
 

REGULAR COUNCIL 

MEETING AGENDA 
 

Monday, May 25, 2015 - 7:00 PM 

Council Chambers 

Municipal Hall, 13211 Henry Ave. 
Summerland, BC 
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 1. Call to Order 
 
 2. Adoption of Minutes 
 
5 - 22  2.1 Adoption of Minutes  

Recommendation: 
  
1.  THAT the Committee of the Whole meeting minutes dated May 11th, 
2015, be adopted. 
2.  THAT the Special Council meeting minutes dated May 11th, 2015, be 
adopted. 
3.  THAT the Regular Council meeting minutes dated May 11th, 2015, be 
adopted. 
4.  THAT the Special Council meeting minutes dated May 13th, 2015, be 
adopted.  

 
 3. Resolution to Adopt the Agenda (as presented or as amended) 

 
 
 4. Public Comment Opportunity - 15 minutes maximum  

 
(2 minutes per speaker) 
Comments/Questions must pertain to Agenda items 
*agenda items that can be commented on by the public are highlighted 
(exception:  no comments on any item with a statutory requirement, such as 
Zoning/OCP Amendments; DVP and TUP applications) 

 
 5. Mayor's Report 
 
 6. CAO's Report 
 
 7. Unfinished Business 
 
23 - 40  7.1 Rotary Proposal for a Sunday Market on Main Street  

Recommendation: 
  
THAT council consider the request from the Summerland Rotary to hold a 
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Sunday market on Main Street and determine whether to approve the 
proposal, deny the proposal or require modifications to the original request 
before approval.  

 
 8. Correspondence 
 
41 - 80  8.1 Correspondence - Informational Items  

Recommendation: 
  
THAT the following correspondence be received by Council for information.   

81 - 89  8.2 Correspondence - Committee/Commission Minutes  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT the Cultural Task Force meeting minutes dated April 21st and May 
1st, 2015, and the Heritage Commission meeting minutes dated April 15th, 
2015, be received by Council.  

 
 9. Development Services Department Reports 
 
90 - 93  9.1 Development Variance Permit for Lot A, DL 508, ODYD, Plan 42382 - 6807 

Highway #97 
Mayor Waterman to ask for public comment.  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT a Development Variance Permit to vary Section 8.1.6(b) and 4.7.1 of 
Zoning Bylaw 2000-450 to allow a winery to be located in the existing 
building 9.75m from the front property line and 3.0m from the side property 
line on Lot A, DL 508, ODYD, Plan 42382, be approved.  

 
 10. Staff and Other Reports 
 
94 - 99  10.1 No-Post Barriers - Prairie Valley Road  

Recommendation: 
  
THAT the no-post barriers installed along the north side of Prairie Valley 
Road from Saunders Crescent to Darke Road and from the west driveway 
edge at 11716 Prairie Valley Road to Cartwright Ave be removed and 
replaced with 4 inch asphalt painted curb and no-parking signage, 
  
AND THAT two speed bumps and additional speed limit signage be 
installed to reduce speed in the area of the Giants Head and Montessori 
Schools,  
  
AND FURTHER THAT a solar speed control device be purchased to collect 
vehicular data and assist in reducing speeds on Prairie Valley Road and 
other areas of Summerland where speed has historically been an issue.    

100 - 122  10.2 Stewardship Agreements for Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel and Western 
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Screech-Owl  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT Council enter into the 2015-2019 Stewardship Agreements for the 
Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel and the Western Screech-Owl, as 
proposed by the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource 
Operations, 
  
AND THAT the Mayor be authorized to execute the 2015-2019 Stewardship 
Agreements for Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel and Western Screech-Owl.   

123 - 127  10.3 Simpson Road Railway Crossing  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT staff make the necessary changes to the Victoria Road Alignment to 
allow buses to stop on Simpson Road without obstructing the CN railway 
tracks; 
  
AND THAT staff review the current signage and road markings to ensure 
they comply with applicable regulations and standards; 
  
AND FURTHER THAT staff contact CN and Kettle Valley Railway to 
request the removal of fencing and brush that are affecting sight lines to the 
north of Simpson Road.   

128 - 136  10.4 Climate Action Committee Pilot Projects  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT the following two Climate Action projects be approved: 
  
1.  The Reduce, Reuse, ReWine project at a cost of $4,974.74, and 
2.  The Worm Composting project at Summerland Middle School at a cost 
of $152.97 for three classes to a maximum of $611.88 for twelve classes; 
  
AND THAT solar power be referred to staff to investigate funding 
opportunities.   

137 - 138  10.5 Annual Pricing Contract for Water Treatment Chemicals  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT Council receive this report as information.   

139 - 141  10.6 Signage at Cartwright  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT staff be directed to erect signage at the access point to the College 
grounds off of Prairie Valley Road just east of Morrow, indicating that the 
trails ahead are closed to motorized vehicles.   
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142  10.7 Request to Name an 'Unnamed Trail in Trout Creek' (Trout Creek 
Community Association)  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT council direct staff to prepare a Trail Naming policy for council 
consideration.  

 
 11. New Business 
 
 12. Bylaws 
 
143 - 145  12.1 Bylaw 2015-012 - Development Cost Charge (Roads) Reserve Fund 

Expenditure (Prairie Valley Road and Jubilee Road) 
Bylaw 2015-013 - Tax Sale Reserve Fund Expenditure (RCMP Building 
Generator)   
Recommendation: 
  
1.   THAT Bylaw 2015-012 - Development Cost Charge (Roads) Reserve 
Fund Expenditure (Prairie Valley Rd and Jubilee Rd), be adopted. 
2.   THAT Bylaw 2015-013 - Tax Sale Reserve Fund Expenditure (RCMP 
Building Generator), be adopted.   

146 - 157  12.2 Bylaw 2015-015 - Amendment of Fees and Charges Bylaw No. 98-001 
(Electric, Water and Sewer)  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT Bylaw 2015-016 - 'Amendment of Fees and Charges Bylaw No. 98-
001 (Electric Fees and Charges, Water Fees - Charges, Rates and Fines, 
and Sewer Fees and Charges', be adopted.   

158 - 162  12.3 Bylaw 2015-017 - A Bylaw to add a Local Sanitary Sewer Service Area 
(Juniper, Miltimore, Willow and Tait)  
Recommendation: 
  
THAT Bylaw 2015-017 - A Bylaw to add a Local Sanitary Sewer Service 
Area (Juniper, Miltimore, Willow and Tait), be adopted.  

 
 13. Councillor's Report 
 
 14. Public/Media Question Period 

 
*Public/Media Question Period - up to 15 minutes on any matter of Local Government 
Interest 
(2 minutes per speaker) 

 
 15. Adjourn 
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MINUTES OF THE COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 

HELD AT DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

13211 HENRY AVENUE, SUMMERLAND, BC 

ON MONDAY, MAY 11th, 2015 

 

 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT:  Mayor Peter Waterman 

   

Councillor Richard Barkwill 

Councillor Toni Boot 

Councillor Erin Carlson 

Councillor Doug Holmes 

Councillor Janet Peake 

Councillor Erin Trainer 

 

Staff Present: 

 

 

Linda Tynan, CAO 

 

  Lorrie Coates, Director of Finance 

Jeremy Denegar, Director of Corporate Services 

Maureen Fugeta, Corporate Officer 

Jim Holtjer, GIS Database Coordinator 

Ian McIntosh, Director of Development Services 

Glenn Noble, Fire Chief 

             

 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Peter Waterman called the meeting to order at 8:30 a.m. 

 

2. ADOPTION OF MINUTES 

 

2.1 Adoption of Minutes 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

  

THAT the Committee of the Whole meeting minutes dated April 27th, 2015, be 
adopted. 

 

Carried. 

  

H\S )1.
~f\- DISTRICT or

SUMMERLAND
-35.2-
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Committee of the Whole  

Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 

 

 

3. ADOPTION OF AGENDA 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

 THAT the Committee of the Whole meeting agenda, be adopted. 

 

        Carried. 

 

4. DELEGATION 

 

4.1 Delegation:  Summerland Chamber of Commerce - Presentation and 2015 
Budget 
Christine Petkau, Executive Director 

 

Christine Petkau, Executive Director and Kelly Marshall, President of the Summerland 
Chamber of Commerce provided Council with a presentation on the Chamber’s mission, 
business members, visitor guide, promotions and events. 

 

Mayor Waterman called for a recess at 9:20 a.m. 

 

Meeting reconvened at 9:27 a.m. 

 

5. NEW BUSINESS 

 

5.1 2015 Financial Plan Update and Property Taxes - Powerpoint Presentation  
Lorrie Coates, Director of Finance 

 

The Director of Finance provided a presentation on the 2015 Financial Plan Update and 
Property Taxes, which included the following: 

 

 Financial Plan Process 

 2015 Tax Increases (comparison with neighbouring municipalities) 

 Revenue 

 Revenue – General Fund 

 Core Expenses 

 Discretionary Spending and Projects carried forward 

 Tax Rates (assessed values in the Valley) 

 Assessed values and comparisons 
 

Members and staff discussed staffing budget, outside workers, maintaining service levels 
and tax increase. 
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Committee of the Whole  

Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 

 

 

6. RESOLUTION TO MOVE INTO SPECIAL MEETING 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Council, by unanimous consent move into a Special Meeting of Council at 
10:10 a.m. 

 

Carried. 

 

7. ADJOURN 

 

The Committee of the Whole meeting adjourned at 10:11 a.m. 

