
THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF GRAND FORKS 

AGENDA – REGULAR MEETING 

 

Tuesday, September 6, 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  

 

September 6th, 2016, 
Regular Meeting agenda 

THAT Council adopts the 
September 6th, 2016, 
Regular Meeting agenda as 
presented. 

 

3. MINUTES   
 

 
 
a) Adopt minutes 

July-18-2016-Committee-of-the-
Whole-Meeting-Minutes-Not Yet 
Adopted  

 

July 18th, 2016, Committee of 
the Whole minutes 

THAT Council adopts the July 
18th, 2016, Committee of the 
Whole Meeting minutes as 
presented. 

 

 
 
b) Adopt minutes 

July-18-2016-Regular-Meeting-
Minutes-Not Yet Adopted  

 

July 18th, 2016, Regular 
Meeting minutes 

THAT Council adopts the July 
18th, 2016, Regular Meeting 
minutes as presented. 

 

 
 
c) Adopt minutes 

August-24-2016-Special-Meeting-to-
go-In-Camera-Minutes-Not Yet 
Adopted  

 

August 24th, 2016, Special to 
go In-Camera Meeting 
minutes 

THAT Council adopts the 
August 24th, 2016, Special to 
go In-Camera 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 Thompson's Report 

Councillor Tripp's Report 

Councillor Hammett's Report  
 

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) Acting Deputy Corporate Officer 

RFD - Acting Dep. Corp. Officer - 
Video Recordings  

 

Council meetings' video 
recordings 

THAT Council continue with a 
media partnership regarding 
video recordings of Council 
meetings and to re-assess 
the topic over time. 

 

 
 
b) Corporate Services 

RFD - Corp. Serv. - Volunteer 
Appreciation Night  

 

Volunteer Appreciation Night 
- Call for Nominations - Policy 
No. 204 

THAT Council provide notice 
to the public, calling for 
nominations from the public 
for exceptional volunteer 
service in the City of Grand 
Forks in accordance with 
Council Policy No. 204. 

 

 
 
c) Manager of Operations 

RFD - Mgr. of Operations - Early 
Budget Approval  

 

Early Budget approval for 
2016 for Holder replacement 

THAT Council give the early 
Budget approval for 
September 2016 in the 
amount of $200,000 from the 
Equipment Reserve fund for 
the purchase of the Holder 
replacement as slated for 
2017 in the 20-year capital 
plan. 

 

 
 
d) Manager of Development & 

Engineering 

RFD - Mgr. of Dev. & Eng. - Energy 
Innovation Grant Application  

 

Natural Resources Canada 
Energy Innovation Program: 
Clean Energy Innovation 
Grant 

THAT Council directs staff to 
submit the information form 
and prepare a report to 
Council on scope, budget 
requirements and 
administration of the clean 
Energy Innovation Grant. 

 

 
 
e) Manager of Development & 

Engineering 

RFD - Mgr. of Dev. & Eng. - 
Donaldson Dr. DP  

 

Development Permit 
application to place two sea 
cans with a roof overtop on 
property located at 7920 
Donaldson Drive 

THAT Council receives the 
report and approves the 
Development Permit 
application for property legally 
described as Lot 1, Block 14, 
D.L. 520, Plan KAP1339, 
located at 7920 Donaldson 
Drive subject to compliance 
with City bylaws and in 
substantial compliance with 
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plans presented in the 
application; 

AND FURTHER THAT 
Council waives the 
Development Permit fee of 
$200. 

 

 
 
f) Manager of Development & 

Engineering 

RFD - Mgr. of Dev. & Eng. - Church of 
Jesus Christ of LDS Temp. Use 
Permit  

 

Temporary Use Permit 
renewal request from the 
Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter-Day Saints, agents for 
Crem Holdings Ltd., owners 
of the property 

THAT Council receives staff's 
report and approves the 
renewal of the Temporary 
Use Permit for a further 3-
year term and directs staff to 
prepare a Temporary Use 
Renewal Permit and send the 
signed document to Land 
Titles for registration on the 
title. 

 

 
 
g) Manager of Development & 

Engineering 

RFD - Mgr. of Dev. & Eng. - 22nd St. 
Paving Options  

 

Pavement rehabilitation for 
22nd Street (Highway 3 to 
78th Avenue) 

THAT Council receives the 
report for discussion and 
decision. 

 

9. REQUESTS ARISING FROM 
CORRESPONDENCE 

  

 

10. INFORMATION ITEMS   
 

 
 
a) Manager of Development & 

Engineering 

Memo - Mgr. Dev. & Eng. - Updates 
Sludge Maint. Options  

 

Memorandum update on the 
sludge maintenance options 

THAT Council receives the 
memorandum from the 
Manager of Development and 
Engineering regarding the 
update on the sludge 
management options for 
information. 

 

 
 
b) Manager of Development & 

Engineering 

Memo - Mgr. Dev. & Eng. - Update for 
Proposed Tim Hortons & Esso Station  

 

Memorandum update on the 
proposed Tim Hortons and 
Esso Station 

THAT Council receives the 
memorandum from the 
Manager of Development and 
Engineering regarding the 
update on the proposed Tim 
Hortons and Esso Station for 
information. 

 

 
 
c) Nadine Heiberg 

SOII - Heiberg, Nadine re Water 
Meters & Bylaw Enforcement  

 

Letter regarding water meters 
and bylaw enforcement 

THAT Council receives for 
information the letter from 
Nadine Heiberg regarding 
water meters and bylaw 
enforcement. 

 

 
 
d) Canadian Cancer Society 

SOII - Can. Cancer Society - Expand 
Scope of BC's Tobacco & Vapour 
Products Control Act  

 

Correspondence regarding 
invitation to endorse the 
Society's recommendation 
that the BC government 

THAT Council receives for 
information the consideration 
of endorsing the Canadian 
Cancer Society's 
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expand the scope of BC's 
Tobacco and Vapour 
Products Control Act to 
prohibit use in outdoor public 
places province-wide 

recommendation that the BC 
government expand the 
scope of BC's Tobacco and 
Vapour Products Control Act 
to prohibit use in outdoor 
public places province-wide. 

 

 
 
e) Regional District of Kootenay 

Boundary 

SOII - Boundary Area Agricultural 
Plan & Food Security Project Update  

 

Boundary Area Agriculture 
Plan & Food Security Project 
Update and Gas Tax 
Calculations 

THAT Council receives for 
information the update from 
the Regional District of 
Kootenay Boundary regarding 
the Boundary Area 
Agriculture Plan & Food 
Security Project. 

 

 
 
f) Don and Lisa Lindeman 

SOII - Request to Waive Park Use 
Fees for Retro Drive-In at Angus 
McDonald Park  

 

Request to waive the 2016 
season Angus McDonald 
Park use fees for the Retro 
Drive-In Events 

THAT Council waive the 2016 
season Angus McDonald 
Park use fees for Don and 
Lisa Lindeman for the Retro 
Drive-In Events.  

 

11. BYLAWS   

 

12. LATE ITEMS   

 

13. QUESTIONS FROM THE PUBLIC AND THE 
MEDIA 

  

 

14. ADJOURNMENT   
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exemption and more information on the property of the Church of Jesus Christ of
Latter-Day Saints, agents for Crem Holdings Ltd., owners of the property;
AND FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the COTW refers the matter to the August 15th
Regular Meeting for decision.

CARRIE

f) Manager of Development & Engineering
Slag Remediation Fund

- discussion regarding the Slag use prior to remediation and what type of remediation

MOTION: THOMPSON

RESOLVED THAT the COTW recommends to Council to establish a Slag Remediation
Fund in the name of the City and held in trust for the benefit of the City and Granby
River Mining Company Inc. Authorized signatories on the fund to be the Chief
Administrative Officer, Chief Financial Officer, Corporate Officer, Mayor and/or a
member of Council;
AND FURTHER RESOLVED THAT the COTW refers the matter to the July 18th Regular
Meeting for decision.

CARRIED.

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

- discussion regarding website, Facebook, RFP's on capital projects, water meter
installations, Spray Park, electric vehicle, Well 3 replacement, 3rd Street repair, and
headworks grinder

MOTION: ROSS

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

CARRIED

6. REPORTS AND DISCUSSION

7. PROPOSED BYLAWS FOR DISCUSSION

8. INFORMATION ITEMS

JULY 18, 2016 COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING
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REPORTS, QUESTIONS A
]VERBAL[

9. CORRESPONDENCE ITEMS

10. LATE ITEMS

11. ND INQUIRIES FROM MEMBERS OF THE COUNCIL

12. QUESTION PERIOD FROM THE PUBLIC

a) - Laurie Grant, Wi|dSafeBC Coordinator, gave an update on the program and activities

b) - Brent Hummel spoke in regards to the rainbow crosswalks

13. IN-CAMERA RESOLUTION

a) Chief Administrative Officer
Immediately following the COT\N Meeting, Council will hold an ln-Camera Meeting

MOTION: ROSS

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)(a) personal information about an
identifiable individual who holds or is being considered for a position as an officer,
employee or agent of the municipality or another position appointed by the
municipality;
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT persons, other than members, officers, or other
persons to whom Council may deem necessary to conduct City business, will be
excluded from the In-Camera Meeting.

