aft). The subject property has an area of approximately 0.6137
hectares (1.51 acres) thus allowing a subdivision into seven (7) lots under the R558s zone.
However, at this time, the applicant does not wish to develop the property to its full potential,
Only four (4) new lots will be created at this time.

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 per
new lot. While the current subdivision application proposes the creation of five (5) lots, the
subject site has the potential for a further two (2) lots under the provisions of the R558s zone.
As there is no mechanism to collect further contributions for these additional two (2) lots at a
later stage, the applicant is requested to pay contributions for all six (6) lots prior to the adoption
of the zone amending bylaw. The amount payable is therefore 6 X $2680 = $16,080,

Section 108 Compliance (Environmental Protection)

The subject property has not been identified as potentially containing or being adjacent to any
watercourses.
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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 $16,080

• Engineering requirements to be met

• A letter of credit for trees to be provided.

• 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
October 25, 2010.

Shannon Webb

Document3
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ENDIX 1 SITE MAP
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Appendix 4 "Suite Ready" Requirements
Suite must be located in the basement or on the first floor and
substantially below the principle dwelling's living area.

2. 	 Floor plan must show location and size of potential construction, the full
extent of the suite ceiling must be dry walled with 5/8" Type X or drywall
entire ceiling with 5/8" Type X.

3 	 Where completed as part of the permitted construction, vertical fire
separations should be finished with 5/8" Type X drywall.

4. Where concealed by permitted finishes, fire stopping must be installed in
the appropriate locations.

5. Window areas should conform to egress requirements for future
bedrooms.

6. Make provision for separate exit to the exterior.

7. Make provision for in-suite or shared laundry.

8. Make provision for exit protection of the suite area from the main unit (or
vice versa).

9. Make provision for one additional parking space (show on a site plan)-
landscaping must be parking friendly.

10. Headroom must meet current standard for rooms in the BCBC.

11. Make provision for independent heating system, e.g. gas fireplace, second
furnace, or electrical panel sized to accommodate electric heat for the
suite.

12. Make provision for smoke detection, i.e. plan for inner-connection and
photoelectric units- pre-wire in voids that are concealed under the current
permit.

13. Make provision for separate mechanical ventilation for the suite-pre-duct
in voids that are concealed under the current permit.

14. 	 Size electrical panel for split receptacles for future kitchen.

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON
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Source: Google Maps 2010
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Appendix 6 Parks, Recreation & Culture Department Comments

PLANNING DEPARTMENT

SUBDIVISION APPLICATION COMMENTS

DISTRICT OF MISSION PARKS, RECREATION & CULTURE DEPARTMENT COMMENTS

Referral Date: August 18, 2010

Subject Property: 33810 Dewdney Trunk Road

Legal Description: Parcel Identifier: 002-829-011 Lot 6 Section 27 Township 17 New
Westminster District Plan 61656

Firm Number; PRO,DEV.SUB 810.008

# of Proposed Lots: 6

Please provide your written comments within '1 month from the referral date (ie.
September 18, 2010) to Marcy Bond, Planner, via inter-office mail.

c_c,,s\r, • , 	 ..e.o

DISTRICT OF MISSION BOX 20 MISSION, BC V2V 4L9
PHONE 904-820-3748IFAX 604-826-7951

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON
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Appendix 7 Engineering Comments

September 21, 2010. 	 REZ. FILE: R08-018

, CIVIC ADDRESS: 	 337810 Dewdney Trunk Road

1. DOMESTIC WATER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal water is available on Dewdney Trunk Road and on Kimball Street.
No further upgrading required.

2. SANITARY SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal sanitary sewer is available on Dewdney Trunk Road and on Kimball Street,

The Deveioper is required to contribute $15,424.25 towards upcar..,, of the
downstream gravity sanitary sewer and sanitary sewer pump station.

3. STORM SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal storm sewer is available on Dewdney Trunk Road and on Kimball Street.
No further upgrading required.

4. ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS:

Dewdney Trunk Road and Kimball Street provide paved access to the site.
No further upgrading required.

RECOMMENDATION

From an engineering point of view, the rezoning application may proceed to third
reading. The owners MUST volunteer to contribute towards downstream sanitary
sewer improvements. A secured development agreement for the above mentioned
services must be in place prior to adoption of the - zoning amendment bylaw.

FILE PRODEV.ZON
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FILE: PRO.DEVZON
R10-037 and R10-038

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Senior Planner
Date: 	 November 16, 2011

Subject: 	 Rezoning Applications R10-037 and R10-038 (Urban Design Group) — 32471
Lougheed Highway (Proposed Shopping Centre Site)

At the August 22, 2011 Public Hearing, Council gave third reading to Zoning Amending Bylaw
5227-2011-5050(47) and Zoning Amending Bylaw 5228-2011-5050(48) for Rezoning
Applications R10-037 and R10-038 since there were no outstanding issues raised at the Public
Hearing.

In the absence of the minutes from the August 22, 2011 Public Hearing, staff are providing this
update to advise Council that the applicant has now met all the conditions for final reading for
these bylaws. This includes:

• Engineering requirements have been met, a development agreement signed and monies
secured.

• The Right-of-way agreement over part of the environmentally sensitive area is signed
and an undertaking by the applicant's solicitor to register the right-of-way has been
received.

• The stewardship group that has been identified to become the stewards of the
environmentally sensitive area is the Fraser Valley Conservancy. A Memorandum of
Agreement has been signed by Mission Western Developments Ltd. and the Fraser
Valley Conservancy.

• Monies for the planting works within the environmentally sensitive area and the
monitoring monies for the planting works have been secured ($32,200). The District of
Mission is holding the $32,200 until the subdivision is complete and the environmentally
sensitive area is transferred to the Fraser Valley Conservancy.

• The Amending Bylaws 5227-2011-5050(47) and 5228-2011-5050(48) with the signature
of the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure (MoTI) representative on each bylaw
have been received.

• An Agreement has been drawn up between Mission Western Developments Ltd. and the
District of Mission for placement of public art within the plaza and this agreement has
been signed by Mission Western Developments Ltd. The District of Mission is also
holding $5,000 as security, which is outlined in the agreement.

• The applicant has provided the required deposits for the subdivision (S11-003) — water
main tie-in, sanitary sewer main tie-in, and engineering administration fee.

Approval of DP10-017 (form and character), DP10-018 (Windebank Creek) and DV10-020
(Section 108, Part C. 3 of the zoning bylaw) are to be considered for approval with the zone
amending bylaws



Accordingly, Zoning Amending Bylaw 5227-2011-5050(47) and Zoning Amending Bylaw 5228-
2011-5050(48) are listed in the Bylaws Section of the agenda for Council's consideration of
adoption.

Dayle Reti, MCIP
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R10-037, R10-038, DP10-017, DP10-018 & DV10-020/S11-003

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Senior Planner
Date: 	 August 8, 2011
Subject: 	 Rezoning Application R10-037 & R10-038, Development Permit Applications

DP10-017 & DP10-018, Development Variance Permit Application DV10-020
and Subdivision Application S11-003 (Urban Design Group Architects Ltd.)
— 32471 Lougheed Highway

Recommendation

1, That, in accordance with Rezoning Application R10-037 (Urban Design Group Architects
Ltd.), the Corporate Officer prepare a bylaw to amend the text of District of Mission Zoning
Bylaw 5050-2009 by:

a) Deleting from Section 106, Part C. Uses Prohibited, Paragraph 1:

" h. "Drive Thru Restaurant"

b) Adding to Section 106, Part C. Uses Prohibited:

"2. Except where otherwise permitted within this bylaw in a Comprehensive
Development Zone, the following uses are prohibited:

a. Drive thru restaurant

c) Re-letter accordingly "Section 106, Part C. Uses Prohibited".

2. That, in accordance with Rezoning Application R10-038 (Urban Design Group Architects
Ltd.), the Corporate Officer prepare a bylaw to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw
5050-2009 by:

a) adding the CD-24 zone (Comprehensive Development 24 zone) and that Appendix 1,
attached hereto (CD-24 zone) be attached to said amending bylaw; and

b) rezoning a portion of the property located at 32471 Lougheed Highway and described as
part of Parcel Identifier: 023 662 352, Lot 2, Except: Part Road Plan BCP9616, Section
20, Township 17 and District Lot 165, Group 3, New Westminster District Plan
LMP31617, labelled as Area A on Map 2, attached hereto, and further described as
Area A in a metes and bounds description attached hereto as Appendix 2.
from the CH-1 zone (Commercial Highway One zone) to the CD-24 zone
(Comprehensive Development 24 zone); and

c) by rezoning a portion of the property located at 32471 Lougheed Highway and
described as part of Parcel Identifier: 023 662 352, Lot 2, Except: Part Road Plan
BCP9616, Section 20, Township 17 and District Lot 165, Group 3, New Westminster
District Plan LMP31617, labelled as Area B on Map 2, attached hereto, and further
described as Area B in a metes and bounds description attached hereto as Appendix 2.
from the CH-1 zone (Commercial Highway One zone) to the IPRC zone (Institutional
Parks Recreation and Civic zone).
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3. That these bylaws be considered for 1 and 2 nd readings at the Regular Council meeting
on August 8, 2011; and

that following such readings, the bylaws be forwarded to a Public Hearing on August 22,
2011.

4. That Development Permit Application DP10-017, in the name of Mission Western
Developments Ltd., to provide conformity to the Official Community Plan guidelines
respecting building form and character for a proposed commercial development for
property located at 32471 Lougheed Highway be forwarded to Council for public input on
August 22, 2011.

5. That Development Permit Application DP10-018, in the name of Mission Western
Developments Ltd., to provide conformity to the Official Community Plan guidelines
respecting the protection of the natural environment adjacent to Windebank Creek for
the purposes of protecting the spawning area for salmon and trout for property located at
32471 Lougheed Highway be forwarded to Council for public input on August 22, 2011.

6. That Development Variance Permit Application DV10-020, in the name of Mission
Western Developments Ltd., to vary Section 108 Environmental Protection (Part C, 3) of
District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 by reducing the minimum required setback
from 30 metres to the area on the plan as shown on Map 2 (Area B), attached hereto, for
property located at 32471 Lougheed Highway, be forwarded to Council for public input
on August 22, 2011

Summary of Proposal

The proposal includes a text change to the zoning bylaw to allow drive thu restaurants in
specific comprehensive development zones on a site by site basis and a text change to create
the CD-24 zone, the proposed zoning change to the subject property, a development permit for
form and character, a development permit for the enhancement of the natural environment
adjacent to Windebank Creek for the purposes of protecting the spawning area for fish, and a
development variance permit to vary Section 108 of the zoning bylaw. The subject property is
shown on Map 1.

Background

An application has been received from Urban Design Group Architects Ltd. to rezone a portion
of the property located at 32471 Lougheed Highway from the CH1 zone (Commercial Highway
One zone) to the CD-24 (Comprehensive Development 24 zone) to allow for a shopping centre
and to rezone a portion of the property to the IPRC zone (Institutional Parks Recreation and
Civic zone) because it is undevelopable. Text changes to the zoning bylaw have also been
applied for to create the CD-24 zone and to allow drive thru restaurants in that zone.

The applicant has also applied for a development permit for form and character for the proposed
commercial development on the site, a development permit for protection of the natural
environment and a development variance permit to vary Section 108 (Environmental Protection)
of the zoning bylaw to allow the current bylaw setback to be reduced to enable the retention of
the existing restrictive covenant setback from the creek that is registered on the subject
property.
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The development proposal is to allow for commercial businesses, including two drive-thru
restaurants. There are five buildings proposed, ranging in size from 152 square metres (1636
sq. ft.) to 1215.3 square metres (13,082 sq. ft.). The proposed total building area on the site is
2373.6 square metres (25,550 sq. ft.).

Official Community Plan Designation

The Official Community Plan designation for the subject property is Commercial. No change is
required to the Official Community Plan.

Zoning Amendment — Text Changes

There are two text changes proposed. The first text change is to amend Section 106 C. Uses
Prohibited to allow drive thru restaurants when a Comprehensive Zone is created that permits
drive thru restaurants within the CD zone. The second text change is to create the CD-24 zone.
The proposed CD-24 zone allows two drive thru restaurants on a specific site. It is noted that
the sic site for the proposed CD-24 zone is the 1.37 hectare western portion of 32471
Lougheed Highway.

Zoning Amendments — Land

The subject property located at 32471 Lougheed Highway has a useable commercial area that
is approximately 1.37 ha (3.38 ac.) and a smaller .7 hectare (1.72 ac.) area that is
environmentally sensitive and undevelopabie. The applicant wishes to subdivide off the
environmentally sensitive area and therefore the proposed zoning change is broken down into
two parts:

1. Commercial Area (1.37 ha)

The subject property is zoned CH-1, Commercial Highway One zone. The zoning is correct
for the majority of the uses proposed by the applicant for the commercial portion of the site,
however, the applicant has requested two drive thru restaurants on the site.

The zoning bylaw prohibits drive thru restaurants in Mission which means that new drive thru
restaurants are not permitted while existing drive thru restaurants are considered legal non-
conforming and can continue to operate as such.

The owner and applicant have met with staff, have made a delegation to Council, and have
requested that a CD zone be prepared to accommodate the drive thru restaurant use on the
site. They are proposing two drive thru restaurants — a proposed Tim Horton's and a
proposed Burger King.

Based on the applicants' request and direction from Council, staff has prepared a CD zone
and a text amendment that would allow two drive thru restaurants at this site and are putting
these proposed changes forward to Council for Council to determine if they wish to support
this change to accommodate the two drive-thru restaurants.

The applicant's proposal is to rezone this western portion of the site (1.37 ha) from the CH-1
zone to the CD-24 zone. This area is shown as Area A on Map 2.
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2. EmVironmnentaXlv Sensitive Area (.7 ha)

The applicant has proposed to subdivide off this portion of the site because it is
undevelopable and it is staff's understanding that the applicant wishes to gift this land area
to a land conservancy group.

The proposal is to rezone this portion of land from the CH-1 zone to the IPRC zone
(Institutional Parks Recreation and Civic zone).

This eastern part of the site is also shown on Map 2 (Area B).

Drive Thru Restaurants — Vehicle Stacking

The car stacking capacity for the drive thru aisle for the proposed Tim Horton' restaurant is 16
cars and for the proposed Burger King restaurant is 10 cars. As outlined in a previous staff
study regarding car stacking for drive thru restaurants, the minimum number should be 10 cars
in the queuing area. It is noted that both the proposed drive thru restaurants for this
development meet or exceed that number in their capacity to stack cars in their queuing area.
The site plan is attached as Drawing A.

Parking

The number of on-site parking spaces required for this commercial development is 115 parking
spaces. The development exceeds this number by 12 parking spaces for a total of 127 parking
spaces. The drive aisles meet the minimum width in the zoning bylaw of 7 metres (23 ft.). The
site plan is attached as Drawing A.

Internal Comments

The Engineering Department Comments are attached (Appendix 3) and there are no
outstanding items with the Fire/Rescue Service Department.

External Referral

The Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure preliminary comments are attached (Appendix
4). It is noted that there are off-site works required.

Development Permit Application DP10-017 (Form and Character)

The proposed commercial development comprises five buildings ranging in size from 152
square metres (1636 sq. ft.) to 1215.3 square metres (13,082 sq. ft.). The proposed total
building area on the site is 2,373.6 square metres (25,550 square feet).

The architect has provided the following three paragraphs about the design of the site:

The meeting of two highways that fink the District of Mission to the Lower Mainland and
municipalities north and south of the Fraser River drives the viability of vehicle oriented
commercial uses consistent with existing developments, particularly along this section of
Lougheed Highway. This context has attracted strong and explicit interest from national retail
brands with very successful vehicle-driven business models, such as fast-food restaurants that
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offer drive-thru convenience, in addition to commercial services that cater directly to the needs
of the commuting public, namely car wash and oil change facilities, The proposed development
will cater to three such tenants while the balance of commercial spaces is earmarked for retail
stores and professional services of varying sizes.

While the development plan supports the property's key aspect as a vehicle oriented site with a
straightforward arrangement of buildings and vehicular circulation, the architecture elicits a
softer, neighborhood feel with generous on-site landscaping and tree planting; varying parapet
heights that break up building mass; a combination of open fabric awnings and cable-hung
canopies; subtle stucco relief details along designated points across the facade; and the use of
horizontal lap siding, stucco and stone veneer as principal materials in a variety of hues.

Accentuated cornices lend a distinct character to the buildings and are introduced to ensure
visibility for these structures that sit on a site 3 to 4 feet lower than the street at the corner. A
1,500 sf open, landscaped plaza anchors this same corner with public space while a planted
trellis screen along the Lougheed frontage frames the development with a greener edge.

Materials include hardiplank lap siding, stucco, stone veneer, with steel and glass canopies and
fabric canopies.

Planning staff requested more architectural detail and increased usage of hardiplank on the
buildings, however, the applicant has advised that due to prospective tenant requests, the
change in materials has not been provided. It is noted that some improvements were made to
the site from with respect to traffic flow, pedestrian linkages, building alignments and
landscaping.

The site plan is attached as Drawing A and the elevations are attached as Drawings B
through F.