 

 

Certified Correct: 

Mayor Corporate Officer 

 

 

 /mf  
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL COUNCIL 

HELD AT DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS  

13211 HENRY AVENUE, SUMMERLAND, BC 

ON MONDAY, MAY 11TH, 2015 

 

 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT:  Mayor Peter Waterman 

 

  Councillor Richard Barkwill 

Councillor Toni Boot 

Councillor Erin Carlson 

Councillor Doug Holmes 

Councillor Janet Peake 

Councillor Erin Trainer 

  

Staff Present: Linda Tynan, CAO 

 

  Lorrie Coates, Director of Finance 

Jeremy Denegar, Director of Corporate Services 

Maureen Fugeta, Corporate Officer 

Jim Holtjer, GIS Database Coordinator 

Ian McIntosh, Director of Development Services 

Glenn Noble, Fire Chief 

 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Peter Waterman called the meeting to order at 10:14 a.m. 

 

 

2. ITEM 4.1 – PUBLIC HEARING BYLAW 2014-002 OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN 
DISCUSSION 

 

Members discussed the following: 

 Cancellation of Public Hearing scheduled for tonight’s Regular Meeting 

 Refer back to Official Community Plan Bylaw Review Committee 

 Further public consultation 

 Clarification of options  

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

‘THAT Item 4.1 Public Hearing for Bylaw 2014-002 Summerland Official 
Community Plan (2014) scheduled for Monday, May 11th, 2014 at 7:00 p.m., be 
cancelled; 

 

H\S )1.
~f\- DISTRICT or

SUMMERLAND
-35.2-
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Special Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

AND THAT this matter be referred back to the Official Community Plan Bylaw 
Review Committee, for review.’ 

 

         Carried. 

 

 

3. RESOLUTION TO CLOSE MEETING TO THE PUBLIC 

 

3.1 Resolution to Close Meeting to the Public 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT this meeting now be closed to the public pursuant to Section 90(1)(l) of the 
Community Charter for Council to discuss municipal objectives and strategic 
planning. 

Carried. 

 

 

 

Certified Correct: 

 

 

 

___________________________   __________________________ 

Mayor       Corporate Officer 

 

 

 

 

 /mf  
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MINUTES OF THE REGULAR COUNCIL 

HELD AT DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

13211 HENRY AVENUE, SUMMERLAND, BC 

ON MONDAY, MAY 11, 2015 

 

 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT:   Mayor Peter Waterman 

   

Councillor Richard Barkwill 

Councillor Toni Boot 

Councillor Erin Carlson* 

Councillor Doug Holmes 

Councillor Janet Peake 

Councillor Erin Trainer 

 

Staff Present: 

 

Linda Tynan, CAO 

 

  Lorrie Coates, Director of Finance 

Jeremy Denegar, Director of Corporate Services 

Maureen Fugeta, Corporate Officer 

Jim Holtjer, GIS Database Coordinator  

Ian McIntosh, Director of Development Services 

 

(*denotes partial attendance) 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Peter Waterman called the meeting to order 7:00 p.m. 

 

Mayor Waterman conducted a ‘swearing in’ ceremony with the 2015 Summerland Royalty 
presenting certificates to Erin Sorensen (Miss Summerland), Martha Headland (Princess), 
Emma Thomson (Princess) and Taylor Thurlin (Miss Congeniality).    

 

Mayor Waterman and council members wished them well in their future endeavours as 
ambassadors to the District of Summerland. 

 

2. ADOPTION OF MINUTES 

 

2.1 Adoption of Minutes 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT the Regular Council meeting minutes dated April 27th, 2015, be adopted. 

 

Carried. 

H\S )1.
~f\- DISTRICT or

SUMMERLAND
-35.2-
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Regular Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

 

 

3. RESOLUTION TO AMEND THE AGENDA 

 

3.1 The Corporate Officer advised there were a number of amendments to 
tonight's meeting Agenda, as follows: 

 

1.  Item 4.1 Public Hearing - Bylaw 2014-002 Official Community Plan, be 
cancelled, 

2.  Item 7.1 - Report to Council on Local Sanitary Sewer Service Area for 
Juniper, Miltimore, Willow and Tait, 

3.  Item 11.1 – Report to Council on BikeBC Cycling Grant application, and 

4.  Item 11.2 – replacement page 75 of the meeting Agenda re Financial 
Statement. 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

 THAT the Regular Council meeting agenda, be adopted as amended. 

 

        Carried. 

 

4. PUBLIC COMMENT OPPORTUNITY - 15 MINUTES MAXIMUM  

 

(2 minutes per speaker) 

Comments/Questions must pertain to Agenda items 

*agenda items that can be commented on by the public are highlighted 

(exception:  no comments on any item with a statutory requirement, such as Zoning/OCP 
Amendments; DVP and TUP applications) 

 

Mayor Waterman invited members of the public to speak on any highlighted item on the 
Agenda. There were none. 

 

 

5. MAYOR'S REPORT 

 

Mayor Waterman attended a number of events and activities this past few weeks: 

 SILGA conference April 29th to May 1st 

 South Okanagan Boundary Labour Celebrations May 2nd 

 45th Annual Blossom Pageant 

 Okanagan Basin Water Board monthly meeting 

 Annual Health and Safety Breakfast 

 RDOS board meeting 

 NeighbourLink – Summerland Senior’s Village 

 Emergency Services workshop 
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Regular Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

 

6. CAO'S REPORT 

 

 ‘Sunday Market’ discussions taking place with business owners on Main Street and 
organizers.  Staff will be bringing a report to Council on May 25th, 2015 

 Staff has been continuing discussions with FortisBC re Agreement.  Staff will be 
bringing a report to Council on May 25th, 2015 

 Building Inspector Robert Cook and Director of Corporate Services, Jeremy Denegar 
attended a liability conference last week, discussions with the Municipal Insurance 
Association (MIA).  MIA is choosing the District of Summerland to undergo a project to 
update the core Building Bylaw. 

 Myself and the Director of Development Services met with Jai Zachery 
(ElectroMotion) discussing possible ‘grant’ money; we were there to show District 
support of their project 

 Attended the open house regarding the barricades on Prairie Valley Road; will be 
coming back to Council for further report and conclusion 

 Staff is looking at procedures for council agenda(s) re correspondence; making some 
changes to the Agenda(s) and tracking outstanding activity; receipt of correspondence 
from the public and making sure that everything we do is recorded on the meeting 
Agenda 

 Attended the Occupational Health and Safety breakfast at the Works and Utilities yard 
 
 

7. UNFINISHED BUSINESS 

 

7.1 Juniper/Miltimore/Willow/Tait Local Area Service 

 

Members and staff discussed mandatory reading of Bylaw, petition process, capital funding 
and costs to home owners. 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

1. THAT Bylaw 2015-017 Local Sanitary Sewer Service Area (Juniper, Miltimore, 
Willow and Tait), be introduced and read a first, second and third time. 

 

2. THAT properties in the local service area who do not wish to connect to the 
District sewer system be allowed to continue to use functioning on-site sewer 
systems up to December 31st, 2020; and for further certainty, these properties 
will be required (by legislation) to participate in the Local Service area and pay 
the established parcel tax but will not be required to pay the monthly fee for 
the contribution to the operating and maintenance of the sewer system. 

 

3. THAT staff issue a tender for the construction of the sewer works necessary to 
provide sanitary sewer service to the Juniper, Miltimore, Willow and Tait local 
service area. 

 

         Carried. 
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Regular Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

 

8. CORRESPONDENCE 

 

8.1. Correspondence 

 Kettle Valley Steam Railway - Safety Presence/BC Safety Authority 

 Monthly Planning and Subdivision Report (April 2015) 

 Telus - High Speed Internet 

 Community Foundation - 2015 Grant Disbursement 

 Letter from Mary Trainer re Naming Trail (Trout Creek) 

 

The CAO advised that staff is changing how we introduce correspondence, and that all 
‘correspondence’ received, addressed to Mayor and Council will be attached to Regular 
meeting agenda(s), providing an action for each item, whether it is just to be received by 
Council or to provide staff direction. 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT correspondence itemized on ‘Correspondence – Informational Items’ cover 
sheet dated May 11th, 2015, is received by Council. 

 

         Carried. 

 

9. DEVELOPMENT SERVICES DEPARTMENT REPORTS 

 

9.1 Temporary Use Permit (TUP) for 9114 Hoofbeat Street 

Mayor Waterman to ask public for comment. 

 

The Director of Development Services introduced the ‘application’ for a Temporary Use 
Permit for 9114 Hoofbeat. 

 

Mayor Waterman invited members of the public to speak on the application.  There were 
none. 

 

The CAO advised that a ‘notice’ had been delivered to the adjacent neighbours.  Staff did not 
receive any correspondence in relation to the TUP application from the adjacent neighbours. 

 

Members and staff discussed entranceway to the property, map layout, accessory buildings, 
access, hookups, work on site not matching the map, and Farm Practices’ legislation. 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT the application for a Temporary Use Permit to allow agri-tourism 
accommodation on Lot 7, DL 473, ODYD, Plan 147, located at 9114 Hoofbeat Street, 
be referred back to staff for additional information and updated map of the proposed 
permit area. 

 

        Carried. 
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Regular Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

 

9.2 Development Variance Permit - 14806 Biagioni Avenue 
Mayor Waterman to ask public for comment. 

 

Mayor Waterman invited members of the public to speak on the application.  There were 
none. 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT a Development Variance Permit to vary Section 2, Table C.2.2 - Type and 
Extent of Servicing of the Subdivision and Development Servicing Bylaw to waive the 
requirement for connection to the District of Summerland Sanitary Sewer System as a 
condition of building permit, for Lot 3, Block 2, DL 473, ODYD, Plan 1005, located at 
14806 Biagioni Avenue for the construction of a place of worship, be approved. 

