
THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF GRAND FORKS 

AGENDA – REGULAR MEETING 

 

Monday, February 29, 2016, at 7:00 pm 

7217 - 4th Street, City Hall Council Chambers 

 

 ITEM SUBJECT MATTER RECOMMENDATION 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER   

 

2. ADOPTION OF AGENDA   
 

 
 
a) Adopt agenda  

 

February 29th, 2016, Regular 
Meeting agenda 

THAT Council adopts the 
February 29th, 2016, Regular 
Meeting agenda as 
presented. 

 

3. MINUTES   
 

 
 
a) Adopt minutes 

February-15-2016-Committee-of-the-
Whole-Minutes-Not Yet Adopted  

 

February 15th, 2016, 
Committee of the Whole 
Meeting minutes 

THAT Council adopts the 
February 15th, 2016, 
Committee of the Whole 
minutes as presented. 

 

 
 
b) Adopt minutes 

February-15-2016-Regular-Meeting-
Minutes-Not Yet Adopted  

 

February 15th, 2016, Regular 
Meeting minutes 

THAT Council adopts the 
February 15th, 2016, Regular 
Meeting minutes as 
presented. 

 

 
 
c) Adopt minutes 

February-17-2016-Special-Meeting-
Minutes-Not Yet Adopted  

 

February 17th, 2016, Special 
Meeting minutes 

THAT Council adopts the 
February 17th, 2016, Special 
Meeting minutes as 
presented. 

 

4. REGISTERED PETITIONS AND 
DELEGATIONS 

  

 

5. UNFINISHED BUSINESS   

 

6. REPORTS, QUESTIONS AND INQUIRIES 
FROM MEMBERS OF COUNCIL  

  

 

 
 
a) Corporate Officer's Report 

RFD - Proc. Bylaw-CAO - Rpts., 
Questions, & Inquiries from Council 

Councillor Butler's Report 

Councillor Thompson's Report 

Report from the Mayor  
 

Written reports of Council THAT all written reports of 
Council be received. 
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7. REPORT FROM COUNCIL'S 
REPRESENTATIVE TO THE REGIONAL 
DISTRICT OF KOOTENAY BOUNDARY 

  

 

 
 
a) Corporate Officer's Report 

RFD - Proc. Bylaw-Council - RDKB 
Council's Rep.  

 

Verbal report from Council's 
representative to the 
Regional District of Kootenay 
Boundary 

THAT Mayor Konrad's report 
on the activities of the 
Regional District of Kootenay 
Boundary, given verbally at 
this meeting be received. 

 

8. RECOMMENDATIONS FROM STAFF FOR 
DECISIONS 

  

 

 
 
a) Manager of Development & 

Engineering Services 

RFD - Mgr. Dev. & Eng. - Argosy DVP  
 

Application for a 
Development Variance Permit 
to vary the exterior side 
parcel line setback to allow 
for the placement of a 
portable temporary office 
trailer 

THAT Council approve the 
application for a Development 
Variance Permit, for a 
maximum of 2 years, 
requesting an exterior side 
parcel line setback variance 
from 15 feet to a range of 2 
feet on the south east corner 
of the office trailer and to 12 
feet at the north east corner, 
as shown on the drawing 
attached with the application, 
and to direct staff to complete 
the necessary statutory 
requirements for the 
Development Variance Permit 
Application. 

9. REQUESTS ARISING FROM 
CORRESPONDENCE 

  

 

10. INFORMATION ITEMS   
 

 
 
a) Deputy Manager of Operations 

Memo - Dep. Mgr. of Operations - 
Chainsaw Course  

 

Chainsaw Course THAT Council receive the 
memorandum from the 
Deputy Manager of 
Operations regarding the 
Chainsaw Course. 

 

11. BYLAWS   
 

 
 
a) Chief Financial Officer 

Bylaw - RFD - CFO - Bylaw 2015-A1-
Electrical Utility Regulatory 
Amendment  

 

Bylaw 2015-A1 - Electrical 
Utility Regulatory Amendment 
Bylaw 

THAT Council give first three 
readings to Bylaw 2015-A1 - 
Electrical Utility Regulatory 
Amendment Bylaw at the 
February 19, 2016, Regular 
Meeting of Council. 

12. LATE ITEMS   

 

13. QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC AND THE 
MEDIA 

  

 

14. ADJOURNMENT   
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long term agreement, would like to sign a new lease with the City.
- CAO explained the lease arrangement
- Ray Hansen, Vice Chair of Whispers, explained the original lease with MAAPS

MOTION: THOMPSON

RESOLVED THAT the COTW receives the presentation from Andre Boruck of
Whispers/BETHS.

CARRIED.

PRESENTATIONS FROM STAFF

Deputy Corporate Officer/Communications
Verbal update on Family Day 2016

Discussion:
- Sarah Winton, Deputy Corporate Officer/Communications, gave an overview of this
year's Family Day celebrations, events, and thanked everyone who participated
- many positive comments were made from the Gallery and Mayor and Council

MOTION: THOMPSON

RESOLVED THAT the COTW receives for information the verbal update from the
Deputy Corporate Officerlcommunications on Family Day 2016.

CARRIED

Manager of Development & Engineering Services
Application for a Development Variance Permit to vary the exterior side parcel line
setback to allow for the placement of a portable temporary office trailer

MOTION: KROG

RESOLVED THAT the COTW receives the report and recommends to Council to
approve the Development Variance Permit Application requesting an exterior side
parcel line setback variance from 15 feet to a range of 2 feet on the south east corner
of the office trailer and to 12 feet at the north east corner, as shown on the drawing
attached with the application, and to direct staff to complete the necessary statutory
requirements for the Development Variance Permit Application.

