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ON THE FRASER

Regular Council Agenda
September 6, 2011 — 6:30 p.m.

Council Chambers
8645 Stave Lake Street, Mission, BC

1. 	 PROCLAMATIONS

(a) Restorative Justice Week — November 13 to 20, 2011 	 Page 4
Correctional Services Canada

(b) United Way Month — October, 2011 	 Page 6
United Way Fraser Valley

2. 	 DELEGATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

(a) Diane Kalen-Sukra, Privatization Coordinator, CUPE and Page 8
Janet Chalmers, Spokesperson, Water Watch Mission-Abbotsford
Re: Future Water Needs

(b) Lloyd John McKimmon Page 9
Re: Noise Issues Log De-Barker in Hatzic

3. ADOPTION OF INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

(a) Ferndale Institution Population Profile — August 2011 Page 10

(b) Mission Institution Report — July 2011 Page 11

4. RESOLUTION TO RESOLVE INTO COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

5. PLANNING

(a) Rezoning Application R10-025 — Amendments to Target Zone 	 Page 18

(b) Development Variance Permit Application DV11-010 (Solterra 	 Page 20
Development (Silver Creek) Corp.) — 7233 and 7238 River Place

(c) 	 Bylaw for Third Reading 	 Page 36

6. 	 ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE

(a) Request to Waive Planning Fees, Building Permit Fees and 	 Page 37
Development Cost Charges (DCCs)

(b) Capital Asset Accounting Policy 	 Page 40

(c) Town Square Project 	 Page 45

(d) Conference Expense Request 	 Page 46
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(e) Repeal of Bylaw 5152-2010 and Amendment of Bylaw 5214-2011 	 Page 47

(f) Amended Development Cost Charges (DCCs) Bylaw 	 Page 48

7. 	 ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS

(a) Resident request for Sidewalk on 14 th Avenue 	 Page 51

(b) Improving Transit Service to Mission School District 75 	 Page 55

(c) Signing 2011/2012 Transit Annual Operating Agreement 	 Page 61

(d) Universal Water Metering System Analysis and Preliminary Cost 	 Page 62
Implications

8. RESOLUTION TO RISE AND REPORT

9. ADOPTION OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE REPORT

10. BYLAWS

MOTION: That the readings of all bylaws included in the Bylaws section of the
September 6, 2011 regular council agenda be approved as listed.

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

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

(c) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5221-2011-
5050(43) (R11-005 — Mikes) — a bylaw to rezone property at
30265 Berg Avenue from Rural 16 Zone (RU16) to Rural
Residential 7 Zone (RR7)

(d) District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5229-2011-
5050(49) (R10-025 — N & J Developments) — a bylaw to rezone
property at 32526, 32540 and 32562 Richards Avenue from
Rural 16 Zone (RU16) to Rural Residential 7 Zone (RR7)

(e) 	 District of Mission Zoning Amending Bylaw 5229-2011-
5050(49) (R10-025 — N & J Developments) — a bylaw to rezone
property at 32526, 32540 and 32562 Richards Avenue from
Rural 16 Zone (RU16) to Rural Residential 7 Zone (RR7)

District of Mission Subdivision Control Amending Bylaw
5234-2010-1500(36) — a bylaw to provide for housekeeping
amendments to Schedule "D"

District of Mission User Fees and Charges Amending Bylaw
5235-2011-4029(2) — a bylaw to provide housekeeping
amendments to Section C

District of Mission Street Naming (River Place) Bylaw 5240-
2011 — a bylaw to name a portion of new road and extension of
road

Rescind Third
Reading

Third Reading
(as amended)

Third Reading

Rescind Second
Reading

Second Reading
(as amended)

Adoption

Adoption

First, Second and
Third Readings
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(i) 	 District of Mission Repeal Bylaw 5241-2011 — a bylaw to repeal 	 First, Second and
District of Mission Repeal Bylaw 5152-2010 	 Third Readings

11. 	 MINUTES

(a) Regular Council Meeting — August 15, 2011 	 Page 72

(b) Special Council Meeting (for the purpose of going into a closed 	 Page 82
meeting) — August 16, 2011

(c) 	 Regular Council Meeting (for the purpose of going into a closed 	 Page 84
meeting) — August 22, 2011

12. 	 OTHER BUSINESS

(a) 	 Release from Closed Council on August 22, 2011 	 Page 86

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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RESTORATIVE SEMAINE DE LA
JUSTICE WEE 	 JUSTICE REPARATRICE

2.04 2011
It gives me great pleasure to call upon all Mayors, Chiefs, Reeves, Councillors and community leaders from across
Canada to proclaim Restorative Justice Week 2011. The Correctional Service of Canada (CSC) has been an
active partner in the restorative justice community for more than a decade and has been proud to provide
leadership to the annual celebration since 1996.

Restorative Justice Week 2011 will be held in Canada, and throughout the world, from November 13 th - 20 th for the
purpose of sharing the concrete learning and results that have come from the growing experience of practitioners
and stakeholders in the application of a restorative justice approach and processes.

The theme this year is "Re-visioning Justice". This theme calls upon all of us to envision how a restorative justice
approach can be applied and implemented within existing systems. It is a challenge to the health care systems,
educational systems, justice systems, correctional systems, and all other systems and/or levels of government, to
be creative and innovative in looking at 'justice' through a restorative justice lens.

Municipal recognition of Restorative Justice Week increases from year to year. In 2010, 378 municipalities across
Canada proclaimed Restorative Justice Week; an increase of 130% from 2009. In addition, the provinces of Nova
Scotia, Manitoba, Saskatchewan, and British Columbia proclaimed the Week. Restorative Justice Week was also
celebrated in at least 19 other countries. This year, with your support, we hope to build on this success. Here are
some ideas of things you could do as leaders in your community:

• Declare / proclaim Restorative Justice Week 2011. We have included with this letter a copy of the
proclamation. A printable version can also be found on our website:
www.csc-scc.oc.ca/text/h/ri2011/denbroc-encohtml;

• Host a town hall meeting to promote an awareness of how restorative justice is expressed in your
communities;

• Challenge your community partners to create a local planning committee for Restorative Justice Week 2011
activities;

• Invite a guest speaker from your community, who is involved in restorative justice, to share their perspectives.

Should you require someone to talk to your city council or if you would like more information, please contact CSC's
Restorative Justice Division at restorativeiusticecsc-scc.qc.ca . Please fax a copy of the proclamation or the
minutes of the meeting declaring/proclaiming Restorative Justice Week 2011, as well as your contact
information,. to (613) 943-2171.

For more information on Restorative Justice Week 2011 and available resources, or to let us know if your city, town
or village is planning an event, visit www.csc-scc.cic.ca/text/ri/index-eno.shtml . Not only will your Restorative Justice
Week event be posted online, it will also be published in the Restorative Justice Week National Report.
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WREREAS, in the face of crime or conflict, restorative justice offers a philosophy and

approach that views these matters principally as harm done to people and relationships; and

WREXEAS, restorative justice approaches strive to provide support and opportunities for

the voluntary participation and communication between those affected by crime and conflict

(victims, offenders, community) to encourage accountability, reparation and a movement

towards understanding, feelings of satisfaction, healing and a sense of closure; and

WIPEREAS, this year's theme for Restorative Justice Week is "Re-visioning Justice", it is

an opportunity to learn about restorative justice, educate and celebrate along with other

communities across the country during the week.

DEUEORE, I, 	 , do hereby
(Title and Name),

proclaim November 13 - November 20, 2011 as Restorative Justice Weekin the
	  of	

(type of municipality) 	 (name of municipality)



United Way
Fraser Valley

6

Abbotsford: 604.852.1234
Chilliwack: 604.701.6633
Toh-tree1.388.251.7777

Fax: 604.852.2316
44201-31667 South Fraser Way, Abbotsford, BC V21 1T8

www. uvrfv. bc.ca

District of Mission
8645 Stave Lake Street,
Mission, B.C. V2V 4L9

Board Members:

President

Kristine Bienert

Vice President

Ray Warren

Treasurer

Jason VanGarderen

Directors

Richard Ashton

Ian Chapman

Laurie Dyck

Frank Dunham

Bruce Howell

Kenny Jones

Deborah Mohr

Rose Shawlee

Linda Sonmor

August 17, 2011

Dear Mayor James Atebe and Council,

Re: Request for Proclamation of October as United Way month

As the Director of Resource Development for United Way of the Fraser Valley, I am
requesting that the District of Mission proclaims the month of October as United Way
month.

We will be kicking off our fall workplace fundraising campaign Sept. 17 at Celebrate
Mission, and would love to have Mayor Atebe also announce the proclamation. We hope
to build upon this, and involve as many business people in the community in supporting
many of Mission's charities on an annual basis.

In 2010, 25 Mission organizations had United Way campaigns, raising $49,071. Of this,
$46,435.12 was directly funded back into five Mission agencies, plus grants to agencies
such as Big Brother Big Sisters, CNIB, Parent Support Services and Fraser Valley Child
Development Centre that serve the Mission area.

United Way of the Fraser Valley is woven into the fabric of Mission individuals, families
and children. We ask that the Mission Council recognizes our efforts and assists in
raising our profile this fall by proclaiming October as United Way month.

Lori Masse
Director of Resource Development
United Way Fraser Valley

lori@uwfv.bc.ca



Unfted Way
( Fraser Valley

Proclamation:

That October be proclaimed United Way month

Whereas: 	 United Way of the Fraser Valley's geographical area encompasses the entire

District of Mission, where seven local agencies and programs received

grants in 2011 through the fundraising efforts that took place in Mission

businesses.

Whereas: 	 The money raised in this community stays in this community, supporting and

enriching the lives of our colleagues, customers, friends and families.

Whereas: 	 United Way focuses on all that kids can be, healthy people, strong

communities, and moving people from poverty to possibility.

Whereas: 	 United Way's mission is that together, we inspire people to make a

difference to the social well-being of our communities.

Whereas: 	 The United Way's vision is healthy, thriving communities where people help

each other to live full lives.

Whereas: 	 No matter what the size, contributions will multiply when invested with

others.

Whereas: 	 Change starts here — in Mission, B.C.

Now, therefore, be it resolved that the District of Mission hereby proclaims October as

United Way Month
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Mission
ON THE FRASER

Delegation Confirmed to Appear on: 	

Date Confirmed: Confirmed by: 	

REQUEST TO APPEAR AS A DELEGATION

Date: Monday August 8, 2011 

To: Deputy 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:

On Monday April 5. 2011 Mission Council ioined a long and growing list of communities that
have rejected proposals to privatize their water services. We applaud Council for listening to
the will of Mission residents who said very clearly that they didn't want our water to be operated
for a profit and want to  keep it in public  hands. 

As our community seeks out a "made-in-Mission" solution to our future water needs. we ask
Council to reaffirm that commitment by agreeing to put forward and/or support a resolution to
the Union of BC Municipalities (originally submitted by Burnaby Council in June) urging the body
to call upon the Federal Government on behalf of municipalities to fulfill its responsibility to 
invest in the renewal and replacement of public water  and wastewater infrastructure. 

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: Diane Kalen-Sukra, Privatization Coordinator. CUPE I Janet Chalmers. Spokesperson, 
Water Watch Mission-Abbotsford

THIS INFORMATION COLLECTED FOR INTERNAL OFFICE USE ONLY:

Address:

City/Province

Postal Code:

Email:

Cope 491
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REQUEST TO APPEAR AS A DELEGATION

Date: 	A-bc._ 13' 1 I 
To: Director of Corporate Administration

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

Name: 	

THIS INFORMATION COLLECTED FOR INTERNAL OFFICE USE ONLY:

Address:

City/Province:

Postal Code:

Email:

Delegation Confirmed to Appear on: 	Se10- (=' I \

Date Confirmed: 14,c1c, is-- I I! 	Confirmed by: 3-ig
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Ferndale Institution Population Profile
August 2011 

Population Total as of August 2011 151

Number of Aboriginal Offenders 15
Number of Other Ethnicities 41
Number of Caucasian 95

Age Groups
<20 0
21 - 30 18
31 - 40 33
41 - 50 38
51 - 60 46
61 -70 13
71+ 3

Len th of Sentence
2 - 5 years 63 -41.72%
6 - 10 years 23 —15.23%
11 - 25 years 12 — 7.95%
Over 26 years 2 — 1.32%
Indeterminate (Life sentences) _• 5/ — 33.77%

Dangerous Offenders 0

Number with Gang Affiliation (Member/Associate) 12
Number with Sex Offence (5 of 21 are not in programming) 21
Number of Community Escorted Temporary Absences
(Prey Month)

247

Number of Unescorted Temporary Absences (Current) 4
Number of Work Releases (Current) 0

10



DISTRICT OF MISSION REPORT

JULY, 2011

Enclosures:

• District of Mission Public Safety Committee Report

• Definitions

• Major Offence Profile

• Institutional Programming and Community Involvement

1
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CORRECTIONAL SERVICE OF CANADA
MISSION INSTITUTION

DISTRICT OF MISSION PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE REPORT
Jul-11

STATISTICAL INFORMATION UP TO AND INCLUDING THE LAST DAY OF EACH MONTH
L. -- 	:7--7)-)t--_: mu ryo ApElmIgsvois$014)144VoTtEM -----WL-AIW -4-4+-.0,3_4-. )Ff-*1.-7 . _)-1,11R-rillW5k-tii.;-)t)::-AMY=1-- 11W )-fl-'f-gtAnN. )==--:-War4"!-4 )_ :).--=)-7.-	 ;i).GT.,=4=k4--_,)__11VL:t.f1f:F;i:P.E0ft;

Inside Institutional Count 273 273 274 272 265 256 264
Number of Inmates at Outside Court 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Number of Inmates at Outside Hospital C 0 0 0 0 0 1
Number of Inmates on Bail 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

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

Total Number of Inmates at Mission 274 274 275 273 266 257 266

) :',4.-::)-1-72=Vaiii1WiiiiiTiWeUtalltillaifirtlilileritake-fr4714 126 	 124 I 1-R-7 123 I 121 I 126

Transfer Out to Maximum Security 4 2 5 6 6 9 2
Transfer Out to Medium Securrty, 0 1 1 5 3 0 2

_ 	 Transfer Out to Minimum Security 6 2 2 4 11 4 2
Transfer Out to Other (Provincial, etc.) 0 0 0 _ 	 0 0 0 0

Transfer In from Maximum Security ) 1 0 3 1 3 11 1

Transfer in from Medium Security 8 5 6 5 8 6 6
Transfer In from Minimum Security 1 0 1 1 1 2 2

transfer in from Other (Provincial, etc) 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
1 range: in from Multi-level Security_ 2 0 6 8 2 9 8

Transfer In from RRAC 2 5 5 9 9 2 4
Admitted by Suspension 2 3 0 1 4 2 5

•

Revocation 0 I 	 7 4 1 1 1 1 i
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Day Parole 0 1 0 3 I 2 2
Full Parole 0,___ 0 0 0 0 0 0

Statutory Release 5 4 7 8 9 2 3_

_ 	 Warrant Expiry 0 0 0 2 0 0 1
_ 	 Death 0 o 0 0 0 0 0

Bail 0 0 0 	 1 0 0 0 0

U.A.L._ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Court Ordered Release 0 0 0 0 1 0 0
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Number of individual Escorted Temporary Absences 	 for the month. 2 1
Number of Inmates on an Unescorted Temporary Absence during the month. 0 1 1 1 1 1 1
Number participating in the Perimeter Work Clearance Program for the month. 6 4 6 3 2 1 4
Number of Inmates participating in the Work Release Program for the month. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1
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DEFINITIONS

SAIL

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

TEMPORARY ABSENCES AND DAY PAROLE

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

TA's are either escorted (ETAs) or unescorted (UTAs). Typically, ETAs are not longer than eight hours and UTAs may
run from 8 hours to 60 days. The type of offence and sentence length determines whether the Correctional Service of
Canada or the National Parole Board has authority to issue TAs. In simplistic form, the National Parole Board determines
all TAs for offenders serving Life sentences and for other violent offences that resulted in serious harm to the victims. The
Warden, as the head of the releasing institution, retains complete responsibility for the final clearance of offenders being
released on TAs and provides a written recommendation to the N.P.B. when they possess the legal authority.