CARRIED

14. ADJOURNMENT

a) Mayor Konrad adjourned the CO'l'W Meeting at 12:19 pm

MOTION: ROSS

RESOLVED THAT the COTW Meeting be adjourned at 12:19 pm
CARRIED

JULY 18, 2016 COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE MEETING

Page 6 of
Page 10 of 127



Page 11 of 127



Page 12 of 127



Monday, July 18, 2016

THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF GRAND FORKS

REGULAR MEETING OF COUNCIL

PRESENT: MAYOR FRANKKONRAD
COUNCILLOR JULIA BUTLER
COUNCILLOR CHRIS HAMMETT
COUNCILLOR NEIL KROG
COUNCILLOR COLLEEN ROSS
COUNCILLOR CHRISTINE THOMPSON
COUNCILLOR BEVERLEY TRIPP

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER D. Allin
ACTING CORPORATE OFFICER S. Winton
CHIEF FINANCIALOFFICER R.Shepherd
MANAGER OF DEVELOPMENT & ENGINEERING D. Sheets
CORPORATE ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT D. Popoff

GALLERY

1. CALL TO ORDER

a) Before calling the Regular Meeting to order, Mayor Konrad first welcomed Bud Alcock
as the City's Temporary Bylaw Enforcement Officer.

Secondly, Mayor Konrad, wished Roxanne Shepherd, the City's current Chief
Financial Officer, well in her new endeavors and thanked her for all of her hard work
and efforts.

b) Mayor Konrad called the Regular Meeting to order at 7:07 pm

2. ADOPTION OF AGENDA

a) Adopt agenda
July 18th, 2016, Regular Meeting agenda

MOTION: THOMPSON / HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT Council adopts the July 18th, 2016, Regular Meeting agenda as
presented.

CARRIED

JULY 18, 2016 REGULAR MEETING Page 1 of8
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REPORTS.QUESTIONS

MOTION: THOMPSON / HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT Council adopts the June 27th, 2016, Regular Meeting minutes as
amended.

CARRIED.

4. REGISTERED PETITIONS AND DELEGATIONS

5. UNFINISHED BUSINESS

a) Acting Corporate Officer
Memo regarding staff to provide a report on the past Recreation and Culture
Committee

- Councillor Butler suggested for the Recreation Commission to come forward as a
Delegation

MOTION: BUTLER I HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT Council receives the memo for information from the Acting
Corporate Officer regarding the past Recreation and Culture Committee.

CARRIED

b) Manager of Development and Engineering Services
Memo update regarding the application for a Development Permit application to
subdivide industrial property located at 7920 Donaldson Drive

MOTION: HAMMETTI BUTLER

RESOLVED THAT Council receives the memo update from the Manager of
Development and Engineering Services regarding the application for a Development
Permit to subdivide industrial property located at 7920 Donaldson Drive.

CARRIED.

6. AND INQUIRIES FROM MEMBERS OF COUNCIL

a) Corporate Officer's Report
Written reports of Council

- Councillor Hammett spoke in regards to a possible banner across Highway 3 to
direct people to the downtown core and signage to direct for easy access RV parking
opportunities.

JULY 18, 2016 REGULAR MEETING Page 3 of 8
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- parking downtown solutions, awareness of pesticides, and a reminder on sprinkling
regulations on Facebook page and website were a
- Councillor Hammett made a Notice of Motion for
opportunities and ideas along Riverside Drive
- Councillor Hammett made another Notice of Moti
Council Business Plan
- suggestion was made to meet first with a represe
of Hope Board
- Councillor Krog gave a verbal report on events which occurred after the deadline for
written reports and spoke on the Ultimate Frisbee Tournament and Drive-In Movie
event

MOTION: THOMPSON I HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT all written reports of Council be received for information
CARRIED

MOTION: THOMPSON / HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT the Chief Administrative Officer be requested to review the
requirements for the upgrade to 22nd Street with a view of bringing it fonivard into the
2016 Capital Expenditure Budget and to provide a report to Council at the August 15,
2016, Regular Meeting.

CARRIED

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

a) Corporate Officer's Repo
Verbal report from Council's representative to the Regional District of Kootenay
Boundary

- new Community Employer Partnership Project Grant was announced in Greenwood
during the Flounder's Day event

MOTION: BUTLER / THOMPSON

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

CARRIED.

8. RECOMMENDATIONS FROM STAFF FOR DECISIONS

a) Chief Administrative Officer
Topics for Ministers Meetings at UBCM

JULY 18, 2016 REGULAR MEETING Page 4 of 8
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REQUESTSARISING FROM CORRESPONDENCE

- topics of Gilpin Grasslands, homeless people, BC Parks, and privatization of water
were discussed
- August 12th is the deadline for submission requests

MOTION: HAMMETT/ THOMPSON

RESOLVED THAT Council directs staff to set up meetings at UBCM with Ministers to
discuss four topics of importance as identified by Council;
AND FURTHER RESOLVED THAT Council directs staff to prepare briefing notes for the
appropriate Minister in advance of UBCM.

CARRIE
DCouncillor Butler opposed the motion.

b) Fire Chief
Protective Services - Fire Service Operations Level, Policy No. 901

MOTION: BUTLER / ROSS

RESOLVED THAT Council adopts Policy No. 901 ‘Fire Service Operations Level‘.
CARRIED

c) Manager of Development and Engineering Services
Slag Remediation Fund

MOTION: THOMPSON / HAMMETT

RESOLVED THAT Council establishes a Slag Remediation Fund in the name of the City
and held in trust for the benefit of the City and Granby River Mining Company Inc.
Authorized signatories on the fund to be the Chief Administrative Officer, Chief
Financial Officer, Corporate Officer, Mayor andlor a member of Council.

CARRIED

10. INFORMATION ITEMS

a) Manager of Development and Engineering Services
Memo regarding the Grand Forks Slag Pile Mineral Reserve

MOTION: HAMMETT / THOMPSON

RESOLVED THAT Council receives the memo from the Manager of Development and
Engineering Services regarding the Grand Forks Slag Pile Mineral Reserve for

JULY 18, 2016 REGULAR MEETING Page 5 of
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Wednesday August 24, 2016

THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF GRAND FORKS

SPECIAL MEETING TO GO IN-CAMERA

PRESENT: MAYOR FRANKKONRAD
COUNCILLOR JULIA BUTLER
COUNCILLOR CHRIS HAMMETT
COUNCILLOR COLLEEN ROSS
COUNCILLOR CHRISTINE THOMPSON
COUNCILLOR BEVERLEYTRIPP

CHIEF ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICER D. Allin
ACTING CORPORATE OFFICER S. Winton

ABSENT: COUNCILLOR NEILKROG

1. CALL TO ORDER

a) The Mayor called the meeting to order at 10:03 am.

2 IN-CAMERA RESOLUTION
Resolution required to go into an ln-Camera meeting

a) Adopt resolution as per section 90 as follows

MOTION: BUTLER I ROSS

RESOLVED THAT COUNCIL CONVENE AN IN-CAMERA MEETING AS OUTLINED
UNDER SECTION 90 OF THE COMMUNITYCHARTER TO DISCUSS MATTERS INA
CLOSED MEETING WHICH ARE SUBJECT TO SECTION 90 (1) (e), THE ACQUISITION,
DISPOSITION OR EXPROPRIATION OF LANDOR IMPROVEMENTS;
BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED THAT PERSONS, OTHER THAN MEMBERS, OFFICERS,
OR OTHER PERSONS TO WHO COUNCIL MAYDEEM NECESSARY TO CONDUCT CITY
BUSINESS, WILL BE EXCLUDED FROM THE IN-CAMERA MEETING.

CARRIED.

3. LATE ITEMS

4. ADJOURNMENT

a) The Special Meeting to go ln-Camera was adjourned at 10:04 am

AUGUST 24, 2016 SPECIAL MEETING TO GO IN-CAMERA
MEETING Page 1 of2
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REQUESTFURDECISION
— REGULARMEETING-

Benefits or Impacts of the Recommendation:

To: Mayor and Council

From: Procedure Bylaw / Chief Administrative Officer

Date: September 6"‘,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.

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.

PolicyILegislation: 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
OF C NCIL.

Departmen‘t‘Héa’d or CAO Chief Administrative Officer
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Councillor Beverley Tripp's Reuort for Sept 6. 2016 Regular Meeting

It has been a busy and beautiful seven weeks in Grand Forks since our last regular council meeting on
July 18"‘.While I was disappointed that the August 15”‘meetings were cancelled, city matters were still
attended to through ad hoc meetings and in camera council briefings.

Along with the regular outdoor markets and activities, it was great to see residents and visitors enjoying
the many special community events that were held around town, such as the outdoor retro drive-in,
Cannafest, the Sidewalk Sale downtown, Park in the Park, the Fly In at the airport, and the Fall Fair. This
was my first Fall Fair to attend as last year's was cancelled due to the fires. It was great fun to

participate in the parade and Opening Ceremonies, as well as being able to meet with event organizers
and the many vendors on the fair grounds. This event has such potential to draw our community
together and to celebrate all that makes Grand Forks such a fabulous place to live both "then and now,”
and needs to be wholeheartedly supported by the city.

In early August, I also attended the Pride of the Valley Flour MillOpen house; an operation that is a truly
wonderful asset in our area not only as a heritage attraction, but even more importantly for the
wonderful, completely organic flour products it produces. I personally would like to see many more
operations such as this championed and expanded upon in and around our community and region, as
these are not only living heritages, they are the proverbial "bread and butter” for our va||ey’s
sustainability.

As councilors, we will be looking forward to a busy fall, starting off with planning for the UBCM (Union of
BC Municipalities) conference later this month. There, I will be attending workshops addressing
homelessness and gang violence in our communities, while other councillors will be covering other areas
of interest and pertinence to our city.
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Benefits or Impacts of the Reno
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REQUESTFOR|]El3lSl0N
— REGULARMEETING—

t;\\|\N! \

To: Mayor and Council

From: Procedure Bylaw / Council

Date: September 6"‘,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.

mmendation:
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.