A coloured rendering of the site is attached as Drawing G. Colours are generally earthtones
with some corporate colours.

Pedestrian linkages have been provided across the main drive aisles and to the sidewalk on the
Lougheed Highway and to the Cedar Connector.

Landscaping

Landscaping is as shown on Drawing H and Drawing L There are a number of trees proposed
for the site and a variety of plants and bushes, including azalea, hydrangea and rhododendrons.
On the south-west corner a plaza with seating, bike racks and planters is proposed thus
providing a corner feature and a pedestrian linkage to the site.

The landscape estimate for the site is approximately $138,000.

Development Permit Application DP10-018 (Windebank Creek)

The development permit for Windebank Creek is for the protection of the natural environment
adjacent to Windebank Creek for the purposes of protecting the spawning area for fish. The
development permit requires a planting plan and maintenance agreement for the vegetation. A
revised planting plan has been submitted and it has been reviewed by the Manager of
Environmental Services and it is deemed acceptable.
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Development Variance Permit Application DV10-020

The development variance is to vary Section 108 Environmental Protection (Part C, 3) of District
of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 by reducing the minimum required setback from the creek
from 30 metres to the area as shown on Map 2 (Area B).

There is an existing restrictive covenant registered on the subject property that was placed on
the property by the Ministry of Environment in 1997. This restrictive covenant area is shown
within Area B on Map 2.

Staff is in agreement with supporting the reduced setback area due to the topography, the use
of a sierra retaining wall, and configuration of the site. Increasing the restrictive covenant area
would encroach into the area that has been discussed as a commercial site with the Ministry of
Environment and Department of Fisheries for many years. It is noted that the Department of
Fisheries typically allow existing restrictive covenant areas to remain. Staff supports the
maintaining of the existing restrictive covenant.

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.

Subdivision Application S11-003

The proposed subdivision is to subdivide the subject property into two parcels — the larger 1.376
hectare parcel is proposed for the commercial development and the smaller .7 hectare property
is the environmentally sensitive portion of the site with an existing restrictive covenant. This
application is going through the subdivision process. Area 1 and Area 2 are shown on Map 2.

The owner of the property offered the environmentally sensitive area to the District of Mission
and, after referrals to various departments, it has been determined at a staff level that the land
area is not suitable for municipal park purposes and any servicing access needed can be
obtained through a right-of-way rather than acquiring some of the land. There are concerns
about maintenance costs and liability and therefore the applicant was advised that staff is not
supportive of acquiring the area. The applicant was also provided with information regarding
other options for gifting the land through environmental conservancy agencies, etc.

Requirements Prior to Adoption of the Zone Amending Bylaw

• Engineering requirements

Right-of-way over part of the environmentally sensitive area

• Planting works completed within the environmentally sensitive area (or the monies for the
planting secured with the District of Mission), the maintenance agreement signed, and the
monitoring monies for the planting works being secured with the conservancy agency.

• Approval of Development Permit DP1D-018 to be considered as part of the same Council
agenda as the Zone Amending Bylaws are considered, conditional upon the planting works
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being completed (or the monies for the planting secured with the District of Mission), the
maintenance agreement signed, and the monitoring monies for the planting works being
secured with the conservancy agency.

• Approval of Development Permit DP10-017 to be considered as part of the same Council
agenda as the Zone Amending Bylaws are considered.

• Approval of Development Variance Permit DV10-020 will be considered as part of the same
Council agenda as the Zone Amending Bylaws are considered.

• Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure (MOTI) requirements are met and MOTI
approval of the amendment bylaws and development permit obtained.

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

Summary
In summary, staff recommends that the Rezoning, Development Permits and Development
Variance Permit applications proceed to Public Hearing and Public Input meeting on August 22,
2011.

G:COMDEV/DAYLE/COVVREPORT(URBANDES IGNGROUP)HWY78.1 1 (R10-037ANDR1 0-38)
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SE •CTON 1224 CD24 Zone}   

A. Zone Intent

1. This zone is primarily based on the CH-1 zone and the intent of this CD zone is to provide for a broad
range of businesses to serve the general retail, office, service, restaurant (including drive thru
restaurants) and shopping needs of the community located along the Lougheed Highway corridor in the
Commercial area.

B. Permitted Uses

1. The following Principal Uses and no other shall be permitted in the CD-24 zone:

a. Accommodation limited  to:

i. Hotel, and
ii. Motel.

b. Automotive limited to:

i. Car Wash,
ii. Parking Lot,
iii. Vehicle Rental, and
iv. Vehicle Service.

c. Cultural limited to:

i. Cultural Assembly.

d. Entertainment limited to:

i. Adult Entertainment Parlour,
ii. Arcade,
iii. Banquet Hall,
iv. Cinema ,
v. Night Club, and
vi. Pool and Billiard Hall.

e. Food and Beverage limited to:

i. Café,
ii. Coffee Shop, and
iii. Restaurant.
iv. Drive Thru Restaurants (maximum of two)

f. 	 Industrial limited to:

i. Light Manufacturing,



SECT[ON 1224 CP24 Lane

Institutional limited to:

i. Adult Educational Institution,
ii. Child Care Centre,
iii. Civic Assembly,
iv. College,
v. Educational Facility,
vi. Trade School, and
vii. University.

h. Office limited to:

i. Escort Service,
ii. Government Service,
iii. General office Use, and
iv. Administrative Office Use.

Personal Service limited to

i. Barber Shop,
ii. Body Art and Tattoo Parlour,
iii. Body Rub Parlour,
iv. Cleaning and Repair of Clothing,
v. Hair and Body Salon,
vi. Medical Clinic, and
vii. Spa.

Recreation limited to:

i. Bowling Alley, and
ii. Indoor Recreation Facility.

k. Residential limited to:

i. Apartments provided they:

i. Form an integral part of a commercial Building on the lot,
ii. Are not be located on the 1' 1 storey, and

	

iii. 	 Are the only Use in a storey and in all other storeys above the Residential Use.
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i. Adult Entertainment Store,
ii. Adult Video Store,

Auction-Retail,
iv. Bakery,
v. Building Supply Store,
vi. Butcher,
vii. Convenience Store,
viii. Flea Market,
ix. Furniture Store,
x. Garden Supply Store,
xi. Household Equipment Rental,
xii. Liquor Store,
xiii. Pawnshop,
xiv. Pharmacy,
xv. Produce Sales,
xvi. Retail Store,
xvii. Retail Warehouse,
xviii. Rural Agency Store,
xix. Second Hand Store,
xx. Shopping Centre,
xxi. Specialty Food,
xxii. Supermarket, and
xxiii. Video Rental.

m. Service limited to:

i. Appliance Repair,
ii. Beverage Container Return Centre,
iii. Community Service,
iv. Dog and Cat Daycare Kennel,
v. Drive Through Bank,
vi. Financial, Insurance and Real Estate ,
vii. Funeral Parlour and/or Memorial Service Facility,
viii, General Service Use,
ix. Photocopying, and
x. Veterinary Clinic.

2. The following Accessory Uses and no other shall be permitted in the CD24 Zone:

a. Storage limited to the following:

i. Enclosed Storage.
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CD24 Zone     

Lot Area

1. The minimum Lot Area must not be less than 0.2 ha (0.5 ac).

2. Notwithstanding Section 804, Part 0,1, where a Lot contains an Undevelopable Area, that area shall
not be included in the calculation of minimum Lot Area,

3. Notwithstanding Section 804, Part C.1 and C.2, where a Lot contains natural slopes greater than or
equal to 33%, that sloped area shall not be included in the calculation of minimum Lot Area.

D. Density

1. The maximum density for the residential portion of the development shall be calculated as follows:

Zone:
	

Maximum Density
CD24
	

80 upha (32 upa) 

E. Setbacks

1. All Buildings and Structures shall be sited in accordance with the following minimum Setbacks:

Front Rear Interior
Side

Exterior
Side

Principal Building 3.0 m
(9.8 ft)

3.0 m
(9.8 ft)

3.0 m
(9.8 ft)

3m
(9.8 ft)

Accessory
Building/Structure

7.5 m
(24.6 ft)

4.5 m
(14.8 ft)

4.5 m
(14.8 ft)

4.5 m
(14.8 ft)

2. Notwithstanding Section 804 Part E.1, all Buildings shall be sited a minimum of 4.5 m (14.8 ft) from all
Undevelopable Areas as defined in this Bylaw.

F. Lot Coverage

1. Buildings shall together cover not more than the Lot Area as noted in the following table:

Zone:
	

Lot Coverage 
CD24
	

75%
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CD24_Zone

G. Floor Space

• The floor space should not exceed the following ratio as listed in the following table (Neither indoor
amenity space, garage space, detached or attached, or parking within the building envelope, including
underground, are used in calculating total floor area).

Floor Space
Zone:
	 Ratio

CD24
	

2.0

H. Height of Buildings

1. The Height of the Principal Building and Accessory Buildings shall not exceed the heights outlined in
the following table:

Zone:
Principal
Building

Accessory
Building/Structure

4.5 m
(14.8 ft)

CD24 14.0 m
(45.9 ft)

I. Indoor Amenity Space

1. Developments that contain 15 units or more shall provide in Indoor Amenity Space at a rate of at least
2.8 sq m (30.0 sq ft) per unit.

2. The Indoor Amenity Space Can house a Child Care Centre provided they comply with the following
requirements:

a. Have direct access from a highway, independent from the access to the residential uses; and
b. Have direct access to an open space and play area within the lot.

J. Outdoor Amenity Space

1. Outdoor Amenity Space shall be a minimum of 2.8 sq m (30.0 sq ft) per unit.

2. Shall have a slope of 5% or less.

1. For developments that contain 10 or more units, a level children's play area with play equipment shall
be provided.

K. Off Street Parking

1. Off Street Parking shall be in accordance with the provisions of Section 109.

2. Parking within the required setbacks is not permitted.

3 All residential parking shall be provided within the Building envelope, including underground parking.
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Metes and Bounds Description

All that portion of Lot 2 Except Part Road Plan BCP9616 Section 20 Township 17 and District Lot
165 Group 3 New Westminster District Plan LMP31617 which may be more particularly described
as follows:

Area A
Commencing at the southwesterly corner of said Lot 2;
Thence 89°27'00" and following along the southerly boundary of said Lot 2, 20.12 metres more or
less;
Thence 359°27'00", 7.00 metres more or less;
Thence 89°27'00", 42.66 metres more or less;
Thence 359°27'00", 23.00 metres more or less;
Thence 89°27'00", 20.00 metres more or less;
Thence 179°27'00", 5.00 metres more or less;
Thence 89°27'00", 12.69 metres;
Thence 359°30'37", 87.20 metres;
Thence 286°49'43", 39.37 metres;
Thence 295°46'46", 79.43 metres more or less to a point on the westerly boundary of said Lot 2;
Thence along a non tangential curve of radius 143.65 metres whose center lies 109°51'52" from
the point on the westerly boundary of said Lot 2 and following along the westerly boundary of said
Lot 2, through a central angle of 6°08'10", an arc distance to the left of 15.39 metres more or less;
Thence 127°45'20", 4.99 metres more or less;
Thence 178°36'30", 20.22 metres more or less;
Thence along a non tangential curve of radius 9.00 metres whose center lies 178°36'30" from the
point on the westerly boundary of said Lot 2 and following along the westerly boundary of said Lot
2, through a central angle of 93°39'12", an arc distance to the left of 14.71 metres more or less;
Thence 174°57'18", 30.56 metres more or less;
Thence 173°02'45', 55.60 metres more or less;
Thence along a tangential curve of radius 39.40 metres whose center lies 83°02'45" from the
point on the westerly boundary of said Lot 2 and following along the westerly boundary of said Lot
2, through a central angle of 43°35'08", an arc distance to the left of 29.97 metres more or less to
the point of commencement and containing 1.376 hectares more or less.

Area B
Commencing at the northerly corner of said Lot 2;
Thence 157°29'45" and following along the northerly boundary of said Lot 2, 34.39 metres more
or less;
Thence 97°16'18", 42.09 metres more or less;
Thence 106°49'43", 45.78 metres more or less;
Thence 179°29'00", 5.32 metres more or less;
Thence 89°36'00", 22.77 metres more or less;
Thence 179°30'37", 128.98 metres more or less;
Thence 169°27'00", 42.68 metres more or less;
Thence 369°27'00", 18.00 metres more or less;
Thence 89°27'00", 12.69 metres;
Thence 359°30'37", 87.20 metres;
Thence 286°49'43", 39.37 metres;
Thence 295°46'46", 79.43 metres more or less to a point on the westerly boundary of said Lot 2;
Thence along a non tangential curve of radius 143.65 metres whose center lies 109°51'52" from
the point on the westerly boundary of said Lot 2, through a central angle of 15°09'37", an arc
distance to the right of 38.01 metres more or less to the point of commencement and containing
0.709 hectares more or less.
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ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

FILE: R10-037
R10-038

July 20, 2011.

CIVIC ADDRESS: 	 32471 Lougheed Highway

DOMESTIC WATER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal water is available on Cedar Connector, no further upgrading required.

SANITARY SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipalsanitary sewer is available onCedarConnector, no further upgrading
required.

STORM SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal sanitary sewer is available on Cedar Connector, no further upgrading
required.

It is brought to the attention of the Developer that at the Building Permit stage, the
Developer will be required to provide for onsite storm water management.

ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS:

Cedar Connector

Cedar Connector is constructed to a standard that is consistent with the proposed
rezoning, no further upgrading required.

Traffic signal controls will require modification to accommodate traffic being
generated from this development. These modifications will be carried out by the
District of Mission at the Developer expense. The Developer is required to provide a
deposit for these works. Cost to be determined.

A traffic impact assessment will be required for review by the District of Mission and
the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure

Lougheed Highway

The Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure has identified improvements
adjacent to this property in connection with another proposed development
application. These works will be required and constructed at the Developer expense.
The Developer is required to consult with the Ministry of Transportation and
Infrastructure with respect to these works. Cost to be determined.



ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT REZONING COMMENTS

ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS CONT'D:

Logan Avenue

As Logan Avenue will not be going through, a cul de sac would normally be required
in accordance with the standards of the Subdivision Control Bylaw. The District did
not require the cul de sac to be constructed when the property was originally rezoned
to commercial use and it was apparent that Logan Avenue was not to be extended.
The current rezoning is a text amendment to create a CD zone and a rezoning of the
subject property to this CD zone to allow for drive-throughs so in staff's opinion it is
unreasonable to request the road construction as a condition of this rezoning
application. Furthermore, the construction of a cul de sac on Logan Ave would
extend onto site at which point it would fall under subdivision requirements. Based on
these reasons, no further upgrading will be required.

The District of Mission will require a statutory right of way to be established between
the top of the east bank of Windebank Creek and the east property line. This right of
way shall extend from Lougheed Highway north of Logan Ave to where Windebank
Creek turns to the west. The purpose of the right of way is to construct and maintain
a temporary or permanent dike to the flood protection elevation of approximately
9.3m.

5. OTHER COMMENTS:

Development Cost Charges will be applicable and paid for at the Building Permit stage.

6. FEES:

DESCRIPTION AMOUNT

WATER MAIN TIE-INS To be determined
WATER SERVICE CONNECTIONS To be determined
TRAFFIC CONTROL SIGNAGE To be determined
100% CONSTRUCTION DEPOSIT To be determined
5% ADMINISTRATION FEE To be determined
HARMONIZED SALES TAX (HST) 12% To be determined

RECOMMENDATION

From an engineering point of view the rezoning application is NOT to proceed any
further than third reading until the owner has volunteered to install all deficient works
and is prepared to enter into a secured development agreement for the above
mentioned services prior to adoption of the zoning amendment bylaw.
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From: Crump, Jon TRAN:EX [mailto:Jon.Crump@gov.bc.ca]
Sent: Thursday, June 30, 2011 12:54 PM
To: Dayle Reti
Cc: 'blake@maxxmg.com '; Salem Abushawashi; 'Gardner, Stephen'
Subject: Zoning and Development Permit Commnets for 3040 Mission Common BCMoT File:
2011-01210 Mission File: R10-038/DP10-017

Dayle,

Zoning/Development Permit Comments:

The Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure supports the noted Zoning application subject
to the construction of works identified by EBA Traffic Analysis April 8, 2011 and subsequent
revisions, notes, comments, and detailed as Urban Design Groups Site Plan SK-02 Rev 8 Jun 20,
2011 and further revisions, if any. Namely, the addition of a West Bound Highway #7, right turn
lane to accommodate a right turn Highway #7 access as substantially shown on the attached
Plan.

All environmental works associated with the construction of the right turn lane and access are
the responsibility of the applicant.

Note: There exists a Cost Sharing opportunity with Smartcentres. Smartcentres has offered to
contribute 50% of their estimate (based upon their current design)towards the construction of
the required works herein. This agreement should be formalized by 3040 Mission Common and
Smartcentres with further details to follow.

Works Permit/Access Permit:

The proponent is required to apply for and receive a Highways works permit prior to
commencing works within the right of way. The application may be found at:
http://www.th.gov.bc.ca/permits/H0020.pdf  Prior to issuing the works permit, the Ministry will
require submission of detailed design meeting TAC Standards for review and approval. The
intersection electrical/traffic design shall be reviewed for electrical requirements and
traffic/timing revisions.