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

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

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

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

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

FULL PAROLE

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

STATUTORY RELEASE

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

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

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



Correctional Service of Canada

PROTECTED B

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

MISSION INSTITUTION

POSSESS NARCOTIC (000010) 2 0.73%

OBSTRUCT PUBLIC/PEACE OFFICER (003480) 3 1,10%

OBSTRUCT JUSTICE - OTHER WAYS (003930) 1 0.37%

PUBLIC MISCHIEF - MAKE FALSE STATEMENT (003970) 1 0,37%

RAPE (004120) 2 0.73%

UNLAWFULLY AT LARGE (004175) 1 0.37%

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

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

FAIL TO ATTEND COURT - JUDGE'S ORDER (004210) 1 D.37%

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

FAIL TO COMPLY W/COND OF UNDER/RECOG (004230) 2 0.73%

FAIL TO APPEAR - APPEARANCE NOTICE (004270) 5 1.83%

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

NON CAPITAL MURDER (006210) 1 0.37%

FIRST DEGREE MURDER (006350) 6 2.20%

SECOND DEGREE MURDER (006360) 7 2.56%

MANSLAUGHTER (006370) 1 0.37%

ATTEMPT MURDER (006410) 1 0,37%

FIRST DEGREE MURDER (006650) 32 11.72%

SECOND DEGREE MURDER (006660) 51 18.68%

MANSLAUGHTER (006720) 2 0,73%

OVERCOME RESISTANCE - ADM DRUGS (007270) 1 0.37%

DANGEROUS OPERATION OF MOTOR VEHICLE (007380) 4 1,47%

IMPAIRED DRIVING - CAUSE DEATH (007800) 1 0.37%

ASSAULT - USE OF FORCE (007980) 1 0.37%

ASSAULT - USE OF FORCE (007990) 1 0.37%

ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM (008060) 2 0.73%
AGGRAVATED ASSAULT (008070) 5 1.83%

ASSAULT PEACE OFFICER (008100) 1 0.37%
SEXUAL ASSAULT (008160) 12 4,40%

Date and time extracted: 2011/08/02 2:26:11PM EST 	 Page 1 of 3
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SEXUAL ASSAULT CAUSING BODILY HARM (008200) 3 1.10%

KIDNAP - HOLD FOR RANSOM (008280) 1 0.37%

FORCIBLE CONFINEMENT (008290) 2 0.73%

ROBBERY (008710) 1 0.37%

THEFT OVER (008990) 1 0.37%

THEFT UNDER (009000) 2 0.73%

THEFT UNDER (009010) 1 0.37%

ROBBERY (009865) 1 0.37%

BREAK ENTER IN/INTENT (009970) 7 2.56%

BREAK ENTER AND COMMIT (009980) 12 4.40%

FOSS PROP OBT BY CRIME-OVER (010180) 2 0.73%

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

ATTEMPT (012130) 1 0.37%

MISCHIEF IN RELATION TO OTHER PROP (012520) 2 0.73%

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

ATTEMPT IND OFFENCE (013280) 1 0.37%

CONSPIRE TO COMMIT MURDER (013360) 1 0.37%

CONSPIRE TO COMMIT IND OFF (013380) 3 1.10%

PROVINCIAL STATUTES (013650) 1 0,37%

FAIL TO COMPLY W/PROB ORDER (013790) 1 0.37%

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

USE WIT FIREARM WHILE COMMITTING (014690) 1 0.37%

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

MANSLAUGHTER - USE FIREARM (014740) 1 0.37%

MANSLAUGHTER - ALL OTHERS (014750) 12 4,40%

ATT MURDER - USE FIREARM (014760) 1 0.37%

ATT MURDER - ALL OTHERS (014770) 1 0.37%

SEXUAL ASSAULT WANEAPON - ALL OTHERS (014850) 2 0,73%

SEXUAL ASSAULT CBH - ALL OTHERS (014890) 2 0.73%

AGG. SEXUAL ASSAULT - ALL OTHERS (014930) 3 1.10%

KIDNAP - UNLAWFULLY CONFINE - FIREARM (014940) 1 0.37%

KIDNAP - UNLAWFULLY CONFINE - ALL OTHERS (014970) 4 1.47%

KIDNAP - HOLD FOR RANSOM - ALL OTHERS (014990) 1 0.37%

ROBBERY - USE FIREARM (015040) 1 0.37%

ROBBERY - ALL OTHERS (015050) 22 8.06%

FAIL TO COMPLY WI PROBATION ORDER (015080) 1 0.37%

FAIL TO COMPLY W/ PROBATION ORDER (015090) 3 1.10%

Date and time extracted: 2011/08/02 2:26:11PM EST 	 Page 1 of 3
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POSS, SCHEDULE I SUBSTANCE (015170) 2 0.73%

TRAFFIC IN SCHEDULE I/II SUBSTANCE (015280) 2 0.73%

FOSS SCHEDULE I/II SUBST FOR PURP TRAFF (015340) 4 1.47%

POSS SCHED III SUBST FOR PURP TRAFF (015350) 1 0.37%

PRODUCTION OF SCHED I/II SUBST (015500) 1 0.37%

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

UTTER FORGED DOCUMENT (015800) 1 0.37%

FOSS PROH/RESTR FARM W/AMMUN (016050) 1 0.37%

POSS WEAPON PURP/TRAFFICKING (016120) 1 0.37%

OPERATE MV - FLIGHT (016610) 1 0.37%

DISARMING A PEACE OFFICER (017100) 1 0,37%

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

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

IDENTITY THEFT (018370) 1 0.37%

Total Number of Offenders: 	 273

16
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INSTITUTION:

a 2 Pathways Sweats
• 2 General Population Sweats
• Currently running 2 Aboriginal ICPM Maintenance program
• Currently running an Aboriginal. Moderate Program
• Main stream Motivational Based Intervention Stratey (MR1S)
• Aboriginal MBIS
• Currently runnin2 . 2 Main Stream ICPM Maintenance group
• CtuTently running 1 Sex Offender ICPM Maintenance group
• Currently running Methadone Maintenance
• Successfully completed an ICPM Multi-Target Moderate
• SuccessfUlly completed the ICPM Non-Intake Primer which will lead into the

ICPM Moderate Program.
• Bible Study
• Movie Night in the Chapel
• Band Practice
• Alpha Group

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT:

• M2 Visit
• Buddist Chaplain.
• Muslim Chaplain
• Sikh Chaplain
• Catholic Service
• Salvation Anny
• Protestant Service
• Wiccan Chaplain
• Challenge Sports Dav
• Population Family Social with an. A.boriginal Focus

17
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Planning Department
MemorandumM

DISTRICT OF

ON THE FRASER "000°.#./

FILE: PRO.DEV.ZON
R10-025

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Planner

Date: 	 September 6, 2011

Subject: 	 Rezoning Application R10-025 — Amendment to Target Zone

Recommendation

1. That the second reading of zone amending bylaw 5229-2011-5050(49) be rescinded and amended
to read:

That, in accordance with Rezoning Application R10-025 (N & J Developments), the Corporate
Officer prepare a bylaw to amend District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 by rezoning the
property located at 32526, 32540 and 32562 Richards Avenue and legally described as:

Parcel Identifier: 010-073-353 Lot 1, Section 5, Township 18, New Westminster District, Plan 20926

Parcel Identifier: 023-691-794 Lot 2, Section 5, Township 18, New Westminster District, 	 Plan
LMP32001

Parcel Identifier: 023-691-786 Lot 1, Section 5, Township 18, New Westminster District, 	 Plan
LMP32001

from Rural 16 (RU16) zone to Rural Residential 7 Secondary Dwelling (RR7s) zone; and

2. That the bylaw be considered for second reading as amended at the Regular Council meeting on
September 6, 2011; and

3. That following such reading, the bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing on October 24, 2011.

Background and Planning Analysis

Development application R10-025 is associated with the rezoning of the properties located at 32526,
32540 and 32562 Richards Avenue (Map 1). The purpose of the rezoning application is to
accommodate the subdivision of the subject properties into ten (10) individual residential lots.

The zone amending bylaw received 1 St and 2'd readings on August 22, 2011 and the public hearing was
subsequently scheduled for September 12, 2011.

The Planning Department was made aware by the applicant that there was an oversight within the
recommendation put forward by staff. The recommendation (given on August 22, 2011) outlined that the
subject properties be rezoned to the Rural Residential 7 Zone. However, the applicant had originally
applied for the site to be rezoned to Rural Residential Secondary Dwelling 7 zone (RR7s) to allow for
secondary dwelling uses on each of the properties within the subdivision. As the standing
recommendation does not permit secondary dwelling options, the Planning Department puts forward a
revised recommendation that reflects the applicant's original request to Council.

After considering the application in terms of allowing secondary dwelling uses with the proposed lots and
the Rural Residential 7 Secondary Dwelling (RR7s) zone's consistency with OCP objectives, Planning
Department staff recommend that the zone amending bylaw be amended to allow for secondary dwelling
uses.

Erik Wilhelm, Planner

G: \COMDEV\ ERIK \Working Development Planning Staff Reports \ R10-025__N and J Developments.docx
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Planning Department
Memorandum

ON THE FRASER
FILE: PRO.DEV.DEV
DV11-010

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Planner
Date: 	 September 6, 2011
Subject: 	 Development Variance Permit Application DV11-010 (Solterra Development

(Silver Creek) Corp.) - 7233 and 7238 River Place

Recommendation

1. 	 That Development Variance Permit Application DV11-010, in the name of Solterra
Development (Silver Creek) Corp. to vary:

a) District of Mission Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 Section 1002 Part E Setbacks by
reducing the minimum required:

i) Setback to the front lot line for a principal building from 4.5 metres to 3.0 metres
on proposed Lot 5 and;

b) District of Mission Subdivision Control Bylaw 1500-1985 by varying the following
road work requirements:

i) Typical Road Section Collector Standard Drawing R-5:

• Paved width from 12 metres to 8.5 metres

• Road dedication width from 20 metres to 13 metres

• Roll over curb in place of barrier curb

• Sidewalks to be installed on one side of the road only

• Increase asphalt thickness from 75 mm to 125 mm
as per drawing 30761 CO3 from ISL Engineering dated July 7, 2011 and attached to
a report from the Planner dated September 6, 2011 as Appendix 1.
ii) Typical Cul-de-Sac Standard Drawing R-7

• To an Off Set Cul-de-Sac style

as per drawing 30761 CO3 from ISL Engineering dated July 7, 2011 and attached to
a report from the Planner dated September 6, 2011 as Appendix 1.

In a proposed industrial development located at 7233 and 7238 River Place.
2. 	 That the Corporate Officer prepare a bylaw to name the road extension, over a portion of

Lots 4 and 5 of Section 18 and 19, Township 17, Group 1 New Westminster District Plan
BCP15619:

■ "River Place" extending south from the existing River Place.

be considered for approval on September 6, 2011.

Summary of Proposal

The owners of Silver Creek Industrial Park wish to subdivide, 7233 and 7238 River Place (Map
1) into five (5) smaller lots. To facilitate the subdivision, the applicant is requesting three
variances, the first to the zoning bylaw for a setback and two other variances to the subdivision
control bylaw for road work requirements.

PAGE 1 OF 15



Background

The subject properties are zoned Industrial Business Park 1 (INBP1) zone. The Silver Creek
Industrial Park was first developed in 2005 with the creation of 20 lots. Lot sizes range from
0.31 to 1.82 hectares (0.76 to 4.5 acres). Over the past few years a number of the smaller lots
have been sold and built upon. There are also four (4) large lots as yet unsold. The two largest
lots, 7233 and 7238 River Place are 1.44 and 1.82 hectares (3.56 and 4.5 acres) respectively,
and have not been built upon. The owners wish to subdivide these two large lots into five (5)
smaller lots ranging in size from 0.41 to 0.85 hectares (1.01 to 2.1 acres) with the view that the
smaller lots are more attractive to potential purchasers.

Official Community Plan Designation

The designation in the Official Community Plan is Industrial. There is no change to the Official
Community Plan required.

Zoning

The subject properties are zoned INBP1. There is no changed proposed to the INBP1 zone.

Street Naming

The existing River Place cul de sac will be extended south to service the new lots. The road
extension would be logically named "River Place".

Internal Comments

The application was reviewed at the Pre-Application meeting. As the applicant is requesting
variances to road construction requirements the Engineering Department's comments have
been attached as Appendix 2.

The Engineering Department, Public Works and the Fire Department are prepared to support
the requested variances to the District of Mission subdivision and Development Control Bylaw
No. 1500-1985.

External Referrals

The usual external referrals will be done as part of the subdivision.

Development Variance Permit Application DV11-010

The variances being requested by the applicant include:

1. Zoning Bylaw 5050-2009 

• Reducing the setback for a principal building to the front lot line for proposed Lot 5 from
4.5 metres to 3.0 metres.

Due to the required 60 metre setback from the Fraser River the building envelope on proposed
Lot 5 is restricted, therefore, locating the building closer to the front lot line than the required 4.5

FILE: PRO.DEV.DEV 	 PAGE 2 OF 15
DEVI 1-010
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metres allows for more parking and manoeuvrability toward the rear of the lot. Staff is able to
support this requested variance.

2. Subdivision Control Bylaw 1500-1985 

i) Vary Typical Road Section Major Collector Standard Drawing R-5 as follows:

• Paved width from 12 metres to 8.5 metres

• Road dedication width from 20 metres to 13 metres

• Roll over curb in place of barrier curb

• Sidewalks to be installed on one side of the road only

• Increase asphalt thickness from 75 mm to 125 mm as per Appendix 1.

ii) Typical Cul d Sac Standard Drawing R07

• To an Off Set Cul de Sac as per Appendix 1.

The applicant's rationale for requesting the above described variances is that due to River Place
being a dead end, and with no further development potential traffic volume will not be
increasing. The request for roll over curb rather than barrier curb is to facilitate the location of
future buildings in terms of access into each lot. The applicant is requesting the variance to
allow sidewalk construction on only one side of the extended River Place, there is minimal
pedestrian traffic anticipated. As well the applicant is requesting an Off-Set Cul de Sac, which is
smaller than the standard cul de sac, due to limited traffic along River Place.

Public Input:

In accordance with the Land Use Application Procedures and Fees bylaw No. 3612-2003,
notification was sent to owners and tenants of lands that are directly affected by the application.
The affected owners and/or tenants are invited to comment on the proposed variances via mail,
email, or by telephone to the Planning Department for inclusion in to a report to Council.

Accordingly, the following is a summary of those comments received:

• One (1) email was received in response to the notification of the requested variances.

The concerns raised by the communication refer to the creation of additional small lots when
there are currently vacant units in the development. The full correspondence is attached as
Appendix 3.

Summary

Staff have reviewed the above requested variances and staff is able to support the requested
variances.

Marcy Bond

GACOMDEV\MARCY\APPLICATIONSUDEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMITS \2011 \DV11-010.docx
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Plan 1
Draft Plan of Subdivision
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Lot 1
0.541 ha

6

Lot 2
0.798 ha

0
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807.'4619

FILE: PRO.DEV.DEV
DEV11-010

PAGE 5 OF 15



1 \

A
• I

Appendix 1
ISL Engineering Drawing 30761-0O3

dated July 7, 2011
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Appendix 2
ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT SUBDIVISION COMMENTS

FILE: S11-013 	 August 2, 2011

CIVIC ADDRESS: 	 7233 and 7238 River Place

In accordance with the District of Mission Subdivision Control Bylaw No. 1500-
1935, the Developer shall provide the following.

DOMESTIC WATER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal water is available on River Place.

Proposed Lot 1 

Developer is required to pay for one (1) water connection for proposed Lot 1. The
Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate servicing plan showing
connection size, location at property line and prove that the existing municipal water
system has the capacity for providing adequate peak hour demand flows and maximum
daily demand plus fire flow for this proposed subdivision and future land use.

The Developer is required to pay for one (1) existing water connection for proposed Lot
1 to be abandoned.

Proposed Lot 2

Proposed Lot 2 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the water main on River
Place.

Developers engineering consultant shall prove that the existing municipal water system
has the capacity for providing adequate peak hour demand flows and maximum daily
demand plus fire flow for this proposed subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 3 

Proposed Lot 3 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the water main on River
Place.

Developers engineering consultant shall prove that the existing municipal water system
has the capacity for providing adequate peak hour demand flows and maximum daily
demand plus fire flow for this proposed subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 4

Proposed Lot 4 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the water main on River
Place.

Developers engineering consultant shall prove that the existing municipal water system
has the capacity for providing adequate peak hour demand flows and maximum daily
demand plus fire flow for this proposed subdivision and future land use.

FILE: PRO.DEV.DEV 	 PAGE 7 OF 15
DEVI 1-010
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ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT SUBDIVISION COMMENTS

DOMESTIC WATER REQUIREMENTS Cont'd:

Proposed Lot 5

Proposed Lot 5 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the water main on River
Place.

Developers engineering consultant shall prove that the existing municipal water system
has the capacity for providing adequate peak hour demand flows and maximum daily
demand plus fire flow for this proposed subdivision and future land use.

Other Comments

Developer is required to confirm location of all existing service connections with the
Engineering Department.

In accordance with the District of Mission Water Bylaw No. 2196-1990, a water meter is
required on all services whereby the water meter shall be sized, supplied and installed at
the owner's sole expense. For further information please contact the District of Mission
Engineering Works Inspector at 604-820-3736.