CARRIED.

Manager of Operations
Employees Health and Safety Policy

Discussion:
- Manager of Operations stated that the Policy was last reviewed on March 16, 2009,
and that this was a housekeeping update

FEBRUARY 15, 2016 COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING
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- Manager of Operations recommended that the "Supervisor's" Responsibilities
wording change to "Department Head" Responsibilities
- Councillor Butler inquired into the monthly review process and if it has been done in
the past or if these are new categories? Manager of Operations replied that yes it has
been done in the past; however, want to make sure of the specific layout and
timeframe
- Councillor Thompson inquired ifWorkSafe BC requires a Safety Committee?
Manager of Operations replied that yes, there is a Joint Health & Safety Committee
that gathers once a month

MOTION: HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT the COTW recommends that Council update the Employees - Health
and Safety Policy 604.

CARRIED

Monthly Highlight Reports from Department Managers
Staff request for Council to receive the monthly activity reports from department
managers

Discussion:
- Councillor Hammett inquired as to the unsightly properties. CAO explained that
these property owners are working well with the Bylaw Officer
- Councillor Butler asked who the Labour Management Committee was comprised of
and what the mandate was? CAO replied that as part of the Collective Agreement,
the Committee is comprised of Union members and Management. The mandate is to
address any issues that may arise from a Labour perspective
- Councillor Thompson asked if the Occupational Health & Safety Committee was
comprised of the same members? CAO answered that they were two separate
groups
- Councillor Butler inquired that there were going to be several new events this year?
Deputy Corporate Officer listed some of the events, such as a Demolition Derby,
Frisbee Tournament, Good Sam Club, GFI, and Easter Egg Hunt
- Councillor Butler inquired into revisiting City use facility procedures, where they are,
and if there is a list? CAO explained the procedures process
- Councillor Butler asked about the Transitional Housing Society Steering Committee?
Mayor Konrad explained that it is moving along, there is a meeting planned, and that
they had a meeting with BC Housing
- Councillor Butler asked what SCEEP stood for? Manager of Development and
Engineering replied that it stood for Sustainable Community Emissions and Energy
Planning

MOTION: THOMPSON

RESOLVED THAT the COTW receives the monthly activity reports from department
managers.

CARRIED

FEBRUARY 15, 2016 COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING
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REPORTS AND DISCUSSION

PROPOSED BYLAWS FOR DISCUSSION

Chief Financial Officer
Bylaw 2015-A1 - Electrical UtilityRegulatory Amendment Bylaw

Discussion:
- CAO explained that when Fortis BC sets their rates, a BCMU (BC Memo of
Understanding) impacts ?ve electrical utilities in BC and they meet with Fortis and the
Commissionaires to determine and challenge the increases, then the Utilities
Commission makes the decision. Fortis also works on incentive programs
- Councillor Butler inquired that in 2016, capital reserves of $120,000 into Electrical
seems like the same amount was spent last year. is this similar with what was done
last year with setting money aside? The CFO and CAO explained that those funds all
are established by bylaw

MOTION: THOMPSON

RESOLVED THAT the COTW recommends to Council to give first three readings to
Bylaw 2015-A1 - Electrical Utility Regulatory Amendment Bylaw at the February 29,
2016, Regular Meeting of Council.

CARRIED

INFORMATION ITEMS

Deputy Manager of Operations
Business Licensing Bylaw, Fees and Charges Bylaw, Municipal Ticketing Bylaw, and
Airport Regulations Bylaw proposed timeline

MOTION: HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT the COTW receives the Business Licensing Bylaw, Fees and
Charges Bylaw, Municipal Ticketing Bylaw, and Airport Regulations Bylaw Proposed
Bylaw proposed timelines.

CARRIED

Deputy Manager of Operations
Trees by the Gallery 2 facility

Discussion:
- Mayor Konrad inquired if the trees were there prior to the establishment? Manager
of Operations replied that the trees were there prior and that he spoke with Gallery 2
regarding the impact of cooling the building from the tree removals
- Councillor Butler asked if there is a tree removal policy already in place? CAO

FEBRUARY 15, 2016 COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING
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ES...

replied yes, however if the tree is on public land and healthy, it is recommended to
followan Arborist report. Ifan individual requests removal, Council may vary the
Policy; it would be Council's decision
- Councillor Hammett inquired as to what remedies from Gary Smith, Gaia Principles,
would be suggested? Mayor Konrad explained that a precedence must be set for pest
control. CAO expanded on the pest control, caution on spraying, and the eco system
- Councillor Krog asked as to the cost to remove two trees and suggested a method of
water and dishsoap solution. Deputy Manager of Operations responded that the cost
would be $2,000 per tree, $200-$300 per tree for replanting.
- Councillor Thompson asked if Gallery 2 has complained about the Maple bug
problem? Deputy Manager of Operations responded that he did not receive any
reports or comments from them
- Bujor Tanasescu, owner of the establishment, spoke regarding the impact and
problem he has to their house and business in regards to these trees

MOTION: THOMPSON

RESOLVED THAT the COTW receives the memo from the Deputy Manager of
Operations regarding trees by the Gallery 2 facility.

CARRIED.