De rTt‘HeadorCAO Chief AdministrativeOfficer
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REQUESTFORDECISION
- REGULARMEETING—

mN!

To: Mayor and Council

From: Acting Deputy Corporate Officer

Date: September 6, 2016

Subject: Video Recordings

Recommendation: RESOLVED THAT Council continue with a media partnership
regarding Video Recordings of Council Meetings and to re-assess the
topic over time.

BACKGROUND: Throughout the years public Council meetings have been recorded by either
Sunshine Cable or by a local media contractor. This arrangement has worked well in the past;
however, the present contractor informed the City that he was resigning from this service.

Council meeting recordings vary depending on the municipality. The City of Rossland records the
meetings with a Video system and then uploads the video the day later onto YouTube. The City o

fPenticton does not use YouTube but rather hosts the Video’s in—house for 1 year available through
their website. The City of Kelowna currently only uses Audio recordings from the media (Castanet),
occasionally the media also records Video for a meeting.

If the City should choose to record their own Video or Audio, the following requirements must be met
based on provincial FOI and Privacy requirements

- Available to the public for 12 months as of the day of the recording
- Data must be stored within Canada
- Signs must be posted to inform the public about the Video/Audio recording at Council

Chambers.

The City of Kelowna is researching the option of recording videos through their Council agenda
package provider. This would allow for all of the FOI and Privacy regulations to be met, while
eliminating the in-house storage requirements if recordings were done by the City.

The City of Grand Forks has several options in continuing to provide this service, in order to ful?ll
Council’s community engagement strategic priority.

Option 1 — Continue with a media partnership.

Partnering with another media contractor to record, stream, and upload video using their own
equipment and their own YouTube channel/account has various benefits including not owning any
additional assets and having an expert with their own equipment operating their own gear.

As the media contractor is the owner of the recording, the storage and availability of the recording are
established based on the media contractor’s internal policies.

Cost estimate - $100-$150 per meeting.

FiscalAccountability Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability
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EQUESTFOREBISIUN
- REGULARMEETING-

v.N\N|

Option 2 — Set up our own professional camera's, recording equipment, and computer, and manage
the recording and data in-house.

The City has some hardware that could work for this, but additional hardware would need to be
purchased along with on-going software licensing. The City would be responsible for costly data
storage. Staff resources would also have to be allocated to use this gear effectively.

Cost estimate - $7500-$10,000 for hardware and software, up to $1500 for annual license fees, up to
$10,000 for additional data storage in-house, up to $1500 per year for additional web-traffic, $2000 for
initialsetup, additional staff costs, additional asset replacement funding and data storage.

Data Storage would be on City Servers or Servers located in Canada. Data would be available for a
minimum of 12 months through a web-interface.

Option 3 — No video recordings - audio recordings only for staff use for minute taking purposes
Allrequired equipment is already available, Audio Recording software won’t exceed $300 over 5 years,
minimal extra staff time required, minimal asset replacement funding, minimal storage needs.

Audio will be stored for 12 Months in—houseand available upon request or through a web-interface.

Option 4 — iCompass streaming services

This option would build on the iCompass meeting manager package the City already uses to manage
the minutes, agendas, etc

Cost estimates — although this is a great solution, initial research has indicated that the cost would be
around $12000 per year for this service. Further research willhave to be done as more hardware might
be required.

Data Storage would be on iCompass Servers located in Canada. Data would be available for based
on iCompass internal policies through a web-interface.

Option 5 — Set-up up to two simple webcams, microphone, TV, conference phone and dedicated
computer to a) provide video recording feature b) provide a video conferencing solution.

The City has some hardware already, including the TV. This solution would provide for additional
capabilities besides recording the meetings. Recordings would be easy to maintain as the size would
be manageable and would be available through the City Servers or Servers hosted in Canada through
a web-interface.

Cost estimate - $2500-$3500 for hardware and software, up to $1000 for initial setup, up to $1500 for
additional web-traffic, minor additional time for staff, minor asset replacement funding.

FiscalAccountability Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability
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Benefits or lmgacts of the Recomme

A/Cgef?dminisirativeOfficer

II

REQUESTFOR|]EB|S|0N
— REGULARMEETING— v;\\|

At the Committee of the Whole meeting on July 18, 2016 Council discussed the Options. Mr. Les
Johnson from GFTV also provided input and explained how he would continue providing the
service to the Public going forward free of charge. This media relationship with Mr. Johnson would
be the best suited option for the City at this point while staff continues to monitor what options
other communities explore.

Recommendation: RESOLVED THAT Council continue with a media partnership
regarding Video Recordings of Council Meetings and to re-assess the
topic over time.

OPTIONS: 1. COUNCIL COULD CHOOSE TO SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATION.
2. COUNCIL COULD CHOOSE TO NOT SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATION.
3. COUNCIL COULD CHOOSE TO REFER THE REPORT BACK TO STAFF

FOR MORE INFORMATION.

Fiscal Accountability Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability

ndation:

General: Solution for Video/Audio recording

Po|icyILegislation: N/A

Strategic Impact:

Fiscally responsible choice of video recording and broadcasting method

N/A

Continuation of making Council meetings easily accessible to the public

N/A

Attachments:
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Benefits or lmgacts of

REQUESTEBBDECISION
- REGULARMEETING-

s&|\N!

To: Mayor and Council

From: Corporate Services

Date: September 6, 2016

Subject: Volunteer Appreciation Night — Call for Nominations — Policy #204

Recommendation: RESOLVED THAT COUNCIL provides notice to the public calling for nominations from

the public for exceptional volunteer service in the City of Grand Forks in accordance with
Council Policy #204.

BACKGROUND: In August, 2009, Council adopted a policy outlining procedures, for the giving of recognition
to a volunteer or a group of volunteers for service above and beyond those generally performed in the
Community. A copy of the policy is attached for reference. The policy outlines that prior to giving any recognition
of volunteers; the City must call for nominations publicly in a Regular Meeting of Council and through the City’s
newsletter. There are no time frames attached to the policy. Volunteer Appreciation Night will be held in
conjunction with Community Futures Small Business Awards night on Thursday, October 20, 2016.

Staff is requesting that the Call for Nominations be announced publicly at the September 6th, 2016 Regular
Meeting and then advertised in the newspaper, on the website and Facebook. The Call for Nomination forms
will be available at the City Hall reception desk and on the City’s website. Completed nominations must be
submitted to City Hall either in person or electronically, by Friday, September 30, 2016. The venue for this event
will be The Curling Rink Banquet Room.

the Recommendation:

General: Council values community volunteers and believes that publicly recognizing
individuals or groups of individuals who have gone above and beyond in
serving our community is important.

PolicylLegislation: Council Policy #204 outlines the procedure for the recognition of special
volunteers.

Fiscal Accountability Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability

Strategic Impact:

[economic growth]

[community engagement]

[community Iiveability]

Attachments: Council Policy #204, nomination form
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REQUESTFORDECISION
- REGULARMEETING-

v,\*\I\N|

RESOLVED THAT COUNCIL provides notice to the public calling for nominations from the public for exceptional

volunteer service in the City of Grand Forks in accordance with Council Policy #204.

OPTIONS: 1. COUNCIL COULD CHOOSE TO SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATION.
2. COUNCIL COULD CHOOSE TO NOT SUPPORT THE RECOMMENDATION.
3. COUNCIL COULD CHOOSE TO REFER THE REPORT BACK TO STAFF

FOR MORE INFORMATION.

//

I //,:»-4
‘Depa?ment Head or CAO ‘L/Ch}e‘FAd"r?inistrativeOfficer

FiscalAccountability Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability
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F GRANDF RKCITY0 O S

POLICY TITLE: Volunteer of the City POLICY NO: 204

EFFECTIVE DATE: August 17, 2009 SUPERSEDES:

APPROVAL: Council PAGE: 1 of1

POLICY:
Council may give recognition to a volunteer or a group of volunteers for service
above and beyond of those generally performed in the Community.

PROCEDURE:
When Council is giving consideration to the recognition to an individual or group, it
shall make its deliberations “in camera” and when a decision to give recognition has
been made, it shall then be announced by the Mayor at the Annual Community
Volunteer Recognition Evening.

Further, when giving consideration to recognizing a special volunteer, Council may
consider the following criteria:

the individual or group should be honoured for its volunteer work in the
City of Grand Forks or for volunteer work that has had an impact on the
City of Grand Forks;

o the individual or group should not have been paid or received any form
of ?nancial remuneration for the work or activity for which the volunteer
is being considered;

o The individual or group should have made a significant commitment to
the community to be considered for the recognition;

c There is substantial support from the Community through letters of
recommendations outlining the volunteerism history and the impact on
the Community;

o A special volunteer recognition may be given after the passing of the
individual;
Prior to giving any recognition of volunteer of the year, the City must
call for nominations publicly in a Regular Council meeting and through
the City’s Newsletter.

Page 31 of110
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VOLU

correct sgelling)

CITY OF GRAND FORKS

EXCEPTIONAL NTEER SERVICE

NOMINATIO FORM

PERSON /OR GROUP BEING NOMINATED (Please print clearly with

SHORT BIOGRAPHYOF THEIR VOLUNTEERSERVICES (which willbe read that evening)

ARE THEY, HE, SHE ABLE TO ATTEND THE VOLUNTEER EVENING?