Thank you,

Jon Crump, Operations and Development Technician
Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure, Chilliwack Area Office
45890 Victoria Avenue Chiliiwack BC V2P 2T1
Phone(604)795-8217 Mobile (604)798-5289 Fax (604)795-8214
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Engineering and Public Works Memorandum

108

File Category: 	 FIN.CON.COM
File Folder: 	 Asset Management Program

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Design Engineer

Date: 	 November 15, 2011

Subject: 	 Corporate Asset Management Policy & Implementation Strategy

Recommendations

1. That the District of Mission proceed with implementing its Corporate Asset Management
Policy/Program when the necessary resources are in place.

2. That a spending package of $107,000/year for the. Asset Management Technologist position
at the District of Mission be forwarded for budget discussions.

1.0 Background

Staff made a presentation to Council on Asset Management on July 8, 2011. The main

objective of the presentation was to underline the need for the District of Mission to establish a

comprehensive corporate asset management program. Mission's Asset Management Program

would develop robust processes to support the long-term sustainability of Mission's services and

infrastructures through an integrated platform that optimizes the assets through their life cycle.

Council directed staff to:

1- Bring back a potential Asset Management Policy and an implementation strategy
including a phased-in approached that is aligned with the District of Mission's budgetary
process

2- Liaise with a sustainability working group and senior staff

A staff working group consisting of Engineering & Finance staff has worked on this project to

date and provided input into this report.
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2.0 Corporate Asset Management Policy

In reference to Council's motion RC11/408 dated July 18 th , 2011, staff has prepared a proposed

Corporate Asset Management Policy for Council to review. The proposed Corporate Asset

Management Policy is enclosed in Appendix (A) and is based on a template prepared by

"Asset Management BC" 1 .

3.0 Corporate Asset Management Implementation Strategy

Corporate Asset Management needs to be established at the District of Mission to develop

robust District-wide asset management processes. Corporate Asset Management would

support the long-term sustainability of Mission's services and infrastructure through an

integrated platform that encompasses strategic and tactical asset planning and policies to

optimize the assets through their life cycle.

Establishing a Corporate Asset Management Program (CAMP) at the District requires dedicated

staff to manage the program. District's experience during the past year has proven that it is

difficult, if not impossible, to manage this program effectively without dedicating full time staff to

run this program.

4.0 Staffing

While Council's approval of an asset management policy guarantees District's continuous

commitment to pursue CAMP at the District of Mission, its success would depend on assigning

a full time staff member to administer the program. In another words, A CAMP without full time

asset management staff is destined to fail.

In the following sections, two conceivable asset management staff options to run CAMP will be

compared and the Cons and Pros of each option will be outlined. Then, staff recommendation

on the preferred option for the District of Mission will be provided.

4.1 Asset Manager vs. Asset Management Technologist

The selected staff level to run asset management program at different municipalities mainly

depends on their corresponding municipality sizes, which indirectly represents the total

estimated replacement value of their assets.

/ "Asset Management BC" is a non-profit organization in the province of BC that provides support for the management
of community infrastructure.

109
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Asset management programs at BC's large and mid-size municipalities (with higher estimated

replacement value of assets), such as the City of Burnaby or Abbotsford, are managed by asset

managers. To the best knowledge of staff, smaller municipalities however, are using asset

management technologists, project managers, or project engineers to run their asset

management programs. In the latter case, these individuals are managed by a senior municipal

staff. District of Lake Country in BC with the population of approximately 10,000 is an example

where a technologist is taking care of the District's asset management program. City of North

Vancouver, with the population of approximately 48,000, is among those communities that are

using project engineers to run their asset management programs.

There are some exceptions to this rule; The District of West Vancouver with the population of

about 42,000 is one of the smaller municipalities that is using an asset manager to manage its

CAMP. There is no information available whether a higher replacement value of assets in the

District of West Vancouver, when compared with other same size municipalities such as the City

of North Vancouver, is the main drive for the City of West Vancouver to choose an asset

manager to run its CAMP.

The following outlines two conceivable options for the District to run its CAMP:

	1-	 Running CAMP by an Asset Manager

A full time Asset Manager would be a cross functional manager that:

a) Leads District's asset management program and

b) Facilitates inter-departmental discussions and decision makings to optimize corporate

spending and asset renewal policies.

District's Asset Manager will be responsible for implementing the CAMP in all departments

within the District. Appendix (B) lists the proposed CAMP implementation steps at the District

of Mission.

	2-	 Running CAMP by an Asset Management Technologist

A full time Asset Management Technologist would need to work under the supervision of a more

senior staff. The senior staff should provide vision and direction to the Asset Management

Technologist to advance District's asset management program. Asset Management technologist

with the help of the senior staff would need to follow steps outlined in Appendix (B) to
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implement CAMP at the District.

The Asset Management Technologist would also need a much higher degree of support from

Department Heads within the District to perform related cross-functional projects more

effectively. This support is crucial to the success of CAMP at the District in that it would

encourage staff members at other departments to cooperate fully with the Asset Management

Technologist.

4.2 Asset Management Reporting Structure and Focus.

Asset Management by definition requires cross-functional efforts within the District departments

to optimize corporate spending. A significant portion of any asset management program

however, is focused on the public utilities & infrastructure that are managed by the Engineering

& Public Works Department. Consequently, staff recommends the required new position be

located in Engineering Department. The job description would however include cross

departmental asset management with a District wide focus.

4.2.1 Asset Management Staff Hiring Level

The following summarizes the effect of each hiring level (Asset Manager vs. Asset Management

technologist) on the workload of other Engineering staff members:

Option 1 (Asset Manager): Asset Manager would report to the Director of Engineering

& Public Works. The Asset Manager would need to work closely with the Engineering

Department's GIS Technician to digitize asset data. It is expected that the Asset

Manager will provide vision and planning to advance CAMP with minimal to no effect on

the workload of other Engineering staff members.

Option 2 (Asset Management Technologist): As mentioned in the previous section,

hiring an asset management technologist requires a more senior staff involvement for

providing direction to the Asset Management Technologist. The Asset Management

Technologist would also need to work closely with the Engineering Department's GIS

Technician to digitize asset data.

Staff recommends Option 2, as it allows the District to start with smaller steps at the early stage

of CAMP implementation and will give it more time to assess how the program functions. Once

111
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the program reaches to a certain level of sophistication, the District can then choose to hire an

asset manager, if and when required.

Tables (1) and (2) summarize the staffing issues discussed in section 4.0 by listing the Cons of

Pros of each hiring option.

112
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Table (1): Cons & Pros of Option 1 (Hiring an Asset Manager)  

Asset Manager Pros Cons   

Cross functional
tasks

- The Asset Manager would be a cross
functional manager that facilitates inter-
departmental discussions and decision
makings to optimize corporate spending and
asset renewal policies.    

Budget/salary
concerns

- Higher budget is required (estimated core
budget increase requirement of
$130,000/Year) 1    

Possible Challenges/
opportunities  

- District is taking a big step up front by opening a
management level position

- A more conservative approach by taking smaller
steps at the early stage of implementing CAMP may
be a more attractive option. That would give the
District more time to evaluate the required expertise
to advance the program more realistically   

Effect on other staff
members' workloads  

- Does not address the additional workload (explained
in section 4.2.2) at the Engineering Department                      

I See Appendix (C) for details
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Table (2): Cons & Pros of Option 2 (Hiring Asset Management Technologist)

Asset
Management
Technologist

Pros Cons

Cross
functional tasks

- 	 Takes advantage of existing Design Engineer's
expertise in Asset Management to oversee the
program.

- 	 May need stronger support and endorsement from all
Department Heads to have the required inter-
departmental works done

Budget/salary
concerns

- 	 Lower budget is required (estimated core budget
increase requirement of $107,000/Year) 1

Possible
Challenges/
opportunities

- 	 Taking smaller steps could give the District more
time to assess the program and how it needs to
deal with possible upcoming related Federal
regulations

- 	 Require supervision and direction to see the bigger
picture

Effect on other
staff members

- 	 Would need supervision and direction from Engineering
staff, which in turn would increase Engineering staffs
work load (see section 4.2.2 for details)

See Appendix (C ) for details
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4.2.2 Work Load Implication of an Asset Management Technologist on Engineering

Department

The need for a senior staff to provide direction to the District's Asset Management

Technologist would increase the workload of that senior staff member.

Engineering Department has recently gone through some changes in staff roles and

responsibilities; An Engineering Technologist has assumed new responsibilities in which

he is providing assistance to the Planning Department to process development

applications. The new arrangement improved Engineering Department's coordination

with the Planning Department to deal with applications. However, it created some gaps

in doing project management and design works at the Engineering Department.

With implementing CAMP and hiring an asset management technologist, an Engineering

staff would be required to provide guidance and supervision to the newly hired Asset

Management Technologist. This new work arrangement would increase the gap

between the workloads and the availability of other staff members at Engineering

Department.

To close this gap, staff foresees the necessity to consider a new position for an

engineering design technologist within next two years. Hiring an Engineering Design

Technician within next two years is a better "staff-succession" plan in that it would

minimize the loss of utilities and departmental knowledge as the result of staff departure

and/or retirement. A future report will be submitted to Council to provide an update on

the status of the District's Asset Management Program and its recommended changes.

District of Mission, like most municipalities of its size, mainly relies on their staff

members' historical knowledge and information on past projects' status and/or District's

assets conditions. Until the CAMP is fully implemented, Engineering Department would

still need to rely on its staff members' memory and "oral knowledge" of the District's

utilities. Hiring an Engineering Design Technologist within a couple of years would

alleviate the project backlogs at the Engineering Department. It would also provide a
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reasonable amount of time to learn and document the department's "oral knowledge".

This in turn would prevent the loss of utility operational knowledge that could happen as

the result of staff departure or retirement and would meet workload requirements.

5.0 Funding
Staff conducted a comparative investigation on the salaries of Asset Managers at Government

agencies/municipalities in the Province of British Columbia. Table C3 in Appendix (C)

summarizes their salary ranges. The hourly rate used in estimating the annual salary for the

proposed asset manager's position, that is listed in Table 1, is based on the salary level (i.e.,

$100,489) offered by the City of Abbotsford.

The hourly rate for the Asset Management Technologist that is listed in Table 2 was taken from

The "Collective Agreement, January 2009 to December 2013".

It is recommended that the attached spending package for the proposed Asset Management

Technologist position at the District of Mission be forwarded for budget discussions.

Hirod Gill, Ph.D., P.Eng. 	 Rick Bomhof, P.Eng

Design Engineer
	

Director of Engineering & Public Works

Ken Bjorgaard,

I have reviewed the financial aspects of this report.
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THE DISTRICT OF MISSION
CORPORATE ASSET MANAGEMENT POLICY

Policy Number:
	

Supercedes Numbers:

Authority: Council

Approval date:

Effective date:

1.0 COUT,!CIL ASSET MANTiG7Maq POLICY STATEMENTS
Asset management is a broad strategic framework that encompasses many disciplines and

involves the entire organization. The term asset management, as used in this document, is

defined as "the application of sound technical, social and economic principles that considers

present and future needs of users, and the service from the asset". To guide the District of

Mission (hereafter referred to as DOM) in asset management, the following policy statements

have been developed:

a) DOM will maintain and manage infrastructure assets at defined levels to support public

safety, community well-being and community goals.

b) DOM will monitor standards and service levels to ensure that they meet/support community

and Council goals and objectives.

c) DOM will develop and maintain asset inventories of all its infrastructure/assets.

d) DOM will establish infrastructure/asset replacement strategies through the use of full life

cycle costing principles.

e) DOM will plan financially for the appropriate level of maintenance of assets to deliver service

levels and extend the useful life of assets.

f) DOM will plan for and prioritize long term funding to replace and/or renew and/or

decommission infrastructure assets.

g) Where appropriate, DOM will consider and incorporate asset management into its other

corporate plans.
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h) DOM will report to citizens regularly on the status and performance of work related to the

implementation of this asset management policy.

2.0 BACKGROUND AND PURPOSE OF COUNCIL POLICY
Council has a mandate to provide a wide range of services. In order to guide staff with the

effective implementation of those services, Council typically adopts policies for important issues

that can be used by staff to support Council's vision, goals and objectives.

Council vision and goals for infrastructure assets

Mission is a healthy community that has a balance of residential, commercial, and industrial

land uses, amongst an abundance of parkland and natural open space. Council's vision and

goal for the community is a safe, livable, sustainable and economically vibrant community

underpinned by well managed and maintained infrastructure assets. These assets include but

are not limited to efficient transportation networks, economical and reliable water distribution

networks, safe and reliable sewage collection systems, reliable information technology systems,

productive fleets, and accessible parks, recreation and civic facilities.

Though these assets age and deteriorate, by using sound asset management practices, Council

and the community can be assured that the assets meet performance levels, are used to deliver

the desired service in the long term and are managed for present and future users.

This policy is to articulate Council's commitment to asset management, and guides staff using

the policy statements. In doing so, this policy also outlines how it is to be integrated within the

organization in such a way that it is coordinated, cost effective and organizationally sustainable.

This policy also demonstrates to the community that Council is exercising good stewardship,

and is delivering affordable services while considering its legacy to future residents.

Staff will implement the policy through the development and use of asset management

guidelines and practices. Since the performance of asset management is organization specific,

reflective of knowledge, technologies and available tools, and will evolve over time, the

responsibility for guidelines and practices are delegated to staff.
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3.0 POLICY PRINCIPLES, GUIDELINES AND INTEGRATION
The key principles of the asset management policy are outlined in the following list.

DOM shall:

• Make informed decisions, identifying all revenues and costs (including operation,

maintenance, replacement, and decommission) associated with infrastructure asset

decisions, including additions and deletions. Trade-offs should be articulated and

evaluated, and the basis for the decision recorded.

• Integrate corporate, financial, business, technical and budgetary planning for infrastructure

assets.

• Establish organizational accountability and responsibility for asset inventory, condition, use

and performance.

• Consult with stakeholders where appropriate.

• Define and articulate service, maintenance and replacement levels and outcomes.

• Use available resources effectively.

• Manage assets to be sustainable.

• Minimize total life cycle costs of assets.

• Consider environmental goals.

• Consider social and sustainability goals.

• Minimize risks to users and risks associated with failure.

• Pursue best practices where available.

• Report the performance of its asset management program.

Guidelines and practices

This policy shall be implemented by staff using accepted industry guidelines and practices (such

as those recommended by the Federation of Canadian Municipalities, e.g., InfraGuide) and staff

shall consider the use of an asset management strategy and asset management plans.
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The organization will also comply with required capital asset reporting requirements, and

integrate the asset management program into operational plans throughout the organization.

Strategic asset management plans may be developed for a specific class of assets, or be

generic for all assets, and should outline long term goals, processes and steps toward how they

will be achieved. The asset management plans should be based on current inventories and

condition (acquired or derived), projected performance and remaining service life and

consequences of losses (e.g., vulnerability assessments, Emergency Management BC Critical

Infrastructure Consequence of Loss Assessment). Operational plans should reflect these

details. Replacement portfolios and associated financial plans should consider alternative

scenarios and risks, as well as include public consultation.

Context and integration of Asset Management within organization
The context and integration of asset management throughout the organization's lines of

business is typically formalized through references and linkages between corporate documents.

Where possible and appropriate. Council and staff will consider this policy and integrate it in the

development of corporate documents such as:

• Official Community Plan

• Corporate strategic plan

• Capital Budget plan

• Operational plans and budgets (including vehicle and fleet plans and budgets)

• Neighbourhood plans

• Annual reports

• Design criteria and specifications

• Infrastructure servicing, management and replacement plans, e.g., transportation plans

• Community social plans

• Parks and recreation plans

• Facility plans
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4.0 KEY ROLES FOR MANAGING THE ASSET MANAGEMENT POLICY
DOM policies are approved by Council. While staff, public and other agencies may provide input

on the nature and text of the policy. Council retains the authority to approve, update, amend or

rescind policies.

Role Responsibility

Identification of issues, and development of policy

updates
Council and staff

Establish levels of service Council, staff and public

Exercise stewardship of assets, adopt policy and

budgets
Council

Implementation of policy Chief Administrative Officer and staff

Development of guidelines and practices Chief Administrative Officer and staff

On-going review of policies Council and staff

Implementation, review and reporting of asset management work

The implementation, review and reporting back regarding this policy shall be integrated within

the organization. Due to the importance of this policy, the organization's asset management

program shall be reported annually to the community, and implementation of this policy

reviewed by Council at the mid-point of its term.

Actions Responsibility

Adopt Asset Management Policy Council

Monitor and review infrastructure standards

and service levels at established intervals
Council and Chief Administrative Officer

Develop and maintain infrastructure strategies

including development and service plans

Planning, Engineering & Public Works, other

asset operation and maintenance

departments, Finance
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ResponsibilityActions

Develop and maintain asset inventories

1- Engineering & Public Works

2- Recreation, Parks and Culture

3- Finance

4- Other asset operation and maintenance

departments

Assess infrast uctu e condition and service

levels.