SANITARY SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal sanitary sewer force main is available on River Place.

Proposed Lot 1 

Developer is required to pay for one (1) sanitary sewer connection for proposed Lot 1 as
an extension of the existing service. The Developers engineering consultant shall
provide an appropriate servicing plan showing connection size, location at property line
and prove that the existing municipal sanitary sewer connection has the capacity for
providing adequate servicing for the proposed subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 2

Proposed Lot 2 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the sanitary force main
on River Place.

Developers engineering consultant shall prove that the existing municipal sanitary sewer
connection has the capacly for providing adequate servicing for the proposed
subdivision and future land use.

28



ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT SUBDIVISION COMMENTS

SANITARY SEWER REQUIREMENTS Cont'd:

Proposed Lot 3

Proposed Lot 3 is already serviced with an existing municipal 75mm sanitary sewer
connection. Developers engineering consultant shall prove that the existing municipal
sanitary sewer connection has the capacity for providing adequate servicing for the
proposed subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 4

Proposed Lot 4 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the sanitary force main
on River Place.

Developers engineering consultant shall prove that the existing municipal sanitary sewer
connection has the capacity for providing adequate servicing for the proposed
subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 5

Proposed Lot 5 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the sanitary force main
on River Place.

Developers engineering consultant shall prove that the existing municipal sanitary sewer
connection has the capacity for providing adequate servicing for the proposed
subdivision and future land use.

Other Comments 

Developer is required to confirm location of all existing service connections with the
Engineering Department.

The Developer shall inform all potential purchasers that at the building permit stage an
onsite sanitary sewer pump system is required whereby the sanitary sewer pump system
shall be sized. supplied and installed at the owner's sole expense. For further
information please contact the District of Mission Inspection Services Department at
604-820-3726.

29
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ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT SUBDIVISION COMMENTS

STORM SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal storm sewer main is available on River Place.

Proposed Lot 1 

Proposed Lot 1 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the storm main on River
Place.

The Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate servicing plan
showing connection size, location at property line and prove that the existing municipal
storm system has the capacity for providing adequate capacity for this proposed
subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 2

Proposed Lot 2 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the storm main on River
Place.

The Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate servicing plan
showing connection size, location at property line and prove that the existing municipal
storm system has the capacity for providing adequate capacity for this proposed
subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 3 

Proposed Lot 3 is already serviced with an existing municipal 200mm storm sewer
connection. The Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate
servicing plan showing connection size, location at property line and prove that the
existing municipal storm system has the capacity for providing adequate capacity for this
proposed subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 4

Proposed Lot 4 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the storm main on River
Place.

The Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate servicing plan
showing connection size, location at property line and prove that the existing municipal
storm system has the capacity for providing adequate capacity for this proposed
subdivision and future land use.

TILL: HWY UtV.LJEV 	 HAUL 1U Ur 15
DEVI 1-010
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ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT SUBDIVISION COMMENTS

STORM SEWER REQUIREMENTS:

Municipal storm sewer main is available on River Place.

Proposed Lot 

Proposed Lot 1 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the storm main on River
Place.

The Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate servicing plan
showing connection size, location at property line and prove that the existing municipal
storm system has the capacity for providing adequate capacity for this proposed
subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 2

Proposed Lot 2 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the storm main on River
Place.

The Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate servicing plan
showing connection size, location at property line and prove that the existing municipal
storm system has the capacity for providing adequate capacity for this proposed
subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 3

Proposed Lot 3 is already serviced with an existing municipal 200mm storm sewer
connection. The Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate
servicing plan showing connection size, location at property line and prove that the
existing municipal storm system has the capacity for providing adequate capacity for this
proposed subdivision and future land use.

Proposed Lot 4

Proposed Lot 4 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the storm main on River
Place.

The Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate servicing plan
showing connection size, location at property line and prove that the existing municipal
storm system has the capacity for providing adequate capacity for this proposed
subdivision and future land use
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ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT SUBDIVISION COMMENTS

STORM SEWER REQUIREMENTS Cont'd:

Proposed Lot 5

Proposed Lot 5 is to be serviced from the proposed extension of the storm main on River
Place,

The Developers engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate servicing plan
showing connection size, location at property line and prove that the existing municipal
storm system has the capacity for providing adequate capacity for this proposed
subdivision and future land use.

Other Comments

Rainwater Management

The goal of the District of Mission in managing rainwater is to provide sustainable
hydrologic systems that mimic natural systems, protect groundwater resources and
minimize downstream flooding and erosion.

The Developer shall inform all potential purchasers that at the building permit stage an
onsite rainwater management will be required.

Best management practice (BMP) measures shall be incorporated into the design of the
subdivision to achieve, to the extent possible given the particular site conditions, the
objective of maintaining the mean annual flows in watercourses which receive drainage
from the subdivision at the pre-development level after the development is built out.

Measures may include groundwater recharge systems and/or other related best
management practices. It shall be the designer's responsibility to select BMP's which
are best suited to the site conditions.

Designs shall be accompanied by a report from a fully qualified professional engineer
which clearly identifies the specific opportunities and constraints for implementing best
management practices in the subdivision, demonstrates that groundwater recharge
and/or other appropriate best management practices are sustainable and have been
maximized for the particular site and provides examples of similar installations which
demonstrate the sustainability and ease of maintenance of the works to be constructed.

ROAD WORK REQUIREMENTS:

River Place is to be extended onto the site and to terminate into a 'tear drop' cul de sac.
River Place is proposed to be constructed to a design that does not meet the standards
of the District of Mission's Subdivision Control Bylaw No. 1500-1985 with respect to road
dedication and the typical cross section for a major collector. Furthermore, the Distnct of
Mission Subdivision Control Bylaw No. 1500-1985 does not contain a standard for 'tear
drop' cul de sacs.

As the proposed road dedication, cross section and 'tear drop' cul de sac do not meet
the standards of the District of Mission Subdivision Control Bylaw, the Developer will be
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ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT SUBDIVISION COMMENTS

required to apply for a variance to District of Mission Subdivision Control Bylaw
standards. The Engineering Department, Public Works and the Fire Department are
prepared to support a variance and accept the proposed design as shown on drawing
30761 CO3 from ISL Engineering dated July 7, 2011.

The variance to the District of Mission Subdivision Control Bylaw No. 1500-1985 would
be to vary the following standards;

1. Typical Road Section Major Collector Standard Drawing R-5;

a. Paved width from 12m to 8.5m
b. Road dedication width from 20m to 13m
c. Rollover curb in place of barrier curb
d. Sidewalks to be installed on one side of the road only
e. As per drawing 30761 CO3 from ISL Engineering dated July 7, 2011

the applicant has volunteered to increase asphalt thickness from
75mm to 125mm

The proposed design is based around a major collector cross section as the
current District of Mission Subdivision Control Bylaw does not contain a cross
section for industrial roads. The variance to the asphalt thickness is to address
the increased loads from the commercial vehicles that would be using the
proposed road. The Engineering Department is prepared to accept a decreased
pavement width and road dedication width on the basis that River Place is to
dead end and further development will not be possible and that all utilities will be
able to be contained within the reduced corridor.

2. Typical Cul De Sac Standard Drawing R-T

a. Offset cul de sac as per attached drawing 30761 003 from ISL
Engineering dated July 7, 2011

A vehicle turnaround is to be required at the end of River Place. The Engineering
Department, Public Works and the Fire Department are prepared to accept a
varied cul de sac design on the basis that the proposed design is a better fit
given the 60m setback from the Fraser River.

The existing cul de sac on River Place is to be adjusted such that the curb and asphalt
`blends' into the proposed extension to River Place.

It is brought to the attention of the Planning Department and the Approving Officer that
the panhandle portion of proposed Lot 1 requires construction of to meet the
requirements of the District of Mission Land Use Policy LAN 10. Any change to this
policy will be at the sole discretion of the Approving Officer.
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ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT SUBDIVISION COMMENTS

OTHER COMMENTS:

Lot Grading

It appears that the existing lot grading works have been carried out by the owner at time
in the past and without the knowledge of the District of Mission. The Developers
engineering consultant shall provide an appropriate lot grading plan showing that meet
the requirements of Section 5.2.3 of the subdivision control bylaw. Engineered design
required.

Should removal of soil from a site exceed 100 cubic meters (approximately 10 tandem
axle trucks) : the following provisions applies:

• the applicant's engineer shall provide the District of Mission with an estimate of the
quantity of materials to be removed from the site;

• the applicant shall obtain a Soil Removal Permit as outlined in the Soil Removal
Bylaw 3088-1997:

• the applicant will be responsible for the cost of the Permit and the removal fee per
cubic meter or per metric tonne, payable to the District of Mission;

• the applicant shall comply with all provisions of the Soil Deposit Bylaw.

Please contact Jennifer Meier, Environmental Coordinator, at (604) 820-3795 for
information and to apply for a Soil Removal Permit.

FEES:

Note: The Developer shall inform all potential purchasers that all applicable
Development Cost Charges will be deferred and collected at the building permit
stage.

DESCRIPTION
,

WATER SERVICE CONNECTIONS To be determined
SANITARY SERVICE CONNECTIONS To be determined
STORM SERVICE CONNECTIONS To be determinedi
ADMINISTRATION FEES2.272.00

, HARMONIZED SALES TAX (HST) 12% — 	 $272.64

34
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Salem Abushawashi 	 Sterlinshan
Deputy Director of Engineering 	 Engineering Technologist
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Appendix 3
Comments from Public

Marcy Bond

From:
Sent: 	 Friday, August 19, 2011 8:01 PM
To: 	 Marcy Bond
Subject: 	 File PRO.DEV.DEV DV11-010

I purchased a small strata space in the industrial park as an investment three years ago with the anticipation of
larger business buying into the park in the future. My thinking was that in the future my smaller space would be
an attractive location to businesses that would possibly service a larger company or companies nearby. There
are many empty spaces now and my unit has been empty for over a year. I don't think that splitting up larger
units to make more small places make as much sense as trying to attract larger buisnesses to locate on the larger
properties.
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APPLICANT: A.B. Mikes
ADDRESS: 30265 Berg Avenue
CURRENT ZONE: Rural 36 (RU36) zone
PROPOSED ZONE: Rural Residential 7
(RR7) zone
PUBLIC HEARING DATE:2011/07/25

Bylaw No. 5221-2011-5050(43)
R11-005 (Mikes) — 30265 Berg Ave.

(3 rd Reading)

36
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Planning Department
ON THE FRASER •11.0. 	 Memorandum

FILE: NO FILE

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Director of Planning
Date: 	 August 30, 2011

Subject: 	 Bylaw for 3 rd Reading

At the September 6, 2011 Regular Council meeting, the following bylaw should move forward
for 3 rd reading:

Barclay Pitkethly
Deputy Director of Planning

G: \ COMDEV\CORRESP \Bylaws for Adoption or 3rd Rdg Memo \September 6, 2011.docx
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M DISTRICT OF

Finance Department
Memorandum

0\ THE FRASER

File Category: 	 PRO.DEV.DEV
File Folder: 	 R11-014

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Director of Finance

Date: 	 August 25, 2011

Subject: 	 Request to Waive Planning Fees, Building Permit Fees and Development Cost
Charges (DCCs)

Recommendation

• That the District of Mission not provide a donation or grant to the Fraser Health Authority
(FHA) to offset the cost of the rezoning, development permit and subdivision fees, the
building permit fees and/or the development cost charges associated with the residential
care component of the Mission Community Health Project.

Report

Council requested that staff provide options in regards to the Fraser Health Authority's (FHA)
request (see attached letter) to waive the rezoning, development permit and subdivision fees
(estimated at $10,000.00), the building permit fees ($144,000.00) and the development cost
charges ($523,000.00) associated with the residential care component of the Mission Community
Health project (hereafter referred to the "Project").

As background, my understanding is that 60% of the Project is being funded by the Province and
40% by the Fraser Valley Regional Hospital District. Mission pays approximately 10% of the Fraser
Valley Regional Hospital District levy. In other words, the bulk of the noted fees and charges would
be paid for by non-Mission taxpayers.

Under the Local Government Act, development cost charges (DCCs) can only be waived under
specific conditions, as follows:

"Development for which charges may be waived or reduced

933.1 (1) In this section, "eligible development" means development that is eligible in accordance
with an applicable bylaw or regulation under this section as being for one of more of the
following categories:

a) not-for-profit rental housing, including supportive living housing;

b) for-profit affordable rental housing;

c) a subdivision of small lots that is designed to result in low greenhouse gas emissions;

d) a development that is designed to result in a low environmental impact."
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Based on a discussion with the FHA, it is our understanding that the Project will be built to a "Lead
Gold" standard, which means that the Project would presumably qualify under subsection 933.1 (1)
(d) above. However, according to the Ministry and the DCC best practices guide even if a waiver is
provided for under section 933.1 of the Local Government Act, council must find funds from other
sources to offset the DCC waiver or DCC reduction. The DCC best practices guide states, "Also
the intent of the legislation is that in cases where the DCC is waived or reduced, the amount
waived is to be entirely supported by the existing development." In other words, the DCC amount
waived needs to be offset by existing taxpayer funds ; e.g. existing reserves. According to Fraser
Smith of Urban Systems, this is the principle that the province wants communities to use regarding
Bill-27 waivers or reductions.

Considering the above, the only way to provide relief to FHA for the noted fees and charges would
be to donate or grant the same back to FHA. The donation or grant funds would have to come
from the District's own reserve funds which have been built-up by tax revenue from existing
taxpayers and which are allocated for specific purposes or projects.

It should be noted that most of the District's reserve funds are not at their optimal policy levels and
they are currently compromised due to the funding of existing internal loans and the funding of
other emergent, non-planned projects. Furthermore, it is likely that the reserve funds will have to
fund additional internal loans before the end of the year as DCC collections are insufficient. The
District also has a list of unfunded capital projects which are on hold pending additional funding
which includes the major road rehabilitation program. Our general operating fund surplus is also
below the recommended or optimal level.

In the case of the Chilliwack hospital expansion, I understand the City of Chilliwack denied FHA's
request to waive DCC's; however, they did provide a grant equivalent to the development fees,
other than the DCCs that is.

Should Council decide to donate reserve funds to the FHA to offset the fees and charges, a
decision would have to be made as to which capital projects would be deferred and the projects on
the unfunded capital list would have to remain unfunded for a longer period of time.

Ken Bjorgaard

G:\FINANCE\Development Cost Charges\FHA request to waive DCCs.docx
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August 4, 2011

11, yor :lames Atebe
District of Mission
8645 Stave Lake Street
PO Box 20
Mission, B.C.
V2J 4L9

Deo- Mayor Atebei

RE: Mission Community Health Project
Request to Waive Aulktling Permit Fee & Development Cost Charges

3 ern writing on behaf of the Fryer Health Authority to request that the
mayor and Councii give consideration tO reimbursing Fraser Health for the
Rezoning, Building Perrrat Fee and Deveiopment Cost Cnarge$ applicable to
the Residential carp component of the Mission Communrty Hearth Project. The
costs associated to the Community Health Centre (office and clinic: building}
are to be born by the developer. and FH I s not aSkina for the waiving of the
fees and costs applicable to that portion of the project. Those fees would
include the Peveilopment Permit WIG SU balVi5iOn. Fees, Building Permit Fee
and Deveropment Cost Charges.

It is appreciated that you and Council, through your initial and continuing
support for this health care initiative, are well aware of the scope and purpose
of this Project. However, it is worthwhile to emphasize the importance of this
Project which is calling for Yin increase in the capacity tor Residential Care and
a development of a unique Community Health Centre configuration to achieve
hotter community based health care and improved operational efficiencies.

Since this Project presently is proceeding through a Design build competition,
wo do not yet nave the final contract price or specific size for the new
expansion.' However, based on preliminary estimates of some $10,000 for
Rezoning ; Development Permit and Subdivision fees, plus the Building Permit
Fee of $144,000 and One LN2yelopment Cost Charge total of gS2,0 , 00, it is
estimated these total chances would tie In the range of $666,00(.1. The DCC
and BP costs provided were verified by District of Mission Building Department.
Staff.

Fraser Health Authority 	 5,Ate400- C rrrzi et• 	 (U4) S312.--5400
FAnites warac,ffr.my. 	 1:71450. 	 kitnu..?

Surer, B. C
VII' 0111

Ille"-.""1111110.7
f raserhealth

Ken Mar.: Propct Mmnacier, FH
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ON THE FRASER

Finance Department
Memorandum

File Category: 	 ADM.POL.PRO
File Folder: 	 FINANCE

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Accounting Supervisor

Date: 	 August 23, 2011

Subject: 	 Capital Asset Accounting Policy

Recommendation

1.) THAT FIN.46 Capital Asset Accounting Policy be amended by removing Appendix A "Capital
Asset Inventory Categories" in its entirety;

2.) and by removing the references to Appendix A from the following sections:

• Thresholds

• Classification

• Amortization

Background

This policy was approved by Council at the September 8, 2010, Administration and Finance Committee
meeting. Since that time the Finance department has found Appendix A "Capital Asset Inventory
Categories" required revision on more than one occasion this past year due to new asset types being
added to the District of Mission's Tangible Capital Asset infrastructure, changes in inventory approach,
and updated information on useful asset longevity. Appendix A is more procedural in nature and is a
living document.