 

Carried. 

 

10. STAFF AND OTHER REPORTS 

 

10.1 2014 Annual Financial Statements/MNP Auditors - Audit Finding Report 

 

The Director of Finance introduced the 2014 Annual Financial Statements. 

 

Mr. Stewart Grant, Auditor for MNP provided an overview of their ‘Audit Finding Report’ for 
the District of Summerland. 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Council accept the unaudited 2014 Annual Financial Statements for the District 
of Summerland and receive the Audit Findings Report for the years ended December 
31, 2014 authored by MNP LLP, Certified Professional Accountants (MNP). 

 

Carried. 

 

 

10.2 Expenditures from Statutory Reserve Funds 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

1.  THAT Bylaw 2015-012 'Development Cost Charge (Roads) Reserve Fund 
Expenditure (Prairie Valley Road and Jubilee Road)', be introduced and read a first, 
second and third time. 

  

2.  THAT Bylaw 2015-013 'Tax Sale Reserve Fund Expenditure (RCMP Building 
Generator)', be introduced and read a first, second and third time. 

  

  

Carried. 
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Regular Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

 

10.3 2015-2019 Financial Plan Bylaw 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT the 'Five Year Financial Plan 2015-2019 Bylaw No. 2015-016', be introduced 
and read a first, second and third time. 

Carried. 

 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Bylaw 2015 Tax Rates Bylaw No. 2015-014, be introduced and read a first, 
second and third time. 

Carried. 

 

 

10.5 Special Meeting of Council to adopt Financial and Tax Rate Bylaws 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT a Special Meeting of Council be scheduled for Wednesday, May 13th, 2015 at 
4:00pm to consider adoption of ‘Tax Rates Bylaw No. 2015-014’ and ‘Five Year 
Financial Plan 2015-2019 Bylaw No. 2015-016. 

 

         Carried. 

 

10.6 Update to the Fees and Charges Bylaw 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Bylaw 2015-015 (Electric Fees and Charges - Schedule A; Water Fees, 
Charges Rates and Fines - Schedule B; Sewer Fees and Charges - Schedule O), 
pertaining to the Amendment of Fees and Charges Bylaw No. 98-001, be introduced 
and read a first, second and third time. 

Carried. 

 

 

 

Members discussed timely applications for Grant-in-Aid requests and made a friendly 
amendment to the proposed recommendation by staff. 

  

10.4 2015 Property Tax Rates 

10.7 Okanagan Similkameen Conservation Alliance (OSCA) 2015 Meadowlark 
Nature Festival Grant-in-Aid Request 
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Regular Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Council provide a Grant-in-Aid (2015) in the amount of $1,000.00 to the 
Okanagan Similkameen Conservation Alliance (OSCA) for hosting of the 2015 
Meadowlark Nature Festival. 

 

         Carried. 

 

10.8 Water Leak Billing Adjustment Policy 

 

Councillor Carlson declared a conflict of interest and left the room at 9:04 p.m. stating her 
parents are dealing with a ‘water leak’ issue at this time. 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Policy No. 200.8 - Water Leak Billing Adjustment be approved, adopted and 
implemented. 

Carried. 

 

Mayor Waterman called for a recess at 9:07 p.m. 

 

Meeting reconvened at 9:15 p.m. 

 

 

11. NEW BUSINESS 

 

11.1 Dale Meadows Bike Trail 

 

Members discussed the location of the proposed bike trail, the length of the trail and costs. 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Council authorize the construction of a cycling trail from the northwest corner of 
Dale Meadows parking lot to Sinclair Road; 

 

AND THAT a grant application be submitted to the BikeBC cycling infrastructure grant 
program for 50% cost sharing. 

 

         Carried. 

 

 

12. BYLAWS 

 

12.1 Zoning/OCP Amendment Application for Lot 22, DL 488, Plan 310 
(4816 Nixon Road) 

 Bylaw 2015-007 - to amend OCP to change the designation of 4816 
Nixon Road from Agricultural to Low Density, and 
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Regular Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

 

 Bylaw 2015-010 - to amend Zoning Bylaw to rezone 4816 Nixon 
Road from A1-Agricultural Small Acreage to RSD2-Residential 
Large Lot. 

OCP amendment requires a majority vote of full Council (4). 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

1.  THAT Bylaw No. 2015-007, Amendment of Official Community Plan Bylaw (2008) 
No. 2000-310 (4816 Nixon Road), be adopted, and 

 

2.  THAT Bylaw No. 2015-010, Amendment of Zoning Bylaw Number 2000-450 (4816 
Nixon Road), be adopted. 

  

Carried. 

 

12.2 Bylaw 2015-008 Zoning Amendment Lot B, DL 488, Plan 26797 (2705 
Johnson Street) 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Bylaw 2015-008 Amendment of Zoning Bylaw 2000-450 (CR1-Country 
Residential 1 - 2705 Johnson Street), be adopted. 

 

Carried. 

 

12.3 Bylaw 2015-009 Minor Text Amendments to Zoning Bylaw 2000-450 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Bylaw 2015-009 Amendment of Zoning Bylaw No. 2000-450 (Minor Text 
Amendments), be adopted. 

Carried. 

 

12.4 Bylaw 2015-003 Amendment of Zoning Bylaw No. 2000-450 (5815 Hwy 
97) 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

THAT Bylaw 2015-003 Amendment of Zoning Bylaw No. 2000-450 (5815 Hwy 97), be 
adopted. 

Carried. 

 

 

13. COUNCILLOR'S REPORT 

 

Councillor Trainer: 

 ATV Club Meeting – discussing motorized vehicles on trail 

 OBWB – ‘make water work campaign’ encourage saving water 
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Regular Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

 

 Taking part in Giants Head Grind on May long weekend; raising money for Cancer 
Society 
 

Councillor Barkwill: 

 Attended meeting with Canadian Labour Congress re increase in minimum wage to 
$15.00 per hour 

 South Okanagan Boundary Labour Celebrations May 2nd  

 Gordon Hume Workshop 

 Open House Prairie Valley Road barricade issue 

 Opening of the Art Gallery 
 

Councillor Boot: 

 Attended a number of activities and events this past couple of weeks; thoroughly 
enjoyed the Shakespeare Festival Gala Celebration at Centre Stage 

 

Councillor Carlson: 

 Nothing to report 

 

Councillor Holmes: 

 

Councillor Doug Holmes - Introduction of 'Notice of Motion' re Buskers Policy 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

  

THAT Council direct staff to draft a Policy to provide the opportunity for buskers and 
street performers, such policy to include addressing the issue of permits, fees, 
conditions and guidelines. 

 

Carried. 

 

Councillor Peake: 

 Attended a number of activities and events this past couple of weeks, including the 
Southern Interior Local Government Association conference in Kamloops 

 

 

14. PUBLIC/MEDIA QUESTION PERIOD 

*Public/Media Question Period - up to 15 minutes on any matter of Local Government Interest 
(2 minutes per speaker) 

 

Mayor Waterman invited members of the public and media in attendance should they have 
any questions in relation to any matter of Local Government interest. 

 

A member of the media asked why ‘Item 4.1 – Public Hearing for Bylaw 2014-002 
Summerland Official Community Plan (2014), was cancelled. 

 

Mayor Waterman advised that this matter has been referred back to the Official Community 
Plan Bylaw committee for further review and public consultation. 
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Regular Council Meeting Minutes 

May 11th, 2015 
 

 

 

15. ADJOURN 

 

The Regular Council meeting adjourned at 10:04 p.m. 

 

 

 

Certified Correct: 

Mayor Corporate Officer 

 

 

 /mf  
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MINUTES OF THE SPECIAL COUNCIL 

HELD AT DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL CHAMBERS  

13211 HENRY AVENUE, SUMMERLAND, BC 

ON WEDNESDAY, MAY 13TH, 2015 

 

 

 

MEMBERS PRESENT:  Mayor Peter Waterman 

 

  Councillor Toni Boot 

Councillor Erin Carlson 

Councillor Janet Peake 

Councillor Erin Trainer 

 

Members Absent: Councillor Richard Barkwill 

Councillor Doug Holmes 

 

Staff Present: 

 

Linda Tynan, CAO 

 

  Lorrie Coates, Director of Finance 

Maureen Fugeta, Corporate Officer 

 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

 

Mayor Peter Waterman called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m. 

 

 

2. 2015-2019 FINANCIAL PLAN BYLAW 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

 THAT the ‘Five Year Financial Plan 2015-2019 Bylaw No. 2015-016’, be adopted. 

 

 

3. 2015 PROPERTY TAX RATES 

 

Moved and Seconded, 

 

 THAT the ‘2015 Tax Rates Bylaw No. 2015-014’, be adopted. 
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Special Council Meeting Minutes 

May 13th, 2015 
 

 

 

4. ADJOURNMENT 

 

The Special Council meeting adjourned at 4:16 p.m. 

 

 

 

Certified Correct: 

 

 

 

___________________________   __________________________ 

Mayor       Corporate Officer 

 

 

 

 

 /mf  
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 THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
DATE:  May 20, 2015 

TO:  Mayor and Council   

FROM:  Linda Tynan, CAO  

SUBJECT: Rotary Proposal for a Sunday Market on Main Street 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   

THAT council consider the request from the Summerland Rotary to hold a Sunday 

market on Main Street and determine whether to approve the proposal, deny the 

proposal or require modifications to the original request before approval. 