YOUR NAMEOR GROU

PLEASE PROVIDE A PHONE NUMBER OR EMAILADDRESS THAT WE MAYCONTACT IN EVENT

THAT YOUR NOMINATIONIS ACCEPTED AS ONE OF THE AWARDS FOR THIS YEAR:

All Nominations need to be submitted to City Hall by October 5"‘,2015
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Home  Energy  Energy Resources  Funding, Grants and Incentives  Calls for Proposals

 The Energy Innovation Program: Clean Energy Innovation

Natural Resources Canada (//www.nrcan.gc.ca/home)

The Energy Innovation Program (EIP) is providing funding to support clean energy innovation .
Accelerating clean technology research and development is a key component of the Government of
Canada’s approach to promoting sustainable economic growth and to supporting Canada’s
transition towards a low­carbon economy. 

Objective:
The Program’s objective is to support energy technology innovation to produce and use energy
more cleanly and efficiently.  Proposals are being requested in the following  strategic priority
areas:

Renewable, smart grid and storage systems can help reduce the economic, environmental,
and health risks associated with air pollution and climate change.  With more than 80% of
Canadians living in cities, urban environments are an area of key focus in achieving
greenhouse gas emissions (GHG) reductions.  Energy use can significantly be reduced at the
community level and its renewable contents increased through the innovative integration of
energy systems including: renewable energy sources for heat and/or power; smart grid
technologies and energy storage; net zero housing; community energy planning; and, electric
vehicle charging.
 
Reducing diesel use by industrial operators in northern and remote communities can be
achieved through the demonstration of energy efficiency technologies, clean transportation,
renewable heat and power, cogeneration, energy storage, and/or smart grid technologies.  In
recent years, large­scale deployment of renewable energy technologies at northern industrial
sites (i.e. large scale wind turbines at mines) has proven the capability to operate in northern
conditions and ultimately reduce diesel fuel use in these locations. 
 
Addressing methane and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) through research,
development and demonstration projects that support Canada’s objective to reduce methane
emissions by up to 45% by 2025.  Canada’s oil and gas sector releases significant amounts of
methane and VOCs through venting, flaring and fugitive equipment leaks.  It is estimated that
these sources contribute to approximately 10% of greenhouse gas and 30% of VOCs emitted

The Energy Innovation Program: Clean
Energy Innovation

1
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in Canada.
 
Reducing greenhouse gas emissions in the building sector requires ongoing innovation in
the design, construction and operation of the built environment so that affordable, higher
efficiency homes, buildings and equipment become available to Canadians. GHG emissions
from the built environment include 12 percent of direct emissions attributed to the buildings
sector, and another 5 percent attributed to the electricity used by buildings. 
 
Carbon capture, use and storage will help meet Canada’s 2030 emission reduction targets.
This will particularly be the case in the oil and gas, and industrial sectors.  R&D activities in
this area will help reduce capture costs and improve efficiency to help deploy this technology
more broadly ─ paving the way for significant emission reduction.
 
Improving industrial efficiency is essential to our transition to a low­carbon economy.  Fuel
switching, the use of alternative fuels in industrial processes, and bio­refineries, which convert
biomass into bio­based products and bioenergy, are two ways to reduce industrial energy
intensities, fossil fuel consumption, and industrial air emissions.  Projects could focus on front­
end engineering design studies (FEED), the development of guidelines, standards and tools
for fuel switching in industry, or integrating next generation bioenergy technologies into
existing assets (e.g. first generation biofuel plants, pulp and paper mills, agricultural facilities,
etc.).

Submission Process:
Applicants are requested to complete and submit the information form
(http://www2.nrcan.gc.ca/es/oerd­rfp­dp/index.cfm?lang=eng).   Upon submission of the information
form, an Applicants’ Guide and Proposal template will be sent to you via e­mail.

The Proposal template should then be completed and submitted by 23:59 EDT, October 31, 2016.
 No proposal submitted after that deadline will be accepted. Natural Resources Canada
recommends that proponents keep a record of the date and time their proposal was submitted as
proof in case of any dispute.

Please note that Natural Resources Canada cannot guarantee the security of information sent via
the form while it is in transit. Please refer to the Important Information
(http://www.nrcan.gc.ca/terms­conditions/10847) for Natural Resources Canada’s policy on treating
confidential information it receives. Any personal information collected by Natural Resources
Canada, whether in print or electronic format, is protected under the Privacy Act (http://laws­
lois.justice.gc.ca/eng/acts/P­21/index.html).

(ONLY If you are unable to submit the Information Form online, or if you submit it but the
material is not received within a reasonable time*, the Applicants’ Guide and Proposal template can
be obtained by sending an e­mail request to NRCan.EnergyInnovation­
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Innovationenergetique.RNCan@Canada.ca (mailto:NRCan.EnergyInnovation­
Innovationenergetique.RNCan@Canada.ca) with the subject “Demo Guide and the program name”.
Please include in the body of the e­mail the information requested in the Information Form. 

* Please allow up to an hour for the material to be received following submission of the Information
Form.)

Other important information:
Transfer of funds:

Proposals accepted for funding consideration under EIP will be subject to the parties (Natural
Resources Canada and the proponent) successfully negotiating and signing a written Contribution
Agreement.

Until a written Contribution Agreement is signed by both parties, no liability and no commitment or
obligation exists on the part of Natural Resources Canada to make a financial contribution to the
proposed project. As a result, any costs or expenses incurred or paid by the intended proponent
prior to the execution of a written Contribution Agreement by both parties are the sole responsibility
of the intended proponent, and no liability exists on the part of Natural Resources Canada.

Eligible Applicants:

Projects must be located in Canada. Eligible applicants are: legal entities validly incorporated or
registered in Canada, including companies, electricity and gas utilities, industry associations,
research associations, standards organizations, aboriginal and community groups, Canadian
academic institutions, and provincial, territorial, regional and municipal governments and their
departments and agencies.

Project Size:

Demonstration Projects and Front End Engineering Design Studies
(FEED)
The Program may pay up to 50% of Total Project Costs per project, up to a maximum amount of
five million dollars ($5,000,000.00).  The minimum funding requested per project is three hundred
thousand dollars ($300,000.00).

Research and Development Projects
The Program may pay up to 75% of Total Project Costs per project, up to a maximum amount of
five million dollars ($5,000,000.00).  The minimum funding requested per project is three hundred
thousand dollars ($300,000.00).

Page 48 of 127

mailto:NRCan.EnergyInnovation-Innovationenergetique.RNCan@Canada.ca


8/25/2016 The Energy Innovation Program: Clean Energy Innovation | Natural Resources Canada

http://www.nrcan.gc.ca/energy/science/programs­funding/18876 4/4

For all projects, total Canadian government assistance (federal, provincial/territorial, regional and
municipal governments and their departments and agencies, not including investment or funding
from Crown or municipally­owned utilities) will not exceed 75% of total project costs, except for
applicants that are also Canadian Government Organizations (as defined above), in which case,
their own contributions will not count towards the total Canadian government assistance.

Frequently Asked Questions:

A list of commonly asked questions and their answers will be maintained on this site. It will be
updated as often as required. Please click here to go to the FAQs
(http://www.nrcan.gc.ca/energy/science/programs­funding/18384).

Footnotes

Date Modified:
2016­08­18

NRCan reserves the right to alter or cancel the currently envisaged process and
deadlines at its sole discretion.  Funding for this program and its projects is subject to
Treasury Board approval.
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REQUESTFORDECISION
— REGULARMEETING-

2.\\|\N|

To: Mayor and Council

From: Manager of Development & Engineering Services

Date: September 6, 2016

Subject: Development Permit application to place two sea cans with a roof
overtop on property located at 7920 Donaldson Drive

Recommendation: RESOLVED THAT Council receive the report and approve the
Development Permit application for property legally described as Lot 1,
Block 14, D.L. 520, Plan KAP1339, located at 7920 Donaldson Drive
subject to compliance with City bylaws and in substantial compliance
with plans presented in the application; and further

RESOLVED THAT Council waives the Development Permit fee of $200

BACKGROUND: The City has received an application for a Development Permit for property
located at 7920 Donaldson Drive, legally described as Lot 1, Block 14, D.L. 520, S.D.Y.D., Plan
KAP1339, to place two storage containers with a roof overtop on the property. The property is
0.195 hectares (0.482 acres) in size.

The subject property is located in the Light Industrial Development Permit Area, and prior to
acquiring a building permit, the owner of a property that is located in a Development Permit
Area must apply for and receive approval of a Development Permit.

The zoning of the property is I-2 (General industrial) and storage containers are a permitted use
in this zone. The property is connected to City water and has one septic system. The City
previously received an application for Development Permit for subdivision of the property, which
was not granted because the resulting lot size would be too small for required area for septic
systems. The property owner undertook substantial costs in site investigation for septic
installation and file review with Interior Health Authority.

Timeline:

Date Process
August 12, 2016 Staff prepares RFD/DP Package

September 6, 2016 Report to CO'HN (introduction)

September 6. 2016 Report to RMC (decision)

Strategic Impact:

FiscalAccountability Economic Growth Community Engagement Community Liveability

The development of the property will increase the City’s assessment base.
The development willsupport business expansion in the Light Industrial area
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REQUESTFORDECISION
— REGULARMEETING-

v.\\kN!

The Sustainable Community Plan (SCP) is a public document and specifies

Development Permit Areas and guidelines.

N/A

PolicyILegislation: The requirements for a Light industrial Development Permit and the
guidelines to be considered when approving a permit are contained in the
Sustainable Community Plan and the Local Government Act.