The removal of Appendix A from the policy is a minor amendment and does not take away from the intent
of the underlying principles of capital asset accounting; therefore, staff recommends that FIN.49 Capital
Asset Accounting Policy be amended to remove Appendix A in its entirety and remove the references to
Appendix A from the following sections: thresholds, classification, amortization.

Scott Ross, CMA

G:\FINANCE\Policy Procedures\FIN.46 memo to council 2010-08-26.doc
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FINANCIAL ADMINISTRATION

CAPITAL ASSET ACCOUNTING

FIN.46

Aff.-tarmv ,,A-4 	 AMA 	
POLICY

Date Policy Adopted: September 20, 2010 	 Council Resolution Number: RC10/508

PURPOSE

This Capital Asset Accounting Policy (Policy) promotes prudent corporate management of capital assets
including compliance with the Public Sector Accounting Board (PSAB) Handbook Section PS3150 —
Tangible Capital Assets. This policy is for the benefit of the District as a whole, the users of the District's
financial statements, and the managers of the District's tangible capital assets.

GENERAL POLICY STATEMENTS (PRINCIPLES)

A framework is hereby established for the accounting treatment of the District's capital assets. Included
in this framework are recognition, measurement, classification, amortization and disposal of tangible
capital assets. All tangible property owned by the District which qualify as capital assets are addressed in
this Policy, whether those assets are purchased, constructed, or acquired through
donations/contributions. Additional guidelines related to the purchase and disposal of assets are found in
the District's Procurement, Stores. and Disposition policy FIN.24. The costs associated with the collection
and maintenance of data relevant to this Policy should be balanced with the benefits realized by users of
the data and associated reports. It is the responsibility of the directors, managers and staff members to
ensure that the capital assets assigned to their custody are maintained and safeguarded.

WHAT IS A TANGIBLE CAPITAL ASSET?

In accordance with PS3150, tangible capital assets (TCA) are non-financial assets having physical
substance that:

1. are held for use in the production or supply of goods or services, for rental to others, for
administrative purposes or for the development, construction, maintenance or repair of other
tangible capital assets;

2. have a useful economic life extending beyond an accounting period;
3. are to be used on a continuing basis; and,
4. are not for sale in the ordinary course of operations.

ACQUISITION
•

1. Tangible Capital Assets are recorded at historical cost and are recognized as capital assets in the
District's financial statements once the assets are put into service. This may be the date of receipt
for capital goods/projects that are put into service immediately, or may be a delayed period of
time for assets being constructed or prepared prior to being put into service.

District of Mission 	 Finance Department
Financial Administration — Capital Asset Accounting — FIN.46 	 Page 1 of 4
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CAPITAL ASSET ACCOUNTING
FIN.46

2. Improvements or betterments to existing assets are capitalized only when they extend the useful
life of the asset beyond that which was originally intended or the service potential is enhanced.
Service potential would include increases in physical output, lowered operating costs, or the
quality of the output is improved. Complex network systems do not qualify for enhanced service
potential as prescribed in PS3150.

3. Cost, as defined by PS3150, is the gross amount of consideration given up to acquire, construct,
develop or better a TCA, and includes all costs directly attributable to acquisition, construction,
development or betterment of the TCA, including installing the asset at the location and in the
condition necessary for its intended use. Carrying costs, such as interest, that are directly
attributable to the acquisition, construction, or development of a TCA are also included in the
cost. Capital grants are not netted against the cost of the related asset. The cost of a leased TCA
is determined in accordance with Public Sector Guidelines PSG-2, Leased Tangible Capital
Assets.

The cost of a contributed TCA, including those received in lieu of developer charges, as gifts, or as
donations, is considered to be equal to fair value at the date of contribution. Fair value is the amount of
consideration that would be agreed upon in an arms length transaction between knowledgeable, willing
parties who are under no compulsion to act. Fair value may be determined using current market value,
appraised value, insured value, or engineering estimates.

DISPOSAL

Disposals of TCAs may occur by sale, destruction, loss or abandonment. Any difference arising between
the net proceeds of disposal and the net book value of the asset is recorded as a revenue or expense in
the period of disposal. Disposal procedures for capital assets are in accordance with the District's
Procurement, Stores, and Disposition Policy FIN.24.

THRESHOLDS

Thresholds are used to determine whether asset expenditures are to be capitalized as TCAs and
amortized, or whether they should not be capitalized and thus treated as a current expenditure. Two
thresholds are used to qualify expenditures as TCAs: the dollar threshold and the useful life threshold.
Both of these thresholds must be met for an asset to qualify as a TCA. A dctailcd listing of the thresholds

Dollar thresholds for financial reporting purposes are typically set fairly high; however, maintaining
details of assets below the financial reporting threshold may be useful for the District's asset management
programs. Therefore, the optimal dollar threshold for each asset class strikes a balance between both
financial reporting and asset management needs. Further refinement to thresholds may occur as the
District develops a better understanding of its asset management and reporting needs.

Useful life thresholds are by definition set at greater than one year for all TCAs; in other words an asset
with a useful life extending beyond one year meets the useful life threshold.

CLASSIFICATION

The level of detail required in classifying the District's capital asset inventory strikes a balance between
the costs of data collection, tracking and analysis, and the benefit of the information gathered. TCAs are
classified at a high level using the following asset categories:

• Buildings & improvements
• Drainage infrastructure
• Information technology infrastructure

District of Mission 	 Finance Department
Financial Administration — Capital Asset Accounting — FIN.46 	 Page 2 of 4
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CAPITAL ASSET ACCOUNTING
FIN.46

• Land
• Land improvements
• Landfill infrastructure
• Parks infrastructure
• Sanitary sewer infrastructure
• Transportation infrastructure
• Vehicles & equipment
• Water infrastructure

Within each asset category are a variety of asset types, which represent the major components of the
asset category. For example, the asset types in the sanitary sewer capital asset category are the sanitary
sewer mains, service connections, pump stations, and odor control units.

Linear assets, such as sanitary sewer mains, are broken down into segments based on logical breaks in
the system, which are also referred to as nodes. Examples of node-to-node segments are from manhole
to manhole, or from intersection to intersection. Each segment of a linear asset is treated as a separate
asset for inventory purposes.

TCA inventories may be maintained on an individual asset basis, where each asset has a separate
inventory record, or on a pooled asset basis. Pooled assets have a unit value below the threshold, but
have a collective value that exceeds the threshold. Two types of pooled asset approaches are in use:

• Tracked pool: each asset within the pool is listed and tracked separately, even though the value
of each asset is below the threshold. Individual asset acquisitions and disposals within the pool
are recorded as they occur.

• Non-tracked pool: assets within the pool are not tracked individually. Instead, assets are
grouped together based on a common acquisition date, and disposals are deemed to occur at the
end of the expected useful life. This method does not account for the fact that some assets may
be in use for a shorter or longer time period than deemed based on the expected useful life.

Appendix "A".

AMORTIZATION

Amortization is a non-cash charge to expenditures, representing the cost of using a capital asset over its
expected useful life. Economic useful life is used for amortization purposes, rather than physical useful
life. The amount to be amortized is based on the cost of the asset less any salvage value that is
estimated to be realized upon disposal. The net book value of a TCA is equal to the cost of the asset, less
accumulated amortization recognized to date.

The District sets amortization rates on a straight line basis. Straight line amortization takes the asset cost
less estimated salvage value, and divides the result by the asset's expected useful life to arrive at an
equal annual expenditure to be recorded over the life of the asset. The exception is in the year of
acquisition or disposal, where the amortization calculation is prorated based on the number of months of
service in the current calendar year. Expected useful lives arc  dctailed in Appendix "A", and  should be
reviewed and updated whenever there is a significant change in circumstance surrounding the intended
use of an asset.

A write-down of an asset occurs when it no longer contributes to the government's ability to provide
goods and services or there is a reduction in future economic benefit is expected to be. Write-downs are
recorded as an expense and should not be reversed. Further information regarding write-downs can be
found in PSAB Handbook section PS3150.

District of Mission 	 Finance Department
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The following items are not subject to amortization:
• Land, because it is considered to have an infinite useful life; and
• Capital work in progress, because the resulting TCA has not yet been put into service and is

not yet capitalized.

44
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Memorandum

45
DISTRICT nOFM

ON THE FRASER

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Deputy Chief Administrative Officer

Date: 	 September 6, 2011

Subject: 	 Town Square Project

Recommendation

Background

Council has requested an update on the Town Square Project with respect to what if any work has been
done to date. In discussions with the Director of Planning this project has been initialized since the
resolution of Council to proceed although it has only been staff time to date. The Director of Planning
has estimated a total of less than 10 hours has been allocated to this project.

Therefore if Council wishes to revisit the project authorization a separate resolution would be required in
this regard as it does not fit within the parameters of reconsideration.

Paul Gipps

Page 1 of 1
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Corporate Administration
MemorandumM

DISTRICT OF

lsslon
ON THE FRASER

File Category: 	 FIN.BUD.DEP
File Folder: 	 Corporate Administration 2011

To: 	 Mayor and Council

From: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

Date: 	 August 29, 2011

Subject: 	 Conference Expense Request

Recommendation
That the expenditure of $536 for Councillor Stewart to attend the Communities in Bloom National
Symposium and Awards Ceremonies in Quebec City in October 2011 be approved.

Background
Councillor Stewart has made a request to attend the Communities in Bloom National Symposium and
Awards Ceremonies in Quebec City in October 2011 at a cost of $536.00. The Communities in Bloom
Committee has raised $1500 to offset the cost of attendance for Councillor Stewart. Communities in
Bloom has submitted the District of Mission Rain Garden for special recognition at the event.

Currently the Council budget for travel and conventions is projected by year end to be slightly over
budget by approximately $400. Staff are recommending that Council approve the expenditure for
Councillor Stewart and anticipate that any overrun in the conventions and travel budget for Council will be
accommodated within the overall Corporate Administration budget in 2011.

Glen Robertson

Page 1 of 1
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Corporate Administration
MemorandumvI DISTRICT OF

isslon
-ON THE FRASER

File Category: 	 ADM.BYL.BYL
File Folder: 	 Bylaw 5214-2011

TO: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

FROM: 	 Deputy Director of Corporate Administration

DATE: 	 September 1, 2011

SUBJECT: Repeal of Bylaw 5152-2010 and Amendment of Bylaw 5214-2011

•RECOMMENDATION:

That Council repeal District of Mission Repeal Bylaw 5152-2010; and that

Council approve amending District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011 by
inserting the following wording under Part 6 — Repeal of Existing Bylaws — 6.1 "(d) District of
Mission Development Cost Charge (Horne Street Pedestrian Walkway) Bylaw 2847-1995 and
all amendments thereto."

BACKGROUND:

Bylaw 5152-2010 was repealed . on June 21, 2010. This bylaw was to repeal District of Mission
Development Cost Charge (Horne Street Pedestrian Walkway) Bylaw 2847-1995 and all
amendments thereto. The bylaw should have gone to the Inspector of Municipalities for
approval of the repeal prior to it receiving final reading. This was not done

In order to correct this oversight, we can repeal Bylaw 5152-2010 and add the repeal of Bylaw
2847-1995 to the District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011 which is on
the agenda this evening for rescinding third reading, amending the bylaw and then giving it third
reading as amended. This amendment will take place as part of the amendment process rather
than creating another bylaw.

Kelly Ridley

g:\cow\2011\0906 september 6 \repeal of bylaw 5152 to rescind bylaw 2847.doc

PAGE 1 OF 1



48

M DISTRICT OF

Finance Department
Memorandum

ON THE FRASER

File Category: 	 ADM.BYL.PRO
File Folder: 	 Development Cost Charges

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Director of Finance, Deputy Director of Finance and Director of Engineering and Public
Works

Date: 	 August 29, 2011

Subject: 	 Amended Development Cost Charges (DCCs) Bylaw

Recommendations

1. That third reading of "District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011" be
rescinded;

2. That "District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011" be amended by replacing
Schedule "B" with the rates set out in the attached Schedule "B" (Appendix "A"); and

3. That "District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-2011", as amended, be
considered for third reading, and be forwarded to the Ministry of Community, Sport and Cultural
Development for approval.

Report

At the May 16, 2011, council meeting, the "District of Mission Development Cost Charge Bylaw 5214-
2011" received first three readings and was forwarded to the Ministry of Community, Sport and Cultural
Development for Inspector approval. The Ministry has reviewed the bylaw and has one issue that is
preventing them from recommending the bylaw for approval to the Inspector, that being the fact that a
final direction in terms of a second water source for Mission has not yet been determined. The Ministry
has indicated that the bylaw would be recommended for approval if the regional DCC water rates were
kept at existing levels until the direction on a second water source becomes more definitive.

Staff are recommending the DCC bylaw be amended to revert back to the existing regional water DCC
rates, so that the other DCC amendments can be implemented, by rescinding the third reading of the
bylaw and by providing third reading to the amending bylaw. Attached are listings of the amended DCC
rates, Appendix "A" (includes regional water DCC change) and the previous DCC rates, Appendix "B".

Once staff have received written confirmation of the Ministry's approval of the District's DCC bylaw.
staff will bring the bylaw forward for council's fourth reading and adoption.

lee:/1
Ken Bjorgaard 	 tell- Kris Boland 	 Bomhof

G:\FINANCE\Development Cost Charges\2010-2011 DCC Update\Amended DCC Bylaw.docx
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DISTRICT OF MISSION

SCHEDULE "B" - DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES

Appendix "A"

Development

Area(s)

Land Use(s) or Type(s)

Development

of
How is Charge

Calculated

[Unit's) of Measure]

Mission

Roads

Regional
Sewage

Treatment

Regional

Water

Supply

Silvercreek

Parkway

Cedar Valley
Roads

Cedar
Valley

Drainage

Cedar Valley

Sewer

Cedar
Valley
Water

Cedar Valley
Environmentally

Sensitive

Parkland
Acquisition

i 	 Cedar Valley

Environmentally
Sensitive

Parkland
Development

Cedar Valley Sewer

Extension

Silverdale
Industrial Water

Silverdale
Industrial Sewer

Silverdale
Industrial Bridge

DCC Area "A

Mission Central
and Fraser

Single remly per [Meiling Unit 2,27902

2,05198

4,894.21 5,345.73 812.93

716.44

•

Single Family Compact/Duplex per Dwelling Unit 4,313.30

Duplexes, Triplexes per Dwelling Unit

per 11.1' of Floor Area

5,345.73 0.00 -

Townhouse 11.58 29.64 4.92 " • - • -

Townhouse per Dwelling Unit 4,060.85

Apartment per m' of Floor Area 11.89 30.37 5.04 - -

Apartment per Dwelling UnL 3,235.99 • -

Commercial per rri' of Floor Area 64.68 9A4 - '

Local Commercial per m2 of Floor Area 8.72 -
Nerghbourhood 6 Mixed -Dili
Commercial/Residential per nx2 of Floor Area

.
11.90

I ndustrial

I nstitutional

per re' of Floor Area 1014 6.54

6.54

7.14

7.14per or of Floor Area 4461

DCC Area ''B'

Cedar Valley

Single Family per Dwelling Unit 2,275.02 4,864,21 5,345.73 812.93 2,669.38 897391 61935 1,394.49 805.71 144.28

Single Family Compact/Duplex per Dwelling Unit 2,051.98 4,313.30 716.44 2,407.68 5,499.05 545.83 1,22997 71907 127.15 '

Compact S per Dwelling Unit 934573

9345.73luster Comp. S. F-

Townhouse

per Dwelling Unit

per in" of Floor ken

_

4.92 13.5611.56 29.84 31.79 379 8A5 4.88 0.87 "

Townhouse per Dwe iL i gIlli 	 Unit

per mi2 of Floor Area

per Dwelling Unit

per Dwelling Unit

4,060.85

Apartment

Garden Apartment

!Institutional Residential

11.89 3937 5.04 13.95 1792 184 8.65 590 0.90

3,235.99

2200.

• .

2.699.44

2,442.86

'

.

7589

. -

Commercial per in' of Floor Area 64,68 1.19 - •

Local Commercial per m' of Floor Area 972 '

Neighbourhood Commercial per 01 0 of Floor Area

per in'of Floor Area

per re' of Floor Area

- - 1190 - - - - - -

Mixed Use Com/Res

School

Institutional

- .
11.90 

7.14 

7.14

-

44,61

-

6.54 52.34

- -

per re' of Floor Area 20.62 2.76 6.21 ' '

DCC Area "B

Cedar Vailey
Specified Area

Single Family per Dwelling Unit

per Dwelling Unit

2,275.02

2,051.98

•

11.56

11.89

4,894 21

4113.30

"

29.64

30.37

 '

9.44

•

.