 

PURPOSE: 

To consider the request by the Summerland Rotary Club to hold a Sunday market on 

Main Street. 

  

BACKGROUND and DISCUSSON: 

On Monday, April 27, 2015, the Summerland Rotary Club made a presentation to council 

requesting permission to hold a Sunday Market on Main Street.  Their proposal 

(attached) is to hold the market on the two most westerly blocks of Main Street, a portion 

of Henry Ave. north of Main Street and the short Henry Ave block south of Main 

Street.between 10:00am-2:00 pm from June 21, 2015 – September 20, 2015. The street 

would be closed between 8 am – 3 pm on those days. 

 

After hearing the presentation, council passed the following resolution: 

“THAT the requests from the Summerland Rotary Club for a proposed 

Sunday Market as outlined in their correspondence dated April 21st, 2015, 

be referred to staff.” 

 

At the council meeting, the representatives from the Summerland Rotary Club stated 

that they had received overwhelming support by business owners in the two Main Street 

blocks with the exception of the owner of Home Hardware who they had not yet heard 

from. 

 

Subsequent to the council meeting, the CAO and Director of Corporate Services met 

with the potential market organizers to better understand the requests and to receive an 

update on support from the Main Street businesses.  The outcomes of this discussion: 

 Specific requests as outlined in Rotary’s proposal (ie access to barricades, 

electrical outlets, etc:  

Upon discussion clarifying the requests, staff does not see any issue in 

incorporating the requests into an agreement should council agree to proceed 

with the market.  The organizers have requested that District staff be available 
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should there be an issue (such as an electrical fault, washroom issue, etc),  and 

this can be accommodated through summer students on regular shifts and on-

call staff. 

 Support from Main Street businesses: 

At this meeting, Rotary representatives informed District staff that they had 

recently received correspondence from Shane Smith (Home Hardware) and that 

he was opposed to the market.  Staff immediately suggested that a meeting be 

set up to discuss with Home Hardware. 

 

May 6: Mr. Shane Smith dropped off a letter to the District (attached) stating that he was 

opposed to the market being held in his block on Main Street. 

 

On Friday, May 8, 2015 a meeting was held between the owner of True Grain Bread 

(Todd Laidlaw), two Rotary representatives (Roch Fortin and Paul Barber), the owner of 

Home Hardware (Shane Smith) and a colleague of Mr. Smith’s to determine whether the 

parties could come to resolution regarding the proposed Sunday market.  Linda Tynan 

(CAO) and Jeremy Denegar (Director of Corporate Services) attended that meeting as 

well.  At the meeting, Mr. Smith was under the impression that council had already 

approved the market and that the Rotary had not contacted him prior to the audience 

with council. Staff assured Mr. Smith that council had only passed a resolution that the 

request be reviewed by staff and that a final decision had not yet been made. 

 

At this meeting, the Rotary Club introduced some ideas that they felt would assist in 

mitigating any negative impact that Home Hardware may experience with the absence of 

parking in front of the store.  These included: 

 In recognition that Home Hardware would lose access to the parking spots 

immediately in front of their store during the market; the Rotary representatives 

suggested that they could supply signage highlighting the rear access (and 

parking) for Home Hardware  customers and provide additional signage at the 

back of Home Hardware ensuring that market-goers did not park in the spots that 

were available for Home Hardware; 

 Additional space at the market (ie tables) fronting the store for Home Hardware’s 

use during the market; 

 Inclusion in Rotary’s marketing material that “Home Hardware remains open and 

that parking is available in the rear for those customers who require close access 

for heavy items”. 

 

Also during this meeting, Home Hardware expressed their concerns.  Mr. Smith’s 

comments included (as also outlined in attached letters): 

 Potential loss of business due to the lack of parking in front of the store 

(especially for those customers that purchase heavy items). 

 When the car show was held on Main Street, Mr. Smith stated that his business 

was negatively affected. 

 Mr. Smith suggested that he would support a market that was held one block up 

(ie. Not in Home Hardware block) or at the park. 
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 Mr. Smith feels that it was him that originally opened on Sundays and that it has 

taken a number of years to build up his Sunday business that he does not want 

to jeopardize. 

 

Subsequent meetings: 

 

District Staff then followed up the meeting with an additional meeting with Mr. Smith 

where he restated his concerns about the impact of his business with the Sunday 

market. Mr. Smith has contacted owners of other Home Hardware stores and they have 

advised him to resist the market in front of his store. 

 

In subsequent meetings with Rotary, representatives affirmed that they were not 

interested in modifying their request to council (ie move the proposal to another block) 

because the business participation was a key component of this initiative. 

 

For council’s consideration: 

 Markets held on main downtown streets are gaining popularity with many 

different municipalities and are often well attended by local residents and visitors. 

 Rotary has predicted that the market would attract new business activity and in 

their initial contact with businesses, it appears that a number of the retailers on 

Main Street plan to be open (see attached correspondence) on Sundays during 

the market. 

 It is more common now to require the market stalls (tents) to face the businesses 

forcing the flow of pedestrians onto the sidewalk rather than into the middle of the 

street creating exposure for the businesses.  

 Home Hardware has stated that events such as the car show has negatively 

affected their business; to date, there has not been an event such as a Main 

Street market to determine whether the impact will be positive, negative, or 

neutral. 

 It has been suggested that one alternative would be to move the market down 

one block but representatives from Rotary have suggested that the goal of the 

market is to have the presence in front of the retailers’ stores and that the first 

block is imperative for that; by moving down one block – one of the blocks of the 

market would be situated in front of the library construction. 

 Another alternative suggested was that the market be approved on a trial basis 

with the stipulation that the location be changed should it be proven that the 

location causes a negative impact on Home Hardware. 

 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

Minimal direct cost to the District of Summerland. 

 

OPTIONS: 

 

1. Approve the Sunday market proposal as presented by Rotary, direct staff to 

finalize a License to Occupy with the Rotary specifying the details, and further, 

authorize the Mayor and Corporate Officer to execute the Agreement. 
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2. Approve the market on a trial basis with the stipulation that the Rotary would be 

required to move locations should Home Hardware’s business prove to be 

negatively affected by the location of the market. 

 

3. Deny the request from the Rotary to hold a Sunday market on the two most 

westerly block of Main Street. 

 

4. Approve the request by Rotary to hold a Sunday market subject to additional 

conditions as specified: _____________________________. 

 

CONCLUSION: 

The Summerland Rotary has proposed the Sunday market because they believe that the 

initiative is a move towards a vibrant downtown.  If approved, it is a significant 

undertaking by the Rotary for the business community in Summerland. 

 

Alternatively, Home Hardware is a large Main Street business and they are adamantly 

opposed to the proposal believing that the market will cause them to suffer financial 

losses.  Over the last few years, Home Hardware made an investment to be open on 

Sundays and slowly built a clientele of Sunday business. 

 

Unfortunately attempts at coming up with a proposal which is satisfactory to both the 

representatives from the Rotary and from Home Hardware have been unsuccessful. 

 

 

Respectfully Submitted 

 

 
_______________________ 

Chief Administrative Officer 
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Linda Tynan

From: Todd Laidlaw <todd@truegrain.ca>

Sent: May 21, 2015 8:30 AM

To: Linda Tynan

Cc: roch.fortin@gmail.com; paulandcharlotte.barbur@gmail.com; 'Laurel Burnham'

Subject: RE: Summerland Sunday Market - Information/Sign-Up Sessions Mon/Tues May 11/12

Attachments: 2015 - Main St Market Memo.docx

Hello Linda, 

Thanks for your note. Please let me clarify the approach taken with downtown merchants. Paul, Roch, & I agreed I could 

add value by canvassing Main Street and talking with our business owners. Why? Because I know the majority of store 

owners personally and I have considerable market experience (previous market participant in Penticton, Naramata, 

Peachland, & Summerland). I also personally know our Market Manager (Laurel Burnham), and have great respect for 

her and what she has achieved (previous Penticton Community Market Manager). I personally approached every 

business on Main Street on foot starting in late March, and ending in mid April. I spoke firsthand with most store 

owners, and left memos and/or emails with ALL other store owners who weren’t present.  The conversations I had 

and the memos I left behind were aimed at obtaining timely feedback that could help fuel the process (see attached 

memo).  

Shane’s feedback doesn’t frustrate me, but his approach does. Instead of responding to our time stamped April 2nd 

email clearly asking comments, concerns, and feedback be directed towards Paul and Roch, he chose to wait 5 weeks 

and go directly to the Municipality. This is creating friction in our business community and creating unnecessary and 

avoidable delays of an important downtown revitalization initiative that has the overwhelming support of business 

owners.  

The facts are clear: Downtown markets work when executed well. We have a strong plan, and strong backing from our 

Rotary Club. And we have an experienced Market Manager and a community that is hungry for this. Shane is alone in his 

concern for street closure and customer parking. No other business owners have brought forth these concerns. In fact, 

no other business owner has verbalized any opposition for the Sunday Market (some shared comments that this or that 

might be a better option (see attached memo), but nobody said no to a Sunday market or Sunday street closure).   