Engineering & Public Works and other asset

operation and maintenance departments

Establish and monitor infrastructure

replacement levels through the use of full life

cycle costing principles

Engineering & Public Works and other asset

operation and maintenance departments

Develop and maintain financial plans for the

appropriate level of maintenance,

rehabilitation, extension and decommission of

assets

Engineering & Public Works, other asset

operation and maintenance departments,

Finance

Report to citizens on status of the community's

infrastructure assets and asset management

program.

Council, Chief Administrative Officer,

Corporate Communications
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Proposed AM Implementation Strategy in DOM

The following summarizes a phased approach that the Asset Manager needs to take to
implement Corporate Asset Management Program at DOM:

Establishing an AM Steering Committee (AMSC), which basically is a cross functional
team to discuss AM program's findings and prioritizing projects accordingly

1. Appropriate level of involvement and membership: Business Units (i.e.,
Departments) representatives need to be identified.

2. Commitment to monthly meetings to discuss outstanding issues
i. 	 These representatives will function as their department liaison to discuss

outstanding AM related issues. Engineering Asset Manager will provide the
required information for the AMSC to make their decisions.

3. Roles and Authorities of the members
4. Focus on cross functional approach, as opposed to silo approach to the problems

and/or projects
5. Chairmanship: The Committee shall select a Chair person on annual basis

II. 	 Education Workshops to train staff in all departments. The success of CAMP requires
ALL staff members to understand the fundamental of asset management and why the
District of Mission needs their assistance in implementing it.

1. Should be repeated approximately every 6 months or "as needed" basis during the
first 2 years of the program implementation, focusing on where the AM is and how
staff can help to move it forward

Ui 	 Developing an AM Strategy that sets long-term optimized and sustained direction
1. In consultation with AMSC, a priority list should be set up for compiling and filling

data gaps
i. Accurate registry of both linear and nonlinear' assets
ii. Integrating information gathered in PSAB 3150 with GIS

IV. 	 Implementing "Asset Smart" program: That requires interviewing Department
Heads/representatives to:
1. Assess the capacity of each department to manage their assets
2. Identify particular areas of strength and areas for improvements
3. Establish priorities
4. Build awareness of the many dimension of asset management (by offering staff

training sessions)
5. Generate productive discussion across departments
6. Assist department heads to set short, mid, and long term objectives in specific areas

1 Nonlinear Asset such as Fleet, Parks and recreation, Lights & Signals, etc.
Linear Assets such as Roads, Drainage & dikes, Sanitary sewer, Water, etc.

125
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V. 	 Assisting Departments to:
1. Categorize the areas within each department and prioritize their projects accordingly
2. Define level of service for each asset
3. Establish performance indicators

VI. 	 Proposing an AM Plan (i.e., actions) to:
1. Develop a centralized inventory system (i.e., G|8) for DOM Assets. That includes

i. Water
ii. Sanitary
iii. Drainage
iv. Roads/pavements
v. 	 Parks & Facilities

2. Develop capital & operating costs for all assets (may need hiring a consultant)

Ni	 Developing condition archival data for DOM assets
1. Requires hiring contractors/ consultants to assist the Asset Manager to evaluate

condition assessment of all assets in DOM. The following three aspects will be
included in the condition assessment studies:

i. Structural: whether asset is physically sound and is performing as originally
intended. Usually requires CCTVing or field visits,

ii. Functional: whether the asset meets the need in a fully efficient and effective
manner (example: can we have a different pump on-off schedule at pump
stations to reduce energy cost and increase pump life expectancy), and

	

iii. 	 Capacity/demand: whether demand at a particular location exceeds design
capacity. Usually requires hydraulic modeling or other sorts of capacity
investigations

VIII. 	 Establishing Corporate standards and appropriate business processes with the
help of each department

1. Review of existing business processes related to asset acquisition and
maintenance, and establish corporate standards to ensure consistency in how
assets are identified, measured, and tracked

2. Suggests an Asset management Software that optimally meets District's CAMP
expectations

3. Modify current business processes, where required, to ensure adherence to
corporate standards

4. Modify current business processes, where possible, to improve operational
effectiveness and efficiency

5. Standardize and integrate asset datasets

IX. 	 Purchasing asset management software to:
1. Connect centralized inventory system to DOM's financial system (MAISE) and to

facilitate Tangible Capital Asset (TCA) reporting
2. Import and compile condition assessment/CCTV data that are mainly in hard copies

or Excel formats
3. Integrate GIS database with the AM software

Page 19 of 24



M°§KrOrl
ON THE FIW:HR

4. Coordinate with DOM's GIS draftsperson(s) to ensure the continuity of information
flow into the AM software

5. Estimate asset useful life (developing life cycle curves) and propose a timing
schedule for asset renewal or repair

X. 	 Defining asset classifications reflecting their conditions
1. May require hiring consultants

	Xl.	 Performing risk analyses
1. Identifying risk impact, based on each asset's criticality based on:

i. Size of the asset (e.g., sanitary pipe diameter or Road width)
ii. Traffic flow at that location
iii. Soil condition, and
iv. Location of the services (e.g., hospital zone, industrial zone, beneath highways)

2. Categorizing risk impact (usually from A to C, where Category "A" means failure cost
would be extremely expensive and loss of asset is critical to DOM)

	

XII. 	 Developing risk management process for each asset category (Road, sanitary, water,
etc.
1. Evaluating risk of asset failure
2. Defining risk tolerance in consultation with each department and/or the public

	

XIII. 	 Preparing reports for AMSC and Council, updating them with DOM's asset conditions
and the program status

XIV. Assisting Finance Department to develop long term financial models

XV. Updating information/database regarding asset conditions in an ongoing basis to
1. Re-assess asset conditions, asset life cycle profile, and renew prioritization
2. Mark potential projects needed to improve/fix asset condition
3. Assist departments to prioritize their projects

XVI. 	 Assist AMSC to evaluate the priority of cross-functional projects. This will be done
by comparing the criticality of the potential projects from all departments, their costs, and
finalize the high priority projects.
1. Assist each department to make a "business case" for Council budget approval.

Business case approach is for smarter allocation of capital budget. Each business
case should demonstrate why it is necessary to have that project done at that
particular time and what would be the potential consequence of "doing nothing".
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District of Mission
Operating Spending Package Form

(Request for Additional Funds to Achieve Council's Goals and Objectives and/or to Create Efficiencies)

Requesting Department: 	 Engineering & Public Works 	Date:	 28/10/2011

Department Head's Authorization:

Title of Operating Initiative or Project: Hiring an Asset Management Technologist

1- How does this new initiative or increase to current service levels further the departments or council's goals
and objectives? 

Corporate Asset Management will support the long-term sustainability of Mission's services and infrastructure through an integrated
platform that encompasses strategic and tactical asset planning and policies to optimize the assets through their life cycle.

Presently the District owns approximately $700M in infrastructure with minimal staff resources focusing on infrastructure
management and future replacement. This places the District in a vulnerable position in terms unbudgeted asset replacement, i.e.
funding request is dependent on the specific piece of infrastructure that needs replacing when it breaks down and increased costs
due to the requirement of emergency repairs vs. planned repairs. As each year passes, the likelihood of emergency repairs
increases placing increasing demands on budgets. The proposed position is the first step to addressing this shortfall and will assist
the District in identifying projects in advance and develop options to reduce short & long term costs.

It is likely that once an asset management system is established there will be more projects required than budget available. However

even if the District can only achieve a portion of the required works the project list will provide a clearer picture of what is needed and
set the stage for the District to apply for grant funds.
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2-What operational efficiencies will be created and when will they be realized?

The proposed Corporate Asset Management Program (CAMP) creates an integrated asset database that includes assets from all
departments. CAMP takes proactive measures based on analyzing asset conditions and their deterioration rates vs, how they are
managed / maintained. CAMP then proposes an optimized solution on whether an asset needs a repair, rehab, or replacement. It is
expected that operational efficiency of implementing the program be felt when all the assets are registered electronically and a
software application to review and analyze the data is available. Staff predicts this will happen approximately 2 years after the
implementation of the program.

3-What are the on-going operational costs (include details of how the amount was arrived at including a

summary of any quotations or estimate s obtained)?

Annual software maintenance at the amount of approximately $3000. It is also likely that budgets will require increases as projects
are identified for replacement. These projects are currently unknown and would otherwise require more costly emergency repairs and
potentially cause additional damage if it is left to fail before repairs are made.

The District's CAMP may need to hire consultants from time to time to do complex analyses that require speciality in different areas.
Performing risk analysis or asset condition assessment are examples of those hirings. Public Works Department at the District is
already hiring consultants on an annual basis to do limited asset condition assessment. Therefore, the majority of the related hiring
costs will not be new financial items to the District. CAMP only transfers the management and coordination of these hirings from
Public Works to CAMP.

4- What are the one-time operational costs (include details of how the amount was arrived at including a
summary of any quotations or estimate s obtained)?

Purchasing asset management software to analyze the District's asset data. The exact software related costs depends on the
CAMP's desired level of sophistication. For example, the asset management software cost can range from $20,000 to $100,000
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(excluding HST). District can choose to have a simpler approach to analyzing asset conditions to lower the required software cost.
Once the Asset Management Technologist is hired this will be investigated and findings reported back to Council.

The cost estimate is based on staff's telephone conversations with two software venders (Riva and City Wide).

5- What are the capital requirements?

Project capital cost requirement is difficult to estimate at this time, as the conditions of District's assets are not documented digitally
in a database and the available data/information is kept in hardcopies at different departments. The purpose of this position is to
identify what the future capital replacement budgets should be.

6- What budget savings can be realized as a result of this new initiative or increase to current service levels?

CAMP reviews each asset's condition vs. its deterioration rate and service level. CAMP investigates whether the selected service
level for a particular asset is required or it could be lowered without causing negative impact on the District or the residents of

Mission.

By examining different operational/design options and the criticality of each asset, a service level will be selected that can reduce the
cost at the District. This process is usually done in consultation with the District Departments, Council, and/or public at large.

CAMP can also give a more accurate forecast on the cost of maintaining District's assets in the years to come; something that could
provide opportunities for the Council to predict future budget requirements and avoid sudden jump in tax rates.

7- What new or increased revenue can be realized as a result of this new initiative or increase to current service
levels?

The benefit of implementing CAMP can mainly be seen through reducing corporate cost than creating revenues for the district.
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8- What are the benefits of this new initiative or increase to current service levels?

• The benefits of CAMP are: Once fully implemented it will mitigate unforeseen infrastructure repairs.

• Will identify infrastructure in need of replacement and establish realistic budgets to maintain services cost

effectively.

• Will provide a realistic assessment of the total asset value and replacement cost.

• Will position the District to make grant applications for necessary works.

• Will establish a long term asset replacement program.

• Will enable Council to review asset replacement priorities with the view to avoid higher cost emergency repairs due

to failures.
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File Category:
	 GOV.REG,FRA

File Folder: 	 Mosquito Control

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Manager of Environmental Services

Date: 	 October 25, 2011

Subject: 	 2011 Results of the West Nile Virus Risk Reduction Program

Background

The FVRD's Engineering Department operates two region-wide mosquito control programs: the annual
tax-requisition-funded Nuisance Mosquito program and the West Nile Virus Risk Reduction program,
which has been traditionally funded by the Ministry of Healthy Living & Sport through an annual grant.

Nuisance Mosquito Program

The mosquito species targeted by this program are commonly known as floodwater mosquitoes. These
species are active in the summer throughout the spring freshet and successive high water events, as
water moves into low-lying areas along river corridors, initiating the development of eggs laid in previous
years.

The goal of this program is to reduce both the quantity of mosquitoes and the duration of their
infestations to bring about tolerable and shortened nuisance conditions. The program includes public
education, physical site modifications and biological control, including the judicious use of a non-residual
bacterial larvicide. The FVRD follows a Pest Management Plan, in accordance with the Integrated Pest
Management Act, which grants provincial permission to carry out required activities in an effective, yet
environmentally sensitive manner.

West Nile Virus Risk Reduction Program
The mosquito species targeted by this program are potential carriers of West Nile virus (WNv), a disease
that cycles between mosquitoes and birds and can infect people through mosquito bites. Although the
risk is low, in rare cases severe complications can occur. WNv was detected in a horse within the Fraser
Valley in 2009 but has not been detected in humans, crows or mosquitoes.

Control efforts for WNv focus on controlling larval mosquitoes with an environmentally sensitive bacterial
larvicide. These mosquitoes prefer to lay their eggs in warm, nutrient rich water, predominantly found in
catch basins (storm water drains), backyard containers (such as abandoned tires) and some surface
water sites. Each year the Fraser Health Authority (FHA) outlines annual control recommendations for
our region. The FHA has its own Pest Management Plan that the FVRD is able to work under to legally
complete the necessary work.
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The Nuisance Mosquito program continued as usual this year, however an emphasis was put on
updating the habitat digital mapping inventory, linking it to current treatment data for easy reference and
improved management. The standard ground and aerial application of larvicide also occurred in addition
to the continued effort to seek out new, or previously undetected, breeding sites that can be incorporated
into the program. With the extended high water levels on the Fraser River this year, mosquitoes were at
near record levels for 3-4 weeks once the weather warmed in late July. It is expected that this program
will continue in 2012.

The WNv program was implemented in 2011 as it has been for several years prior. However, given that
WNv has shown minimal activity within the Okanagan Health Region and negligible activity within the
Fraser and Richmond Health Regions, the province has changed its strategy. The province will not fund
pre-emptive larvaciding at the local level in 2012 as it is not considered an effective use of public health
funds. Surveillance for WNv will continue but likely at reduced levels. FVRD staff will investigate
whether or not it is worth applying tax-requisition funds to WNv program activities in 2012. A decision will
be made over the winter months and staff will update Council in spring 2012 with proposed programs for
summer 2012.

Public Information

The FVRD maintains an excellent website with links to many different pieces of information regarding
WNv and general mosquito control (http://www.fvrd.bc.ca/Services/Mosquitoes/Pages/defaultaspx) . District
staff will keep staff and the public apprised of the nuisance mosquito program next spring through the
City Page and website.

Michael Younie

MANAGER OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

FAENGINEEMENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES\MYOUNIE\MEMOS\WEST NILE VIRUS\2011 WNV PROGRAM RESULTS.DOCX
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File Category:
	

GOV.REG.GRE
File Folder:
	

Solid Waste Management Plan 2010

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Manager of Environmental Services

Date: 	 November 14, 2011

Subject: 	 Approval of Metro Vancouver's Solid Waste Management Plan (S 	 P by 'nister
of Environment and Establishment of a FVRD/MV Working Group

Background

This memorandum is an update to staff's July 26, 2011 memo (attached as Appendix 1) that explained
the conditions under which Metro Vancouver's SWMP was approved by the Minister of Environment.
One condition included recognition that the FVRD and MV share a critically important airshed and that
MV must consult with and address FVRD's concerns prior to construction of any waste to energy facility.
It also states that a working group with the FVRD must be established to develop emission standards,
monitoring programs etc. Council had requested a summary of what steps the FVRD was taking to act
on this condition.

District staff has discussed the establishment of a working group with FVRD staff and has participated in
a session exploring the objectives and approach the working group could use. The FVRD Board of
Directors discussed the issue at their meeting on August 9, 2011 (Appendix 2). Both MV and FVRD are
asking for clarification around the Minister's objectives with respect to the working group. The FVRD is
also requesting a meeting with the Minister to further clarify the working group process.

Until clarification and a terms of reference is established. District staff will not know if there is a role for
them to play in the working group process. Staff will remain in close contact with FVRD personnel on this
issue and bring updates to Council when required.

Michael Younie

Manager of Environmental Services

FAENGINEEMENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES\MYOUNIE\MEMOS\MV-FVRD SWMP WORKING GROUP NOV 2011.DOCX
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Appendix 1: Staff memo — July 26, 2011

File Category:
	

GOV.REG.GRE
File Folder:
	

Solid Waste Management Plan 2010

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Manager of Environmental Services

Date: 	 July 26, 2011

Subject: 	 Approval of Metro Vancouver's Solid Waste Management Plan by Minister of
Environment

Background

As with the Fraser Valley Regional District (FVRD), Metro Vancouver (MV) is required to develop a solid
waste management plan (SWMP) which sets out a framework for managing MV's municipal solid waste,
usually over a 5 year time period. The SWMP is required to be approved by the Minister of Environment.

Metro Vancouver released a draft SWMP in 2010 and carried out extensive public consultation prior to
finalizing the SVVMP and submitting to the Minister of Environment for approval. The MV SWMP sets out
goals, actions and strategies to manage solid waste. The MV SVVMP identifies four goals:

Goal 1: Minimize waste generation
Goal 2: Maximize reuse, recycling and material recovery
Goal 3: Recover energy from the waste stream after material recycling
Goal 4: Dispose of all remaining waste in landfill, after material recycling and energy recovery

Over the last two years, there has been a great deal of discussion regarding solid waste management in
MV due to the impending closure of the Cache Creek landfill. Currently, approximately half of MV's solid
waste is disposed at the Cache Creek landfill while a quarter is disposed of through incineration and
energy recovery at the Burnaby facility and the remaining quarter is disposed of at the Vancouver landfill
in Delta. As per the third goal above, MV has been aggressively promoting the use of waste to energy
facilities to recover energy from residual waste incineration. This has resulted in significant concerns
from a variety of stakeholders, most noticeably the FVRD, who have concerns regarding the impacts to
air quality in the Fraser Valley's sensitive airshed.