5,34973 812.93

716.44

2,66936

2,407.66

.

6,87391

5,49905

61695

54983

1,394.49 805.71 144,28 26308 -

Single Family Compact/Duplex

Compact S

Cluster Comp. S.F.

Townhouse

Townhouse

Apartment

1,228.97 716.07 127,15 231.85

per Dwelling Unit 5,345.73

5,345.73
.

492

.

per Dwelling Unit
.

"
_ . .

per er,2 of Floor Area 1156 3179 175 8.45 498 	  0.87

-

199

per Dwelling Unit

per ro' of Floor Area

per Dwelling Unit

per Dwelling Unit

ti 	 406985

13.95

.

5.04 17.62 3.84 8.65

"

2.69

5.00
.

990 1.63

-Garden Apartment

Institutional Residential

Commercial 6498

'

- 

44.61

3235E19
.

75.89

.

"

-

-

2,442.86

8.72

11 90

•

-

- '

per rn' of Floor Area 22.00 1.19 - " 0.51 ' -

Local Commercial per In' of Floor Area

-

-

6.21

_  -

Neighbourhood Commercial

Mixed Use ConARes

School

• per ma c( Floor Area "  •

per m' of Floor Are

per rr-i of Rom Area -

6.54

1190 '
.

'

-

2.76

'

7.14

7.14Institutional per m' of Floor Area 52.34 20.62 1.17

DCC Area "C"

Heti, South Westest
Hinsinn and Rural Areas

I Sine

1Single

Family

Family Compact/Duplex

Duplexes, Triplexes

- townhouse

Townhouse

4,'"ent
Apartment

I

per Dwelling Unit

per Dwelling Unit

per Dwelling Unit

per ma of Floor Area

per Dwelkng Unit

1

-

pe r rn' of Floor Area

per Dwelling Unit

per rn of Floor AreaC ommercial

Local Commercial per m r of Floor Area

per m' cf Floor Area

per m' of Floor Area

per 11 7 of Floor Area

!Industrial

Neighbourhood 8 Mixed Use
ornmercial/Residenbal

Institutional

•

DCC Area "0"

West Sraerdaie
Industrial (West of

Silver Creek)

Industrial

Industrial

per m' c/ Floor Area
per Net Hectare of
Developable Land

-

14 , 280.43 6,202.48

DCC Area "E"

East Siiveidale
, ndustrial

. 1I East o! Saver Creek)

Industrial

ndustrial

per in` of Floor Area
per Net Hectare of
Developable Land

10.04 6 54 7 14 • - . .

43 048 5314,28043 6,202 48

Grand Totals

11,327.89

7,081.72

5,345.73

46.12

4,060.85

$ 	 47.30

  3,235.99

74.12
8.72

11.90
23.72

58.29

25,834.89

17,600.45

5,345.73

6,345.73

109.42

4,060.85

97.26

3,235.99

2,442.86

175.89

8.72

11.90

11.90
7.14

140.22

26,097.97

17,832.30

5,345.73

5,345.73

111.01

4,060.85

98.89

3,235.99

2,442.86

176.40

S 	 8.72

11.90

$ 	 11.90
$ 	 7.14

141.39

13,327.89

7,081.72

5,345.73

46.12

4,060.85

47_30

3,235.99

74.12

8.72

"i"
23.72

58 29

5 	 23.72

20,482.91

23.72

5 	 63,531.44
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Appendix "B"

DISTRICT OF MISSION
SCHEDULE "B" - DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES

Development

Area(s)

Land Use(s) or Type(s) of

Development

How is Charge

Calculated

[Unit(s) of Measure]

Mission

Roads

Regional

Sewage

Treatment

Regional

Water

Supply

Silvercreek

Parkway

Cedar

Valley

Roads

Cedar

Valley

Drainage

Cedar

Valley

Sewer

Cedar

Valley

Water

Cedar Valley

Environmentally

Sensitive

Parkland

Acquisition

Cedar Valley

Environmentally

Sensitive

Parkland

Development

Cedar Valley

Sewer Extension

Silverdale

Industrial

Water

Silverdale

Industrial Sewer

Silverdale

Industrial Bridge

()CC Area "A"

Mission Central

arid Fraser

Single Family per Dwelling Unit 2,275 02 4,894 21 5,716.53 812.93

Single Family Compact/Duplex per Dwelling Unit 2,051.98 4 , 313.30 5,03901 716.44

Townhouse

Apartment

per li12 of Floor Area 11.56

11.B9

29.64

30.37

34.63

35.48

4.92

5.04per m' of Floor Area

Comm ervai per m' of Floor Area 64 . 68 9.44 11. 03

lndustnal per m i  of Floor Area  10.84 6.54 7.63

institutional perm of Poor Area 44.61 6.54 7.63 -

OCC Area "Er

Coder Valley

Single Family per Dwelling Unit 2,275.02 4,894.21 5.716 53 812.93 2.669.36 6,873.85 619.35 1,394.49 80971 144.28 '

Single Family Compact/Duplex per Dwelling Unit 2 051.98 4,313.30 5 , 038.01 716.44 2,407.66 5,499.05 54983 1,228.97 710.07 127.15

Townhouse

Apartment

per ri ' of Floor Area

per m' of Floor Area

11.56

11.89

29.64

30. 37

34.63

35.48

4.92

564

13.56

13.95

31.79 3.75

3.84

945

8 65

4.88

5.00 0.90

0.87

17.62

Commercial per m` of Floor Area 64.68 9.44 11.03 75.89 22.00 1.19 2.69
-

Institutional per m' of Floor Area 4461 6.54 7.63 - 52.34 20.62 2.76 6.21

tiCC Area "Bl"

Cedar Valley

Specified Area

Single Family per Dwelling 'Jnd 2 275.02 4,834.21 5,716 53 812.93 2,669.36 6,873.81 61935 1,394 49 80971 144.28 263.08

Single Family GompacI/Duplex

Townhouse

per Dwelling Unit

per m i of Floor Area

2,051.90

11.56

4,31130

29.64

5,030.01

34.63

716.44

4.92

2,407.66

13.56

5,499.05

31.79

54983

3,75

1,22997

8.45

71097 127.15

087

231.85

4.88 1.59 -

Apartment per rW of Floor Area

per rri 	 of Floor Area

11.89 30.37 35.48

15.03

5.04 13.95

7599

17.62

22.0G

3.84

1.19

8,65

2.69

5.00 0.90 1.63

Commercial 6498 9.44 0 51

Institutional per m 2 of Floor Area 44.61 6.54 7.63 52.34 20.62 2.76 621

19CC Area "C

flabzic, South West

&lissom and Orval

Areas

_ ,

Single Femly per Dwelling Unit 2,275 02 4.894.21 5,71653 8..2.93

Single Family Compact/Dupe

k‘kk''hmise

per Dwelling Unit

per m' of Hoof Area

2,051 98

11.56

4,313.30

2964

5,036.01

34.63

716.44

4.92

Apartment
_._

_ per re` of Floor Area 11.89 3937 35.4B 5.04

C.-ornmercial per rn 2 of Floor Area 64.68 9.44 11.03

Industrial per ;11 2 of Floor Area 10.04 6.54 7.63

Institutional per m 2 of Foor Area 44.61 6.54 7.63

DCC Area "0"

Wes , Silverdale

IndusWal (West of

Slyer Creek)

Industrial per ro' of Floor Area 10.04 6.54 7.63

Industrial

per Net Hectare of

Developable Land

.

14,280.43 6,202.40

DCC Area "E"

,,,,

;past 01 SI:VeT Creek)

Easrt:47.dale Industeei 	 - per in' of Floor Area 10.34 6.54 7 63

Industrial

p er Net Hectare o'

Deaolopable Land 14,280.43 6.2G2.45 43,048.53

Grand Totals

$	 13,698.69

$	 12,119.73

80.75

82.78

$ 	 85.15

$ 	 58.78

$	 26,205.69

$	 22,638,46

144.05

132.74

186.92

140.71

$ 	 26,468.77

$ 	 22,870.31

145.64

134.37

187.43

141.88

$ 	 13,698.69

$	 12,119.73

80.75

$ 82.78

85.15

24.21

$	 58.78

24.21

20,482.91

24.21

63,531.44



51

Memo

File Category: 	 INF.ROA.SID
File Folder: 	 le Avenue

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Director of Engineering and Public Works

Date: 	 August 18, 2011

Subject: 	 Resident request for sidewalk on 14 th Ave.

Attached is a letter from Michael Chenier requesting the District to extend a sidewalk on the
north side of 14 th Ave in the area indicated on the attached sketch.

The District has a sidewalk infill program but since there are insufficient funds to complete all
the requests we prioritize projects based on the area (i.e. level of pedestrian traffic), if sidewalk
ends abruptly with no place to go except to walk on the travelled road area, and level of difficulty
(cost) to complete. The Operations Manager looks after this program but is away on vacation
until the beginning of September. He will review the request on his return and report back to
Council in September with a recommendation. The report will also address his questions
regarding safety and why the sidewalk was not installed previously when the properties were
developed.

With respect to the speeding issue staff have forwarded the letter to the RCMP and asked them
to include this section of road in their speed patrol program.

Rick Bornhof

FAENGINEER\RBOMHORSigewalk request on 14th Ave Aug 18 2011.doc 	 Page 1 of 1



ga



July 29 th , 2011

Subject: 32600 block -14 th Avenue — Extreme Safety Concerns:

Mayor Atebe and Council
City of Mission, BC.

Dear Mayor Atebe & Council;

In July of 2009 a group of neighbours met to discus the unsafe conditions/near misses
and illegal u-turns that take place on a daily basis in front our homes. For some reason
the sidewalks/curbs were not completed on a short stretch (between 32576 and 32703 on
14 th Avenue). At 32703 the sidewalks continue again (mid block) and carry on to Cedar.
If you drive by you will see that this short stretch (32600 block) is an unorganized
dangerous mess for pedestrians and traffic alike.

You will see along this short stretch that the gravel sides are strewn with large potholes
and generally filled with water; in addition several of the residents park their vehicle
(some parallel and some angled) which necessitates  pedestrians to maneuver back and 
forth between cars. puddles and the road.  This coupled with *excess speeding, illegal U-
turns in front of our homes are a dangerous ongoing problem we are faced with on a daily
basis. I work from my home office (which faces the street) so I am well aware of the
unruly speeding traffic that passes by.

*NB: the speeding is not limited to regular traffic: it includes the buses, delivery trucks
and some City of Mission vehicles. It gets much worse in the evenings when the 14 th Ave
Pub begins to empty. Long term residents have indicated that the speeding is getting
worse over the past years. It is not uncommon to have cars/motorcycle speed by in excess
of 80 or 90 Km. The screech of brakes and near misses are becoming commonplace on
this short stretch. There is no doubt that a serious accident is going to happen; if s just a
matter of time. It is especially concerning when you consider the amount of children that
use this stretch of 14 th to go to and from school, until they reach the safety of sidewalks.
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Remedies:

During the past 2 plus years we have met twice with the engineering department (Salem
Abushawashi. Ibrahim Ghafoor) and spoken with several department heads including
Matt Durham, Rick Bomhof and Mayor Atebe. We can not seem to get any clear answers
on the following:

1. Why were some sections of sidewalks installed back in then 1990's and early
2000 on some of this block —then abruptly stopped (for a block - 32600), then
continued again up the street to connect to Cedar?

2. What is holding up the engineering department in completing this short section of
sidewalk/curbs so we will all (including the school children) have safe pedestrian
passage to the schools, parks and the rest of the sidewalk system completed
throughout Mission.

3. Why are there no speed limit/children crossing signs posted on this busy route to
warn drivers to slow down?

The residents on the 32600 block, 14 th Avenue would like to thank you in advance for
taking the time to research, act on our concerns and hopefully prevent a serious or fatal
accident taking place.

If any of the readers would like additional information (2 years of correspondence with
the City) or would like to drop by and get first hand knowledge of our situation, please do
not hesitate to contact me personally.

On behalf of the concerned neighbours

Yours truly,

Michael Chenier

Ps: I have attached some recent pictures for you to view in the hopes you can see the
problems — a short section of sidewalk/curbs would not only help to insure some safety
while to connect to the completed sidewalks but would also install some sense of pride in
our neighborhood.
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M
DISTRICT OF

isslor Engineering and Public Works
Memorandum

ON THE FRASER

File Category: 	 GOV.PRO.BCT
File Folder: 	 BC Transit

To: 	 Chief Administration Officer

From: 	 Deputy Director of Engineering

Date: 	 August 25, 2011

Subject: 	 Improving Transit Service to Mission School District 75

Background

The Mission Abbotsford Transit Committee (MATC) has requested that BC Transit, Mission School
District #75, First Canada ULC, and District staff complete a comprehensive analysis with budget
implications and options with recommendation to improve transit to schools in Mission.

The attached report is the report that was submitted to MATC on July 28 th meeting. The analysis in the
report has focused on the transit service to the secondary schools. The current transit service to both
Heritage Park Secondary and Ecole Mission Secondary is found to be adequate. Therefore, the analysis
has focused on transit service to Hatzic Secondary only. Staff is in agreement with the report findings
that implementing this transit service to Hatzic Secondary is very expensive at an estimated annual cost
of $430,000.

Staff is seeking Council's direction regarding the next steps such as arranging a meeting with the School
District to discuss the report findings and having BC Transit present for a presentation.

4.„1"	 A 0

Salem Abushawashi

FAENGINEER\MATC-Transit Comittee\2011
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A9C77-ansit
Linking Communities, Businesses & Lifestyles

Mission School District 75: Request for Improved Transit Services
Draft Report

July 28, 2011

Background

The Mission Abbotsford Transit Committee (MATC) resolved the following:

"Moved by Councilor M. Scudder, seconded by Councilor T. Gidda that BC Transit
meet with District of Mission Staff, First Canada ULC and School District #75 and
complete a comprehensive analysis with budget implications and options with
recommendations to improve transit to schools in Mission"

A meeting was held with Mr. Stan Weir, District Principal (School Operations), School
District #75, Mission to discuss the issues involved from the perspective of the
School District. The following items were raised: .

• Although Elementary students are not considered in the scope of the School
District request, they still in many cases do require transportation. However the
School District indicated that parents would probably not want these young
students using public transit. Therefore, only middle and high school students
are to be considered in this analysis.

• The current transit services to Heritage Park Secondary and Ecole Mission
Secondary meet school bell times. Therefore, no changes to existing service are
required at this time.

• The school that is not adequately serviced by transit services is the Hatzic
Secondary school. The majority of students that attend this secondary school live
in the Mission area as opposed to Hatzic. The School District advised that
students living within a 1km walking distance to existing transit routes would be
able to make use of that service. These students are currently being transported
from Mission to the secondary school in school buses by the School District.

• The School District is experiencing funding problems and are looking at replacing
school bus service with transit services where these exist, as a potential cost
savings measure,

This report will therefore deal with the implications of providing transit services to
the Hatzic Secondary School (HSS).

Current transit system

Route 35 services the Hatzic area (and HSS) 6 times a day with a community bus
that has 22 seats. The routing is from Downtown along Lougheed highway into and
around Hatzic. The bus stop for the high school is on Moffat Road.

The other routes in Mission (32,33 and 34) are served by conventional buses that
have a crush load capacity of 72 persons. Each of these routes is delivered with one
conventional bus per route for a total of 3 buses.

56

520 Gorge Road East 	 PO. Box 610 Victoria BC 	 V8W 2P3 	 Phone. 250.385.2551 	 Fax. 250.995.5639 	 www.bctransit.com



Information from School District 75

BC Transit requested that the School District provide an estimate of students
requiring transportation based on the current transit system and routes within
Mission. The School District responded as follows:

"At this moment we have 466 registered riders in grades 8-12. If I extrapolate from
that number that equates to approximately 90 students per grade level. Therefore it
would be reasonable to anticipate at least 550 students when Grade 7's are added
this September. This is a conservative estimate as typically the ridership is higher
amongst the junior or middle school grades than it is for the Grade 11 and 12's"

Service implications

This high level analysis provides order of magnitude service and financial implications
of providing service to students in Mission that attend the secondary school in Hatzic.