A summary of downtown merchant support follows: 

Every business on the 10100 has verbally communicated their support: 

• Johnston Meier Insurance (Bobbie) - will be closed

• Bad Robot (Robert) – will try to be open

• Carousel – support the idea, will try to be open

• True Grain Bread (Todd) – will open

• SASS (Susan) – will open

• 4 Seasons Boutique (Jeanna) – will open

• Rock Star District (Kari) – will open

• Summerland Physiotherapy & Sports Care (Wendy, Sherry) – will be closed

• Artisans of the Okanagan (Fran, Jeanette) – will open

• Cherry Tree Quilt Shop (Barb) – will open

• Main St Fitness & Yoga Studio (Jen) – will open

• Suburban Princess (Jennifer) – will open
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The following businesses on the 10100 block have verbally communicated their support: 

• CIBC - will be closed

• Silver Kettle Antiques (Darlene & Russ) – will be open

• Coco’s (Karina) – will be open

• Art Centre (Karen) – supporter, but will take it to their board meeting

• Crazy Cat (Therese) – will be open

• BMO – closed on Sundays

• Manulife Securities – closed on Sundays

• Agur Lake Camp Society – closed on Sundays

• All You Need is One General Store – will be open

• Drew’s Kitchen (Andrew) – as per Roch, I haven’t connected with Drew yet

The following businesses on the 101000 block all received the information, but did not respond 

with feedback: 

• Barber Bill’s – closed on Sundays

• Hong Kong Garden

• Pharmasave

• Lordco

• Royal Lepage – closed on Sundays

• Tammy’s Brush 2 Canvas

• Pearce, Taylor, Schneiderat Legal Services – closed on Sundays

• Edward Jones – closed on Sundays

• Just Delicious

• Kettle Valley Denture Clinic – closed on Sundays

My business mentor always said “the answer lies in the objective.” It’s important we revisit the primary objective of this 

effort –> Downtown Revitalization. Moving the market to the park or down a block does not accomplish this goal. We 

need to drive congestion to the core. There are 23 parking spots behind Home Hardware. Subtract 7 for Quilt store, 

Suburban Princess, and Artisans of the Okanagan staff parking and that leaves 16 for Home Hardware. All within steps of 

a convenient rear entrance. That is our proposed solution.  

Thanks, Linda, for taking the time to meet all stakeholders and understanding all the issues at play. I can be reached at 

250-488-6760 is you should have any questions. 

Thanks, 

Todd 
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To Mayor and Council;

I cant help but voice my displeasure and concerns at the recent decision of the closure of Main St. No
tonly do I feel that there seemed to be very little effort if any to notify me of this up coming decision but

not once was I approached to ask me my thoughts on this closure. I applaud the efforts of the Rotary
Club to try to improve commerce in the downtown core and if I had been approached and asked my
opinion on the subject would have offered and alternate idea. I would have said that I feel that the park
is a much better option to hold an event on Sundays in the summer. On a hot day wandering around
under the shade of the trees is a beautiful setting for a market or a variety of different events for that
matter, there is a readily availablepublic washroom, a stage to use for entertainment, it may even if
only for that day help clean out the park of some of the intruders and vagrants that hangout there in the
summer. Finally but no less important it will preserve the limited parking Summerland has and that is
important to my business. People from the community that come to shop my store usually have a
speci?c job or project that they are working on that day whether it be gardening, painting, plumbing or
whatever they maybe working on that day and the majority of shoppers want to come in get the
supplies and go home to do the work. What they don't want is to have to park 2-3 blocks away walk to
the store and then somehow think of how to get multiple bags of soil or peat moss or 5 gallons of paint
back to their car. Given the history of the closures on Main ST. in the past my business suffers a 20-
25% decrease in business compared to the same day of the week before and after the closure,I have
voiced my concerns to the previous council about this and I cant help but wonder if that is the reason I
was not included or noti?ed of the closure. I don't know who signed up,again because I was not
informed of this, but given that there is not a lot of business open downtown on Sundays if half the
people who signed up are closed Sundays anyways what does it matter to them? I also don't know
what vendors will be using the parking spots that will be taken away from my potential customers but I
can assume that the majority don't live and pay taxes in Summerland why the city would punish an
established business in the community to the bene?t of an outside vendor is beyond me and I hope that
is not how the following years will unfold.

Shane Smith
Summerland Home

Shane Smith

Summerland
Home
Hardware
10115 Main St.

PO BOX929
Summerland T 250 494 4553

BritishColumbia
F 250 494 1970

VOH 120 summerlandhh@gma'l|-Com
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Linda Tynan

From: Laurel Burnham <laburnham@shaw.ca>

Sent: May 21, 2015 10:35 AM

To: Todd Laidlaw; Linda Tynan

Cc: roch.fortin@gmail.com; paulandcharlotte.barbur@gmail.com

Subject: Re: Summerland Sunday Market - Information/Sign-Up Sessions Mon/Tues May 11/12

Hello Linda: 

I am happy to provide you with my feedback and observations about our proposed Sunday Market in 

Summerland.   

I have had first hand experience right from the onset of the development of probably the most successful 

community market in a downtown core in B.C., the Community Market in Penticton.  There was initial 

reluctance on the part of a couple of merchants in the primary block that we used.  The main concerns were 

loss of parking, and hence loss of customers.  As with any major changes to a downtown, there is a fear of 

change.  The mandate of the community market was right from the outset a means of attracting people to the 

downtown core.  The simple equation is...the more people you have on Main Street, the more money gets 

spent on Main Street.   

The Community Market has become one of the major economic drivers in Penticton.  This is a paraphrased 

quote from a recent Penticton Herald article, written by Mayor Jakubeit.  Market days have become the most 

important business days to the downtown core, bar none.  If you would like more direct corroboration of this, 

please do feel free to contact the Grooveyard, the business owned by Penticton Mayor Andrew Jakubeit and 

his wife Leanne, which is one of the businesses in the 200 block of Main Street.  

The Community Market provides an opportunity for the Penticton residents themselves to get to know more 

about their downtown.  You don’t know what you have in your own downtown core, if all of your spending 

takes place in malls or in major shopping centres like Kelowna.   

By contrast, I have had a business owner from Main Street in Summerland tell me that if this proposed market 

does NOT go ahead, she will be forced to close. There is not enough activity for her to continue.  I am in 

conversation with other Summerland residents,  who  need the economic opportunity that this market will 

provide them, and they very much desire to support Summerland and to create the added income.   

At this point, I am collecting the signatures of business owners on a formal petition that I will deliver to you 

Monday morning.    

Everyone that I have spoken to, merchants, prospective vendors and community members at large is 100% 

behind this initiative.  It is clear to me that Summerland desperately new initiatives, and a community market 

is the simplest and most direct way to stimulate traffic to the downtown.  It is simple, easy to set up, and take 

down, and really only occupies the street for less than an entire business day.  In my experience, organizing 

markets and events for over 20 years in the Okanagan, there is a very small window of increased economic 

and tourist activity in this region, and that extends for a period of about 14 weeks from mid June to mid 

September.  It would be a great potential loss to Summerland and the region if we do not make the attempt 

to capitalize on this opportunity.   
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The Rotary Club is working hard to engage ALL of the Summerland business community in this process.  All the 

fruit stands, the Bottleneck Drive Winery Association, all the local farmers and food producers are engaged in 

the discussions of this proposal.   Musicians and performers, non profit organizations, independent wineries, 

Summerland small business and home based business folks are very keen to see this go ahead.   Paul Richard, 

running the Tuesday Farmers market is also very supportive, hoping that our Sunday Market will collaborate 

on publicity and marketing initiatives with him, to drive more business to Tuesday mornings.  The Manager of 

the highly successful Peachland market is very interested in collaborating on publicity and marketing with us, 

to increase business for every one.  There is great good will for this community to succeed, which will be 

wasted if this proposal does not proceed.   

I am very encouraged by the good will, the thoughtful enthusiasm and diligence, and positive, constructive 

efforts that Roch Fortin, Paul Barber and Todd Laidlaw have gone to to engage the community in this 

process.  This is true community building at it’s best.  Summerland’s Main Street is one of those wonderful 

human-scaled places that is waiting to be enjoyed by hundreds, if not thousands of happy people.  I feel very 

confident in the ability of the Summerland Rotary, and this proposal to make it so. 

Laurel Burnham 

Market Manager 
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There is a small pro?t anticipated for the Summerland Rotary Club. As you may be aware, all our pro?ts flow
through our club in support of worthy projects such as SADI,various scholarships, bursaries and student leadership

programs, Rotary Goodwill Shakespeare Festival, breakfast programs, and recent projects like the Summerland

Development Centre. Rotary has also supported various park and waterfront projects as well.

In summary, the Rotary Club wishes to enhancethe vibrancy of our downtown as well as showcase our whole
community. We ask for your assistance and partnershipin making the Summerland Sunday Market a reality.

Yours truly,

Paul Barber Fortin, Michael Weis, & John Bubb

on of the SummerlandRotary Club

p2§o—’/%’~%//?‘3
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APPLICANTINFORMATION
Please complete application in full & submit with full payment to secure your space by June 14th

Business Name:

Contact Name: First Last

Current address:

City: Province:

E-Mail: Business Phone:
CellPhone:

Web Site: Fax:

VENDORDESCRIPTION

Crafter/Artisan: Description:

Food Producer: Description:

Farmer: Description:

Other: Description:

BOOTHPACKAGE

AllSummeriand Main Street Merchants are entitled to one 10’ x 10’ booth space free of charge. Regular vendor fees will apply to a second space.