The Minister of Environment approved MV's SWMP on July 25, 2011 with several conditions, including
recognition that the FVRD and MV share a critically important airshed and that MV must consult with and
address FVRD's concerns prior to construction of any waste to energy facility. A working group with the
FVRD must be established to develop emission standards, monitoring programs etc.

District staff has contacted FVRD staff to request that a Mission representative be placed on the working
group. The Ministry's news release and backgrounder are attached here for additional information as is a
news release issued by the FVRD.

Michael Younie

Manager of Environmental Services

F:\ENGINEER\Environmental Services\MYOUNIE\Memos\MV SWMP Approval Jul 2011.docx
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Fraser Valley Regional District
Board of Directors Special Meeting — August 9, 2011
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2.2 	 Approval of Addenda

None

3 	 BYLAWS

3.1 	 Proposed FVRD Electoral Area D Integrated Water System Development
Cost Charge Amendment Bylaw No. 1096, 2011 

DICKEY/GAETZ
THAT the Fraser Valley Regional District Board give first reading to the bylaw cited as
"Fraser Valley Regional District Electoral Area D Integrated Water System Development Cost
Charge Amendment Bylaw No. 1096, 2011.
[SD 2011-273] 	 CARRIED

AlllUnweighted

STAM/LAMSON
THAT the Fraser Valley Regional District Board give second and third reading to The bylaw
cited as 'Fraser Valley Regional District Electoral Area D Integra:E• Water System
Development Cost Charge Amendment Bylaw No 1096, 2011
[BD 2011-274]
	

CARRIED
Allitlnweighted

SMITH/FRENCH
THAT the bylaw cited as "Erasers Valley Regional D strict Electorz.31 Area D Integrated Water
System Development Cost Cnarge. Amendment Bylaw No. 1096, 2011 be submitted to the
Inspector of Municipalities for approval.
[BD 2011-2761 	 CARRIED

Allitinweighted

4 	 OTHER MATTERS

4.1 	 Metro Vancouver Waste Management Plan

The letter dated 2011 07 29 from Mayor George Peary, City of Abbotsford, and letter dated
2011 07 22 from Minister Terry Lake, Minister of Environment to Metro Vancouver regarding
approval of Metro Vancouver's Solid Waste Management Plan were -ece.ved for information,

Director Peary commented further to his July 29e letter opining that the Board should try to
work within the confines of the Minister's decision to develop a strategy for this Regional
District on how to proceed. He noted that the Minister has provided a role to the FVRD which
shu ...ild be taken advantage of and the FVRD should use the process as outlined in the
Minister's letter to flush out and discuss our options.

Chair Ross cautioned that there will be a huge financial and staff resource commitment
involved if the Board wishes to participate in the consultation process.
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Appendix 2: FVRD Board of Directors Minutes — August 9, 2011

Fraser Valley Regional District
Board of Directors  Special Meeting — August 9, 2011 	 Pape 3

Disc .ssion ensued with the following comments:

• there is a need to ensure that both sides of science are presented for a balanced
consultation process:

• the hauling of garbage to Cache Creek also causes pollution and the FVRD must be
involved to ensure the least harm possible in whatever final decision is made;

* clear definition and parameters must be received from the Minister regarding the
consultation process, including clear parameters around locating WTE facilities on
First Nation land;

• Ministry of Environment should provide some goodwill with resources for the
consultation process;

• to identify our resources, the Minister be asked to elaborate on the statement made in
his letter that at a minimum Metro Vancouver must establish a Working Group with
the FVRD" and that this must be rescurced by Metro Vancouver"; ;

• suggestion that the Premier be asked to intervene on our behalf;
o FVRD must stand firm on Its opposition of any form of ir cineration.

Chair Ross clarified that a Board decision is required on whether or not to participate in the
consultation; process,

Geri-iii Kingston advised that staff will be working to r.iet a Vm commitment and
unoeistanctinct of the Minister's direction as well as:

• understanding how to resource a working c;:up (with rrrh and with i ,„ ,"ience);
. requesting a meeting with Premier Clark 	 Ministr-i Toi-ry i a;r:e to discuss points

raised in conformity with issues as ouijried ; the M:r -Cr --- "si s letter ,,point 3);
• continue to review the informatic i aridii 	 ont.=.)ct ‘Aiitii the Ministry to identify our

opportunities to have input;
• identify scienf.;:e that %, ,fir■ be available to t 	 to the Working Group — hopefully on a

funded basis with Metro
• consider all options for invol... , ement and input into the working group,
• prepare n report pack to tlio Board,

George Murray outlined the ft .:AL:wing recent staff ir:i'6atives;
• staff recently met with Russ Black. General Manager, Wastech/Belkorp and toured

the Oache Creek landfill;
• staff will be oceiving ropy of the acjeniiiic undertaking fiincici,i 	 Belkorp regarding

what happeas with the toxicity of the leachate from the 	 of their landfill that
deals with too end ash;

• met ,vith proponents of an organics recycling facility w; 	 has been built in Lytton
which would result in a significant amount of organics being taken cut of the Metro
Vancouver anc FVRD vi:este stream;

o estabhing a list of lead scientists best able to surnmarioe our position and provide
the best background inforrirtuon in tericr,-, of waste 	 energy;

• researching information on Sweden's waste to enen-iy facilities in terms of how much
garbage is being imported from Norway to feed the WTE plants;

• met with recycling personnel and received an economic breakdown of where
residuals go; what happens to #7 plasticS, and where the markets go and how they
fluctuate;
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Fraser Valley Regional District
Board of Directors Special Meeting — August 9 2011 	 Page 4

• met with the Vice-President of Covanta Energy and reviewed the Gold River program;
Covanta has agreed to bring a scientist to a future Board meeting to make a
presentation on their program and have offered a site tour of their plant in Salem,
Oregon.

Mr. Murray advised that the data being compiled by staff will help to develop a strategy,

Other comments included:
Minister Penner may be able to ray no helpful information as past Minister of
Environment,

• funds should be identified in rho next budget deliber atlons 	 a contingency for the
consultation process;

• need assurance that the Working Group will fairly represent the FVRD;
• seek information from other provldo-titi on oast experiences. i.e„ Alberta and Durham,

Ontario
• invite the Minister to s Special MeeUng of the Board for a clarification of issues prior to

a strategy being finalized,

GAETZ/ATEBE
THAT FVRD participate in the consultation process with Metro Vancouver on their Solid
Waste Management Plan; THAT staff prepare a report with the EVFDls desired Terms of
Reference for the Working Group, including that resources will be forthcoming from Metro
Vancouver for the consultation AND THAT a request be made to Honei,irable Terry Lake,
Minister of Environment to attend a meeting with the FVRD Board to discuss and receive
clear direction and parameters on the consultation process and to provide clarificaticn o our
resources.
[BC 2011 -276] 	 CARRIED

All/tJnweighled

Amnded 	 Chair Ross regi . i:::t=e,d that the staff evaluation nnio information :from Durham, Orildric
Board Sept .21/11	 oi recent experiences ;with a waste to Enemy facility v ,,iheriHn all some estimat(i:s hnve

doubled (c•sts, emissions. etc..; in 	 inception.

5 	 CORRESPONDENCE / ITEMS FOR INFORMATION

The following item ci con , pondence was received for information.

5.1 	 Letic.:' of apolog y' cHlted 2011 02 27 'nil Mayor Lois Jackscq, Chair of Metro
Van 	 rd 	 rector to Cltiair	 s 	 h reference to a comment made on
if 	 Good tliw r CKNW on Juiy
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ON THE FRASER

Finance Department
Memorandum
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FILE: FIN.BUD.DOM
Fees & Charges

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Deputy Treasurer/Collector

Date: 	 November 21, 2011

Subject: 	 2012 and 2013 Fees and Charges Review

Recommendation

1. That the bylaws noted below have their fees and/or charges amended as follows:

Bylaw and Section Description
2011 Rate

Proposed
Rate

Effective
January 1 ,.

Proposed
Rate

Effective
January 1,

2012 2013

5040-2009 Penitentiary
Sewage Life Station
Catchment Area Fee
Bylaw

As a condition of subdivision approval or
connection of existing dwellings to the
sewer, all property owners in the
Penitentiary Sewage Lift Station
Catchment Area shall pay to the
Municipality a per lot fee of

$2,421.50 $2,494.00 $2,568.00

3823-2005 Holding Tank
Sewage Discharge Bylaw
3 (d)

The fee payable prior to discharge of
sewage at the facilityd escribed in
section 3 (b) (ii) per tanker load $45.00 $46.50 $47.90

3088-1997 Consolidated
Soil Removal Bylaw 6. (b)

For each Permit there shall be payable
by the Applicant to the Municipality a
Permit fee as set out below, which
Permit fee shall be paid in full prior to the
issuance of a Permit.

$175.00 $175.00 $175.00

3088-1997 Consolidated
Soil Removal Bylaw 6. (c) There shall be payable by the Permit

Holder to the Municipality a Soil Removal
fee as follows:

Of Soil removed from Lands within the
District of Mission during the term of the
Permit.

per cubic
$0.45

meter (m 3 )

$0.241
per metric

tonne

$0.46
per cubic

meter (m 3 )

$0.246
per metric

tonne

$0.50
per cubic

meter (m 3 )

$0.268
per metric

tonne

3550-2003 Consolidated
District of Mission Soil
Deposit Bylaw 7. (1) (e)

A non-refundable application fee payable
as follows: $175.00 $175.00 $175.00
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3550-2003 Consolidated
District of Mission Soil
Deposit Bylaw 8. (a)

In 	 addition 	 to 	 the 	 non-refundable
application fee specified in Section 7(e),
every permit holder shall, prior to the
deposit of any soil on receiving land, pay
to the District of Mission a volumetric soil
deposit fee as follows:

of soil intended to be deposited.

0.45
per cubic

meter (m 3 )

$0.241
per metric

tonne

$0.46
per cubic

meter (m 3 )

$0.246
per metric

tonne

$0.50
per cubic

meter (m 3 )

$0268
per metric

tonne

3550-2003 Consolidated
District of Mission Soil
Deposit Bylaw 8. (b)

Should a permit lapse or be revoked
under the provision this bylaw it may be
renewed by the Engineer upon
application and receipt of a non-
refundable fee of:

Plus the difference between the
volumetric sod deposit permit fee amount
previously paid and that of the current
permit fee payable.

$160.00 $163.20 $163.20

2. That the following bylaw Fee Schedule(s) be deleted in its entirety and replaced with the
attached new Fee Schedule(s):

Bylaw Description Schedule(s)

4029-2007 Administrative Fees & Charges Bylaw

2196-1990 Consolidated Water Bylaw "A" & "B"

1705-1987 Consolidated District of Mission Highway Access Bylaw

3590-2003 District of Mission Consolidated Building Bylaw

3612-2003 Land Use Application Procedures and Fees Bylaw

1500-1985 Subdivision Control Bylaw

1387-1984 Refuse, Collection & Disposal Bylaw

3. That the following bylaw have the date reference "2011" replaced with the date reference
"Effective 2011" within the noted section:

Bylaw Bylaw Name Section

1662 - 1987 District of Mission Consolidated Sign Bylaw 8.2 (b)

4. That the following bylaw have the column reference "2011" replaced with the column
reference "Effective 2011" within the noted schedule(s):

Bylaw Bylaw Name Schedule(s)

#2646-1993 Municipal Ticket Information Bylaw 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9,
10,11,12,13,14,

15,16,17,18
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Background

This is the sixth year the Staff Fees and Charges Working Group (Group) have met to discuss
the District's user fees and charges. The Group has representation from Corporate
Administration, Finance, Engineering, Library, Public Works, Inspection Services, Planning, Fire
and RCMP. The Group was created to proactively review and adjust existing fees and charges
on an on-going basis and to examine and implement other non-property tax based revenue
sources. The goal is to lessen the reliance on property taxes to offset the increased cost of
doing business.

This year, each department has reviewed their proposed 2012 and 2013 user fees and charges,
and in some cases, are proposing a 4% increase to offset the increasing labour cost of
providing the services (see recommendation #1 and recommendation #2). Other amendments
include:

Removing the column heading reference of "2011" from those bylaws where the
rates/fees are not requesting an increase for 2012 and replacing it with the reference
"Effective 2011".

• Introducing new fees (see table below)

• Minor changes (see table below)

• Changes to Bylaw 3612-2003 include fee increases, new fees, and restructuring of fees.
The report from the Planning department (see attached) explains in detail, the changes
they are proposing for the Land Use Application Procedures and Fees Bylaw.

New Fees Proposed for 2012

During this year's review, departments are requesting the following new fees;

Name of Fee Proposed
Fee

Explanation

Fees effecting the General Operating Fund — see "Budget Impact on General Operating Fund" chart below.

Land Use Application Procedures and Fees Bylaw 3612-2003

Change of Owner $25.00 An administration fee to revise documentation.

Commercial and Residential Mixed
Use Development Permit $5,125.00 To create a stand-alone category

Intensive Residential Development
Permits (and sub-sections)

• Neighbourhood Form and
Character DPs

• Intensive Residential Design
Review

$2,200.00

$250.00

For Development Permits that run concurrently with
rezoning and subdivision applications

For properties subject to a previously approved
Neighbourhood Form and Character DP/Restrictive
Covenant

Development Permit - Infill
Residential $1,100.00 For properties within the OCP Infill Residential

Development Permit Area

145

FILE: FIN.BUD.DOM 	 PAGE 3 OF 5
Fees and Charges



Temporary Use Permit (TUP )

Extensions and Renewals $2,261.00

The fee reflects half of the cost of a TUP since a
significant portion of the work required to process
these permit extensions/renewals will have been
done by staff as part of the initial TUP review.

Bylaw Variance Requests $1,809.00 For applicants who would like to vary a bylaw other
than the Zoning Bylaw

Legal Document
Amendment/Discharge $375.00

To address requests such as the removal of a right-
of-way/easement on a property which may no longer
be required and/or applicable

Fees effecting the Waste Management Fund

Refuse, Collection and Disposal Bylaw 1387-1984

Soil, rocks, bricks, small concrete
blocks, and sod (per tonne) $30.00

Currently these refuse items are being charged the
refuse rate (($85) and staff are proposing to separate
these items and charge a lower rate of $30/tonne for
these specific refuse items

Contaminated Soil (per tonne) $7.00 The landfill would like to add a new category to the
acceptable material list

Fees effecting the Forestry Enterprise Operations

Administrative Fees and Charges Bylaw #4029-2007

Section D — Forestry Services

Trees for Filming Purposes

Various fees
(see attached)

There is an increased demand for trees, and limited
supply of specific sizes by species.

Minor Fees and Housekeeping Items

Departments are requesting the following minor fee and housekeeping amendments:

Name of Fee Explanation of Change

Replace the two-tiered fee structure for single-
family residential rezoning applications to single
fee structure

Created one category to simplif y the fee structure for
developers and residents. Housekeeping.

Exemption from Floodplain Management Bylaw Include this under the new Request for Council
Resolution section. Housekeeping.

Liquor License Inquiries

To provide consistency between the District's fee for
liquor license inquiries and the liquor license application
categories used the Liquor Control and Licensing Board.
Housekeeping.

Change of Owner/Applicant
Reduce the fee from $348 to $100. Rare occurrence
and can be performed quickly by administrative staff.
No budget impact.

Downtown Facade Review

Change the name to Commercial Facade Review to
include other commercial properties outside of the
downtown area where a change in the facade may have
an impact. Housekeeping.

146

FILE: FIN.BUD.DOM
	

PAGE 4 OF 5
Fees and Charges



Request for List of Property Owners/Addresses
Deleting this fee as the District does not provide
information on residents to protect the privacy of its
residents. 	 Department not budgeting for fee, no impact.

Subdivision 6-month extension
Change this to "Subdivision 12-month extension" as staff
feel 12 months is a more realistic length of time for an
extension. Budget impact included in Budget Impact
General Operating Fund chart below.

Minimum charge for loads of refuse up to 58 kg
for Mission and Electoral Areas C. F &G
residents

Lower the kilogram weight amount from 58 to 54 kg.

Minimum charge for loads of refuse up to 73.5 kg
for customers from outside Mission and Electoral
Areas C F & G

Lower the kilogram weight amount from 73.5 to 72 kg.

Tires (passenger car & light truck tires only)
Remove the charge for passenger and light truck tires
only (from $2.00 to zero) and add the words "all other
tires at garbage rates" a

Budget Impact General Operating Fund

The changes to the following bylaws affect the General Operating Fund. As indicated below,
most of the fee increases are minor and have been built into the 2012 operating budget. The
budget impact on the general operating fund from the new fees and the fee increases in Bylaw
3612-2003 and the fee increases in Bylaw 1500-1985 are listed below.