1. Assumptions and Limitations

a. The estimate of 550 students provided by the School District was used to
determine vehicle requirements. It is very difficult to predict how many
of the 550 students would actually make use of this service. For the
purpose of revenue projections, a conservative estimate of 80% of the
demand is assumed (440 students).

b. In peak periods the spare capacity of the buses that provide service on
the existing Mission routes (32, 33 and 34) is limited as they are already
very near capacity with commuters and students attending other schools
in the area. Therefore any new school service would require new
equipment and service hours.

c. Additional buses would be required: Should the Council wish to pursue
this option, further detailed study would be required to assess the
suitability of either conventional transit or highway buses for this service.
The concern over conventional transit buses relates to potential safety
risks of standees on buses travelling at highway speeds.

d. The capacity of conventional buses which allow for standees, is a
maximum of 72 persons whilst highway coaches can only accommodate
55 seated persons. Both options are included in the cost calculations
below.

e. There are 187 instruction days (school days) per year.
f. The Central Fraser Valley fleet is maintained and serviced at the

Abbotsford Maintenance Facility and will therefore have to deadhead from
there to Mission twice a day to deliver service.

g. 	 As this service requirement is during the peak service hours there is
currently no other use for the buses other than the service under
discussion.
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2. Service options 

To service this demand, additional trips on each of the 3 Mission routes will be
required. These trips would start at the downtown exchange in Mission.
Based on the student demand and the existing transit capacity limitations,
between 8 and 10 vehicles will be required to deliver the service. These
services would only be operated twice a day when schools are in session.

Two options have been developed: the first providing service to Hatzic and
the secondary school and the second providing only a feeder service to the
transit exchange in Mission.

a. Option 1 

The additional trips in Mission would continue on to Hatzic on
Route 35. The table below provides an estimate of annual service
hours, revenues and costs:

Option 1: Service to Hatzic Conventional
Transit Bus

Highway Bus

Annual Revenue Hours 2,419 3,054
Deadhead Hours 2,992 3,740
Total Hours 5,411 6,794
Annual Service Kilometers 73,304 91,630
Annual Deadhead Kilometers 91,555 114,444
Total Annual Kilometers 164,859 206,074
Estimated Annual Ridership 164,560 164,560
Estimated Peak Vehicles 8 10
Estimated Spare vehicles 0 1 ____
Estimated Revenue $112,200 $112,200
Total Cost of Service $807,800 $1,114,300
Cost Per Ride $7.50 $10.35
Net Municipal Share $430,500 $666,700

Note: Ridership and revenue is estimated based on 80% of estimated
students making use of 4-month semester passes ($85).
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b. Option 2 

In this option service is provided to the existing downtown exchange in
Mission where students would transfer to School District buses to
complete their trip to Hatzic. The annual impact of this option is
shown in the table below:

Option 2: Service to Mission
Exchange

Standard
Transit bus

Highway
Coach

Annual Revenue Hours 1,371 1,745
Deadhead hours 2,992 3,740
Total Hours 4,363 5,485
Annual Service Kilometers 37,400 46,750
Annual Deadhead Kilometers 91,555 114,444
Total Annual Kilometers 128,955 161,191
Additional Estimated Ridership '164,560 164,560
Additional Estimated Peak Buses 8 10
Additional Estimated Spare Buses 0 1
Estimated Revenue $112,200

$707,000
$112,200
$988,500Total Cost of Service

Cost Per Ride $6,56 $9,18
Net Municipal Share $376,800 $599,700

The second option is somewhat more affordable than Option 1 only
due to lower annual kilometers travelled. However, this Option may
be perceived as students paying twice for transit as they would have
to purchase a semester pass as well as paying the annual School
District fee for transportation.

3. Infrastructure implications

• The Mission downtown exchange on 2nd Avenue does not currently have
adequate capacity to accommodate 8 additional buses arriving
simultaneously. As this is a public transit service and available to the
general public, all transit routes would have to meet in a central location to
facilitate transfers to other routes. Therefore further work would be
required to redevelop or relocate the exchange to meet this peak demand.

• The Central Fraser Valley Transit Maintenance facility in Abbotsford that
garage all buses, is currently very close to capacity in terms of vehicle
parking and maintenance. This is a serious limitation to any expansion
plans involving significant additional fleet. As part of the Transit Future
Plan currently underway BC Transit is actively reviewing options to improve
capacity which includes the relocation and construction of a new transit
maintenance facility.
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4. 	 Fleet implications

A fleet of 8-11 buses would need to be procured to deliver this additional service
once vehicle type has been confirmed. Typically the time-line from order to delivery
is in the order of 12 to 18 months.

BC Transit Mandate

As mentioned previously, the mandate of BC Transit is to deliver public transit
service and all services are planned as such. In accordance with the BC Transit Act,
BC Transit does not provide dedicated schools services. While transit services in
many communities provide transportation to students, BC Transit does not cost
share or provide dedicated school bus service.

Benefits

Other than accommodating a significant number of students that require
transportation from Mission to Hatzic, there are no secondary short term benefits
that can be gained by the provision of this service. This is due to:

• the service being provided in peak hours when travel demand and vehicle
requirement to deliver service is at its highest

• currently, there are no immediate capacity problems in the transit system.

Some benefit could be gained by running some of these trips in revenue service on
the Mission connector (Route 31) thereby reducing deadhead time and providing
more service to commuters between Abbotsford and Mission. However, in the longer
term there may well be significant benefits if transit services in Mission and
Abbotsford are expanded during non-peak hours such as late night and weekend
service.

Recommendation

BC Transit does not recommend the implementation of this service at this time,
based on the following considerations:

• At a cost per ride that ranges between $6.50 and $10.35 this is very expensive
service in comparison to the cost per ride in the existing transit system ($3.77).

• This service is inefficient as it comprises 2 trips per day with excessive deadhead
kilometers. Also the service is only operated when school is in session.

• There is currently no other use for the vehicles that are required to operate the
service.

• Limitations to infrastructure (capacity of the maintenance facility and the Mission
exchange) prevent immediate implementation of the service.

• The lead time for the delivery of new vehicles will also influence the
implementation timeline.

• BC Transit does not provide dedicated school bus service.

In the event that the District of Mission is in agreement with this service proposal
and would like to proceed, this project would need to be included in the list of other
provincial expansion priorities and evaluated accordingly to identify realistic
implementation time-lines and address the many significant fleet, operations and
funding issues.
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M
DISTRICT OF

lsslor Engineering and Public Works
Memorandum

ON THE FRASER

File Category: 	 GOV.PRO.BCT
File Folder: 	 BC Transit

To: 	 Chief Administration Officer

From: 	 Deputy Director of Engineering

Date: 	 August 25, 2011

Subject: 	 Signing 2011/2012 Transit Annual Operating Agreement

Recommendations:

That the 2011/2012 Transit Annual Operational Agreement be signed.

Background

In April 2011, the 2011/2012 Annual Operating Agreement (ADA) between BC Transit, the City of
Abbotsford and the District of Mission for transit services, was received.

Staff has reviewed the Agreement and confirms that it's within the approved 2011/2012 budget allocated
for Transit.

Therefore, staff recommends signing the 2011/2012 ADA.

Salem Abus awashi

Ac
Kerri Onken

F:\ENGINEER\MATC-Transit  Comittee\2011
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Engineering Department
Memorandum
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M DISTRICT OF

File Category: 	 INF.WAT.MET
File Folder: 	 Water Meters

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer

From: 	 Director of Finance, Director of Engineering and Public Works, Deputy Director of
Finance and Manager of Environmental Services

Date: 	 August 29, 2011

Subject: 	 Universal Water Metering System Analysis and Preliminary Cost
Implications

Recommendation

1. That Council defer a decision on implementation of a universal water metering system
until further information regarding securing a future water supply source for Mission is
available.

2. That staff develop a report discussing potential cost effective strategies to aggressively
pursue water conservation in the absence of implementing a water metering program at
this time.

1. Background

At their June 20, 2011 regular council meeting, Council requested that staff gather and report on
the qualitative and quantitative factors that led some other jurisdictions and organizations to
support or not support water metering. In addition, Council requested that staff undertake a
limited financial review of our specific situation by attempting to quantify any estimated cost
savings or costs around water metering. This information was to be brought forward for
Council's consideration prior to releasing the water meter request for proposals (RFP).

2. Executive Summary

The reality is that implementing water meters will not result in a rate decrease for water users. In
fact, preliminary estimates show that a rate increase of 15% to 21% is likely required to fully
implement meters based on a number of assumptions, in addition to other anticipated rate
increases. Details of the preliminary financial analysis are included in this report. Having said
this, there are a number of non-financial benefits that support a water meter program; the
challenge is weighing them against the estimated costs of metering.

Staff recommends that Council not issue a RFP at this time until further information regarding
securing a future water supply source for Mission is available. Various future water supply
sources are possible, each with their own financial implications for Mission. The decision to
proceed or not proceed with a metering system should be re-evaluated after a decision on a
future water supply source is made, all financial implications are known and allocation of funds
can be prioritized. In the interim, staff should prepare a comprehensive report that discusses
potential cost effective strategies to aggressively pursue water conservation within Mission.
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3. Non-Financial Benefits of Implementing a Universal Water Metering System
There are 3 significant non-financial benefits to implementing a water meter program:

• Conservation of water
• Equity through a user pay philosophy
• Effective management of the resource to ensure long-term sustainability

3.1. Conservation of Water
Water is a limited resource, similar to electricity and natural gas. Electricity and natural gas are
metered, and consumers are reminded of their consumption with each bill. Awareness of
consumption habits is the first step to changing behaviour. A literature review indicates that
conservation from less consumption (including repaired leakage) can result anywhere from 10-
50% savings for a community with an average of 30%. Abbotsford is estimating that water
meters, together with the existing comprehensive water conservation measures (toilet &
washing machine rebates, irrigation assessments, general education etc) will result in a 27%
reduction.

The provincial Water Plan emphasizes that a significant portion of future water needs must
come from conservation and stipulates that measuring water usage is a key component to
effective water management. The federal government also recognizes that water meters play a
key role in wise water management. Infrastructure projects are often completed with some
degree of financial assistance from provincial and federal governments. Scoring criteria for the
competitive grant process is based to some degree on a local government's progress towards
sustainability, of which water conservation is an important component. While the province is not
suggesting that a water meter program is a mandatory requirement to receive a grant, it
definitely will assist the District with obtaining future infrastructure funding and it has been used
as a mandatory requirement in other parts of the country.

This past summer, staff set up water conservation education displays in the community. They
often heard that water conservation was not a priority for residents as there was no financial
incentive to conserve water due to the flat rate structure currently used in Mission.

3.2. Equity through a user pay philosophy
The C.D. Howe Institute is an independent not-for-profit organization that aims to raise
Canadians' living standards by fostering economically sound public policies. Their 2009 report
called for reform of municipal water pricing, including the expanded use of water meters. Flat
water rates are often popular with those who consume more than others, but they are
considered poor public policy. Flat rates do nothing to control waste, and do not encourage
water conservation. Flat rates make conscientious citizens pay for the bad habits of wasteful
neighbours. In 1994, Canadian households paying a flat rate for water used 450 litres per
person per day, while those paying by volume used only 263 litres; more than 40% less. This is
remarkably similar to Mission's current situation; the 2010 regional water master plan estimates
Mission's consumption at 440 litres per person per day, while Abbotsford's consumption is 293
litres per person per day based on their actual 2006 metered results.

Other challenges arise in terms of secondary suites and equity. The District's water rates' bylaw
requires that residential units with secondary suites be charged twice the flat rate of a residential
unit without a suite. This requires significant administration to track which residences have
suites, and follow up on changes as suites are added and removed from houses. Customers
with secondary suites frequently complain about inequity, given that a house with a secondary
suite usually has less than twice the average household occupants, yet they are paying double
the utility fees. This issue is compounded by the District's Water Bylaw, which specifies that as
of October 1, 2008, water meters be installed on all new residential service connections. This is
already creating an unfair playing field, as new residences are paying only for their consumption
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while the majority of the District is paying a flat-rate.

3.3. Effective management of the resource to ensure long-term sustainability

Implementing a water metering program is widely recognized by leading organizations as a
basic requirement to managing a drinking water system. The Federation of Canadian
Municipalities (FCM) recognizes water metering as a cornerstone of good water management
because it begins to address water quantity as well as public awareness issues. FCM
documents recognize that municipal governments need to make significant changes to utility
governance and structure to ensure quality of service in the future. Installing meters is a
necessary condition for financial management, demand side management, and public
awareness and education. Effective management of the water resource requires that District
staff know how much water is being consumed, where and when. It is impossible to effectively
manage without measuring.

The University of Victoria's Polis Project on Ecological Governance is a research group that
investigates and promotes sustainability. The project has published many reports dealing with
urban water management. Consistently throughout the reports, water meters and a volume
based pricing scheme, together with a suite of other demand side management tools, are
identified as a requirement for encouraging water use efficiency.

It is clear that water metering would allow the District and its customers to manage its water
supply system more effectively and more efficiently. Near real time information on consumption
in various areas of the water supply area, identification of leaks on customers' properties and
improved leak detection in the distribution system are critical pieces of information for managing
the system properly and for maximizing conservation.

There are additional reasons to install water meters which are difficult to quantify:

• Reduced water consumption over time leading to environmental benefits such as
reduced source water extraction and energy use (this is not the case if water
savings are allocated to new growth)

• Development of a more sustainable community
• Improve scoring criteria when applying for grants from senior levels of

government
• Demonstrate that Council is meeting its strategic objectives and objectives set

out in other strategic documents such as the Official Community Plan and
Environmental Charter. Completion of the triple bottom line analysis of water
meters was an objective included within the Environmental Charter

• Safer system given backflow prevention controls installed with meters

4. Preliminary Financial Analysis

Staff had difficulty finding business cases from other jurisdictions where meaningful
comparisons could be drawn given the unique revenue and cost circumstances associated with
each jurisdiction. In addition, it appeared as though many municipalities proceeded with
implementing water meter programs without completing a detailed business case.

The following financial analysis is intended to give the order of magnitude of installing water
meters, as a number of costs and estimates remain highly uncertain at this early stage in the
process.
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Table 1: Approximate cost of installing residential water meters per household
Estimated 	 Cost per
Total Cost 	 Household

Approximate cost of installing water meters $12,000,000 $ 	 1,395
Use of Community Works Gas Tax funds (6,700,000) (779)

Approximate net cost to be funded by water users $ 5,300,000 $ 	 616

Table 1 presents the start-up costs of water metering, which are estimated at approximately
$5.3 million in total or $616 per household once the Community Works Gas Tax funds are
injected into the project. It is important to note that the $616 per household figure is not what
staff is recommending owners pay on a one time basis for the cost of the program. Staff
proposes that the $5.3 million net cost would be financed with a 15 year loan, which aligns with
the expected life of the water meters, and is paid back through the approximate 15% to 21%
estimated rate increase shown in Table 2. If the Gas Tax agreement is extended in 2014, it's
possible that additional gas tax funds become available to make debt payments on behalf of the
water users, potentially resulting in a rate decrease.

•
Table 2: Approximate ongoing annual cost of water metering per household

Estimated Additional Costs:
Operating costs related to water

Install Water Meters
Mission's Water Usage Decreases 15%

Install Water Meters
Mission's Water Usage Decreases 30%

Estimated
Annual Cost

Cost per
Household

Approx.
Rate

Increase

Estimated
Annual
Cost

Cost per
Household

Approx.
Rate

Increase

meters $250,000 $29 6% $250,000 S29 6%
Debt servicing costs for initial
installation 489,938 57 13% 489,938 57 13%

Meter replacement allowance 133,333 16 4% 133,333 16 4%

Subtotal — Additional Costs $873,271 $102 23% $873,271 $102 23%

Estimated Savings:

Regional water operating cost savings (44,671) (5) (1%) (190,867) (22) (5%)

Regional water capital cost savings (27,152) (3) (1%) (116,013) (13) (3%)

Subtotal — Estimated Savings (71,823) (8) (2%) (306,880) (35) (8%)

Net Cost of Implementing Water
Meters $801,448 $94 21% $566,391 $67 15%

The first section of Table 2 presents the estimated ongoing costs of water metering, which total
$873,271 or $102 per household. The second section presents estimated regional water
operating cost savings in 2 scenarios, assuming either a 15% or 30% reduction in Mission's
water usage. Assuming these predictions come true, the bottom line is water user rates are
expected to increase by 15% to 21% to fund the water meter program based on a number of
assumptions, in addition to other anticipated rate increases. Further discussion of the factors in
this financial analysis can be found in Appendix A.

There would be additional savings by delaying new water supply source projects. At this time,
given the discussions regarding a new water source, it is not possible to quantify the savings
related to a delay made possible from water consumption savings.

5. Metering in Other Jurisdictions

Several cities have opted against implementing a water meter program after the public raised
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concerns about increasing costs for water and privacy concerns. 	 Conversely, many
municipalities have implemented water metering programs without, to the best of staff's
knowledge, completing detailed financial analyses. Coquitlam has evaluated the need for water
meters several times over the last number of years. Their most recent report, dated November
2009, estimated that a $75 rate increase (i.e. 25%) would be required to proceed with metering
in that municipality. Given their low per capita consumption, the large Metro Vancouver water
supply and high cost of a metering program, they decided not to proceed with water meters.
This was the similar to Township of Langley where water meters were supported by staff and a
RFP was issued but a contract was never awarded given the concerns about cost and privacy
issues with private wells.