CORRESPONDENCE ITEMS

LATE ITEMS

REPORTS. OUESTIONS AND INOIIIRI

(VERBALI
FROM MEMBERS OF THE COIINCII

QUESTION PERIOD FROM THE PUBLIC

IN-CAMERA RESOLUTION

Chief Administrative Officer
Immediately following the COTW Meeting, Council willhold an In-Camera Meeting

MOTION: HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT the COTW recommends Council convene an In-Camera Meeting as
outlined under Section 90 of the Community Charter to discuss matters in a closed
meeting which are subject to Section 90 (1)(e) 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;
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT persons, other than members, officers, or other

FEBRUARY 15, 2016 COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING
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REPORTS, QUESTIONS AND INQUIRIES FROM MEMBERS OF COUNCIL

Corporate Officer's Report
Written reports of Council

Councillor Ross - verbal report
She advised that she attended the Sustainable Communities Conference in Ottawa,
and that she would provide a full report to Council on the conference at a later date.
Councillor Ross spoke about systemic problems and struggles that local governments
face, and that a common theme for this was poor communication, and further that
municipalities are plagued with short term thinking and reactive planning. She further
commented that the City's sustainable community plan (SCP) should drive Council's
decision making - not applications for rezoning, and that a simple one page document
should be created that connects Council's Strategic plan with the SCP.

MOTION: BUTLER / THOMPSON

RESOLVED THAT all written reports of Council be received.

FEBRUARY 15, 2016

CARRIED
.

REPORT FROM COUNCIL'S REPRESENTATIVE TO THE REGIONAL DISTRICT
OF KOOTENAY BOUNDARY

Corporate Officer's Report
Verbal report from Council's representative to the Regional District of Kootenay
Boundary
The Mayor spoke with regard to a West Kootenay & Boundary Regional Hospital
meeting of which Marguerite Rotvold was appointed the board chair. The Mayor
advised that IHA (Interior Health Association), is planning to move the mental health
office to a new site at the "Cash Store" on 2nd Street in Grand Forks.
He reported on his attendance at a January 28th meeting involving the Tourism
Society.
The Mayor advised that on February 22nd, the Regional District of Kootenay
Boundary willcelebrate its 50th anniversary.
The Mayor advised that he was the successful recipient in the draw at the Regional
District table to attend the FCM (Federation of Canadian Municipalities) Conference,
which is held in Winnipeg this year.
He advised that on February 10th, 2016, at the Regional District's CO'l'\N meeting,
that there were discussions regarding reuse centres, the 5 year financial plan, and the
use of the proceeds from the sale of the Trail airport, to name a few.
On February 6th, the Mayor reported that he and his wife attended the Fire and
Rescue event, and that it was a great evening. He further commented on the years of
dedicated service and the great work that the group performed.

Following the Mayor's Report, the Chief Financial Of?cer gave a verbal report
regarding her attendance at the Regional District stakeholder's meetings held earlier
today where all the different services that are provided to the City were discussed.
She advised that some of the highlights were the: BEDC - 2015 surplus - plans for use
in the next couple of years; Regional Transit - that they have been billing "actual" in
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Regional District of
and further to the

past years, and willbegin billing based on budget for next year, and that the region will
likely see an increase next year

MOTION: THOMPSON I HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT Mayor Konrad's report on the activities of the
Kootenay Boundary, given verbally at this meeting be received,
verbal report from the Chief Financial Officer with regard to her attendance at the
Regional District stakeholder meetings held today.

CARRIED.

8. RECOMMENDATIONS FROM STAFF FOR DECISIONS

a) Manager of Development and Engineering
To amend the current Zoning Bylaw by rezoning property located at 6401 Highway #3
from the current TC (Tourist Commercial) zone to the HC (Highway Commercial) zone

MOTION: THOMPSON / HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT Council gives third reading to the "City of Grand Forks Zoning
Amendment Bylaw No. 1606-A4, 2016".

CARRIED

b) Manager of Development & Engineering Services
Early budget approval for 5th Street Water Main Replacement

MOTION: THOMPSON / KROG

RESOLVED THAT Council provides early budget approval for the 5th Street Water Main
Replacement Project, Option #2, estimated to cost $575,000 to be funded from the
Community Works Gas Tax Fund.

CARRIED.

c) Manager of Operations
Early budget approval for 3rd Street Sewer Main Repair
The Manager of Operations advised that there may be a cracked pipe and that there is
a concern for water levels.

MOTION: THOMPSON I BUTLER

RESOLVED THAT Council provides early budget approval for the 3rd Street Sewer
Main Repair Project with an estimated cost of $150,000 to be funded from Capital
Reserves.

CARRIED

FEBRUARY 15, 2016 REGULAR MEETING Page 4 of 7
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MOTION: THOMPSON I HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT Council receives, discusses and adopts the final resolutions as
presented or modified thereof, and further directs Staff to submit those resolut ons,
prior to the deadline of February 26th, 2016, as adopted by City Council, to the
Association of Kootenay and Boundary Local Governments (AKBLG) for those
members‘ consideration and vote at the AKBLG Annual General Meeting held in April
2016.

CARRIED

MOTION: THOMPSON I HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT Mr. Barry Brandow, who is in the gallery, be allowed to speak with
regard to the Gilpin Grassland resolution.

CARRIED.

MOTION: HAMMETT/ THOMPSON

WHEREAS the Class A Gilpin Grasslands Provincial Park has two roles: the
primary role being to protect a remnant grassland and ecosystem and an
uncommon riparian area along the Kettle River; and, a secondary role being to
maintain low impact recreation and interpretive opportunities within a scenic
area of the Kettle River Valley; and

WHEREAS the BC Parks document titled Gilpin Grasslands Provincial Park:
Management Direction Statement 2009 provides that ongoing consultation with
the City of Grand Forks is required to ensure local community needs are
considered, and where appropriate, addressed within the management of Gilpin
Grasslands Provincial Park, and that such consultation has never occurred;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the UBCM encourages BC Parks follow
their own mandate and engage in consultations with the City of Grand Forks,
and other communities throughout BC as needed, relative to community needs
being considered and appropriately addressed within the management of Gilpin
Grasslands Provincial Park and similar areas throughout the province that need
protecting from livestock.