Select Booth Space

10 ’ x 10’ booth space Fullseason pass $200.00
Drop in S 25.00

Sidewalk space S10.00

Allvendors must supply their own tables, chairs, canopy tents, table coverings

v’ Please make all cheques payable to Summeriand Rotary Club
v’ Credit card payment can be arranged.
/ Please return completed application & payment by mail to: Laurel Burnham, 118 Bruce Court, Penticton V2A6C4

/ For more information, please call 250.460.0177 or email laburnham@shaw.ca

Signature Print Name:

Date:

Please indicate special requests in space provided: (i.e. do you require power?)

Thank You for Your Participation in This Great Market©
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 THE CORPORATION OF THE 
 DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

 COUNCIL REPORT 

DATE: May 25th 2015 

TO: Linda Tynan, Chief Administrative Officer 

FROM: Ian McIntosh, Director of Development Services  
  (Prepared by: Alex Kondor – Development Planner)  

SUBJECT: Development Variance Permit for Lot A, DL 508, ODYD, Plan 42382  

 6807 Highway #97 

 
STAFF RECOMMENDATION 
That Council pass the following resolution: 

 
THAT a Development Variance Permit to vary Section 8.1.6 (b) and 4.7.1 of Zoning Bylaw 2000-
450 to allow a winery to be located in the existing building 9.75m from the front property line and 
3.0m from the side property line on Lot A, DL 508, ODYD, Plan 42382, be approved.  
 

PURPOSE: 
To present a comprehensive review of the applicant's request for a Development Variance Permit. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
Current Use: Winery 

Parcel Size: 4.9 acres  

Zoning: A1 – Agricultural Small Acreage Zone  

OCP: Agricultural  

M.o.T. Approval:  Required  

 
This site is located in the Trout Creek neighbourhood and is adjacent to Highway #97.  A site 
map is attached as Schedule “A”.  There is an existing winery and a single family home on the 
property.  The applicants have applied to expand their winery operation by converting the existing 
farm house into a tasting room.  The existing farm house is closer to the front and side property 
lines than what is permitted by the Zoning Bylaw for wineries.  This change in use triggers the 
different setback regulations.  Section 4.7.1 of the Zoning Bylaw requires all buildings to be 
constructed 15m from Highway 97.  Section 8.1.6(b) requires wineries in the A1 zone to be set 
back a minimum of 15m from a front property line and 30m from a side property line.  The 
proposal complies with all zoning regulations other than the setbacks noted above.  There are 
no plans to construct a replacement home on the site and the owners reside in Penticton. 
 
DISCUSSION: 

The large setback for wineries in the agricultural zones is to ensure there are no noise or nuisance 
concerns for neighbouring properties.  In this situation the existing building met the setback 
requirements for a house when it was constructed many years ago but does not meet the setbacks 
required for a winery.  A wine tasting room is considered part of a winery.  In order to utilize the 
existing building the applicants require a variance to authorize the encroachment.  
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The setback from Highway 97 is primarily to keep residential houses back from the highway for 
noise abatement and aesthetic purposes.  This exceeds the MoTI setback requirement of 4.5m. 
 
The existing building is approximately 9.75m from the front property line and 3.0m from the side 
property line.  The applicants also own the adjacent property next to the side property line.  
There are no negative impacts anticipated on the surrounding neighbourhood if this variance 
application is approved.   A site plan is attached Schedule “B”. 
 
CIRCULATION COMMENTS: 
The application has been circulated to the District’s Works and Utilities department and the Fire 
department and no concerns have been raised.    
 
The application has been referred to the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure which has 
confirmed they have no concerns with respect to the setback variance however request the 
applicants update their access for winery purposes.   
 
The application has been circulated to neighbouring property owners within 30m of the subject 
property in accordance with the Land Use Procedures Bylaw.  No concerns have been received 
as of the writing of this report. 
 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 
There are no financial implications with respect to this application. 
 

CONCLUSION: 
The applicants have applied to convert an existing house into a winery tasting room.  The existing 
house is closer to the front and side property line than what is permitted by the Zoning Bylaw 
therefore a Development Variance Permit is required.  No negative impacts are anticipated as a 
result of this variance being approved.  The Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure has 
given their approval for this variance.  Planning staff are recommending that the Development 
Variance Permit be approved provided there are no concerns raised from the adjacent residents.  
 

ALTERNATIVES TO STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 
Council could deny the Development Variance Permit application or send the application back to 
staff for further review.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
  
  
 
 
 
 
Ian McIntosh 
Director of Development Services 
  

Approved for Agenda 

 

_____________________________ 
CAO – Linda Tynan  May 20, 2015

   

9.1 Development Variance Permit for Lot A, DL 508, ODYD, Pla... Page 91 of 162



Schedule “A” – Site Map  

 

  
 
 
 
 
  

SUBJECT PROPERTY 
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Schedule “B” – Site Plan 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
 
DATE:  May 13, 2015 

TO:  Linda Tynan, Chief Administrative Officer 

FROM:  Don Darling, Director of Works and Utilities 

SUBJECT: No-post barriers Prairie Valley Rd 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT Council pass the following resolution: 

‘THAT the no-post barriers installed along the north side of Prairie Valley Rd from Saunders Crescent 
to Darke Road and from the west driveway edge at 11716 Prairie Valley Road to Cartwright Ave be 
removed and replaced with 4 inch asphalt painted curb and no-parking signage, 

AND THAT two speed bumps and additional speed limit signage be installed to reduce speed in the 
area of the Giants Head and Montessori Schools, 

AND FURTHER THAT a solar speed control device be purchased to collect vehicular data and assist in 
reducing speeds on Prairie Valley Road and other areas of Summerland where speed has historically 
been an issue.’  

PURPOSE: 

To identify options for improving pedestrian safety along Prairie Valley Road. 

BACKGROUND: 

The construction of safety improvements on Prairie Valley Road from Saunders Crescent West to 
Cartwright Avenue was completed in late 2014.  These improvements included the installation of no-
post barriers.  Not long after the no-post barriers were installed, the District received a petition from 
residents whose properties were located adjacent to the no-post barriers and many letter of concern.  
The correspondence indicated residents’ displeasure with the appearance of the barriers, small 
driveway accesses, no on-street parking, snow ploughing issues, and a safety hazard for children 
walking on top of the barriers. 

Staff also discussed the no-posts with representatives from ICBC and the Montessori and Giant’s Head 
schools.  We have attached correspondence from the two schools that indicates their preference that 
the no-post barriers or some other form of safety improvement remain.  In discussions with ICBC they 
indicated that their preference is the no-post barriers as they provide vehicle deflection ability. 

DISCUSSION: 

At the Council meeting of April 27, 2015, Council referred the issue of the no-post barriers back to staff 
for further review.  Staff arranged a Neighbourhood Open House to provide residents with an opportunity 
to comment on possible solutions to the no-post barrier issue.  The Open House took place on Tuesday, 
May 05, 2015 and was attended by 17 residents.  Although this does not seem like a significant number 
it should be noted that there are only 25 residential units affected by this issue. 

Eight ideas for resolution of the issue were presented to attendees and they were asked to use sticky 
notes to place comments next to each idea.  The ideas, their magnitude of cost, and a summary of the 
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attendee’s comments are outlined in Table 1 below.  Some comments refer to a particular choice such 
as ‘Choice #2’.  We have attached a drawing that shows what the option they are referring to looks like. 

Residents were also asked to pick, from a list of 15 criteria, what they felt were the 5 most important 
design criteria and rank those 5 in order of priority.  The results of the criteria ranking are outlined in 
Table 2 below.  

The outcome of the Open House was positive with lots of constructive discussion with residents.  It was 
clear from these discussions that residents are willing to wait for urbanized upgrades similar to those 
installed in Phase II of the Prairie Valley Road Upgrade.  It was also clear that they were willing to accept 
a low cost solution until these upgrades take place but they were not willing to put up with the no-post 
barriers.  Of the lower cost options, residents had a preference for a low asphalt curb painted yellow.  

As shown by the design criteria rankings, residents are extremely concerned about speed on Prairie 
Valley Road and the amount of commercial traffic.  Three suggestions for reducing speed were 
suggested; installation of speed bumps, installation of more speed limit signs, and purchase of a solar 
speed monitoring device that will inform motorists of the speed they are travelling and collect data that 
can be used to support other speed safety initiatives.  Staff supports these suggestions and feels they 
could be implemented at minimal cost. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The existing no-post barriers can easily be removed and placed into inventory for use on other projects.   

The financial implication of the staff recommendation is as follows: 

4 inch asphalt curb and no parking signage  $15,000  
Installation of wide speed bumps   $  3,000 
Purchase of solar speed monitoring device  $  5,000 
    Total cost    $23,000 

The 2015 Financial Plan has $575,000 in funding for roads and sidewalk projects.  This would be the 
first allocation of these funds should Council pass the resolution. 

CONCLUSION: 

Staff is recommending that the no-post barriers installed along the north side of Prairie Valley Rd from 
Saunders Crescent to Darke Road and from the west driveway edge at 11716 Prairie Valley Road to 
Cartwright Ave be removed and replaced with a 4 inch asphalt painted curb and no-parking signage.  
The resident at 11716 Prairie Valley Road has requested that the no-post barriers from the east side of 
Darke Road and the east driveway edge at 11716 Prairie Valley Road remain in place to prevent 
vehicles from entering their property.  We have attached a Site Plan that graphically shows which 
sections will be removed and which sections will remain.   

Staff is also recommending that two speed bumps be installed to reduce speed in the area of the Giants 
Head and Montessori Schools, that additional speed limit signage be installed, and that a solar speed 
monitoring device be purchased to collect vehicular data and assist in reducing speeds on Prairie Valley 
Road and other areas of Summerland where speed has historically been an issue.  