The Town of Gibsons installed water meters in 2009 and has seen a dramatic reduction in water
consumption although they were not able to completely quantify the savings. A large source of
the savings was attributed to finding and fixing leaks on private property and within the
distribution system.

Pemberton was the only local municipality where staff was able to obtain a business case.
Although the business case was more detailed than the financial analysis presented here, their
costs and savings per household are very similar. Their Council opted to not proceed with water
meters at this time and to implement the following "quick win" strategies in order to provide
enhanced system knowledge:

• Review and refinement of both metered and unmetered rate structures to leverage
opportunities for demand side management through financial structures.

• Consistent enforcement of the bylaw requirement for new construction to include
installation of meters.

• Commitment to regularly read existing meters and bill metered customers appropriately.
• Consideration of mandatory watering restrictions to better manage peak summer usage

in the short term.
• Implementation of voluntary residential metering program.
• Implementation of a program to meter all industrial, commercial and institutional (101)

customers, and associated review of ICI sector rates to support a metered system for this
sector.

• Well-structured leak detection and repair program for distribution system.
• Better tracking of fixed and variable cost elements associated with water production, to

better quantify savings associated with metering.

Some cities, such as Richmond and Surrey, have opted for voluntary meter programs.
Typically, these programs cover the costs of the meter and installation and billing is done
throughout the year. Savings for customers are significant, estimated at over $250 for a 4
person household per year in Richmond. As more and more people switch to meters, it is
expected that rates will need to rise due to the fixed costs associated with operating water
systems. District staff would need to complete more research and analysis before a voluntary
program could be supported.

Fort St. John recently installed water meters and, similarly to Gibsons, found many leaks on the
private property side of the water meters. They estimate that their consumption has been
reduced by 25% and found that residents became much more engaged regarding water
conservation issues once they were paying based on consumption.

6. Other Considerations

6.1. Regional Water System

There are likely several options available to Mission to secure a future water supply source —
each one with its own financial implications. Staff believes it is premature to spend a significant
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amount of funds on a water metering program until the future water supply source financial
implications are known and funds can be prioritized.

The 2010 Water Master Plan had to assume that Mission's consumption was equal to the
provincial average for unmetered communities or 440 litres per day because there was no direct
consumption measurement data available. The Water Master Plan also recommended that bulk
metering be augmented in each community so that direct measurement of municipal water is
possible and that erroneous consumption levels due to leakage are not applied inequitably to
Mission or Abbotsford. The bulk water meter program is being implemented and is another
reason to delay the implementation of a water meter program as it will result in Mission gaining
a better understanding of its actual water consumption. The potential benefits and costs of a
water meter program could then be fully understood.

In addition, regardless of whether a water metering system is implemented, Council may want to
consider taking a more aggressive approach implementing other water conservation measures.
Currently, Water & Sewer Commission staff has developed a comprehensive water
conservation program that includes toilet and washing machine rebates, landscaping and
watering assessments, water savings kits and advertising program etc. This program is
delivered in Mission, mostly by Water & Sewer Commission staff located in Abbotsford, but
could benefit from more resources being located in Mission and working closely with staff in
Abbotsford.

The Water Master Plan determined that approximately 17.5% of consumed water was non-
revenue water meaning it is related to leakage. This number was similar for both Mission and
Abbotsford. The Water Master Plan recommended that an analysis be completed to determine
the causes of non-revenue water and possible corrective action. The ongoing bulk metering will
assist with completing this analysis. A likely recommendation of this analysis would be to
develop a more aggressive approach to water conservation which could include more resources
being directed at the District's leak detection program which has been successful to date as well
as implementation of a water meter program.

6.2. Radiofrequency Electromagnetic Fields

With the advent of automatic meter reading systems using readings transmitted by radio
signals, many concerns have been expressed about exposure to radio signal energy. Recently,
the World Health Organization, classified radiofrequency electromagnetic fields (EMF) as
possibly carcinogenic to humans (Group 2B). The classification was made even though
evidence was limited but strong enough to support the classification. Specific mention was
made of cell phone use which uses radiofrequency electromagnetic fields many times stronger
than the signals used in the meter reading systems. Most meter reading systems use far less
powerful transmitters than cell phones or wireless home routers and are only used for several
seconds a day to preserve battery life. With the District's preference for water meters to be
located at the property line, it is expected that the radiofrequency electromagnetic fields will be
less than if the meters were located within the house. The RFP, if issued, will be asking for
proponents to outline the EMF levels associated with their proposals and compare them to
existing Canadian standards. This will be an important issue to address in any communication
plan.

6.3. BC Hydro Smart Meters

BC Hydro is installing smart meters across the province over the next year. There may be
some opportunity to use the smart meter system to capture reads from water meters as well. It
is also expected that the smart meter program will generate significant discussion on the
subject of EMF, much of which will assist District staff with dealing with the issue as it relates to
water meters. Staff believes it makes sense to observe the implications of this program before
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making a decision on the water meter program.

7. Request for Proposals

Staff has been working on a RFP for the last several months. The document is complex and
lengthy and does not prescribe solutions other than a preference for installing meters at the
property line and using a fixed base network to read the meters (a drive by read system would
still be considered if more efficient).

The RFP clearly sets out the obligations for the District and the successful proponent.
Environmental responsibilities are defined and there is a requirement to develop an
Environmental Management Plan.

The RFP does not include existing strata complexes at this time as there are legal issues
associated with placing municipally owned infrastructure on strata lots as well as space
limitations. Staff will likely be proposing that future strata developments include some element
of metering at the time of construction should a metering system be implemented. The RFP
requests that proponents submit, at a minimum, the following information:

7.1. Residential Water Meters, Meter Boxes, Transmitter and Installation

• Technology, components, manufacturing location, warranty, resolution, life
expectancy, design drawings

• Ability to function in submerged / frozen conditions, lid material effect on
transmission

• Demands professional craftsmanship, request proponent's idea of finished works
along with past examples

• Request how meters would be phased in
• Spatial location of new meters and associated information
• Proposed payment and holdback options.

7.2. Commercial Water Meters, Meter Boxes, Transmitter and Installation

• Existing commercial meters have been listed in the RFP. A site visit to larger
commercial meters will be completed prior to submission of responses to allow
proponents to evaluate the difficulty of new installations.

• Other information as in 7.1 above
• Methods to limit disruption to businesses

7.3. Fixed Area Network

• Type and look of equipment to read meters, warranty, operating costs,
maintenance requirements

• Ability for system to expand with 'growth, number of towers, software requirements,
licensing

• Demonstrated ability to import data into District's accounting system
• EMF fields and comparison with published standards

7.4. Communication

• Development of a Communication Plan
• Maintain a presence in the community during project
• Let people know in advance when meters will be installed in their neighbourhoods

and when they are complete
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Ken Bjorgaard
Director of Finance

Rick Bomhof
Director of Engineering and Public Works

7.5. Project Management, References & Project Plan

• Examples of and references for all work done on past projects
• A detailed project schedule

7.6. Commissioning, Training, Testing & After Commissioning Support

• Staff expects that commissioning will be done over the length of the project to
ensure that the technology works correctly right away. Proponents are asked to
submit a commissioning plan

• Staff training will be required
• Options for providing materials and labour for ongoing maintenance

8. Communication Plan

Should a RFP be issued at some point in the future, staff recommends that a communication
plan be developed and implemented prior to and during the RFP process. The communication
plan should be aimed at a variety of audiences but focus on explaining, to residential and
commercial customers, the reasons why a water metering program is being implemented. Once
a successful proponent is chosen, a more detailed communication plan explaining the chosen
system and how it will be implemented will be a requirement of the contract with the preferred
proponent.

Summary

Implementing water meters will not result in a rate decrease for water users. In fact, preliminary
estimates show that a rate increase of 15% to 21% is likely required to fully implement meters
based on a number of assumptions, in addition to other anticipated rate increases. Having said
this, there are a number of non-financial benefits that support a water meter program; the
challenge is weighing these benefits against the estimated costs of metering.

Until further information regarding securing a future water supply source for Mission is available,
staff recommends that Council not issue a RFP to supply and install a universal water metering
system at this time. This will ensure a more complete understanding of potential costs and
prioritization of available funds. Staff recommends that a comprehensive report discussing
potential cost effective strategies to aggressively pursue water conservation in the absence of
implementing a water metering program be prepared for Council.
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Mike Younie 	 Kris Boland
Manager of Environmental Services 	 Deputy Director of Finance
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Appendix A — Financial Analysis Details 

The following section discusses some of the various assumptions that went into this analysis,
and the impact of water meters on the various cost areas related to the water utility.

Regional Water Operating Costs

• Regional water operating costs are largely fixed in nature rather than variable, given that
the current water supply is predominantly gravity fed. There are some variable costs
related to water treatment in general, and pumping costs at the wells in Abbotsford, but
they are not significant enough to materially impact this analysis. While any reduction in
usage isn't expected to significantly reduce the total operating costs of the regional
system, if Mission can reduce usage proportionately more than Abbotsford, then costs
will shift from Mission to Abbotsford by way of the established cost-sharing formula. This
has been reflected in the analysis through 2 scenarios, one where Mission's usage
drops by 15%, and the other where Mission's usage drops by 30%.

• Abbotsford has been aggressively pursuing water conservation initiatives, which include
leak detection within residences enabled by their new radio-read water meter system.
District staff has assumed for this analysis that Abbotsford could reduce their usage by
up to 10% as a result of their conservation initiatives. It is fair to say that Mission is
clearly disadvantaged in a regional system where the other partner is metered, because
they are able to actively manage usage on an individual property basis while Mission
has no data to begin managing usage.

• Interestingly, Mission's current share of regional water usage is approximately 27%.
Mission's share of regional sewer usage and regional recycling usage are both
approximately 20%. This may indicate that up to 7% of our share of water usage is
related to leakage. 	 Non-revenue water in both communities was estimated at
approximately 17.5%.

Regional Water Capital Costs

• Regional water capital costs are also dependent on the established cost sharing formula,
similar to the regional water operating costs. The same assumptions have been used to
estimate the cost savings that would result if Mission's usage declines more in
proportion to Abbotsford's usage.

• Since the decision on securing a future water supply source for Mission will not be made
for some time and the potential costs are unknown, these costs have not been factored
into the financial analysis.

Non-Regional Water Operating Costs

• In general, non-regional water operating costs are not dependent on the amount of water
usage. In fact, as water usage declines, water main cleaning may have to increase in
order to flush stagnant water from the system. There is no expectation in the analysis
that water meters will result in a significant cost savings in this area, and any additional
costs are expected to be minimal.

• A number of additional costs would be directly attributable to operating and maintenance
of a water meter system, including but not limited to: billing and collections, account
maintenance, software licensing and maintenance, field maintenance of water meters,
administering usage data. liaison with customers regarding leaks, vehicle costs, and the
eventual replacement of meters at the end of lifecycle. This includes the requirement for
3 more permanent staff positions (public works field maintenance staff, engineering
technologist data analyst and finance / billing).

Non-Regional Water Capital Costs

• With the exception of the initial installation and eventual replacement of water meters,
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which has been factored elsewhere in the analysis, it is not expected that significant
changes to the non-regional water capital plan will result, therefore no cost impacts are
factored.

Regional Sewer Costs

• Regional sewer costs are shared with Abbotsford largely based on flows, and these
sewage flows are highly dependent on the related water usage. Therefore, if Mission is
successful in reducing water flows, and the result is a greater reduction in sewer flows
than Abbotsford, it is conceivable that savings in regional sewer costs could result.
However, if a good portion of Mission's usage is related to leakage and that is solved
through water meters, then no savings in regional sewer costs would result. Due to this
uncertainty, staff has not factored in a related savings in this analysis.
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MINUTES of the REGULAR MEETING of the COUNCIL of the DISTRICT OF MISSION
held in the Council Chambers of the Municipal Hall, 8645 Stave Lake Street, Mission,
British Columbia, on August 15, 2011 commencing at 6:30 p.m.

72

Council Members Present:

Staff Members Present:

Mayor James Atebe
Councillor Terry Gidda
Councillor Paul Horn
Councillor Danny Plecas
Councillor Mike Scudder
Councillor Jenny Stevens
Councillor Heather Stewart

Paul Gipps, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
Jennifer Russell, Legislative Assistant
Tina Mooney, Administrative Assistant

RC11/473
AUG. 15/11

1. DELEGATIONS AND PRESENTATIONS

Kristin Parsons
Re: Adopt-A-Block

Kristin Parsons, the new coordinator for the Mission Adopt-A-Block Society, appeared
before Council to provide an overview of the Society's litter reduction activities and future
goals.

Ms. Parsons stated:

• Mission Adopt-A-Block Society (AAB) has recruited over 200 volunteers since 1995 to
adopt over 181 sections of Mission's roadways in an effort to keep them litter free.

• AAB volunteers and community groups work together for annual Fall and Spring
clean-ups.

• AAB participates in numerous community events to increase public awareness of the
litter control program, to offer educational information about the problems of litter in
the community, and to recruit volunteers.

• AAB provides a litter education program to the Mission School District through
ongoing activities such as assembly talks, litter audits, poster and video competitions
and barrel painting.

• They would like to expand the education program by creating a "Junior Bug Club" for
children under 12 and by connecting with 13 to 18 year olds through high school
leadership and drama classes.

• They would like to increase public awareness about litter by attending different types
of community events, by implementing the well-known "Proudly Maintained by.." signs
used in other communities, and through an aggressive media campaign using
shocking imagery of the damage litter can cause to the environment.

• AAB will be taking all the painted litter barrels back for refurbishing and redistributing
them throughout the community.

In response to questions from Council, Ms. Parsons stated:
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• Signs and assembly lectures do not reach the 13 to 18 demographic, however they
are often influenced by social pressure from their peers, so AAB will try to relate to the
youth on their level.

• The "Food on the Go" anti-litter program formed in 2009 was not as well received by
local businesses as was hoped, in that they wanted to be recognized for participating
in the program. AAB would like to help those businesses with advertising/promoting
that participation to their customers and the community at large.

• The general public seems not to be very aware of the Mission Adopt-A-Block Society
and its many litter control programs, and putting up the promotional signs used in
other communities would be a big help.

Mayor Atebe thanked Ms. Parsons for the information.

ANNOUNCEMENT

Councillor Jenny Stevens asked the Deputy Chief Administrative Officer to read out the
following personal statement:

"My lawyer has advised me that after the documentation from the RCMP
investigation was presented to the Office of Crown Counsel and reviewed by
Kimberly Jansen, the former Administrative Crown Counsel of Abbotsford, the
decision has been taken that no further action should be taken. This opinion
has been concurred by Mr. Ross McLeod, Senior Administrative Crown
Counsel of Abbotsford and Ms. Melissa Gillespie, Q.C., who is the current
Regional Crown Counsel in New Westminster."

2. ADOPTION OF INFORMATIONAL ITEMS

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Scudder, and

RESOLVED: That the following items be received as information:

(a) minutes of the Cultural Resource Commission meeting held on March 17, 2011;

(b) minutes of the Cultural Resource Commission meeting held on April 21, 2011;

(c) minutes of the Cultural Resource Commission meeting held on May 19, 2011;

(d) minutes of the Mission Abbotsford Transit Committee meeting held on May 26,
2011;

(e) minutes of the Mission Abbotsford Transit Committee meeting held on June 23,
2011; and

(f) minutes of the Abbotsford/Mission Water & Sewer Commission meeting held on
July 14, 2011.

CARRIED

3. RESOLUTION TO RESOLVE INTO COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE
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RC11/476
AUG. 15/11

RC11/477
AUG. 15/11

Moved by Councillor Stevens, seconded by Councillor Plecas, and

RESOLVED: That council now resolve itself into committee of the whole.
CARRIED

4. PLANNING

Councillor Stewart assumed the Chair.

Agricultural Land Reserve Non-Farm Use Application ALR 11-001 for
31042 Silverdale Avenue

A report from the planner dated August 15, 2011 regarding Agricultural Land Reserve
Non-Farm Use Application ALR 11-001 (31042 Silverdale Avenue) was provided for the
Committee's information.

5. ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS

Councillor Gidda assumed the Chair.

Fraser River Sewer Crossing Project

Moved by Councillor Horn, and

RECOMMENDED:

1. That Opus DaytonKnight be awarded the Fraser River Sewer Crossing project to
study the Fraser River crossing and connecting land segments in the amount of
$29,530 plus HST; and

2. That the Fraser River Sewer Crossing project budgets of $100,000 in 2014,
$150,000 in 2015, and $5,150,000 in 2016 be changed to $50,000 in 2011,
$200,000 in 2012, and $5,150,000 in 2013.