Attachments: - development permit application;
— building site plan and location and look of the storage unit;
- Parcel Report showing the location of existing buildings;
— Zoning map of the subject property;
- Land Use Map;
- Development Permit Area Map;
- Site Profile;
- excerpts from the SCP and l-2 zone regulations and uses; and
- excerpts from the Local Government Act.
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DEVELOPMENT PERMIT APPLICA

Lot 1. Block 14 DL. 520 SDYD Plan KAP1339

www.qrandforks.ca info@grandforks.ca

THECORPORATIONOFTHECITYOFGRANDFORKS
7217-4"‘STREET,BOX220,GRANDFORKS,B.C.VOH1H0 TELEPHONE:250-442-8266FAX:250-442-8000

TION

APPLICATION FEE $200.00 Receipt No.

Requirement of the City of Grand Forks Sustainable Community Plan Bylaw No. 1919 for all multi-
family,hillside development, commercial, light industrial and environmentally sensitive developments, alterations

and subdivisions.
Allnew development where City services are available willbe subject to Development Cost Charges.

Registered Owner(s): Donald & Sandra Colclouqh

Mailing Address

Telephone:

Legal Description:

P.l.D. O10-119-311

Street or Civic Address: 7920 Donaldson Drive

DECLARATION PURSUANT TO THE WASTE MANAGEMENT ACT

I, Don Colclough, owner of the subject property described on this application form,
hereby declare that the land which is the subject of this application has not, to my
knowledge, been used for industrial or commercial activity as defined in the list of
"lndustrial Purposes and Activities" (Schedule 2) of the Contaminated Sites Regulation
(B.C. Reg. 375/96). I therefore declare that I am not required to submit a Site Profile
under Section 26.1 or any other section of the Waste ManagementAct.

(signature) (date)

Website:

Page 53 of 127



Local Government Act)‘

your application.

Description of Proposed Subdivision and or Development to be included in the Development Permit
Area:

to place 2 storage containers with a roof overtop on the property

Submit the following information with the application:

1. For Commercial or industrial subdivision applications — plan showing new lots to be created

2. For development purposes, a legible site plan drawn to scale, showing the following:

(a) The boundaries and dimensions of the subject property.
(b) The location of any proposed or present buildings.
(c) Color rendition of proposed development.
(d) The location of off-street parking facilities.
(e) The location of off-street loading facilities.
(f) The location of any proposed access roads, screening, landscaping or fencing
(g) The location of refuse containers and parking area lighting.

3. Professionally drawn site elevations, facade applications for proposed or present buildings,
identifying colors, canopies, window trim and sign specifications.

4. Site Profile (if necessary in accordance with Section 557 of the

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

August 12, 2016
Signature of Owner Date

AGENT’S AUTHORIZATION

I hereby authorize the person/company listed below to act on my behalf with respect to this
application and that the information provided is full and complete and to the best of knowledge to be a
true statement of the facts.

Name of Authorized Agent:

Mailing Address:

Telephone Email

Page 2 of 2

Owner(s) Signature of Authorization

Website: www-gran.dfcrks~ca. Email: in.f9@g.rav1df9r!ss-_-99.
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Regional District of Kootenay Boundary

0 Tuesday, June 7, 2016

Scale 1: 884

Legal Information

Plan: KAP1339 Section: Jurs: 210 LotArea: 0.482

Block: 14 Township: Roll: 997500 Area Unit: acr

Lot: 1 Land District: 54 PID: 010-119-311 Width (ft): 0

District Lot: 520 Depth (fl): 0

Street: 7920 DONALDSON DR

Description:

This report and map is for general information only. The RDKBdoes not guarantee its accuracy or correctness. All information should be verified.

Page 1 of1
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Latitude 49

79

Gra

'-‘cl: a site: rmip with your a,i‘);oFir;;;:tiois. !.u

All Property

Coordinates (using the North American Datum 1983 convention) for the centre of the site:

Degrees Minutes 347

Longitude Degrees 118 Minutes 4705 Seconds 42

Please attach a map ofappropriate scale showing the boundaries ofthe site.

For Legally Titled, Registered Property

Site Address (ifapplicable)

20 Donaldson Drive

C ty Postal Code

nd Forks VOH1H2

PID numbers and associated legal descriptions.

PID Legal Description

010-119-311 Lot 1 block 14 plan kap 1339 D.L.520 S.D.Y.D.

Total number of titled parcels represented by this site profile

1

For Untitled Crown Land

PIN numbers and associated Land Description (if applicable).

PIN Land Description

Total number of untitled crown land parcels represented by this site profile

(and, ifavallable)

Crown Land FileNumbers (comma separated)

003 2012/10/12 PAGE3 OF 6

Add Delet
e

+

Add Delete

+
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nedq mater atlng
dust tormw arges

Please indicate below, in the format ofthe example provided, which ofthe industrial and commercial purposes and activities from
Schedule 2 have occurred or are occurring on this site.

EXAMPLE

Schedule 2 Reference Description

E1 appliance, equipment or engine repair, reconditioning, cleaning or salvage

F10 solvent manufacturing or wholesale bulk storage

Schedule 2 Reference Description Add Delete

E1 Automotive Shop + -

Is there currently or to the best of your knowledge has there previously been on the site any (please mark the
YES No

appropriate column opposite the question):

A. Petroleum, solvent or other polluting substance spills to the environment greater than 100 litres?

Residue left after removal of piled materials such as chemicals, coal, ore, smelter slag, air quality control system
B’

baghouse dust?

C Discarded barrels, drums or tanks?

D. Contamination resulting from migration of substances from other properties?

Is there currently or to the best of your knowledge has there previously been on the site any deposit of (please
YES No

rriarkthe appropriate column opposite the question):

A
Filldirt, ,g , sand or like materialsfrom a contaminated site or from a source used for any of the activities

' listed u rS ule 2?

Dis or waste granular materials s sand blasting grit, asphalt paving or roofing material, spent
' fou sting sands, mine ore, waste r ?oat?

C
D ed sediments, or sediments and debris ialsorigin from locations adjacent to foreshore

' in rial activities, or municipal sanitary or 5 ater disch ?

Page 64 of 127



;'- r.':’. - ', .

PCB-conhalnlng electrical
' wlthln bulldlngs, or store
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(Note 1: Please listany past or present government orders, permits, approvals, certificates and notifications pertaining to the
environmental condition, use or quality of soil,surface water, groundwater or biota at the site.

Note 2: Ifcompleted by a consultant, receiver or trustee, please indicate the type and degree of access to information used to complete
this site pro?le. Attach extra pages, if necessary):

The person completing the site profile states that the above information is true based on the person's current knowledge as of
the date completed.

Signature Date Signed (MMM/DD/YY)

_> OR:
Bychecking this box, Ideclare that the Mar/03/16
information contained in this form is
complete and accurate information.

Reason for submission (Please checkone or more of the following)

_
Soil removal |:| Development permit

:| Subdivision application |:| Variance permit

_4

Zoning application E] Demolition permit

LocalGovernment contact:

Name Agency

Address

Telephone (##1##)###-#### Fax (###) ###-#### E-mail

Date Received (YYYY-MM-DD) Date Submitted to Site Registrar (YYYY-MM-DD)

Date forwarded to Director of Waste Management: (YYYY—MM-DD)

003 REV PAGE6 OF6
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Development within this designation may occur
up to a maximum of 60 units per hectare.

Highway & Tourist Commercial (H77

Within this designation, automobile oriented

tourist services areas for visitors and residents
and encouraged and focused along Central

Avenue/Highway #3. Development will consist

primarily of commercial and institutional uses.

Some residential development may occur where

appropriate.

Heritage Corridor (HC)

This designation is located along Central

Ave/Highway #3, immediately west of the Core

Commercial area of Grand Forks.

LightIndustry (LI)
- This designation is located in strategic locations in

Grand Forks, including in the northwest along

Donaldson Drive, in the northeast along Granby

Road and in the southeast along Sagamore Ave.

This designation includes light industrialuses and

service commercial uses that can be developed in

a manner compatible with adjacent uses.

Heavy Industry (HI)

Located in the northeast along Granby Road and
south of the Kettle River, this designation

supports the continued use and development of
heavy industrial activities, such as lumber
production, log storage and other associated

industrialuses.

Institutional (IN)

Institutional land uses within Grand Forks are
located throughout the community. Over time, the
types of institutional uses have evolved with the
growth and maturation of the community and it is

City of Grand Fork
sSustainable Community Pla
nBylaw No. 1919, 201

1September 2011

anticipated that the demand for these types of

uses willcontinue to increase.

H/7$io’e & Resource District (HR)

o Within Grand Forks,this designation is applied to

those parts of the City which are largely
undeveloped and lacking municipal services, or

located on slopes greater than 20%. These areas
'

are generally located along the eastern boundary

of Grand Forks and are not to be urbanized until
municipal services can be made available, once

in?lling and densi?cation of other areas has
occurred.

Environmental Resource District (ER)

The Environmental Resource District designation

applies to an area located in the northwestern
area of the community. Although the ER
designation generally allows for uses and
densities within the Low Density Residential (LR)

designation, this area acknowledges the
groundwater and ?oodplain conditions associated
with these lands. Any development in this area
will require an Environmental Development Permit
to should ensure that steps are taking to address
the potential groundwater conditions and/or?ood

hazard.

Park & Open Space (PK)

o This designation encourages recreation and
transportation opportunities for local residents

and captures the beauty and setting of natural

areas, parks and open spaces and trails
throughout Grand Forksand along the Kettle and
Granby Rivers.