ALTERNATIVES TO STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Council could direct staff to implement one of the other options outlined below. 

 

Respectfully Submitted 

 

_______________________ 

Don Darling 

Approved for Agenda 
 

 
_____________________________ 

CAO – Linda Tynan   May 20, 2015 
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Table 1 – Public Comments on Ideas Presented 
 

Description Magnitude of Costs Public Comments 

Painted Line         
(eradicate lines, 
paint lines, install 
signage) 

$10,000 to $12,000  No. This one solves nothing 

 Choice #2 (see attached drawing). This would allow for future change if and when dollars 
were available to install concrete sidewalks 

 No thanks, not safe, will allow cars to park on street, not safe 

 Good option until full sidewalk solution / budget is available 

 Choice #2 is good (see attached drawing) 

 No thanks.  Not safe for kids.  Invisible lines in winter.  People will park 

 People could park and block roadway 

 Good option until sidewalk could be done 

Bollards          
(install bollards, 
install signage, 
cost dependent on 
spacing and type 
of bollard)  

$80,000 to $120,000  No thanks (2 comments) 

 #2 with painted lines (see attached drawing) 

 No.  Waste of money. Does not look good or make it safe.  No thanks 

 Maybe picture #2 bumps (see attached drawing) 

 No thanks.  Posts would be worse in my opinion 

 Posts won’t stop a vehicle from flying off the road.  No real security 

Flex Posts   
(install flex posts, 
install signage, 
cost dependent on 
spacing and type 
of flex post) 

30,000 to 40,000  No thanks (2 comments) 

 Not interested in posts of any kind 

 No no-posts 

 Ugly 

 Targets for cars with idiots 

Curb        (install 
asphalt curb, paint 
curb, install 
signage) 

$10,000 to $15,000  Do #3 until we can afford the sidewalk with the curb (see attached drawing) 

 #3 would be the least costly, asphalt walkway already there but between roadway and 
bike path.  Painted brightly short term to get to end original result   

 Use to divide road from bike path and walk path.  Short term solution.  Moderate cost.  
OK 

 Choice #3 (see attached drawing) 

 #3 the best idea (see attached drawing) 

 Would be willing to go with either option 3 or 4 as long as I could still get my trailer into 
my back yard 

 No. 4 would be nice.  No 1 would work good for runoff problems (see attached drawing) 

Rubberized 
Curb (install curb, 
install signage) 

$20,000 to $25,000  No thanks (3 comments) 

 Possible divide road from bike lane and walkway.  Narrow road to slow traffic 

 Not very nice looking and might be moved if impacted by traffic 

 Rubberized curb could work.  Would like to see it put on the side between bike path 
and roadway.  The main road needs to be made to look narrower 

Planter Boxes 
(install planter 
boxes, install dry 
wells, install 
signage) 

$90,000 to $120,000  No thanks.  Waste of money (3 comments) 

Sidewalks (no 
curb) 

(remove asphalt, 
install sidewalks at 
existing grade, 
install dry wells, 
install signage) 

$350,000 to $500,000  No thanks like the curb and trees look 

 Prefer full sidewalk.  This seems a waste of money 

 Waste of money 

 Waste of money.  Has to be removed to get the end results.  Waste of time and money 

 Will have to be taken out to get final phase complete.  No thanks 

Sidewalks (with 
curb) 

(remove asphalt, 
install curb, gutter, 
boulevard, and 
sidewalks, install 
drainage, price 
does not include 
the south side of 
the road) 

$1,500,000 to 
$2,000,000 

South side an 
additional $2,500,000 
to $3,500,000 

 Best long term option 

 So that we can have a sidewalk sooner.  Okay with no-posts staying as well until 
sidewalk completion, provided they are moved to accommodate property access 

 This is our #1 choice, would like to see it done if possible within 5 years.  Would be 
willing to go with a painted line (something cheaper) 

 This option would be ideal but would not want to have to live with the current no-post 
that are there now and would not want to wait more than 5 years for the work to start. 

 This would be my #1 choice.  Consistency with existing sidewalks 

 This is what we would want.  We understand the costs but in the end this is where we 
want to be at 

 Would like to see this as the end result. If something works temporarily that’s fine by 
me 
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Table 2 – Criteria Ranking 

The public was requested to select the top five design criteria in order of importance to them.  The following 
is the result of their input.  Point totals are based on the following: 

 5 points for a ranking of 1 

 4 points for a ranking of 2 

 3 points for a ranking of 3 

 2 points for a ranking of 4 

 1 points for a ranking of 5 
 

Criteria 
Importance of Criteria to Public 

1 2 3 4 5 Total 

Speed 2 3 1 1  27 

Driveway Access (includes rear yard) 3 2    23 

Noise 1  1 1 1 11 

Aesthetics  1 1 1 1 10 

Sight Lines 1  1 1  10 

Drainage 1  1 1  10 

Safety 1    1 6 

Snow Removal  1  1  6 

Posted Speed Limits  1    4 

Narrow Roads   1   3 

Repair / Replacement Costs   1   3 

Vandalism     1 1 

Construction Disruption       

Cost       

Maintenance       

 
 
 
  

 I like sidewalk with curb.  Leave the blocks as they are until you can afford to do it right 
or do the asphalt curb in the meantime 

Other 
comments 

  Electronic solar speed display sign (2 comments), Access to back yard, Make road 
look narrower, Only restrict on street parking to certain times of the day, Amount of 
commercial traffic, Post more speed limit signs 
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These pictures graphically show what the public is referring to when they stated a choice in their 
comments in Table 1.  For example:  In Table 1 under Painted Lines the second comment refers to 
“Choice #2” which is illustrated in the drawing at the top left hand side with the heading Painted Line 
and the number 2.  
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THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
 
DATE:  May 19, 2015 

TO:  Linda Tynan, Chief Administrative Officer 

FROM:  Don Darling, Director of Works and Utilities 

SUBJECT: Stewardship Agreements for Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel 

and Western Screech-owl 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT Council pass the following resolution: 

‘THAT Council enter into the 2015 - 2019 Stewardship Agreements for the Rocky Mountain Ridged 
Mussel and the Western Screech-owl, as proposed by the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural 
Resource Operations, 

AND THAT the Mayor be authorized to execute the 2015 - 2019 Stewardship Agreements for Rocky 
Mountain Ridged Mussel and Western Screech-Owl.’ 

PURPOSE: 

To protect endangered species and species of special concern within the District of Summerland. 

BACKGROUND: 

The Ministry of Forests, Lands, and Natural Resource Operations is proposing to enter Stewardship 
Agreements with local governments in regards to the management of species listed under the Species 
at Risk Act (the ‘SARA’) and B.C. Conservation Data Centre (the ‘CDC’). 

DISCUSSION: 

The species at risk within the District of Summerland are the Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel, which is 
listed as a Special Concern in Canada by the SARA, and the Western Screech-Owl, which is listed as 
federally endangered by the SARA and is provincially red-listed by CDC.  Careful management of these 
species and their habitat is needed to ensure long-term viable populations within the District of 
Summerland as well as throughout their Canadian range. 

The Appendices in the attached Stewardship Agreements outline where the agreements apply.  The 
agreements will also apply to any area within the boundary of the District of Summerland where a 
Qualified Environmental Professional has confirmed the Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel or the Western 
Screech-Owl have their habitat. The stewardship agreements have been developed to provide support, 
guidance, and coordinate actions to address potential threats to the Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel 
and the Western screech-owl in these areas. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

There are limited financial implications. 

CONCLUSION: 

The requirements of these stewardship agreements have minimal impact on current maintenance or 
best management practices of the District of Summerland.  Currently most of the habitat of these species 
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falls within riparian areas which have strict guidelines regarding maintenance or other work that may 
take place inside these areas.  This agreement is voluntary and does not supersede any existing 
legislative requirements. 

ALTERNATIVES TO STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Council could provide staff with direction as to what changes they would like to see in the stewardship 
agreements.  Any changes would need to be reviewed by the Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural 
Resource Operations staff. 

Council could decide not to enter into the stewardship agreements. 

 

Respectfully Submitted 

 

_______________________ 

Don Darling 

 
 

Approved for Agenda 
 

 
_____________________________ 
CAO – Linda Tynan  May 20, 2015
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2015-2019 Stewardship Agreement for Rocky 

Mountain Ridged Mussel in Summerland, B.C. 

 

    
 

 

Approval Date:   

 

 

 

 

Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural 
Resource Operations | Thompson Okanagan 
Region 

 District of Summerland | Mayor 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 
The Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel (Gonidea angulata) is listed as Special Concern in Canada under 

the Species at Risk Act (SARA). Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel is present in the littoral area all 

along Summerland’s shoreline on Okanagan Lake.  Careful management of this species and its habitat 

is needed to ensure long term, viable populations within the Summerland area as well as throughout 

the Canadian Range. This stewardship agreement is for several parcels of land within the District of 

Summerland (Appendix I). It has been developed by the District of Summerland and the Ministry of 

Forests, Lands, and Natural Resource Operations (FLNR) to provide support, guidance and coordinate 

actions to address potential threats to Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel in these areas. 

 

Agency Objectives: 

 

The District of Summerland provides lakeshore parkland areas for recreational opportunities 

for residents and visitors.  

 

FLNR (Ecosystems Section) works to maintain and restore the natural biodiversity of 

provincial ecosystems, and fish and wildlife species and their habitat.  