CARRIED

RC11/478
AUG. 15/11

In response to questions from Council, the Director of Engineering and Public Works
clarified that Abbotsford's proposed public/private partnership project for the Stave Lake
Water source has not been determined.

If the proposed P3 project does not go through, Mission will still need to put in a second
sanitary sewer crossing at some time in the future, regardless of what happens with
Abbotsford and the Stave Lake water supply.

6. ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE

Councillor Stevens assumed the Chair.

Investment Holdings — Quarterly Report

A report from the Deputy Director of Finance dated July 18, 2011 regarding the District's
investment holdings was provided for the Committee's information.
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Clarification of Interest on Overdue Accounts

Moved by Councillor Plecas, and

RECOMMENDED:

1. 	 That the District of Mission Consolidated User Fees and Charges Bylaw No. 4029-
2007, bylaw be amended by deleting the existing Section C Financial Services (4) in
its entirety and replacing it with the following:

"C Financial Services

Description of
Existing

Fee/Charge 2011 Rate
Policy

Reference

Rate of interest Non-compounding interest of 0.065753% per FIN.2
charged on all day (equivalent to 2% per month or 24% per
overdue municipal annum) on fees that remain outstanding after 30
fees that are set and days from the mailing date of the invoice.
invoiced pursuant to Interest will be charged on outstanding or unpaid
District bylaws. amounts on the 31S t day from the invoice mailing

date and thereafter until 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."

	

2. 	 That the District of Mission Accounts Receivable — Credit & Collection Policy (FIN.2)
be amended by deleting the existing Section 7 Administrative Cost Recovery Fee
and Interest Charges in its entirety and replacing it with the following:

"7. Administrative Cost Recovery Fee and Interest Charges

A 5% administrative cost recovery fee will be charged on accounts receivable
billings, based on the gross invoice total before any applicable taxes, with the
exception of pre-established or set fee billings determined by bylaw, policy or
agreement, e.g. landfill accounts, transit passes and tickets, etc. and other special
circumstances approved by the Deputy Treasurer/Collector or his/her designate.
This administrative fee partially covers the District's administrative costs (general
accounting required, departmental time involved with billings and collections, office
supplies, postage, etc.) that are incurred as a result of billings.

Non-compounding interest of .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 with interest accumulating on the 31st day from the invoice mailing
date and thereafter until 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."; and

	

3. 	 That the District of Mission Accounts Receivable — Credit & Collection Policy (FIN.2)
be amended by deleting the existing Section 8 Payment Terms and Collections in its
entirety and replacing it with the following:

"8. Payment Terms and Collections

4.
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The following payment terms and collection process shall be followed:

a) Payments will be due within 30 days from the mailing date of the invoice with
interest accumulating on the 31 st day from the invoice mailing;

b) Statements will be issued, at a minimum, on a quarterly basis;

c) If any amount is payable by the District of Mission to a party with an overdue
account the amount that is due from the other party will be deducted from the
amount payable by the District of Mission;

d) All outstanding amounts that can be collected as property taxes under the
provision of the Community Charter will be transferred to the applicable property
tax account at year-end;

e) Certain overdue accounts, as determined by the Deputy Treasurer/Collector
and/or his/her designate, will be turned over to a collection agency for collection
purposes; and

f) The following collection steps will be taken by staff:

After 30 days — send statement and start charging interest
After 60 days — send first warning letter
After 90 days — phone and send final warning letter
After 120 days — send to collections"

RC11/480
AUG. 15/11

RC11/481
AUG. 15/11

CARRIED

Letter from Fraser House Society re: 4 th Avenue Lane

A letter from the Fraser House Society dated July 15, 2011 regarding the lane adjoining
33063 and 33043 — 4th Avenue was provided for the Committee's information.

Moved by Councillor Horn, and

RECOMMENDED: That staff provide an informational report to Council regarding the
history of the lease of the lane adjoining 33063 and 33043 — 4 th Avenue, and options to
remedy the concerns raised.

CARRIED

7. PUBLIC SAFETY AND HEALTH

Councillor Horn assumed the Chair.

PSIT Update

A report from the Deputy Chief Administrative Officer dated August 15, 2011 regarding the
status of the public safety inspection team review was provided for the Committee's
information.

8. PARKS, RECREATION AND CULTURE

Councillor Scudder assumed the Chair.
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RC11/482
AUG. 15/11

RC11/483
AUG. 15/11

RC11/484
AUG. 15/11

Cultural Resources Commission Resignation

A report from the Deputy Director of Parks, Recreation and Culture dated July 21, 2011
regarding the resignation of one member of the Cultural Resources Commission was
provided for the Committee's information.

Moved by Mayor Atebe, and

RECOMMENDED: That a letter of appreciation be sent to Diana Muntigl for the work she
has done for the Cultural Resources Commission and for other organizations in the
community.

CARRIED

Mural Policy LAN.43

Moved by Councillor Stewart, and

RECOMMENDED: 	 That Mural Policy LAN.43 be eliminated as the intent and
requirements of that policy are addressed in Public Art Policy ORG.08

CARRIED

Photo Mural at the Leisure Centre

Moved by Councillor Stewart, and

RECOMMENDED:

1. 	 That a photo display be approved for installation on the north and west exterior walls
of the Leisure Centre, subject to the following conditions being met:

• the cost for the production and installation of the photos and donor
acknowledgement to be paid for from the Arts Council project funds,

• all photos must be of a sport, recreation and culture theme as approved between
the Arts Council and the Parks, Recreation and Culture Department,

• a maximum of five photos to be selected,

• the photos to be of a consistent size, colour tone and spacing,

• the maintenance of the photos to be included in the annual maintenance of the
Leisure Centre,

• the donors be acknowledged by the Arts Council in their display cases located in
the Leisure Centre; and

2. 	 That consideration be given to expanding the concept of historical photo displays in
the District and directing the Cultural Resources Commission to comment on any
applications through the Public Arts policy.

CARRIED
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RC11/486
AUG. 15/11

RC11/487
AUG. 15/11

RC11/488
AUG. 15/11

RC11/489
AUG. 15/11

Transit and Recreation Passes for Canada World Youth Exchange Program

A report from the Deputy Director of Parks, Recreation and Culture dated August 8, 2011
regarding the cost of transit and recreation passes for the Canada World Youth exchange
program was provided for the Committee's information.

Moved by Mayor Atebe, and

RECOMMENDED: That transit passes for four months and Leisure Centre passes for
three months be provided to the participants of the 2011 Canada World Youth Exchange
Program, funded from the 2011 Council contingency.

CARRIED

New Horizons for Seniors Program Grant

Moved by Mayor Atebe, and

RECOMMENDED:

1. That approval be provided to the Mission Senior Centre Association to seek grant
funds for improving the acoustics in Hall 1 of the Mission Community Activity Centre
and establishing an entrance wall in the facility; and

2. That a support letter be provided by Council to accompany the application.

CARRIED

9. RESOLUTION TO RISE AND REPORT

Mayor Atebe resumed the Chair.

Moved by Councillor Stevens, seconded by Councillor Gidda, and

RESOLVED: That the committee of the whole now rise and report.
CARRI ED

10. ADOPTION OF COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE REPORT

Moved by Councillor Scudder, seconded by Councillor Horn, and

RESOLVED: That the recommendations of the committee of the whole, as contained in
items RC11/475 to RC11/486, be adopted.
CARRIED

11. BYLAWS

Moved by Councillor Stevens, seconded by Councillor Scudder, and

RESOLVED: That the readings of all bylaws included in the Bylaws section of the
August 15, 2011 regular Council agenda be approved as listed:



Adoption

First, Second and
Third Readings

First, Second and
Third Readings
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(a) District of Mission False Alarm Amending Bylaw
5233-2011-2929(5) — a bylaw to amend Section 2(b) by adding
"(iii) circumstances beyond the control of the owner of the real
property" and adding the words in the calendar year to
Section 3

(b) District of Mission Subdivision Control Amending Bylaw
5234-2010-1500(36) — a bylaw to provide for housekeeping
amendments to Schedule "D"

(c) District of Mission User Fees and Charges Amending Bylaw
5235-2011-4029(2) — a bylaw to provide housekeeping
amendments to Section C

RC11/490
AUG. 15/11

CARRIED

12. OTHER BUSINESS

Release from Closed Council — August 8, 2011

The following resolution was released from the Closed Council meeting of August 8, 2011:

That the District of Mission has sold 33098 Myrtle Avenue, legally described
as PI LMP 20544, LD 36, Sec 28, Twp 17, Parcel A of Plan 2522, for
$152,000.00.

That the District of Mission has entered into a West Coast Express Mission
Service and Funding Agreement with the South Coast British Columbia
Transportation Authority.

13. CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER'S REPORT

•The Deputy Chief Administrative officer did not report.

14. MAYOR'S REPORT

The Mayor reported on various activities, meetings and events attended since the last
regular council meeting, particularly the overwhelming success of MissionFest.

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

Councillors Horn, Stewart, Scudder and Stevens reported on various activities, meetings
and events attended since the last regular council meeting.

16. QUESTION PERIOD

Council and staff responded to questions from the following people:
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Janet Chalmers:

(a) Has there been any progression on the memorandum of understanding with
Abbotsford for the new water supply?

Mayor Atebe responded that negotiations for the memorandum of understanding will be
done by the Abbotsford/Mission Water & Sewer Commission in closed meetings, however
once the final agreement has been reached that agreement will be made public.

(b) Who is administering the two current telephone surveys being done in Mission
regarding a P3 arrangement for the water source?

Mayor Atebe responded that neither the District of Mission nor the Water & Sewer
Commission has been conducting any surveys. The surveys are a City of Abbotsford
directed project.

Councillor Stewart stated that the surveyors should not have contacted any Mission
residents.

Councillor Scudder stated that he has checked into the matter, and was able to confirm
that no Mission funds were contributed to that exercise; it is solely the City of Abbotsford's
responsibility.

Ted Adlem:

When will the West Coast Express Mission Service and Funding Agreement and the
accompanying report be made public?

The Deputy Chief Administrative Officer responded that information about that agreement
has been published in the Mission City Record, however the specific details of the
agreement have not been released because it still has to be officially signed off by
Translink. Once that has been done, the actual agreement can be released.

Ron Taylor:

(a) Does the District have insurance coverage in place for any damages awarded in the
PSIT lawsuit, and if so, will any details be released?

The Deputy Chief Administrative Officer responded that the Municipal Insurance
Association is participating in the District's response to the claims against it.

(b) Will we eventually get clarity as to how much is covered by the MIA and how much
will be covered by taxpayers?

The Deputy Chief Administrative Officer responded that the amounts will be dependent on
the outcomes of the claim.

(c) Will a payout affect the District's MIA premiums?

The Deputy Chief Administrative Officer responded that MIA rates are set by the member
municipalities, and that he does not have specific information at hand regarding the
District's future premiums, but could provide that information at a later date.

(d) Are the District's investment funds already spoken for in the budget?

The Director of Finance responded that some of the funds are for the 2011 budget, some
will get paid out to other taxing authorities, some are allocated to the reserves, and that it
will all be separated at year end.



81

Regular Council Meeting 	 Page 10 of 10
August 15, 2011

RC11/491
AUG. 15/11

Randy Hawes, MLA:

Did Council approach the Agricultural Land Commission as a delegation or make a
representation along with the proponent to relocate the Rockin River Music Fest?

Mayor Atebe responded that Council sent the ALC a resolution of support for the
application; physical attendance at the ALC was not a requirement.

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Stevens, and

RESOLVED:

1. That the Economic Development Officer arrange for a meeting with the organizers of
the Rockin River Music Fest, Mayor Atebe and MLA Hawes to debrief the event and
determine how the District of Mission and the MLA can provide support; and

2. That the Economic Development Officer provide a report to Council with options to
facilitate the event on a long term basis.

CARRIED

Jim Hinds:

Will the Mission Raceway Club be participating in the meeting Council has just directed?

Mayor Atebe responded that they will if the proponent asks that they be involved.

Larry Nundal:

Doesn't Council think they owe Councillor Stevens an apology?

Mayor Atebe responded that Councillor Stevens just read a statement for the first time this
evening, and Council needs further information before providing any comments.

17. ADJOURNMENT

Moved by Councillor Gidda, seconded by Councillor Stewart, and

RESOLVED: That the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED

The meeting was adjourned at 7:38 p.m.

JAMES ATEBE, MAYOR 	 PAUL GIPPS, DEPUTY CHIEF
ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER

G:\clerk\minutes\ rc20110815.doc



Minutes of the SPECIAL MEETING of the DISTRICT OF MISSION COUNCIL (for the
purpose of going into a closed meeting) held in the Council Chambers of the
Municipal Hall, 8645 Stave Lake Street, Mission, British Columbia, on August 16, 2011
commencing at 3:30 p.m.
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Council Members Present: Mayor James Atebe
Councillor Paul Horn
Councillor Terry Gidda
Councillor Danny Plecas
Councillor Mike Scudder
Councillor Jenny Stevens (arrived at 3:37 p.m.)
Councillor Heather Stewart

Staff Members Present: 	 Paul Gipps, Deputy Chief Administrative Officer
Christine Brough, Acting Executive Assistant

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order.

2. RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE PUBLIC

SC(C)2011/001
AUG 16/11

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Stewart, 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; and

• Section 90(1)(i) of the Community Charter— the receipt of advice that is subject to
solicitor-client privilege, including communications necessary for that purpose.

CARRIED

SC(C)2011/002
AUG 16/11

3. RECESS TO CLOSED COUNCIL MEETING

The meeting recessed at 3:33 p.m.

4. RECONVENE TO SPECIAL MEETING OF COUNCIL

The meeting reconvened at 5:35 p.m.

5. ADJOURNMENT

Moved by Councillor Gidda, seconded by Councillor Stewart, and

RESOLVED: That the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED
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The meeting was adjourned at 5:36 p.m.
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JAMES ATEBE
MAYOR

PAUL GIPPS
DEPUTY CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER



Minutes of the REGULAR MEETING of the DISTRICT OF MISSION COUNCIL (for
the purpose of going into a closed meeting) held in the Conference Room of the
Municipal Hall, 8645 Stave Lake Street, Mission, British Columbia, on August 22, 2011
commencing at 3:30 p.m.
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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
Christine Brough, Acting Executive Assistant

RC(C)2011/001
AUG 22/11

1. CALL TO ORDER

The meeting was called to order.

2. RESOLUTION TO EXCLUDE PUBLIC

Moved by Councillor Horn, seconded by Councillor Scudder, and

RESOLVED: That, pursuant to Sections 90 and 92 of the Community Charter, this
Regular Meeting of Council be closed to the public as the subject matter being
considered relates to the following:

• Section 90(1)(b) of the Community Charter — personal information about an
identifiable individual who is being considered for a municipal award or honour, or
who has offered to provide a gift to the municipality on condition of anonymity;

• Section 90(1)(d) of the Community Charter — the security of the property of the
municipality;

• Section 90(1)(e) of the Community Charter — the acquisition, disposition or
expropriation of land or improvements, if the council considers that disclosure could
reasonably be expected to harm the interests of the municipality;

• 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;

• Section 90(1)(i) of the Community Charter — the receipt of advice that is subject to
solicitor-client privilege, including communications necessary for that purpose;

• Section 90(1)(k) of the Community Charter — negotiations and related discussions
respecting the proposed provision of a municipal service that are at their preliminary
stages and that, in the view of the council, could reasonably be expected to harm the
interests of the municipality if they were held in public; and

• Section 90(2)(b) of the Community Charter — the consideration of information
received and held in confidence relating to negotiations between the municipality and
a provincial government or the federal government or both, or between a provincial
government or the federal government or both and a third party.

CARRIED
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3. RECESS TO CLOSED COUNCIL MEETING

The meeting recessed at 3:35 p.m.
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RC(C)2011/002
AUG 22/11

4. RECONVENE TO REGULAR MEETING OF COUNCIL

The meeting reconvened at 6:09 p.m.

5. ADJOURNMENT

Moved by Councillor Gidda, seconded by Councillor Plecas, and

RESOLVED: That the meeting be adjourned.
CARRIED

The meeting was adjourned at 6:10 p.m.

JAMES ATEBE
MAYOR

PAUL GIPPS
DEPUTY CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER
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M DISTRICT OF

Corporate Administration
Memorandum

ON THE FRASER

To: 	 Chief Administrative Officer
From: 	 Acting Executive Assistant
Date: 	 August 22, 2011

Subject: 	 Released from Closed Council on August 22, 2011

At the August 22, 2011 closed council meeting, the following resolution was adopted:

That the street name Charlong Terrace, for a new road running south off of Stave Lake Street
over a portion of Lot A, Section 3, Township 18, Plan LMP43028, PID 024-577-995, be released
from closed council.

Christine Brough
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