CARRIED.

MOTION: THOMPSON / ROSS

WHEREAS IN 1988, the Province surveyed Municipal Tax Collectors to obtain
information on the effectiveness of Tax Sale and comments on the process, and

WHEREAS the Tax Sale process is both onerous and costly to municipalities;

BE IT RESOLVED that the Province of British Columbia be requested to conduct a
survey of Municipal Tax Collectors in 2016 to obtain current information on the
effectiveness of Tax Sale and their comments in the process.

CARRIED.

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 SPECIAL MEETING
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Councillor Thompson asked if the Chief Financial Of?cer could provide a “fan-out" to BC Tax
Collectors for them to provide comments with regard to her resolution and the tax sale
process, and further if the Chief Financial Officer could provide information to Councillor
Thompson on what the actual cost was to the City with regard to the Court case on the tax
sale property that was located on Highway #3 a few years ago.

MOTION: BUTLER I ROSS

WHEREAS the privatization of water resources and infrastructure is becoming
commonplace worldwide and;

WHEREAS privatization can lead to decreased access for the public, increased prices
and decreased product and service quality;

THEREFORE LET IT BE RESOLVED THAT the City of Grand Forks requests the
Provincial and Federal Governments to take steps to protect the aquifers, surface
water and public waterlwaste water infrastructure of BC from purchase by private
corporate interests.

CARRIED.

MOTION: ROSS / HAMMETT

WHEREAS forestry activities surrounding our municipalities can have direct and
deleterious impact on municipal watersheds by accelerating spring runoff, increasing
erosion and sediment from forest service roads and clear cutting, increasing risk of
flooding downstream, reducing summer water levels in lakes and rivers and directly
impacting water supply and water quality in municipalities, and

WHEREAS communities and regional district citizens often are not aware of proposed
logging plans in their watershed, and there is no legal requirement for forest licensees
(including BC Timber Sales) to consult with or seek approval from local municipalities
prior to implementing their annual road building and harvesting operations;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the Ministry of Forest, Lands and Natural Resource
Operations require all licensees to widely advertise in print and online, of all of their
(Forest Stewardship Plan) FSP's, and actively solicit public and local government input
so that all parties have an opportunity to bring forth their concerns, before specific
forest harvesting planning and layout begin, and that no less than 60 days be given for
the consultation process.

CARRIED.

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 SPECIAL MEETING

Page 21 of 66



ant employment throughout the
essential. and requires a long term

MOTION: ROSS / BUTLER

WHEREAS the forestry industry provides import
province, and long term employment stability is
plan for timber harvesting in order to create stable employment, and

WHEREAS, the allowable annual cut (AAC) may be too high over the long term, and at
the current rate, forests are being logged too quickly;

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the methodology by which allowable annual cut is
determined, and approved by the Chief Forester under the Forest Act, be re-evaluated
so that stable, long term employment be assured and watershed and wildlife spaces be
protected.

CARRIED.

5. RECOMMENDATIONS FROM STAFF FOR DECISIONS

6. REQUESTS ARISING FROM CORRESPONDENCE

7. BYLAWS

8. LATE ITEMS

9. ADJOURNMENT

a) The meeting was adjourned at 2:26 PM

MOTION: BUTLER

RESOLVED THAT meeting be adjourned at 2:26 PM
CARRIED

CERTIFIED CORRECT:

MAYOR FRANK KONRAD

FEBRUARY 17, 2016 SPECIAL MEETING
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REQUESTFORDECISION
- REGULARMEETING-

To: Mayor and Council

From: Procedure Bylawl Chief Administrative Officer

Date: February 29"‘,2016

Subject: Reports, Questions and inquiries from the Members of Council

Recommendation: RESOLVED THAT ALL WRITTEN REPORTS SUBMITTED BY
MEMBERS OF COUNCIL, BE RECEIVED.

BACKGROUND: Under the City’s Procedures Bylaw No. 1946, 2013, the Order of Business permits
the members of Council to report to the Community on issues, bring community issues for discussion
and initiate action through motions of Council, ask questions on matters pertaining to the City
Operations and inquire on any issues and reports.

Benefits or lmgacts of the Recommendation:

General: The main advantage of using this approach is to bring the matter before Council on behalf
of constituents. Immediate action might result in inordinate amount of resource inadvertently directed
without specific approval in the financial plan.

Strategic Impact: Members of Council may ask questions, seek clarification and report on issues.

Policy/Legislation: The Procedure Bylaw is the governing document setting out the Order of
Business at a Council meeting.

Recommendation: RESOLVED THAT ALL WRITTEN REPORTS SUBMITTED BY MEMBERS OF
COUNCIL, BE RECEIVED.

OPTIONS: 1. RESOLVED THAT ALL WRITTEN REPORTS SUBMITTED BY MEMBERS OF
COUNCIL, BE RECEIVED

2. RESOLVED THAT COUNCIL DOES NOT RECEIVE THE REPORTS FROM
MEMBERS OF COUNCIL.

artment Head or CAO Chief Administrative Officer
'

Jzz/ 124/
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Nobody is responsible far enforcing ethical behaviour in Iacul gov in BC

Community Charter — section 100 conflict of interest for elected officials not staff (maintain

confidence and trust in government) Campaign contributions don't count as a conflict in BC!
They are considered not a current interest. There was no conflict when a decision benefitted the
sons of a mayor. There was a conflict when directors of a society voted togive money to their
society.