Bylaw Description Budget Impact

4029-2007 Administrative Fees & Charges Bylaw
Included in 2012

Provisional
Budget

1705-1987 Consolidated District of Mission Highway Access Bylaw
Included in 2012

Provisional
Budget

3590-2003 District of Mission Consolidated Building Bylaw
Included in 2012

Provisional
Budget

3612-2003 Land Use Application Procedures and Fees Bylaw
$31,000 not

included in the
2012 Budget

1500-1985 Subdivision Control Bylaw
$6,000 not

included in the
2012 Budget

Kerni Onken, CGA
GAFINANCETUDGET\Budget 2010 \Fees & Charges Recommendation 2010-2011.doc
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Schedule 'I 
(Administrative Fees & Charges Bylaw #4029-2007)

Description of Existing Fee/Charge
GST/HST

to be
Added

Proposed Rate 	 Proposed Rate
2011 Rate 	 Effective January 	 Effective

1, 2012 	 January 1. 2013

Policy
Reference

A CORPORATE SERVICES

1 Documentation Research Fees

(a) Provide historical information (per hour) $35.00 $35.00 $35.00
2 Mailings

(a)
Council Agenda Packages, mailed to recipients (per
annum) $160.00 $160.00 $160.00

(b)
Mail-out for Public Information Meeting (per
envelope - for the number of addresses information
is mailed to)

$2.25 $2.25 $2.25

3 Maps

(a) - Street Maps H $5.50 $5.50 $5.50

(b)
- Full set of legal, address or

assessment section maps (prepaid) H $106.00 $106.00 $106.00

(c) - Zoning Map (each) H $7.00 $7.00 $7.00 LAN.41
(d) - OCP Map (each) H $7.00 $7.00 $7.00 LAN.41
(e) - OCP Map (colour print) (each) H $10.00 $10.00 $10.00 LAN.41
(f) - OCP Maps (set of 12) H $70.00 $70.00 , 	 $70.00 LAN.41
(g) - Zoning Maps (set of 5) H $32.00 $32.00 $32.00 LAN.41

(h)
-Cedar Valley Comprehensive Development

Plan (report & maps) H $65.00 $65.00 $65.00 LAN.41

(i) - Large Forestry Maps H $25.00 $25.00 $30.00
4 Maps - Digital (electronic) copy

(a) - Street Map H $156.00 $162.25 $168.75
(b) - Cadastral Base Map (1/2 section) H $20.80 $21.65 $22.50
(c)

(c) (i)
- Overlays (1/2 section) each

> Legal Ind street names & plan #'2 H $10.40 $10.80 $11.25

(c) (ii) > Civic Addresses incl street names H $10.40 $10.80 $11.25
(c) (iii) > Roll numbers incl street names H $10.40 $10.80 $11.25
(c) (iv) > Topographical H $10.40 $10.80 $11.25
(c) (v) > Water System key plans H $10.40 $10.80 $11.25

(c) (vi) > Drainage/storm/sewer key plans H $10.40 $10.80 $11.25
(c) (vii) > Sanitary key plans H $10.40 $10.80 $11.25

(c) (viii) > Fibre Optic Cable key plans H $10.40 $10.80 $11.25

(d)
- Cadastral Mosaic (entire District) incl legal

descriptions, civic addresses, and roll
number layers

H $2,000.00 $2,080.00 $2,163.20

(e)
- Water Overlays entire water service area -

additional cost H $1,200.00 $1,248.00 $1,298.00

(f)
- Sanitary Overlays entire sanitary service

area - additional cost H $500.00 $520.00 $540.80

(g) - Storm Overlays entire District - additional
cost H $2,000.00 $2,080.00 $2,163.20

(h)
- Storm Overlays with topography entire

District - additional cost H $3,000.00 $3,120.00 $3,245.00

(i) - OCP Maps - all including all cadastral base H $2,000.00 $2,080.00 $2,163.20

(j) - Zoning Maps A2, A3 (urban areas) each H $650.00 $676.00 $703.00

(k)
- Zoning Maps (outer areas-two maps) each

map H $25.00 $26.00 $27.00

(I)
- OCP maps and Zoning maps - all including

cadastral
H $2,500.00 $2,600.00 $2,704.00

(m) - Gravel Pit Topographical Map - each H $500.00 $520.00 $540.80
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Schedule 'I 
(Administrative Fees & Charges Bylaw #4029-2007) 

1 GST/HST
Description of Existing Fee/Charge 	 [ 	 to be

Added

Proposed Rate 	 Proposed Rate 	 Policy

2011 Rate 	 Effective January 	 Effective 	 ,
I 	 Reference

1, 2012 	 January 1. 2013 1

5 Microfiche Copies

(a) - per copy (8 1/2 x 11) 	 H 	 $1.10 $1.10 $1.10
6 Photocopies or Computer Generated Copies

(a)
- Property Owners - first five black & white

copies
H $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

(b)
- Property Owners six copies & up
(per black & white copy)

H $0.57 $0.57 $0.57

(c) -Non-Residents or Businesses
(per black & white copy)

H $0.57 $0.57 $0.57

(d)
- Property Owners, Non-Residents or
Businesses (per colour copy)

H $1.19 $1.19 $1.19

7 Paper Prints

(a) - Al or 24x36" (single original) H $5.75 $6.00 $6.25
(b) - Oversize (single original) H $5.75 $6.00 $6.25

8 	 Road Closure and Sale

(a)
The applicant agrees to pay a non-refundable
deposit of $2,000 or 10% of the purchase price,
whichever is greater

STR.34

(b)
The applicant agrees to pay an administration fee for
the road closure and sale process. $155.00 $160.00 $160.00 STR.34

(c)
The applicant agrees to pay all costs associated with
advertising and to complete all legal documents and
register them at the Land Title Office.

At Cost At Cost At Cost STR.34

B 	 ENGINEERING / PUBLIC WORKS SERVICES

1 Tender Documents for Municipal contract Incl. $104.00 $108.00 $112.25

2
Administrative Fee on Changing an Existing Civic
Address

$105.00 $105.00 $105.00 FEE.2

3 Banner Installation Fee $125.00 $125.00 $125.00
4 Fire Hydrant Use (Customer Charges) $110.00 $115.00 $118.00 FEE.11
5 Fire Hydrant Flow Tests $340.00 $350.00 $360.00 FEE.12

6
Private Fire Hydrant Maintenance - to service and
maintain private hydrants

$125.00 $125.00 $125.00

7 Film Permit Application Fee $250.00 $250.00 $250.00
(a) Refundable Damage Deposit $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00

8
Private Firm Parking in the Public Works yard -
monthly fee

Incl. $103.00 $106.10 $109.25

9 Rental Rates - Protective Devices
(a) - Wooden barricades - per day each $3.50 $3.50 $3.50 HEA.5
(b) - Flasher barricades - per day each $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 HEA.5
(c) - Traffic cones - per day each $1.00 $1.00 $1.00 HEA.5
(d) - Traffic Bags - each (no return) $0.50 $0.50 $0.50 HEA.5
(e) - Sign stands - per day each $3.00 $3.00 $3.00 HEA.5
(f) - Signs - per day each $4.50 $4.50 $4.50 HEA.5

(g) - Fencing - per day per roll $5.00 $5.00 $5.00 HEA.5
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(Administrative Fees & Charges Bylaw #4029-2007)

1 GST/HST
Description of Existing Fee/Charge 	 1 	 to be

I 	 Added

Proposed Rate 	 Proposed Rate
Policy2011 Rate 	 Effective January 	 Effective 	 1 	 Reference1, 2012 	 January 1 , 2013 1

C 	 FINANCIAL SERVICES

Service fee for N.S.F. & Dishonoured cheques (per
1

returned payment) $35.00 $35.00 $35.00 FIN.2

Fee for Property Tax Listing for Mortgage
2 Companies $10.00 $10.00 $10.00

(per roll number or property)

3
Tax Statement Fees (Tax Certificates)

for non-owners, 	 per property basis.

Manual hard copy maximum 2 business day
(a)

turnaround time $32.00 $32.00 $32.00

(b)Manual hard copy maximum 2 hour turnaround time $64.00 $64.00 $64.00 	 •

Verbal confirmation of tax statement figures within 2(c)
weeks of providing original figures $0.00 $0.00 , 	 $0,00

Manual hard copy confirmation of tax statement(d)
figures after 2 weeks of providing original figures $32.00 $32.00 $32.00

On-line services to BC Online
(e) (Other online customers will have BC Online $25.00 $25.00 $25.00

Administration Fee added to this fee)

Non-compounding interest of 0.065753% per day (equivalent to
2% per month or 24% per annum) on fees that remain

outstanding after 30 days from the mailing date of the invoice.
Rate of interest charged on all overdue municipal Interest will be charged on outstanding or unpaid amounts on

4 fees that are set and invoiced pursuant to District the 31st day from the invoice mailing date and thereafter until FIN.2
bylaws payment is received in full or until the unpaid amounts are

transferred to property taxes (only applies to certain property
related fees), at which time legislative interest rates would

apply.

Accounts Receivable Adminstration Fee -
5 administrative cost recovery charge on certain

invoices
5.00% 5.00% 5.00% FIN.2
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(Administrative Fees & Charges Bylaw #4029-2007)

Description of Existing Fee/Charge
GST/HST

to be
Added

Proposed Rate 	 Proposed Rate 
1 	 Policy

2011 Rate 	 Effective January 	 Effective 	 I 	 Reference
1, 2012 	 January 1, 2013 I

D 	 FORESTY SERVICES

1 Minor Forest Product and Activity Permit
(a) - Commercial Permit fee per month $300.00 $300.00 $300.00 LIC.18
(b) - Botanical Products per month $150.00 $150.00 $150.00 LIC.18

(c)
-Personal Permit fee per week

(any product) $25.00 $25.00 $25.00 LIC.18

2 Trees for Filming Purposes

(a)
Conifers (Fir, Hemlock, Cedar-less than 10%)
under 15 feet (4.5 meters) N/A

$220 regular$220 regular pick .
up load OR

$12/tree
pick-up load OR

$12/tree

(b)
Conifers (Fir, Hemlock, Cedar-less than 10%)
15 feet to 25 feet (4.5 - 7.5 meters) N/A $55 / tree $55 / tree

(c)
Conifers (cedars majority)
Under 15 feet N/A

$385 regular pick.
up load OR

$25/tree

$385 regular
pick-up load OR

$25/tree

(d) Conifers (cedars majority)
15 feet to 25 feet N/A $165 / tree $165 / tree

(e)Large conifers (all species) over 25 feet N/A

Price on request,
depending on

diameter,
species and

other
requirements

Price on
request.

depending on
.	 diameter,
species and

other
requirements

(f) Deciduous trees - any size N/A $110 / load $110,/ load
3 Forestry Gate Keys

(a)
Weekly charge (2 week minimum) for the duration
that the gate key is outstanding (Non-refundable) $5.00 $5.00 $5.00 PRO.26

(b)
- Deposit charge each key

issued $60.00 $60.00 $60.00 PRO.26

(c)
- Provided key(s) is returned by the date in the
key loan agreement, the deposit will be
refunded to the loanee.

-$60.00 -$60.00 -$60.00 PRO.26

(d)

- If the key is returned later than specificed return
date in accordance with the key loan agreement or
the use was not in accordance with the key loan
agreement. there will be a reduction of the deposit
issued, less key use fees or late fee charges, with a
minimum refund amount of $20.00. Lost or
damaged keys will not be issued any refunds.

-$20.00 -$20.00 -$20.00 PRO.26

E 	 INSPECTION SERVICES

1 Utility Billing Exemption for Unoccupied Secondary
Suites H $71.50 $71.50 $71.50 LAN.38

2 Status Letters
(a) - Commercial, Industrial or Multi-Family $114.00 $200.00 $200.00
(b) - Other $56.00 $75.00 $75.00

3 Land Title Fees
(a) - Company Searches $16.50 $16.50 $16.50
(b) - Title Search $11.50 $11.50 $11.50

(c)
- - First Restrictive Covenant / RoW /

Easement $27.50 $27.50 $27.50

(d)
-..

-Additional Restrictive Covenants /
RoW / Easements $11.50 $11.50 $11.50



Schedule 1 
(Administrative Fees & Charges Bylaw #4029-2007)

1 GST/FIST
Description of Existing Fee/Charge 	 I 	 to be

Added

Proposed Rate 	 Proposed Rate
2011 Rate 	 Effective January 	 Effective

1, 2012 	 January 1, 2013

Policy
Reference

F 	 LIBRARY

1 MEETING ROOM

Rentals

(a) - Non-Profit Organizations (per 3 hours) $25.00 $25.00 $25.00

(b) - For Profit Organizations (per 3 hours) $60.00 $60.00 $60.00

(c) - Rotary Seminar Room (per 4 hours) $10.00 $10.00 $10.00

Equipment

(a) - 48" TVNCR (per 3 hours) $12.50 $12.50 $12.50

(b) - Coffee Maker $2.50 $2.50 $2.50

(c) - Overhead Projector $7.50 $7.50 $7.50

(d) - Flip Chart/White Board $3.00 $3.00 $3.00

G 	 PLANNING SERVICES

1 Copy of Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw H $94.00 $94.00 $94.00 LAN.41
2 Copy of Zoning Bylaw H $30.00 $30.00 $30.00 LAN.41

3
Community Heritage Register -Properties Protected
by Heritage Designation

$330.00 $330.00 $330.00 LAN.44

4 the District - compensation for public notification
costs

Wireless Telecommunication Towers pay a.fee to
$625.00 $625.00 $625.00 LAN.46
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(Administrative Fees & Charges Bylaw #4029-2007)

GST/HST
Description of Existing Fee/Charge 	 to be

Added

Proposed Rate 	 Proposed Rate

2011 Rate 	 Effective January 	 Effective
1, 2012 	 January 1, 2013

Policy
Reference

I-I 	 RCMP SERVICES

Accidents
(a) Accident Report - MV6020 Inc $54.00 $54.00 $54.00
(b) Field Diagram Ind $40.00 $40.00 $40.00
(c) Scale Drawing Ind $46.00 $46.00 $46.00
(d) Traffic Analyst Report Inc' $690.00 $690.00 $690.00
(e) Mechanical Inspection Report Ind $230.00 $230.00 $230.00
(f) Preliminary Analyst Report Inc' $115.00 $115.00 $115.00

2 Consent / Court Orders / Investigational Cases

(a)
Administrative Charge - per 30 minutes
(Court Orders/File Copies)

Ind $34.00 $34.00 $34.00

(b) Police Report 	 (brief synopsis of incident) Ind $65.00 $65.00 $65.00

(c) Packaging & shipping/mailing tee Ind $8.00 $8.00 $8.00
(d) Photocopy (per page) incl $0.57 $0.57 $0.57

(e)
Searching fee for multiple RCMP files
(per hour rate)

Inc' $57.00 $57.00 $57.00

3 Criminal Record Searches
(a) Volunteers Exempt $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
(b) Recovery House tenants Exempt $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
(c) Welton Tower Prospective Tenants 	 ,	 • Exempt $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
(d) Students Exempt $25.00 $25.00 $25.00
(e) Employment (incl Recovery House employees) Exempt $65.00 $65.00 $65.00
(f) Rental (Landlord/Tenant) Exempt $65.00 $65.00 $65.00

(g) Adoption Exempt $65.00 $65.00 $65.00
4 Other Services

(a) Candian Police Certificate 	 . Exempt $65.00 $65.00 $65.00

(b) US WaiversNisa Exempt $65.00 $65,00 $65.00
(c) Pardon Application Exempt $65.00 $65.00 $65.00
(d) Fingerprints Exempt $65.00 $65.00 $65.00
(e) Canadian Citizenship/Immigration exempt $65.00 $65.00 $65.00
(f) Name Change Exempt $65.00 $65.00  $65.00

(g) Private Investigator/Security Officer Exempt $65.00 $65.00 $65.00

(h) Taxi Permits Exempt $65.00 $65.00 $65.00
(i) Special Occasion Permits Exempt $35.00 $35.00 $35.00
(j) Service of Subpoenas $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

(k) Per hour per police officer Exempt $145.00 $145.00 $145.00
5 ICBC

(b) Accident Report - CL59 (MV6020) - ICBC Exempt $49.00 $49.00 $49.00
(c) Accident Report - CL-152 requests - ICBC Exempt $57.00 $57.00 $57.00

6 Photographs
(a) From negative Inc! $4.00 $4.00 $4.00
(b) 3 x 5 Inc! $4.00 $4.00 $4.00
(c) 5 x 7 Ind $7.00 $7.00 $7.00
(d) 8 x 10 Ind $10.00 $10.00 $10.00
(e) From slides Ind $4.50 $4.50 $4.50

(f) Video tapes Ind $42.00 $42.00 $42.00
7 Digital CD

(a) (1 to 5 images) Ind $7.00 $7.00 $7.00
(b) (6 to 10 images) Ind $12.00 $12.00 $12.00
(c) (11 or more images) Ind $24.00 $24.00 $24.00
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Bylaw No. 2196 -1990 (Consolidated Water Bylaw) 	 .
Schedule "A"

2011 Rate

Proposed Rate 	 I
Effective

January 1, 2012

Proposed Rate
Effective

January 1, 2013

Water Service Connection Fee

$1,018.50 $1.049.00 81,080.0019 mm diameter up to 1 meter length

Per meter beyond 1 meter $84.25 $86.75 $89.25

25 mm diameter up to 1 meter length 	 - first meter or less 31,283.75 $1,322.25 $1,362.00

Per meter beyond 1 meter 384.25 $86.75 $89.25

All sizes exceeing 25 mm At Cost At Cost At Cost

Water connection made to a property line by developer but a riser
has not been installed

$56.50 $58.25 $60.00

Administration Fee
(i) The administration fee for the initial application for a connection,
irrespective of diameter, shall be

(ii) The administration fee to complete the application for a connection,
irrespective of diameter, shall be

$50.00 $50.00

$140.25

$50.00

$144.50$134.75

Meter Read System Prepayment Fee
All services 19 mm diameter through 50 mm diameter inclusive

$135.25 $138.00 $142.00

Water Connection Inspection Fee $73.65 $75.75 $78.00

Sprinkling Permit Fee
May 1 to June 30 and September 1 to September 30: Daily sprinkling
permitted from 6:00am to 8:00am for a week week period during Stage 2
only

July 1 to August 31: Daily sprinkling permitted from 6:00am to 8:00am
for a two week period during Stage 2 only

$50.00

$100.00

$50.00

. 	 $100.00

$50.00

$100.00

Reconnection Fee:
To turn water back on after a temporary disconnection

$60.00 $60.00 $60.00

Deposit for Water Meter retrofit of existing service
Where a water service exists to a vacant residential lot and does not
have a meter installed a deposit is required for the District to supply and
install a meter-box, setter and meter

$1,000.00 $1,000.00 $1,000.00

Bylaw No. 2196 -1990 (Consolidated Water Bylaw)
Schedule "B"

Miscellaneous Charges
Proposed Rate .