In addition, the form and character of the community

is guided by the objectives outlined in a number of

Development Permit (DP) Areas. These DP areas are
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14.7 Light Industrial Development Permit
Area

The Light Industrial DPA is designated under Section

919.1(1)(f) (form and character of industrial
development) of the LocalG‘overnmentAcr.

Area

The principal designated area is shown as the Light

Industrial DPA on Schedule ‘C’ on the Development

Permit Area Map. In general, the lands that are
designated Light Industry located in the northwest
corner of the City of Grand Forks willbe subject to the

LightIndustrial DPAguidelines.

Jgsti?cation

The area designated as Light Industrial and Service

Commercial in the northwest corner of Grand Forks is

suitable for light industry and service commercial

development. The objective of this designation is to

ensure that development of light industrial sites is

done in a manner sensitive to adjacent lands and

environmental quality, as well as to guide the form

and character of new and existing light industrial
zoned properties.

14.7.1 - Conditions for which a Light Industrial
Development Permit is not Required

The following may be undertaken without a Light

Industrial Development Permit:

internal alterations, which do not affect the

outer appearance of the building;
- replacement, upgrading or repair of roo?ng;

Painting the exterior of a building;
- replacement of windows;

City of Grand Fork
sSustainable Community Pla
nBylaw No. 1919, 2011

September 201
1

- construction of a fence;

the construction of an accessory building or
addition to a light industrial building that does

not alter patterns or requirements of parking,

access, loading, or landscaping on the site;
and

o replacement of an existing sign or canopy,

where the size and design of the replacement

sign or canopy are generally consistent with
the sign or canopy being replaced.

14.7.2 - Guidelines

Development Permits issued in this area shall be in

accordance with the following guidelines:

.1 All buildings, structures and additions thereto

shall be designated in a manner which gives

consideration to the relationship with adjacent

buildings and open areas, the ef?ciency of the

circulation system and the design and siting

compatibility with surrounding development.

.2 Techniques to reduce impression of building

size and bulk such as stepping back upper

storeys, utilizing alcoves, bays, sub—roofsand
ledges are encouraged.

.3 Architectural details and design elements,
which enhance the visual appearance and

articulate the facade are encouraged.

.4 Outdoor storage materials should be screened

with walls, fencing, hedging, trees, planting,
other screening materials or a combination of

these materials.

.5 Areas of landscaping should be provided next

to roadways.

-50-
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Development of lots adjacent to the ALRshall

provide an ALC A.3 Airborne Particle and
Visual Screen Buffer that is a minimum of

15m wide or designed and installed
satisfactory to the ALCand the City. The ALC

A.3 AirborneParticle and Visual Screen Buffer

include deciduousor coniferous trees, shrubs
and fencing.

Light industrial buildings and of?ce buildings

associated with light industrial use should be
treated with painted metal, stucoo, wood or
textured concrete or other suitable ?nlshings.

Untreated ?at concrete blocks will not be

allowed.

City of Grand Fork
sSustainable Community Plan

Bylaw No. 1919,2011
September 2011
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14.0 DEVELOPMENT PERMIT AREAS

14.1 Introduction

Pursuant to the Local Government Act, Council may

designate certain areas of the City as Development

Permit Areas (DPA). Special conditions in the form of
development guidelines might be implemented. These
designations and guidelines are generally used to:

- protect and enhance the natural environment;
- protect and safeguard development from

hazardous conditions;
o revitalize an area in which a commercial use

is permitted;

- establish de?nitive objectives to treat form

and character of commercial and multiple

housing residential development; and

establish de?nitive objectives and to treat the
form and character of light industrial and
service commercial development in lands

located in the northwest corner of the City.

City of Grand Fork
sSustainable Community Pla
nBylawNo. 1919, 2011

September 2011

A development permit area is required within a DP
Abefore:

subdivision;

construction, addition or alteration of a
buildingor structure is started;
land in a designated environmentally sensitive

area is altered; and

land subject to hazardous conditions in a
designated area is altered.

In accordance with the Agricultural Land Commission

Act, a development permit is not required for the
clearing of land within the ALR for agricultural

purposes.
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Number and {me of Dwelling Units all

ESE

(C)

&l!I29.K§

(d)

Zoning Bylaw 1606 (excerpts)

SECTION 45

Permitted Uses

1. The following uses and no others are permitted in an I-2 zone:

(a) manufacturing facilities and storage areas for raw materials;
(b) auction market, excluding the sales of animals;
(c) storage, warehousing, cartage, express and freight facilities;
(d) salvage yards and recycling depots;
(e) gravel extraction activities such as processing and screening;
(f) machine, welding and woodworking shops, and the retail sale of

these items;
(g) kennels;
(h) automotive repair shops;

23*:,“:::“.='::,"s:;*e::"e's;
(k) tool and equipment rental establishments.

Permitted accessory uses and buildings on any parcel include the following:

(k)

Regulations

accessory buildings for any of the above.

2. On a parcel located in an l-2 zone:

Minimum Parcel Size for Subdivision purposes

(8)

(b)

There is no minimum parcel size;

owed

A maximum of one single family detached dwelling or one mobile
home is permitted, as a watchmen's quarters, but not all two;

Bylaw 1679

No building or structure shall exceed 12 metres (40 ft) in height;

Except as othenrvise specifically permitted in this bylaw, no
building, structure or illuminated sign shall be located within
4.6 meters (15 ft) of a lot in a Residential zone; Bylaw 1679
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Accessogg Buildings

LotArea Coverage

Additional requirements

Zoning Bylaw 1606 (excerpts)

SECTION 45

(T)

(9)

(h)

confd

No accessory building shall have a total floor area greater than
50% of the principal structure.

The maximum permitted lot area coverage shall be as follows:

Principal building with all accessory building and structures 70%

Bylaw 1679

All outdoor storage areas and/or manufacturing activities that
are adjacent to either a residential area or a highway shall be
screened by a solid fence or landscaped berm that shall be not less
than 2.4 metres (8 ft) in height from the grade to the top of the berm
or fence; and

See Sections 13 to 30A of this bylaw.
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1152015-I486(EC. Reg. 257/2015).

':;—".l'-"-3
..'T _‘

?S2D15-1489 (E.C. Reg. 257/2015).

E32016-L490(E,C. Reg. 257/2015).

2015 LOCAL GOVERNMENTACT RS Chap.

(f) establishment of objectives for the form and character of commercial, industrialor multi—
familyresidentialdevelopment;

(g) in relation to an area in a resort region, establishmentof objectives for the form and character of
developmentin the resort region;

(h) establishmentof objectives to promote energy conservation;
(i) establishmentof objectives to promote water conservation;
0) establishmentof objectives to promote the reduction of greenhouse gas emissions.

(2) With respect to areas designated under subsection (1), the official communityplan must
(21)describethe special conditions or objectives that justify the designation, and
(b) specify guidelines respecting the manner by which the special conditions or objectives will be

addressed.
(3) As an exception to subsection (2) (b), the guidelines referred to in that subsection may be specified
by zoning bylaw but, in this case, the designationis not effective until the zoning bylaw hasbeen
adopted.

(4) If an official community plan designates areas under subsection(1), the plan or a zoningbylaw may,
with respect to those areas, specify conditionsunder which a developmentpermit under section 489
would not be required.

Activities that require a
development permit
489. If an official communityplan designates areas under section 488 (1), the following prohibitionsapply

unless an exemption under section 488 (4) applies or the owner first obtains a development permit
under this Division:

(a) land within the area must not be subdivided;
(b) construction of, addition to or alterationof a building or other structure must not be started;
(c) land withinan area designated under section 488 (1) (a) or (b) [natural environment, hazardous

conditions] must not be altered;
(d) land withinan area designated under section 488 (1) (d), (h), (i) or (1')[revitalization, energy

conservation, water conservation, greenhouse gas reduction], or a building or other structure on
that land, must not be altered.

Development permits:
general authority
490. (1) Subject to this section, a local government may, by resolution, issue a developmentpermit that

does one or more of the following:
(a) varies or supplementsa land use regulation bylaw or a bylaw under Division 11 [Subdivision

and Development:Requirements and Related Matters ];
(b) includes requirements and conditions or sets standards under section 491 [developmentpermits:

speci?c authorities];
(c) imposes conditionsrespecting the sequence and timing of construction.

(2) The authority under subsection (1) must be exercised only in accordancewith the applicable
guidelines speci?ed under section 488 in an official community plan or zoning bylaw.
(3) A developmentpermit must not vary the use or density of the land from that permitted in the bylaw
except as authorized by section 491 (3) [protection fromhazardousconditions].
(4) A developmentpermit must not vary a ?ood plain specification under section 524 (3).
(5) If a local government delegates the power to issue a development permit under this section, the
owner of land that is subject to the decisionof the delegate is entitled to have the local government
reconsider the matter.
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808Scale 1:

Legal Information

Plan:

Block:

Lot:

District Lot:

Street:

Section:

Township:

Jurs:

Roll:

PID:

Lot Area:

Area Unit:

Width (ft):

Depth (ft):

Description:

KAP82116

A

108

7271 RIVERSIDE DR

026-838-575

210

17010

0.887

acr

0

0

Land District: 54

Parcel Report Tuesday, June 7, 2016

This report and map is for general information only. The RDKB does not guarantee its accuracy or correctness. All information should be verified.
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Regional District of Kootenay
Boundary

This map is for general information only. The RDKB 
does not guarantee its accuracy or correctness. All 
information should be verified.