Common Law ConflictofInterest Rules and Employment Laws — affects staffand elected
officials. Employee owes a duty of fidelity and loyalty to the employer that can be breached by
conflict of interest

Criminal Code — sections 122,123 deal with municipal corruption - - broadly, vote buying (very
difficult and intricate to prove)

Equity — Fiduciary duties of band councils

Natalie Baker—Munic I Law

She is a lawyer who represents clients against municipalities

"l||egality” can be cause to challenge a decision of council. Time limits are very short

Judicial Review Procedure Act can be used to challenge staff or council's decision. is it legal,
reasonable and fair? No time limit

Jurisdiction — does the decision maker have the power to do what they have done? Bylawcan
be set aside if zoning isn't consistent with SCP.

Procedure — have they met requirements ie. Public hearing, advertising, in—camera meetings
were misused to debate bylaws. At public hearings the public must have access to the same info
as council.

Reasonable — powers of the charter have to be used in a reasonable way ie stipulations on
developments (very difficult to prove)

Jerry Berry — Principle Advisor, Jerry Berry Consultants Inc. — Ethical Behaviour from a Practitioners
Perspective

Municipal government is a mess — the public loses faith in democracy

Corruption is any use of authority that damages the public perception

ll — based on shared
and collective accountability. Needs to be respect for minority rights or there is a tyranny of the
majority on council

”Nothing is more dangerous than a public servant who is technically fit but ethically flabby"

CAOs must quit or submit to will of council even if they aren't following best practices

Need a provincial code of conduct for local gov.

Who is responsible for determining conflict? — the councillor themselves
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REQUESTFORDECISION
— REGULARMEETING-

’ VMNRI

To: Mayor and Council

From: Procedure Bylawl Council

Date: February 29"‘,2016

Subject: Report — from the Council’s Representative to the Regional District of
Kootenay Boundary

Recommendation: RESOLVED THAT MAYOR KONRAD’S REPORT ON THE
ACTIVITIES OF THE REGIONAL DISTRICT OF KOOTENAY
BOUNDARY, GIVEN VERBALLY AT THIS MEETING BE
RECEIVED.

BACKGROUND: Under the City's Procedures Bylaw No. 1946, 2013, the Order of Business permits
the City’s representative to the Regional District of Kootenay to report to Council and the Community
on issues, and actions of the Regional District of Kootenay Boundary.

Benefits or lmgacts of the Recommendation:
General: The main advantage is that all of Council and the Public is provided with information on the
Regional District of Kootenay Boundary.

PolicyILegislation: The Procedure Bylaw is the governing document setting out the Order of
Business at a Council meeting.

Recommendation: RESOLVED THAT MAYOR KONRAD’S REPORT ON THE ACTIVITIES OF THE
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF KOOTENAY BOUNDARY, GIVEN VERBALLY AT THIS MEETING BE
RECEIVED.

OPTIONS: 1. RESOLVED THAT MAYOR KONRAD’S REPORT ON THE ACTIVITIES OF THE
REGIONAL DISTRICT OF KOOTENAY BOUNDARY, GIVEN VERBALLY AT THIS
MEETING BE RECEIVED.

2. RECEIVE THE REPORT AND REFER ANY ISSUES FOR FURTHER DISCUSSION
OR A REPORT: UNDER THIS OPTION, COUNCIL PROVIDED WITH THE
INFORMATION GIVEN VERBALLY BY THE REGIONAL DISTRICT OF KOOTENAY
BOUNDARY DIRECTOR REPRESENTING COUNCIL AND REQUESTS FURTHER
RESEARCH OR CLARIFICATION OF INFORMATION FROM STAFF ON A REGIONAL
DISTRICT ISSUE

partment Head or CAO Chief Administrative’Officer
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REQUESTERRIJEBISION
- REGULARMEETING—

To: Mayor and Council

From: Dolores Sheets, Manager of Development & Engineering Services

Date: February 29, 2016

Subject: Application for a Development Variance Permit to vary the exterior side
parcel line setback to allow for the placement of a portable temporary
office trailer.

Recommendation: RESOLVED THAT Council approve the application for a development
variance permit, for a maximum of 2 years, requesting an exterior side
parcel line setback variance from 15 feet to a range of 2 feet on the south
east corner of the office trailer and to 12 feet at the north east corner, as
shown on the drawing attached with the application, and to direct staff to
complete the necessary statutory requirements for the Development
Variance Permit Application.

BACKGROUND: The City has received a Development Variance Permit application from
Argosy Construction Group |nc., owners of property legally described as Lot 10, District Lot 534,
S.D.Y.D, Plan KAP34656, located at 400 Industrial Drive. The property in question is currently
zoned I-4 (Gravel/Mineral Processing Industrial) in the City’s Zoning Bylaw.

Section 542 of the Local Government Act states that a person may apply to the Board of
Variance to relieve or exempt, to relieve hardship. At the present time, the City does not have a
Board of Variance, so the approving body is Council.

The applicant wishes to place a 770 square foot (14’ x 55’) portable temporary office trailer
beside the existing shop. He has asked for an exterior side parcel line variance from 15 feet to
a range of 2 feet setback on the south east corner of the office trailer to 12 feet at the north east
corner of the trailer.