Effective
January 1, 2012

Proposed Rate
Effective

January 1, 2013

Water Disconnection Fee
Disconnection of the service at the main by municipal crews

$562.28 $579.25 $596.50

Capping of service at property line by municipal crews $472.00 $486.25 $500.75

Capping of the water service at property line by municipal crews in
conjunction with capping of either a storm or sanitary service capped

$531.75 $547.75 $564.00

Capping of water service at property line by municipal crews in
conjunction with capping of both of sanitary and storm sewer services

$591.50 $609.25 $627.50

Capping of the service at property line by Owner under direct municipal
inspection - each service

$75.00 $77.25 $79.50

Water Pre-Service Connection Fee

The same
charge as for

Water Service
Connections,
with a 20%
reduction to

applicable costs.

The same charge as for
Water Service

Connections, with a 20%
reduction to applicable

costs. 	 . 	 .

The same charge as for
Water Service

Connections, with a
20% reduction to
applicable costs.



Bylaw #1705 -1987 (Highway Access Bylaw)
Schedule "A"

Description of Existing Fee/Charge
2011 Rate

Proposed Rate
Effective 	 January

1, 2012

Proposed Rate
Effective

January 1, 2013

1 	 Permit & Inspection fee $97.25 $101.25 $105.30

2. (i) The administration fee for the initial building permit application for
access shall be:

$50.00 $50.00 $50.00

(ii) 	 The administration fee to complete the building permit application for
access shall be:
(a total of $233.00 [20121 & $242.00 [effective 2013])

$174.00 $183.00 $192.00

3. Standard culvert, up to and including 600 mm in diameter where 	 -
culvert is installed by the District (includes design, engineering, materials,
equipment, labour and other associated costs).

(a) Access Culvert Installation up to 600 mm in diameter and 9.0 meters
in length

$1,612.50 $1,677.25 $1,744.30

(b)Access Culvert Installation per meter surcharge where culvert exceeds
9.0 meters in length:

- 300 mm diameter $180.00 $187.00 ' $194.50

- 450 mm diameter $205.50 $213.75  $222.30

- 600 mm diameter $232.00 $241.25 $250.90

4. Culvert over 600 mm in diameter or other work as required by the
Municipal Engineer including design, engineering, materials, equipment,
labour and other associated costs.

At Cost At Cost At Cost
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Bylaw #3590-2003 (Building Bylaw)
Schedule "A"

Description of Existing Fee/Charge
2011 Rate

Proposed Rate
Effective

January 1, 2012

1. 	 Building Permit Fees 	 .,

The fee payable for a permit for the construction of a building or part thereof shall be:

(a)Where value of construction does not exceed $1,000.00 $71.50 $71.50

(b) For each $1,000.00 of construction value or portion thereof, over $1,000.00 and up to $40,000.00 $14.50 $15.00

(c) For each $1,000.00 of construction value or portion thereof, over $40,000.00 and up to $100,000.00 $9.50 $10.00

(d) For each $1,000.00 of construction value or portion thereof, over $100,000.00
,

$7.40 $7.50

(e) For the removal, repair or alteration of a building envelope and the repair of damage to structures caused
by building envelope failure for any residential building completed between 1985 & 1998, shall be charged a
flat fee of

$500.00 $500.00

2. Plumbing Permit Fees

(a) Plumbing, involving the installation of fixtures, for each fixture $18.50 , 	 $19.00

(b)Notwithstanding subsection (a), the minimum fee payable for a plumbing permit shall be . 	 $71.50 $71.50

(c) Plumbing work involving the installation of sanitary sewers, storm sewers, or water service lines and
related appurtenances for single or two family dwellings:

(i) sanitary sewer $36.50 $36.50

(ii)storm sewer $36.50 $36.50

(iii) water service $36.50 $36.50

(d) For other than single or two family dwellings:

(i)sanitary sewer $71.50 $71.50

(ii)storm sewer $71.50 $71.50

(iii)water service $71.50 $71.50

(iv)for each sump, oil or grease interceptor, catch basin, manhole, cleanout, inpsection chamber, fire
hydrant, water meter or reducing station

$36.50 $36.50

(e) Fire sprinkler system:

(i)for the first sprinkler head $71.50 $71.50

(ii)for each additional sprinkler head $2.70 $2.70

(iii) for each siamese connection $67.50 $67.50
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Bylaw #3590-2003 (Building Bylaw)
Schedule "A"

3. Equivalency Proposal Fees
$150.00

$71.50

$150.00

$71.50

The fee to be paid at the time of submission of required information and documentation for an equivalency
proposal, shall be

Fee for each additional hour of staff time if the initial equivalency proposal is not acceptable and revisions
are submitted, shall be (minimum payable)

4. Revision to Issued Permit Drawings $75.00 $80.00The fee to check drawing revisions to issued permit 	 widrangs shall be. 

5. Change of Owner N/A $25.00The administration Fee to rev se documentation

6. Building Permit Renewal Fees $71.50 $71.50The fee for renewal of a permit under the provisions of subsection 7(4) of this Bylaw shall be

7. Temporary Building Permit Fees $150.00 $150.00The fee for a temporary building permit shall be

8. Demolition Permit Fee $150.00 $150.00The fee for a demolition permit shall be

9. Re-Inspection Fees
$67.00 $67.00Where more than two inspections are required because the provisions of the Building Code or this Bylaw

have not been complied with, the charge for each inspection after the second inspection shall be

10. Special Inspection Fees

(a) Pre-site Inspec on Fee $71.50 $71.50

(b) Pre-move Inspection Fee (per hour rate) 	 ,
' 	

$71.50 	 , $71.50

(c) Geotech report review fee $50.00 	 , $75.00

(d) Where an inspection requires special arrangements because of the time of the inspection, or the location
or nature of the construction, the fee for each inspection shall be billed per hour, plus actual travelling
expenses whee such inspection ks not within the District of Mission. The hourly rate and minimum charge for
a special inspection shall be:

$71.50 $71.50

11. VVoodstove Permit Fee $75.00 $75.00

12. To assist in the cost of preparing permanent construction records:

(a) for all new single family dwellings: 0.02% of the construction value, subject to a minimun of $25.00 to a
maximum of $60.00

0.02%
Min $20.00
Max $50.00

0.02%
Min $25.00
Max $60.00

(b) for all new and/or additions of commercial, industrial, institutional and mul i-family projects: 0.02% of the
construction value, subject to a minimum of $60.00 to a maximum of $135.00

0.02%
Min $50.00

Max $120.00

0.02%
Min $60.00

Max $135.00

(c) 	 for all other permits (such as single family additions, accessory buildings, farm buildings, sign, plumbing,
fire sprinkler, irrigation, tenant improvement permits, etc): 0.01% of the construction value, subject to a
minimum of $15.00 to a maximum of $60.00

0.01%
Min $10.00
Max $50.00

0.01%
Min $15.00
Max $60.00



Bylaw #3612-2003
(Land Use Application Procedures and Fees Bylaw)

Schedule "A"
Application fees for the purpose of recovering the direct costs of the processing, inspecting and advertising relating to the application shall be desposted
at the time of application in accordance with the following schedule:

Application Type
2011 Rate

Proposed Fee
Effective

January 1, 2012

Proposed Fee
Effective

January 1, 2013

Rezoning

Multi-family Residential $4,405.00 $4,581.00 34,764.00

Single Family/Two Family Residential $3,304.00 $3,436.00 . 	 $3,574.00

Commercial, industrial, institutional users $4,348.00 S4,522.00 $4,703.00

Commercial and Residential Mixed Use N/A $5,125.00 $5,330.00

Secondary Dwe I ng $870.00 $905.00 $941.00

All others (including text change) $2,898.00 $3,436.00 $3.574.00

Comprehensive Development $4,926.00 $5,123.00 $5,328.00

Rezoning Extensions , $2,319.00 $2,412.00 $22508.00

Official Community Plan Amendment

Official Community Plan (amendment only) . $2,319.00 $2,412.00 $2,509.00

Official Community Plan (amendment with rezoning) $869.00 $1,163.00 $1,206.00

Agricultural Land Reserve Application fee

- Non-refundable portion $300.00 $300.00 $300.00

- Portion fcrwarded to the Province, or refunded to Registered Owner if appl cation is
not supported by council

-$300.00 -$300.00 -$300.00

Land Use Contract Amendement

Major LUC Amendment $2,550.00 $2,652.00 $2,758.00

Minor LUC Amendment $1,740.00 ' 	 $1,809.00 $1,881.00

Permits

Development Permit - (Industrial) $2,202.00 $2,290.00 $2,382.00

Development Permit - (Commercial) $2,202.00 $2,290.00 $2,382.00

Development Permit - (Downtown Façade Review - LAN.42) $464.00 $483.00 $502.00

Development Permit - (multi-family residential) 	 ' 	 . $2,898.00 $3,014.00 $3,135.00

Development Permit - (commercial & residential mixed use) N/A $3,558.00 $3,700.00

Development Permit - (Intensive Residential) N/A

Neighbourhood Form & Character N/A $2,200.00 $2,288.00

Intensive Residential Design Review (review design of a proposed home for
conformance with previously issued Neighbourhood Form & Character DP)

N A $250.00 $260.00

Development Permit - (In-Fill Residential) N/A $1,100.00 $1,144.00

Development Permit - Hazardous Lands/Environmental $318.00 $750.00 $780.00
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Bylaw #3612-2003
. 	 (Land Use Application Procedures and Fees Bylaw)

Schedule "A"
Application Type

Development Permit - Other $2,202.00 $2,290,00 $2,382.00

Development Permit (Minor Admendment - New) $232.00 S241.00 $251.00

Development Variance
basic (Zoning Bylaw)

$1,739.00 $1,809.00 $1.881.00

plus per 2nd & subsequent requests $232.00 $241.00 3251.00

land title office fee 375.00 75.00 75.00

Temporary Commercial, Industrial, Institutional Use Permits $4.348.00 $4,522.00 $4.703.00

Temporary Use Permit Extension & Renewal N/A 32.261.00 $2,352.00

Request for Council Resolution

Bylaw Variance Request  N/A $1,809.00 $1,881.00

Site Specific Exemption from Floodplain Management Bylaw $1,688.00 $1,756.00 $1,826.00

Miscellaneous Fees

Final Plan Approval Fee
(*see also Subdivision Control Bylaw 1500-1985)

$87.00 $91.00 $95.00

Strata Conversion/Phase Strata Development $1,392.00 $1,448.00 $1,506.00

- plus per unit (estimated 16 unit
average)

$87.00 $91.00 $95.00

Liquor Primary, new licence (exclusive of rezOning) $3,247.00 $3,377.00 $3,513.00

Liquor Primary Licence Amendment (change to existing licence, increased seating
capacity, patio endorsement, hours of operation)

N/A $1,200.00 $1,200.00

Food Primary Licence Amendment (extension of liquior service hours past midnight, or
for patron participation)

N/A $1,200.00 $1,200.00

Municipal Site Information Form processing fee
(Contaminated Site Profile) (cost per property)

$100.00 $100.00 $100.00

Provincial (MOE) Site Information Form (Contaminated Site Profile) processing fee
(cost per property)

$100.00 $100..00 $100.00

Change of Applicant/Owner on a development application file $348.00 $100.00 $100.00

OCP Background Reports & Planning Studies (cost per each document) $46.00 $48.00 $50.00

Commercial Façade Review $232.00 $242.00 $252.00

OCP/Zoning Research Letters (cost per propoerty) $232.00 $242.00 $252.00

Legal Document Amendment/Discharge N/A I 	 S375.00 $390.00

Development Inquiry Fee (written comments provided following development meeting) $289.00 $301.00 $313.00

Request by Developer to have staff attend Public Information Meeting (cost per staff
member/hour)

$174.00 $181.00 $189.00

Fee for copy of a legal plan $3,00 $3,00 $3.00

Refunds

1. 	 For rezoning applications:
a. Withdrawn in writing by the applicant within 30 days of submission, a refund of 50% of the application fee;
b. Withdrawn in writing by the applicant 30 or more days after submission but prior to the public hearing notice being prepared or adve 	 sed,
20% of the application fee shall be refunded to the applicant;
c. withdrawn in writing by the applicant after preparation or advertising ofthe public hea ng notice, no refund.

2. 	 For all other development applications:
a, Withdrawn in writing by the applicant within 30 days of submission, a refund of 50% of the application fee;
b. Withdrawn in writing by the applicant 30 or more days after submission but prior to consideration by Council, 20% of the application fee
shall be refunded to the applicant;
c. withdrawn in writing by the applicant after consideration by Council, no refund.
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Bylaw #1500 -1985 (Subdivison Control Bylaw)
Schedule "D"

2011 Rate

Proposed Rate
Effective

January 1, 2012

Proposed Rate
Effective

January 1, 2013

Subdivision/Consolidation'
*Fee based on number of original lots

Conventional and Bare Land Strata
Phase 1 Up to and including 5 lots 	 ....