Legend

Scale: 1:

Datum: NAD 1983  Projection: UTM Zone 11N
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304 - 1353 Ellis Street, Kelowna, BC  V1Y 1Z9  |  T: 250.762.2517 

Date: May 12, 2014 

To: Sasha Bird, AScT 

cc: Scott Shepherd, BA, AScT 

From: Thomas Simkins, EIT 

File: 0788.0034.02 

Subject: Multi-Utility Projects Update 

 

Based on our recent conversations, it is our understanding that the City would like to consider the 

potential for pavement rehabilitation only for 22nd Street (Highway 3 to 77th Ave) and 68th Ave (Kettle River 

Drive to 19th Street) in lieu of undertaking the more costly multi-utility projects which included full depth 

road reconstruction, widening for bike lanes and utility replacements.   

As requested by the City, Urban Systems has investigated two potential alternatives for road rehabilitation 

for 22nd Street and 68th Avenue. These alternatives include: 

1. Full depth reclamation, and 

2. Mill and replace asphalt.  

We approached Interior Testing Services Limited (ITSL), to comment on both full depth reclamation and a 

milling and replace program.  ITSL’s technical memo dated April 25th, 2014 is attached for reference.   

The following summarizes our review of the alternatives.  

Alternative #1 – Full Depth Reclamation 

Full depth road reclamation is a process by which pulverizing the existing asphalt surface and blending 

with underlying granular soils creates a road base to be paved.  ITSL notes that the existing roads have 

no subbase gravels beneath the existing asphalt; instead the subbase is made up of a 300mm thick layer 

of what is likely old topsoil.   The mixing depth required would not produce a significant cost savings over 

completely rebuilding the road and the quality of the subbase material produced would not satisfy the 

structure of MMCD specifications.   

Alternative #2 – Mill and Replace Program 

A mill and replace program involves milling the existing asphalt, placing a crush gravel base which 

includes the existing milling, and placing a new asphalt surface.  The pavement structure resulting from 

milling and replacing is still expected to be insufficient for MMCD specification and the existing traffic 

loadings.  However a mill and replace program would provide an overall increase in road structure and 

perform better than the existing asphalt surface but at a reduced life expectancy when compared to full 

road reconstruction.  

 

Cost Estimates 

The following table summarizes the estimated costs for undertaking alternative #2.  
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MEMORANDUM 
Date: May 12, 2014 
File: 0788.0034.02 
Subject: Multi-Utility Projects Update 
Page: 2 of  3 

 

22nd Street (Highway 3 to 78th Ave) 

DESCRIPTION UNIT 
ESTIMATED UNIT 

EXTENSION 
QUANTITY PRICE 

Cold Milling- 75mm 
thickness 

m2 4,900 $5.00 $24,500.00 

Granular Base - Roadway 
100mm  Thickness (owner 
supplied) 

m2 4,900 $8.00 $39,200.00 

Reshape granular road bed 
and blend with millings 

m2 4,900 $4.50 $22,050.00 

Shoulder Grading 100mm 
Depth - 19mm Granular 
Base 

m 1,400 $5.00 $7,000.00 

Asphalt (75mm Thickness) m2 4,900 $45.00 $220,500.00 

Asphalt Driveways, (50mm 
Thickness) 

m2 150 $40.00 $6,000.00 

Painted Pavement Markings L.S. 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 

Adjust existing 
appurtenances 

ea. 20 $500.00 $10,000.00 

  SUBTOTAL $331,250.00 

CONTINGENCY ALLOWANCE (10%)  $33,125.00 

  TOTAL $364,375.00 

 

68th Ave (19th Ave to Kettle River Drive) 

DESCRIPTION UNIT 
ESTIMATED UNIT 

EXTENSION 
QUANTITY PRICE 

Cold Milling- 75mm thickness m2 5,250 $5.00 $26,250.00 

Granular Base - Roadway 
100mm  Thickness (owner 
supplied) 

m2 5,250 $8.00 $42,000.00 

Reshape granular road bed 
and blend with millings 

m2 5,250 $4.50 $23,625.00 

Shoulder Grading 100mm 
Depth - 19mm Granular Base 

m 1,400 $5.00 $7,000.00 

Asphalt (75mm Thickness) m2 5,250 $36.00 $236,250.00 

Asphalt Driveways, (50mm 
Thickness) 

m2 150 $40.00 $6,000.00 

Painted Pavement Markings L.S. 1 $2,000.00 $2,000.00 

Adjsut existing 
appurtenances 

ea. 20 $500.00 $10,000.00 

  SUBTOTAL $353,125.00 

CONTINGENCY ALLOWANCE (10%)  $35,312.50 

  TOTAL $388,437.50 
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MEMORANDUM 
Date: May 12, 2014 
File: 0788.0034.02 
Subject: Multi-Utility Projects Update 
Page: 3 of  3 

 

Considerations 

 

The following list the items the City should consider if limiting the scope to road surface rehabilitation in 

lieu of undertaking full depth reconstruction.  

 

 Any road remediation option which does not include total road reconstruction would result in a 

reduced service life of the road structure. 

 Raising and regrading the road with a crown would have both positive and negative impacts on 

drainage, boulevards, intersections, and driveways.  All manholes and valves within the road 

would require adjustments to match new grades. 

 Maintenance and repairs within the road (i.e. service connections) could become more frequent 

as the aging utilities reach the end of their service life.  

 There are corridors available in the boulevard for future replacement of utility mains.  

 The road structure is in poor condition (ITSL November 2013 Report). 

 Capacity and condition concerns of the existing utilities would not be addressed. 

 The cast iron watermain installed in the 1940’s is undersized on 3rd Street 

 The watermain on 22nd Street is undersized for future growth and does not meet fire flow 

 The sanitary main is undersized from 16th Street to Boundary Drive on 68th Ave.  Future 

development to the west could be limited if these sections of sanitary are not upsized. 

Recommendation 

If the City intends to defer the multi-utility projects to undertake a less costly road surface restoration 

program for 22nd Street and 68th Avenue, we recommend a mill and replace program as outlined by ITSL.  

A mill and replace program would provide a better performing road structure than the existing surface but 

at a reduced life expectancy compared to full depth road reconstruction.   

We also recommend additional condition assessments be completed on the water and sanitary mains 

before proceeding with any surface restoration.  This information would confirm the remaining life in the 

buried utilities which could assist in decision-making process regarding the deferral of the multi-utility 

projects.  

Please contact the undersigned if you have any questions or require any clarification. 

Sincerely, 

URBAN SYSTEMS LTD.      Reviewed by: 

         
  

Thomas Simkins, EIT       Scott Shepherd, BA, AScT 

Project Engineer       Principal, Project Leader 
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To:  Mayor and Council 
From:  Manager of Development & Engineering Services 
Date:  Sept 6, 2016 
Subject:  Update: Sludge Management Options 
   
In the June 13, 2016 Regular Meeting, Council passed the following resolution 
regarding sludge management 
 
MOTION: BUTLER / ROSS  
RESOLVED THAT Council ask staff to bring back a report to Council for the 
July 18, 2016, COTW Meeting of the update in progress made to the sludge 
removal from the sewer ponds and if any other options, other than geotubes, 
are being considered.  
CARRIED.  
 
Staff discussed the project with the City’s engineering firm, Urban Systems Limited, who 
agreed to present a report at the October 11, 2016 Committee of the Whole. 
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To:  Mayor and Council 
From:  Manager of Development & Engineering Services 
Date:  Sept 6, 2016 
Subject:  Update: Proposed Tim Hortons and Esso Station 
  Maxx FX - PetroMaxx 
 
 
Purpose: 
 
To update the Council of the City of Grand Forks on the status of the proposed Tim 
Hortons – Esso Station project and the pending land sale. 
 
Status: 
 

• 2015 and 2016 - Discussions were on-going between Grand Forks Officials and 
a developer - PetroMaxx pertaining to the purchase of city land for a proposed 
Tim Horton’s – Esso Station project. 

• April 2016 – an offer to purchase Grand Forks property was entered into by 
PetroMaxx, subject to conditions of a Development Permit being met. Some 
extensions were granted over the past 6 months largely due to MOTI - the 
Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure approval, and traffic access and 
design complexities being resolved.  

• May 30/16 – Council considered the Development Permit Application for a 
proposed ESSO Service Station and Tim Hortons.  It was approved by Council, 
subject to MOTI approval. 

*The approval of the Development Permit also noted that a Works and Services 
Agreement would need to be executed between PetroMaxx and the City 
pertaining to municipal and/or MOTI off-site works being completed to required 
standards (including any securities required). 

• June 2016 - MOTI approved the Development Permit, but subject to the approval 
of a Highway Access Permit through the Ministry which required: 
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- Completion of a TIA - Traffic Impact Analysis by the developer 
(Completed July 2016 subject to agreed upon access and 
modifications) 

- Highway upgrade design for Highway #3 being undertaken 

- Securities to guarantee completion of the work 

• Since May 2016 - MOTI expressed a preference for a joint (reciprocal) access to 
Highway #3 to serve the proposed development site and the adjacent site on the 
west. Two access options were pursued, but joint access and cost sharing 
options were declined by the property owner. 

• August 24, 2016 – a communication was received from MOTI advising 
PetroMaxx that approval of access (on the proposed development site) will be 
granted subject to official final drawings and approvals by MOTI. PetroMaxx has 
been made aware of this and is going to discuss with their Consultant and may 
be in a position to finalize the land purchase within the next week or two. That 
would enable a Works and Services Agreement, temporary short-term highway 
access and a Building Permit to proceed this fall. 

• The design engineer for PetroMaxx is expected to complete final highway 
construction drawings including stage 2 highway widening and left turn access in 
October 2016. 