Section 499 of the Local Government Act states that notice must be given to all owners or
tenants, indicating the land that is subject of the application and the land that is adjacent to the
subject of the application. Staff willsend letters to the affected property owners, informing them
of the variance application and inviting them to submit written notice to City Hall, if they have
any comments or concerns regarding the proposed variance. Submissions will be read at the
February 29, 2016 Regular meeting of Council.
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REQUESTFURDECISION
— REGULARMEETING-

mN!

Benefits or Impacts of the Recommendation:

General:

Strategic impact:

Financial:

PolicylLegis|ation

Attachments:

Recommendation:

Approving the development variance request would alleviate the
applicant's hardship issue in that he could place a portable temporary
office trailer beside the existing shop.

N/A

There is no cost to the taxpayers with regard to the development
variance. The applicants have paid $350.00 for the Development
Variance application.

Sections 498 and 499 of the Local Government Act govern development
variance applications and procedures.

- Development Variance application complete with site plan showing the
existing and proposed buildings on the property and a picture showing
the proposed structure;

- Excerpt from the City’s Zoning Bylaw — I-4 Gravel/Mineral Processing
Industrial Setbacks and Lot Coverage;

- Aerial and Street view of the property;

- Excerpt from the Local Government Act, Section 498 and 499.

RESOLVED THAT Council approve the application for a development
variance permit, for a maximum of 2 years, requesting an exterior side
parcel line setback variance from 15 feet to a range of 2 feet on the south
east comer of the office trailer and to 12 feet at the north east corner, as
shown on the drawing attached with the application, and to direct staff to
complete the necessary statutory requirements for the Development
Variance Permit Application.
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OPTIONS: 1. COUNCIL COULD CHOOSE TO SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATION.
2. COUNCIL COULD CHOOSE TO NOT SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATIO

N.3. COUNCIL COULD CHOOSE TO REFER THE REPORT BACK TO STAFF
FOR MORE INFORMATION.

DepartmerWT-Ieador CAO
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THE CORPORATIONOF THE CITY OF GRAND FORKS

DEVELOPMENTVARIANCEPERMITAPPLICATION

ork Q5b.<+g;2‘52$

3 Lo‘

72174“ Street Telephone: 250-442-8266
PO. Box 220 Fax: 250-442-8000
Grand Forks, B.C.
VOH1H0

APPLICATIONFEE $350.00 Receipt No.

Registered Owner(s)

MailingAddress: 9 96 O

Telephone: Home: W

Legal Description:

I

D: 009940-$2

Street Address:

DECLARATIONPURSUANTTO THE WASTE MANAGEMENTACT

owner of the subject property described on thisapplication form, hereby declare that the land which is the subject of this application hasnot, to my knowledge been used for industrial or commercial activity as defined in thelist of "lndustrial Purposes and Activities" (Schedule 2) of the Contaminated SitesRegulation (B.C. Reg. 375/96). I therefore declare that I am not required to submit aSite Pro?le under Section 26.1 ,or anyother section of the Waste Management Act.

(sig (date)
OVER
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your applicatlon.

Agent:

Telephone:

Outline the p_rovisionsof the respective Bylaw(s) that you wish to vary and give yourreasonsfor making this request:

O L

P
Submitthefollowlrlginfonnation withthe application:

3'9 i '3’ "?ég ’ '3 20”’/‘-
39A legible site plan showing the following:

(a) The boundaries and dimensionsof the subject property.
(b) The location of permanent or proposed buildings and structures existing on the property.
(c) The location of any proposed access roads, parking,screening, landscaping or fencing.
(d) The location and nature of any physical or topographic constraints on the property (stream, ravines,

marshes, steep slopes, etc.)

other information or more detailed information may be requested by the City of Grand Forks upon
review of

The information provided is full and complete and to the best of knowledge to be a true
statement of the facts, relating to this application.

Signature of Owner Date

AGENT’SAUTHORIZATION

I hereby authorize the person/company listed below to act on my behalfwith respect to this application

Name of Authorized
Mailing Address:

Owner(s) Signature Authorization
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14' X 55' FIELD OFFICE - L2039

6 43/4

F

GENERAL SPECIFICATIONS

Roof
’

Floor
- 45 mil. EPDM roo?ng - 2.0mm commercial sheet vinyl
- Ceiling: Vinyl clad gyproc (white) - R31 ?breglass insulation

Walls Doors
- Exterior: Metal siding & metal fascia - Exterior: Solid core, "Gienow"door with deadbolt,
- InteriorFinish:Vinyl clad gypsum passage set & lockbox ,

(Norwich Pearl) - Interior: Hollow core pre?nished wood w/ passage set

Windows HVAC
— 5'-0" x 4'—0"O/X0 c/Winsect screens — Furnace, LPG

— 4'-0" x 4'-0" X0 c/w insectscreens - Air conditioning

Washroom / Kitchen Electrical
- Toilet with toilet paper holder - 115/230 volt single phase, mast & weather head
- Sink with 30" counter & cabinet under - 60 Amp. Main breaker
- Electric hot water tank, 2 gallons - Electricalreceptacles& tel/data conduits
- Single stainlesssteel sink - Exterior Light (one per exterior door)

- Fluorescentlights, 2 tube, surface mounted

NEED SPACE FAST? S‘§3:§§i
:§333Kelowna: 250.766.0009

3u||_|3mc. |NNovA1'|oN WWW-bntcO'c0m

550

32 5)/2 15'—I
%

NC LIN
E

E»»}Z?»Z~Z’ZJ 52:17,:-:~:3 5*7”:’3C*:’
:’3

l:«:{’:lZ—:{’:} [Z».?:’L'1:»,?Z'Z'J

C««}:’:l
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RS2015<I-493 (3.6. Reg. 257/2015).