$1,391.00 $1,446.50 $1.504.50

plus per lot (estimated 3 lot average) $87.00 $90.50 594.00

Phase 1 Greater than Slots $1,739.00 $1,808.50 $1,880.75

plus per lot (estimated 10.6 lot average) $87.00 $90.50 $94.00

Major revisions to subdivision (Basic)
50% of the
applicable
  fe

50% of the applicable
application fee

50% of the applicable
application fee

Engineering Administration Fee
5% of the total cost of the works, but not less than the minimum fee + GST (+HST July 1, 2010)

(When the whole of the installation of the service connection is carried out by the Municipality to connect
to an existing Municipal sanitary sewer, storm sewer or watermain and the service connection fee is paid,
the preparation of the service record card or cards and the Engineering Administration Fee shall be
considered to be included in the service connection fee) greater)

5appl icatio noofvoftotal

cost of
works or

$2,272.00
minimum fee
(whichever is

5% of total cost of
works or $2,362.75

minimum fee
(whichever is greater)

works or $2,457.25
minimum fee

(whichever is greater)

5% of total cost of

Subdivision 12-month Extension

Up to and including Slots $1,391.00 $1,446.50 $1,504.25

- plus per lot (1-5 lot subdivisions)
estimated 1 application per year

$87.00 $90.50 $94.00

Greater than 5 lots $1,739.00 $1,808.50 $1,880.75

- plus per lot (6 and up lot subdivisions)
estimated 1 application per year

$87.00 $90.50 $94,00

Engineering Administration Fee
5% of the total cost of the works, but not less than the minimum fee + GST (+HST July 1, 2010)

- Minimun fee for subdivision of 4 lots or less

- Minimun fee for subdivision of over 4 lots

5% of total cost of
works or $566,00

minimum fee
(whichever is

greater)

5% of total cost of
works or $588.50

minimum fee
(whichevenis greater)

works or $612
5% of total cost of

minimum fee
(whichever is greater)

5% of total cost of
works or

51,131.00
minimum fee
(whichever is

greater)

5% of total cost of
works or $1,176.25

minimum fee
(whichever is greater)

5% of total cost of the
works or $1,223.25

minimum fee
(whichever is greater)

Final Plan Approval Fee
*(also see Land use Application Procedures and Fees Bylaw 3612-2003)
Fee to be paid prior to registration of subdivision plan

$87.00 $90.50 $93.00

Site Information Form Processing Fee
(Contaminated Site Profile) (cost per property)

$100.00 $100.00 $100.00

Provincial (Ministry of Environment) Site Information Form Processing Fee
(Contaminated Site.Profile) (cost per property)

$100.00 $100.00$100.00

Water Meter Read System Prepayment
19, 25, 38, and 50 mm services

$140.75$135.25 $138.00

Signs
- Combination Traffic Control & Road Name Sign

$274.00 $285.00 $285.00

- Single Traffic Control or Road Name Sign $165.00 $171.50 $171.50
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Bylaw #1387 - 1984
(Refuse, Collection & Disposal Bylaw)

Schedule "A"

2011 Rate

Proposed Rate
Effective

January 1, 2012

Proposed Rate
Effective

January 1, 2012

Extra Garbage Bag Stickers $3.00 $3.50 $3.50

All refuse except as specified below
(per tonne)

$85.00 $92.50 $95.00

Minimum Charge for loads of refuse up to 54 kg for Mission and Electoral Areas
C, F & G residents (per load)

$5.00 $5.00 $5.00

Minimum charge for loads of refuse up to 72 kg for customers from outside
Mission and Electoral Areas C. F and G - per load

$11.00 $10.00 $10.00

Surcharge for unsecured loads (any size) $10.00 $10.00 $10.00

Municipal collection contract refuse $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

Gyproc - per tonne $140.00 $145.00 $145.00

Tires (passenger car & light truck tires only) - all other tires at garbage rate $2.00 $0.00 $0.00

Brush Waste - per/tonne $60.00 $55.00 $60.00

Residential recycling** for DoM 	 & Electoral Areas C, F, G Residents $0.00 $0.00 $0.00

At the Engineer's discretion, loads with refuse received from outside the District of
Mission or Electorial Areas C,F, G - pertonne

$150.00 $150.00 $150.00

At the Engineer's discretion, loads with refuse requiring special management
practices, collected outside or within DoM or Electorial Areas C,F, G - per tonne

$150.00 $150.00 $150.00

Surcharge for unsorted loads arriving at the Misison Landfill (charged at the
highest tipping fee of recyclable material not being sorted out)

50% 50% 50%

Commercial loads of asbestos waste from within Mission and other sources at the
Engineer's discretion

$200 daily
burial charge
plus $200 per

tonne

$200 daily burial
charge plus $200 per

tonne

$200 daily burial
I

charge plus $200
per tonne

Soil, rocks, bricks, small concrete blocks, and sod N/A $30.00 $30.00

Contaminiated Soil - per tonne N/A $7.00 $7.00

Any mixed loads will be assessed at the higher tipping fee 
"*Residential recyclables include only those items generated in dwelling units in the District of Mission or Fraser Valley Regional District Electoral
Areas C, F, or G and DO NOT include any materials generated through a commercial, industrial or institutional process. Recyclables include
separated scrap metal and appliances (dishwashers, stoves, fridges, washers, and dryers) as well as other recyclablematerials as defined in the
Collection, Removal, and Marketing of Recyclables Bylaw (2639-1993)
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FILE: PRO.DEVZON

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Planner
Date: 	 November 7, 2011
Subject: 	 Update to Land Use Application Procedures and Fees for 2012 and 2013

Recommendation
That the following report be received for information

Background

Schedule A of the District of Mission Land Use Application Procedures and Fees Bylaw 3612-
2003 outlines the various application fee and charges for the wide range of services that the
Planning Department provides to the public. As policies, bylaws, and procedures change over
time, it is important to update this bylaw to keep it current with changing circumstances.
Furthermore, based upon a review of the staff time and resources required to process various
land use applications and provide other miscellaneous services, it is important that these fees
be updated to reflect the department's costs.

Overview of Proposed Changes to Schedule A of the Land Use Application Procedures
and Fees Bylaw 3612-2003

Rezoning 
1. Delete the two-tiered fee structure for single-family residential rezoning applications and

create one fee category for single family and two-family residential rezoning applications;
2. Clarify the wording for secondary dwelling unit applications (to add "s" to current zone

where permitted); and,
3. Amend the fee for "all other" rezoning applications to be consistent with the fee for

single-family and two-family residential rezoning applications.

Official Community Plan Amendment
4. Clean up the text for Official Community Plan amendments by including brackets for any

explanatory notes; and,
5. Amend the fee for OCP amendments with rezoning to better reflect the costs for staff

time and public notification.

Permits
6. Break out the fees for Development Permits by type;
7. Create a stand-alone category for Commercial and Residential Mixed Use Development

Permits;



8. Create sub-categories under Intensive Residential Development Permits for:

o Neighourhood Form and Character DPs that run concurrently with Rezoning and
Subdivision Applications

o Intensive Residential Design Review for those properties that are subject to a
previously approved Neighbourhood Form and Character DP/Restrictive
Covenant

9. Infill Residential DP for properties within the OCP Infill Residential Development Permit
Area (Area "A" on OCP Map 5);

10.Increase fee for Hazardous Lands/Environmental to better reflect the staff time required
for reviewing technical studies and the need for consulting with internal departments and
outside agencies (Department of Fisheries and Oceans. Ministry of Environment);

11.Provide further clarification to the "Development Variance Permit — basic" category by
specifying that this only includes variances to the Zoning Bylaw; and,

12.Add a new category for Temporary Use Permit Extensions and Renewals. The fee
reflects half of the cost of a TUP since a significant portion of the work required to
process these permit extensions/renewals will have been done by staff as part of the
initial TUP review.

Request for Council Resolution 

13.Add a new section for Bylaw Variance Requests where applicants would like to vary a
bylaw other than the Zoning Bylaw (for example, the Subdivision Control Bylaw); and,

14.Include Site Specific Exemption from Floodplain Management Bylaw under the new
Request for Council Resolution section.

Miscellaneous Fees

15.Add "Fee" to the title of this section in order to provide more clarification;

16.Provide consistency between the District of Mission fee for liquor license inquiries and
the liquor license application categories used by the Liquor Control and Licensing Board
(LCLB). For instance, distinguishing applications according to request for new Liquor
Primary Licence Applications, Liquor Primary Licence Amendments, and Food Primary
Licence Amendments;

17.Reduce the fee for Change of Owner/Applicant on a development application file from
$348 to $100. Changing this information can be performed quickly by administrative staff
and the departmental costs are substantially lower than the current fee;

18.Change Downtown Facade Review to Commercial Façade Review to include other
commercial properties outside of the downtown area where a change in the façade may
have an impact;

19.Provide a new fee category for Legal Document Amendment/Discharge. This would
address requests such as the removal of a right-of-way/easement on a property which
may no longer be required and/or applicable;
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20.Specify under the "Request by Developer for Staff Attendance at a Public Information
Meeting" that the cost per staff member is hourly; and,

21.Remove the "Request for List of Property Owners/Addresses (cost per acre) since the
DOM does not provide information on residents to protect the privacy of its residents.

All of the above-noted changes have been highlighted in Appendix A of this report. The far right
column of Appendix "A" shows the corresponding item number as outlined above. Any
proposed changes and/or additions are highlighted in bold text and any deletions are shown as
strike-through text. The italicized text indicates a 4% increase in fees for 2012 and 2013 for
those categories where no changes have been proposed. The fees indicated in bold have also
been adjusted with 4% increases for 2012 and 2013 but are distinguished differently in order to
highlight more significant changes that are proposed by staff for Schedule A.

In summary, these proposed changes will allow staff to continue to provide services to the
public by having a fee structure that better takes into account District of Mission resources.
Furthermore, the proposed changes will make it easier for the public to determine which
services they require for their various development inquiries through a more simplified and
straightforward fee structure.

Sharcin Fletcher
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING

G:\COMDEV\PINDER\2012 Fees and Charges Review\Report to Council - Proposed Updates to Land Use Application Procedures and Fees.docx
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APPENDIX A - PROPOSED CHANGES TO SCHEDULE A OF THE LAND USE APPLICATION PROCEDURES AND FEES BYLAW

Application fees for the purpose of recovering the directed costs of the processing, inspecting, and advertising relating to the

application shall be deposited at the time of application in accordance with the following schedule:
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APPLICATION TYPE

REZONING
Multi-Family Residential

Single Family/Two Family Residential

Single Family Residential (up to and including 10 lots)

Single Family Residential (gr ater than 10 lots)

Commercial, Industrial, Institutional Uses

Commercial and Residential Mixed Use

Secondary Dwelling Unit, prior to installation

(to add "s" to current zone where permitted)

All others (including text change)

Comprehensive Development

Rezoning Extensions

OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAt, AMENDMENT

Official Community Plan (amendment only)

Official Community Plan (amendment with rezoning)

Agricultural Land Reserve Application Fee

Non-refundable portion

Portion forwarded to the Province, or refunded to Regis-ered

Owner if application is not supported by council

LAND USE CONTRACT AMENDMENT

Major

Minor

PERMITS

Development Permit - Industrial

Development Permit - Commercial

Development Permit - Downtown Facade Review (LAN.42)

Development Permit - Multi-Family Residential

Development Permit - Commercial and Residential Mixed Use

Development Permit - Intensive Residential

Neighbourhood Form and Character

Intensive Residential Design Review (review design of a proposed

home for conformance with previously issued Neighbourhood Form

and Character DP)

Development Permit - Infill Residential

Development Permit - Hazardous Lands/Environmental

Development Permit - Other

Development Permit - Minor Amendment (new)

Development Variance Permit - basic (Zoning Bylaw)

plus per second and subsequent variances requested

Land Title Office Fee

Temporary Commercial, Industrial, Institutional Use Permit

Temporary Use Permit Extension and Renewal

FEE 	 PROPOSED RATE 	 Corresponding

Item # in Report

2010 2011 2012 2013

$4,277.00 54,405.00 $4,581.00 $4,764.0u
$3,304.00 $3,436.00 $3,574.00

$2,811.00 $2,898.00

$3,602.00 $3,710.00

$4,221.00 $4,348.00 $4,522.00 $4,703.00

$4,784.00 $4,928.00 $5,125.00 $5,330.00

$845.00 $870.00 $905.00 $941.00 2

$2,814.00 $2,898.00 $3,436.00 $3,574.00

$4,783.00 $4,926.00 $5,123.04 $5,328.00

$2,251.00 $2,319.00 $2,412.00 $2,508.00

$2,251.00 $2,319.00 $2,412.00 $2,509.00 4

$844.00 $869.00 $1,160.00 $1,206.00 4,5

$600.00 $600.00 $600.00 $600.00

$300.00 $300.00 $300.00 $300.00

-$300.00 -$300.00 -$300.00 -$300.00

$2,476.00 $2,550.00 $2,652.00 $2,758.00

$1,689.00 $1,740.00 $1,809.00 $1,881.00

$2,138.00 $2,202.00 $2,290.00 $2,382.00 6

$2,138.00 $2,202.00 $2,290.00 $2,382.00 6

$450.00 $464.00 $483.00 $502.00 6

$2,814.00 $2,898.00 $3,014.00 $3,135.00 6

$3,558.00 $3,700.00 6,7

8

$2,200.00 $2,288.00 8

$250.00 $260.00

8

$1,100.00 $1,144.00 9

$318.00 $750.00 $780.00

$2,138.00 $2,202.00 $2,290.00 $2,382.00

$225.00 $232.00 $241.00 $251.00

$1,688.00 $1,739.00 $1,809.00 $1,881.00 11

$225.00 $232.00 $241.00 $251.00

$75.00 $75.00 $75.00 $75.00

$4,221.00 $4,348.00 $4,522.00 $4,703.00

$2,261.00 $2,352.00 12



APPLICATION TYPE FEE

2010 2011

PROPOSED RATE Corresponding

Item # in Report

REQUEST FOR COUNCIL RESOLUTION

2012 2013

Bylaw Variance Request $1,809.00 $1,881.00 13

Site specific exemption from Floodplain Management Bylaw $1,688.00 $1,756.00 $1,826.00 14

MISCELLANEOUS FEES 15

Final Plan Approval Fee 584.00 587.00 $91.00 795.00

(*see also Subdivision Control Bylaw 1500-1985)

Strata Title Conversion/Phased Strata Development $1,351.00 $1,392.00 $1,448.00 $1,506.00

plus per unit (estimated 16 unit average) $84.00 $87.00 $91.00 $95.00

$1152.00 $3,217.00 16Liquor Licence Inquiry

Liquor Primary, new licence (exclusive of rezoning) $3,152.00 $3,247.00 $3,377.00 $3,513.00 16

Liqour Primary Licence Amendment (change to existing licence,
$1,200.00 $1,200.00

increased seating capacity, patio endorsement, hours of operation) 16

Food Primary Licence Amendment (extension of liquor service hours $1,200.00 $1,200.00
past midnight, or for patron participation) 16

Site Information Form processing fee (contaminated site profile) (cost
per property)

$100.00 $100.00 $100.00 $100.00

(*see also Subdivision Control Bylaw 1500-1985)

Provincial (Ministry of Environment) $100.00 $100.00 $100.00 $100.00

Site Information Form processing fee (contaminated site profile) (cost
per property)

(*see also Subdivision Control Bylaw 1500-1985)

Change of Owner/Applicant on a development application file $338.00 $348.00 $100.00 $100.00 17

Official Community Plan Background Reports & Planning Studies (cost
per each document)

$45.00 $46.00 $48.00 $50.00

Commercial Facade Review $225.00 $232.00 $242.00 $252.00 18

OCP/Zoning Research Letters (cost per property) $225.00 $232.00 $242.00 $252.00

Legal Document Amendment/Discharge $375.00 $390.00 19

Development Inquiry Fee (written comments provided following
development meeting)

$281.00 $289.00 $301.00 $313.00

Request by Developer for Staff Attendance at Public Information $169.00 $174.00 $181.00 $189.00
Meeting (cost per staff member/per hour) 20

!:.112.00 $115.00 21Request for List 	 Property Owners/Addressesof 	 (cost per ar a)

Fee for copy of a legal plan $3.00 $3.00 $3.00 $3.00

LEGEND

Itolics- fee increase by 4%
Bold- new fees, major changes
Strikethrough remove fcc
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The Mission International Cultural Association
34237 Jasper Ave
Mission. British Columbia
Canada V2V 6P3
infor&missionica.corn    

November 3. 2011

District of Mission Mayor and Council,

MICA Council Liaison

Please accept this letter as request for Council to appoint a liaison for the newly established
Mission International Cultural Association (MICA).

MICA was recently established as a registered society with the purpose to foster international
and intercultural friendships and understanding by:

• Operating as charity to fundraise and allocate funds to promote understanding between
cultures and people of various countries around the world

• Acting as a co-coordinator for volunteers and organizations who wish to promote
international and intercultural understanding.

• Conducting activities and programs which foster international and intercultural
understanding.

• Providing leadership in the promotion of effective international and intercultural
understanding.

• Being the local contact for governments, organizations, service clubs, and individuals who
wish to promote international and intercultural understanding.

• Receiving and administering grants, gifts, and other income to promote international and
intercultural understanding.

• Coordinating the hosting of international and intercultural groups and individuals visiting the
District of Mission, BC.

• Cooperating with other organizations having similar aims and purposes.

To date, MICA has approx 35 paid members, has hosted 3 very successful cultural events, and
raised over $5000 which has been distributed to the Canadian Red Cross Japan and Africa Relief
efforts as well to the association's fundraising efforts for the Oyama Sister City delegation to
Mission in 2012.

The next meeting of MICA will be held Wednesday, February 15 th , 2012 at 5:00pm in the
boardroom at the municipal hall. We would invite council's appointed liaison to attend this
meeting.
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The Mission International Cultural Association

34237 Jasper Ave
Mission, British Columbia
Canada V2V 6P3
infomissionica.com   

For further information and correspondence, please contact MICA president, Gary Westhora at

infogmissionica.com ,

Thank-you,

MICA Board of Directors



Minutes of the SPECIAL MEETING of the DISTRICT OF MISSION COUNCIL (for the
purpose of going into a special closed meeting) held in the Conference Room of
the Municipal Hall, 8645 Stave Lake Street, Mission, British Columbia, on November
14, 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

SC(C)2011/006
NOV 14/11

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order.

2. RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE PUBLIC

Moved by Councillor Plecas, seconded by Councillor Horn, and

RESOLVED: That, pursuant to Sections 90 and 92 of the Community Charter, this
Special Meeting of Council be closed to the public as the subject matter being
considered relates to the following:

• 	 Section 90(1)(f) of the Community Charter— law enforcement, if the council considers
that disclosure could reasonably be expected to harm the conduct of an investigation
under or enforcement of an enactment.

CARRIED

SC(C)2011/007
NOV 14/11

3. RECESS TO CLOSED COUNCIL MEETING

The meeting recessed at 3:31 p.m.

4. RECONVENE TO SPECIAL MEETING OF COUNCIL

The meeting reconvened at 4:34 p.m.

5. ADJOURNMENT

Moved by Councillor Gidda, seconded by Councillor Scudder, and

RESOLVED: That the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED
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Special Council Meeting
November 14, 2011 	 Page 2 of 2

The meeting was adjourned at 4:34 p.m.

JAMES ATEBE
MAYOR 

PAUL GIPPS
DEPUTY CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
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