• Updated information may be brought forward at the Council meeting. 
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Canadian Société
Cancer
Society du

August 12, 2016

His Worship, Mayor Konrad of Grand Forks
7217 4th Street
Grand Forks, BC VOH 1H0

Dear Mayor Konrad and Grand Forks Council,

On behalf of the Canadian Cancer Society, BC and Yukon, we are writing to invite the City of
Grand Forks to endorse the Society's recommendation that the BC government expand the scope
of BC's Tobacco and Vapour Products Control Act to prohibit use in outdoor public places
province—wide. We recommend that the province prohibit smoking and vaping at patios, parks,
playgrounds and beaches, and include guidelines for post-secondary campuses.

We know that many BC municipalities are in favour of amendments to provincial tobacco
legislation, as evidenced by the 68 communities currently sheltered with municipal or regional
district tobacco bylaws, along with Resolution B92, endorsed by UBCM in 2012. Presently, a
report is underway to evaluate the successes, issues and costs associated with BC's tobacco
bylaws.

More than 1 million British Columbians in 125 communities do not have bylaws that prohibit
smoking in outdoor public places. This patchwork contributes to tobacco—related health
inequities; across the province, smoking rates in the various health service delivery areas vary
from a low of 8.9% to a high of 33.6%. This exposure differential contributes to both health
inequities and a larger provincial economic burden. In BC, the annual economic burden
attributed to tobacco is $2 billion.

In addition to protecting citizens from second-hand smoke exposure, smoke and vape-free
outdoor places support people who want to quit smoking and provide positive role modeling for
children and youth. A comprehensive provincial policy would help change social norms about
tobacco use and provide equitable protection from second-hand smoke and vapour. Effective
tobacco control measures save lives, financial resources and are vital to protecting the integrity
of BC’s healthcare system.

The Society believes that preventing half of all cancers is within our grasp and together we can
support the vision to stop cancer before it starts. We ask that you send us your endorsement
(found on the back side of this letter) to protect the health of your community members, and all
British Columbians, by October 31, 2016.

Sincerely,

A£".£;‘,jg""
0 d

Megan Klitch Jenny Byford
Tobacco Lead Advocacy Lead
Canadian Cancer Society, BC and Yukon Canadian Cancer Society, BC and Yukon

Megan Klitch
Canadian Cancer Society
1100 Alward Street

. Prince George BC V2M 7B1
t<"=lkeaCt10I1 -Ca TF 1-800-811-566 F 250-563-0385

mk|itch@bc.cancer.ca

20
ON OF

FORK
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En ment of Sm M] V e- e 0 door P blic Places in BC

Canadian Société
Cancer canadienne
Society du cancer

Megan Klitch
Canadian Cancer Society
1100 Alward Street
Prince George BC V2M 7B1
TF 1-800-811-566 F 250-563-0385
mk|itch@bc.cancer.ca

Smoke and vape—free outdoor public places legislation would prohibit smoking and vaping in BC’s

outdoor public places, including restaurant and bar patios, playgrounds, parks and beaches, with

ministry guidelines legislated for post-secondary campuses. “Smoking” would include burning a

cigarette or cigar, or burning any substance using a pipe, hookah pipe, lighted smoking device or

electronic smoking device, with some exemptions for the ceremonial use of tobacco in relation to

traditional aboriginal cultural activities.

Our community endorses a requirement in British Columbia for smoke and vape-free outdoor
public places, as outlined above.

Or

Our community endorses a requirement in British Columbia for smoke and vape—free outdoor

public places, as outlined above, but with the following modifications (please list):

Name of Community

Name of Mayor (or representative)

Title:

Signature

Date:

Name, phone and email for community contact

The names of communities that endorse this policy will be shared with the provincial government

and may be used in communications with stakeholders and mass communications. Endorsement
letters will be received by Megan Klitch, Tobacco Lead, Canadian Cancer Society, BC and Yukon
Division, until October 31, 2016 via fax, email or mail.
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Canadian Société
Cancer canadienne
Society du cancer Outdoor Smoke and Vape-Free Places

Protection from second—hand smoke

Equitable access to clean air for all British

PREVENT CANCER THROUGH HEALTHY PUBLIC POLICY

Recommended bylaws
prohibit smoking and vaping:

- on restaurant and bar patios

o on city—managed properties:
parks, playgrounds, trails, plazas,

beaches, playing fields, recreation
facilities and venues

o within a buffer zone of 7.5 metres

of the above mentioned, as well as
the doors, windows and air intakes
of public buildings

Key Facts

o Tobacco is a major health issue that needs the attention of political leaders.
Almost 70 BC communities and three-quarters of BC’s population are sheltered from
tobacco modeling and exposure in outdoor public places. More than one million British
Columbians remain unprotected.

o The Union of BC Municipalities supports smoke-free outdoor public places.

Rationale for outdoor smoke and vape-free policy

Secondhand smoke is extremely toxic. Studies of particulate matter have shown that in an
outdoor setting, second—hand smoke can be as concentrated as in an indoor setting. Children
experience greater impacts from second—hand smoke due to their developing immune and
respiratory systems. Every year, more than 800 Canadians who don't smoke die from second-
hand smoke exposure.

To date, 68 communities in BC are sheltered by
tobacco bylaws with stronger protections than BC’s
Tobacco Control Act. Approximately three quarters of
these communities fall within the Lower Mainland and
Southern Vancouver Island. Outside of these
boundaries, more than 1 million British Columbians in
125 communities, many of which are rural and
remote, remain unprotected from tobacco related
exposure and role-modelling.

Updated August 2016

People who smoke tend to respond to restrictions by
cutting back or quitting. The majority (85.7%) of
British Columbians do not smoke. Of the minority who
do smoke, two—thirds want to quit and are looking for
tools to help them. Several studies have shown that
when smoking bans have been implemented, smokers
have chosen to quit or cut back and that smoke—free
patio regulations may help former smokers avoid
relapse.

Increase motivation to quit smoking

1/2
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mk|itch@bc.cancer.ca

Canadian Société
Cancer can adienne
Society du cancer

Tobacco use is started and established primarily during adolescence. Since most smokers start

before the age of 18, it is important to model healthy behaviours. Youth who do not see adults
smoking or vaping will be less likely to view these as normal social behaviors and, thereby, are
less lik ly to start themselves.

Positive role modelling
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Directors and CAOs:

I have attached a staff report from Donna Dean, Manager of Planning and Development, regarding the
Boundary Area Agricultural Plan/FoodSecurity Project Update for your information.

Thank you,
Maureen

thAnni

Maureen Forster I Executive Assistant
Regional District of Kootenay Boundary
Direct: 250.368.0235 | Cell: 250.231.7792 | Main: 250.368.9148
1.800.355.7352
www.rdkb.com
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Kootenay STAFF REPORT

Date: August 15, 2016 File:

To: Directors Rotvold, Smith and Konrad

From: Donna Dean, Manager of Planning and Development

Re Boundary Area Agricultural Plan/FoodSecurity Project Update

Issue Introduction

The RDKB Boundary Directors (McGregor, Russell and Gee) are requesting financia
lcontribution from the member municipalities of Midway, Greenwood and Grand Fork

stotalling $7,041.52 for Year 1 of the update to the Boundary Area Agricultural Plan/
FoodSecurity Project.

History] Background Factors

The Regional District of Kootenay Boundary’s (RDKB)Boundary Economic Development
Committee (BEDC)is undertaking an update of the Boundary Area Agricultural Plan (the
Plan), which was completed in 2011. The revised Plan will include an update to the
technical information in the Plan, as well as a focus on the social capital/food security
section of the Plan (see attached Boundary Area A Plan, 2011). The Pla

ncovers the entire Boundary Area including: Electoral Areas: ‘C’/ChristinaLake, ‘D’/
RuralGrand Forks, and ‘E’/WestBoundary; and the municipalities of Midway, Greenwood and

Grand Forks.

The project, which has an overall budget of $120,300, is designed to take place over
three years. Year 1, with a proposed budget of $60,300 willfocus on a technical update
of the Plan including public consultation regarding food security, while years 2 and 3
will focus primarily on the food security component of the Plan. The review will include
a thorough and inclusive public consultation process. The main objective of Year 1 is to
engage Boundary Area residents in a discussion regarding agriculture and food, and to
create Version 2.0 of the Boundary Area Agricultural Plan (the Plan).

The anticipated impact on Boundary Area communities will be a shift towards self-
reliance for food production that everyone in the community can access. Another
impact will be a greater sense of community and security regarding food.

Anticipated outcomes of the project include but are not limitedto:

Over time, policy direction in local governments’ planning bylaws will encourage
and support food production on ALRlands;

August 15, 2016
Page 1 of 3
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Page 1 of

We request that the City of Grand Forks waive the fees for use of Angus MacDonald Park for this
season. We really appreciate the use of the park, it's just that we did not even make enough to pay
for the insurance we needed for this project. We were greatly appreciated by our patrons and Grand
Forks residents. We worked really hard for no wages to provide this asset to our community. Ifthe
city could donate the use of the park for this season we would be very grateful. Of course starting
any business in a small town always takes some time to get going. We are confident that this Drive-
in will grow and continue to be a positive part of the Grand Forks experience for residents and
tourists alike. Next season we will look for sponsors from the local business community. This has
been a great learning experience. Unfortunately, there is no town hall meeting before Sept 6, so I
hope we are not doing wrong by the using the park for a "Thank You Grand Forks Show" Sept 3, by
donation. Naturally, you are all invited.
Don and Lisa
Retro Drive-in

?1e:///C:/Users/dpopoff/AppData/Local/Temp/fcctemp/Attach0.html 2016-08-26
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