RS201 -499 (5.0. Reg. 257/2015).

2015 LOCAL GOVERNMENTACT RS Chap.

Division 9 — Development Variance Permits

Development variance permits
498. (1) On application by an owner of land, a local government may, by resolution, issue a development

variance permit that varies, in respect of the land covered in the permit, the provisions of a bylaw
under any of the following:

(a) the following Divisions of this Part:
(i) Division 5 [Zoning Bylaws];
(ii) Division 11 [Subdivision and Development: Requirements and Related Matters];
(iii) Division 12 [Phased Development Agreements];
(iv) Division 13 [Other Land Use Regulation Powers];
(V) Division 17 [Regulation ofFarm Business in Farming Areas];

(b) section 298 (l) (1')[manufactured homeparks and camping grounds];
(0) section 8 (3) (g) [fundamental powers — protection ofpersons and property] of the Community

Charter in relation to matters referred to in section 63 (e) [manufactured homeparks and
camping grounds] of that Act.

(2) As restrictions on subsection (1), a development variance permit must not vary the following:
(a) the use or density of land from that specified in the bylaw;
(b) a phased development agreement under section 516;
(c) a ?ood plain specification under section 524 (3) [construction requirements in relation to ?ood

plain areas].

(3) In the event of con?ict, the provisions of a development variance permit prevail over any provision
of the bylaw.

(4) As a restriction on section 229 [delegation ofboard authority] of this Act and section 154
[delegation ofcouncil authority] of the Community Charter, a local government may not delegate the
power to issue a development variance permit.

Notice to affected property
owners and tenants
499. (1) If a local government proposes to pass a resolution to issue a development variance permit, it must

give notice in accordance with this section.
(2) The notice must state the following:

(a) in general terms, the purpose of the proposed permit;
(b) the land or lands that are the subject of the proposed permit;
(c) the place where and the times and dates when copies of the proposed permit may be inspected.

(3) The notice must be mailed or otherwise delivered at least 10 days before adoption of the resolution
to issue the permit

(a) to the owners, as shown on the assessment roll as at the date of application for the permit, and
(b) to any tenants in occupation, as at the date of the mailing or delivery of the notice,
of each parcel, any part of which is the subject of the permit or is within a distance specified by
bylaw from that part of the land that is subject to the permit.

(4) The obligation to give notice under this section is satisfied if the local government made a
reasonable effort to mail or otherwise deliver the notice.

5-1

Jan. 1/16 19] z'C0mpass(powered by Quickscribe)
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DATE : February 29, 2016

TO: Mayor & Council

FROM: Deputy Manager of Operations

SUBJECT : Chainsaw course

Background:

In Mid-February, Selkirk College approached the City regarding a suitable location for a chainsaw course
scheduled for February 24/25.

The North East corner of the airport beside the Wildfire Protection Base had previously been identified
by City Staff as an area that needed attention regarding cleanup of danger trees and to enhance the
growth of the healthy trees. The image below shows the location ofthe area inside the Airport grounds.

Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability

Page 1 of 6

Strategic Priority:
Community Engagement - Regional Partnership with Selkirk College
Fiscally Responsible — Removal of danger trees at no cost to the City while enhancing the habitat
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The left picture shows trees that are already on the ground from the last few windstorms.
The Picture on the right shows the type of danger trees in the area. (Dead trees & leaning trees)

The removal of those danger trees will provide City crews safe access to maintain and enhance the
natural habitat of this stand as well as access for any fence inspections and maintenance to protect the
airport grounds from any deer and other larger animals.

Fiscal Accountability Economic Growth Community Engagement

Page 2 of 6

Community Liveability
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During the site preparation for the course on February 22,2016, some of the danger trees had to be cut
down to provide a safe training area for the students. Only the highest risk trees were removed in the
process.

- 9 trees were green but extreme danger trees
— 10 trees were completely dead and either almost down or posing an extreme danger
— 6 saplings had to be removed

No trees were removed within the 40-50 foot buffer zone that protects the residences from any sort of
natural noise pollution.

The picture below shows the dead trees in the foreground and a dead tree and sapling in the background

Community Liveability

Page 3 of 6

Fiscal Accountability Economic Growth Community Engagement
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The picture below shows the tree density remaining (in the background) and in the foreground dead
trees and a previously leaning tree.

Fiscal Accountability Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability
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Issue:

During the site preparation, a concerned neighbour made the crew aware of an owl nest within the trees.
The owl nest was successfully located in a tree. The tree was left untouched and marked. However, the
owl nest tree itself is a leaning danger tree as well. (picture below)

Jenny Coleshill B$c, MEDes, PBio/ was contacted at once and provided a report regarding the owl
habitat. Below is a modified summary from the report. (The full report is attached)

A summary of Ms. Coleshills Recommendations for the Chainsaw Course were followed by the crew:

A no activity buffer of at least 10 metres around the tree.

Any extra activity besides the work that needs to be done should be avoided.
At this time no other trees should be cut down.
Only trees already on the ground should be bucked up at the course.
Bucked up trees should be placed in mounded piles to enhance the habitat for the owl
Avoid activity during the crepuscular (dawn and dusk) and night time.

Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability

Page 5 of 6
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Fiscal Accountability
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Future plans:

The City endeavors to plant new trees in an area that is seen as most beneficial for the City with a tree
species that is suitable for that particular area. The City will focus especially on the planting of trees to
enhance the noise buffer zone and to enhance the natural habitat eco-system of that area.

Communications:

City Staff spoke with 2 of the 4 neighbouring residents on Birch Road on February 24, 2016 regarding the
chain saw course and the responses were positive in nature, primarily thanking and congratulating the
City for cleaning up and enhancing the area and habitat, and for partnering with Selkirk College on this
project. One of the other residences was fenced off and the gate was locked while the call to the other
residence was left unanswered at the door.

Similar joint projects will have a better joint communications plan for projects such as this that wil
linform Council and residents beforehand.

Respectfully submitted,

Daniel Drexler

Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability

Page 6 of 6

Fiscal Accountability
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Report on Wooded Area and Presence of Owls at the City of

Grand Forks Airport and Recommendations on Chainsaw

Course

Prepared for the City of Grand Forks

Photo ofGreat Horned Owl and nest/ings retrieved fromFlicker

By Granby Ecological

Jenny Coleshill, B$c, MEDes, PBiol
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Introduction: A forested area on City of Grand Forks property at the Airport is being used as the site for
a course being conducted by Selkirk College on chainsaw safety. In preparation for the course the
instructor noted an owl nest and made city staff aware of the situation. I was available to do a quick site

visit to determine if the owl might be affected by the chainsaw course and to recommend best practices

to mitigate any affects. Owls are a raptor species and have many values to both humans and society and
ecologically. The Wildlife Act protecting nesting birds can be found .There are several measures
local governments can take to protect raptors and their habitat (British Columbia Ministry of

Environment, 2013).

here

Figure 1. Wooded area within Airport property of the City of Grand Forks showing area of concern for protection of owl
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Owl Presence: At this time due to the limited amount of time available Iwas not able to determine the
species that is nesting or confirm its presence. A neighbour had informed the course instructor ofthe
presence ofthe owl and a nest was located. Certain owl species will nest in the old nests of other bird
species. The nest detected is likelythe occupied nest in the area. The only evidence seen at the site visit
was an owl pellet seen underneath the proposed nest site. An evening or night survey would be needed
to confirm the presence and species of the owl.

Recommendations for chainsaw course: The breeding season for owls has already begun for certain

species such as great-horned owls. Extra caution needs to be taken during this time. Iwould recommend
that the chainsaw course can proceed with caution. The instructor ofthe course is aware of the nest.

Activity directly beneath the nest should be avoided. A no activity buffer of at least 10 metres should be
respected around the nest and the nest tree. Any extra activity besides the work that needs to be done
should be avoided. The owl is already use to industrial noise of which a chainsaw could be a similar
noise. Other noises such as human voices could indeed be more of a disturbance than a chainsaw. Extra

meeting time and presentation time should be conducted away from the site. At this time no other trees

Page 57 of 66



Best Management Practices for Ragtor Conservation during Urban and Rural Land Development in

should be cut down. Only trees already on the ground should be bucked up at the course. Bucked up

trees could be placed in mounded piles ratherthan stacked piles. Small mammals would be attracted to

these piles which would benefit the owl as they prey upon small mammals. Avoid activities during the
crepuscular and night time when owls are active.

Future recommendations: Confirm species that is present. Some owl species will only use nests once
and occupancy ofthe areas might be temporary. However, the habitat values for owls and other bird
species should be considered in future management of the wooded area. Monitoring for the presence of
owl and other bird species prior to any management should be done especially within the breeding
season. Trees that need to be removed from the area should have both danger and wildlife attributes
considered. Certain wildlife attributes can be retained while removing the danger parts of the tree. For
example trees could be cut above cavities made by woodpeckers that are used by nesting birds.

Consider documents prepared by the Ministry of Environment:

Summary of Recommendations for Chainsaw Course:

0 A no activity buffer of at least 10 metres should be respected around the nest and the nest tree.

0 Any extra activity besides the work that needs to be done should be avoided. The owl is already
use to industrial noise similar to a chainsaw noise. Other noises such as human voices could

indeed be more of a disturbance than a chainsaw. Extra meeting time and presentation time

should be conducted away from the site if it's not necessary to be done at the site.
0 At this time no other trees should be cut down. Only trees already on the ground should be

bucked up at the course. Bucked up trees could be placed in mounded piles rather than stacked
piles. Small mammals would be attracted to these piles which would benefit the owl as they
prey upon small mammals.

0 Avoid activity during the crepuscular (dawn and dusk) and night time when owls are active.

References

British Columbia Ministry of Environment. (2013). GuidelinesforRaptor Conservation during Urban and
Rural Land Development in British Columbia (2013) (p. 151). Retrieved from
http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wld/documents/bmp/raptor_conservation_guide|ines_2013.pdf

British Columbia.

Develog with Care
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REQUESTFORDECISION
— REGULARMEETING—

Attachments DRAFTBylaw 2015-A1 — Electrical Utility Regulatory Amendment Bylaw

Recommendation RESOLVED THAT COUNCIL give first three readings to Bylaw 2015-A1 —

Electrical Utility Regulatory Amendment Bylaw at the February 29, 2016
Regular meeting of Council.

OPTIONS: 1. RESOLVED THAT COUNCILRECEIVES THE STAFF REPORT

2. RESOLVED THAT COUNCIL DOES NOT ACCEPT THE STAFF REPORT

3. RESOLVED THAT COUNCIL REFERS THE MATTER BACK TO STAFF FOR
FURTHER INFORMATION.

/4 ////\
Department Head or CAO Chief Aér?ihfstratiyeOf?cer
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