 

This stewardship agreement for the Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel will assist in meeting both 

agencies’ mandates. The mutual benefits include:  

1. Ensuring measures are in place to protect and avoid impacts on Rocky Mountain Ridged 

Mussels 

2. Developing a working relationship with each other to cooperatively manage environmentally 

sensitive areas and species, 

3. Creating a better understanding of each agency’s  interests, roles and responsibilities as they 

relate to management of species at risk  

 

The Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel Stewardship Agreement is a “living document” between FLNR 

and the District of Summerland to address threats to, and provide protection for, Rocky Mountain 

Ridged Mussel in habitats fronted by District of Summerland lakeshore properties. This agreement is 

voluntary and does not supersede any existing legislative requirements. The actions in this agreement 

are consistent with, or based on, the July 2011 Management Plan for the Rocky Mountain Ridged 

Mussel (Gonidea angulata) in British Columbia (Fisheries and Oceans Canada). 

 

1.1 Objective 
The objective of this agreement is to protect Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel in areas fronted by lands 

owned by the District of Summerland by providing effective planning, stewardship and threats 

mitigation. 
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2.0 SPECIES INFORMATION 

2.1 Status 
 Designated as Endangered in Canada (COSEWIC 2010) 

 Listed as Special Concern in Canada (SARA Schedule 1 2005) 

 Listed as S2 (Red Listed) in British Columbia (BC Conservation Data Centre)  

 

2.2 Description of Species and Habitat Requirements 
 Size:      Up to 12.5 cm long 

 Shape:    Trapezoidal in shape (foot shaped), distinguishing feature is the prominent ridge that 

runs along top of the shell 

 Colour:  Shell is dark brown to black, nacre is white or salmon coloured in the middle and pale 

blue near the margin 

 Shell:     Thicker than the floater species  

 Teeth:    Hinge teeth small and compressed; they are sometimes hard to distinguish (right valve 

has one small tooth and left valve has either one or none)  

 Habitat ranges from soft muddy or sandy substrates to large cobble/boulder along lakeshores 

and within the Okanagan River 

 Most commonly observed in waters less than 1.5 m deep however has been seen in over 8 m of 

water in Vaseaux Lake and 4 m in Skaha Lake 

 

2.3 Threats 
The Management Plan for Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel1 identifies the following threats to this 

species: 

 Foreshore/riparian development 

 Historic riverbed channelization 

 Hydrograph modification and regulation 

 Aquatic introduced species 

 Host species availability 

 Watershed land-use related pollution 

 Disturbance or direct harm 

 Climate change 

 

 

The greatest threat to Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel along the shoreline of Okanagan Lake is 

disturbance or direct harm from instream works and recreational users.  

                                                 
1 Available at: http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wld/recoveryplans/rcvry1.htm 
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3.0 THE AGREEMENT 

3.1 Commitment 
The following section outlines Best Management Practices (BMPs) to mitigate or remove the potential 

threats listed above on lands owned and/or managed by the District of Summerland. The commitments 

for each party are set out below. The signing of this agreement commits the staff of FLNR Resource 

Management Division (Ecosystems Section) and District of Summerland staff to follow these BMPs 

between March 1, 2015 and February 28, 2019, after which time this agreement will be reviewed. 

FLNRO agrees to: 

 Share data with District of Summerland staff on Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel inventory, 

habitat mapping, and anecdotal observations as new information comes available, subject to 

applicable data-sharing agreements 

 Update the District of Summerland staff on Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel status and 

conservation and restoration priorities as information becomes available 

 Provide Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel educational materials and training if requested  

 Provide and install a Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel interpretive sign at Peach Orchard Beach 

and Kinsmen Park Beach 

 Advise District of Summerland staff if FLNR cannot follow requirements of stewardship 

agreement so alternative arrangements can be made 

 

District of Summerland agrees to: 

 Adhere to the Operational Best Management Practices listed below at all designated beach 

areas outlined in Appendix 1 

 Allow the installation of an interpretive sign at Peach Orchard Beach and Kinsmen Park Beach 

 Incorporate protection measures for habitats used by Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel into the 

District of Summerland’s management and operational plans. This includes beach 

maintenance, instream works and educational information at all locations listed in Appendix 1 

 Incorporate new information into planning and operational management policies as it becomes 

available 

 Submit any detection records to FLNR (see Key Contacts below) with UTM co-ordinates, date, 

time, description of vegetation, and any other pertinent information 

 Advise FLNR if the District of Summerland cannot follow requirements of this stewardship 

agreement including the Operational Best Management Practices below so alternate 

arrangements can be made. 

3.2 Operational Best Management Practices 

 No roto-tilling of lakebed for controlling Eurasian milfoil 

 No dredging of lakebed 

 No infilling or dumping of material in lake 

 No hardening of the shoreline 

 No new structures to be placed in the water (docks, boat launches, etc.)  

 Beach maintenance will not include the introduction of sand 

 Apply for Water Act permission for any instream works (maintenance or new)  

(http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wsd/water_rights/licence_application/section9/index.html) 
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 If any of the above works are undertaken, all appropriate mitigation /compensation for RMRM 

will be applied. This will not exclude other possible impacts and mitigation/compensation 

requirements relating to other environmental concerns. 

 Avoid any new works that may alter natural patterns of water movement  

3.3 Contributing Signatories 

Both FLNR and the District of Summerland recognize the important role research institutions, non-

government organizations and naturalists groups have in achieving stewardship goals. If detailed 

agreements with other groups are required to clarify roles and responsibilities, they can be added as an 

appendix to this agreement. 

3.4 Evaluation 

The commitment and operational best management practices evaluation of this agreement will be 

ongoing by both parties, however, at a minimum, there will be a review once a year. Monitoring the 

effectiveness of the stewardship agreement will be the responsibility of both parties. There may be 

additional activities that pose a high risk to this species and its habitat that are not covered in this 

agreement. These areas may be added, and site specific mitigation measures developed, during the 

term of the stewardship agreement.  

 

4.0 KEY CONTACTS 

 Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations 
 Lora Nield, Senior Ecosystems Biologist 

Ministry of Forests Lands and Natural Resource Operations 

102 Industrial Place, 

 Penticton, BC  V2A 7C8 

 Phone: 250 490-8212 

 Email: Lora.Nield@gov.bc.ca 

 

 District of Summerland 
Maarten Stam, Manager of Works 

Box 159, 9215 Cedar Ave 

Summerland, BC V0H 1Z0 

Phone: 250-494-0431  

Email: mstam@summerland.ca 
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5.0 REFERENCES 
 

Fisheries and Oceans Canada. 2010. Management Plan for the Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel 

(Gonidea angulata) in Canada [Final]. Species at Risk Act Management Plan Series. Fisheries and 

Oceans Canada, Vancouver. iv + 52 pp. 
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APPENDIX I – MAPS 
Figures 1-6 outline the locations to which the stewardship agreement applies. 

 
Figure 1. Overview of all Locations 

 
 

Figure 2 – Crescent Beach Locations (Higgens Road access and Crescent Beach Park) 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Okanagan Lake 
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Figure 3 – Lakeshore Road North Roadside 

 
 

Figure 4 – Beach Access off Lakeshore Road North  
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Figure 5- Peach Orchard, Rotary Beach, and Waterfront Walking Trail Areas

 
 

Figure 6- Waterfront Resort Park Access Area and Kinsmen and Beaver Street Parks 
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1.0 INTRODUCTION 

Western screech-owl (Megascops kennicottii macfarlanei; WSOW) is small, cavity-nesting owl species 

that uses riparian forest habitats in the Southern Interior area of British Columbia. Much of this habitat 

has been lost or degraded over the last century due to urban and agricultural development. As a result 

of these and other factors, WSOW is federally Endangered under the Species at Risk Act (SARA) and 

provincially red-listed (i.e., endangered or threatened) by the B.C. Conservation Data Centre (CDC). 

The recovery goal for this species, as identified in the WSOW provincial recovery strategy, is to 

“maintain a viable, well-distributed population of western screech-owls, macfarlanei subspecies, in 

secure habitat within the known range of the subspecies in British Columbia” (Ministry of Environment 

2008). One of the key approaches to meeting this recovery goal is habitat protection through voluntary 

stewardship at the municipal and regional government level.  

WSOW is known to breed at the Adams Bird Sanctuary and utilize the nearby Eneas Creek riparian 

corridor adjacent to Peach Orchard Road in Summerland, B.C. Both of these areas are maintained as 

part of the municipality’s Centennial Trail system. WSOW has also been recorded on or near municipal 

lands with suitable habitat at Powell Beach Park on Okanagan Lake, Prairie Valley Creek Corridor at 

the end of Butler Ave., and along the Trout Creek riparian corridor near the Summerland Rodeo 

Grounds. The areas included in the agreement are provided in Appendix 1.  

The purpose of this WSOW Stewardship Agreement between the Ministry of Forests, Lands and 

Natural Resource Operations (FLNR) Ecosystems Section and the District of Summerland is to 

promote the long term maintenance of WSOW populations in municipal parks and recreation corridors 

by planning and sharing information, protecting important habitat features, managing identified threats 

and providing effective stewardship. The approach taken here is consistent with FLNR’s shared 

stewardship model to protect B.C.’s natural resources through collaboration, information sharing, 

education and use of best management practices (BMPs).  

This WSOW Stewardship Agreement is a living document between FLNR and the District of 

Summerland to address threats to, and provide protection for, the endangered WSOW within municipal 

parks. The guidance in this document is based on the information available at the time of publishing 

and may require periodic updates as new information becomes available. This agreement is voluntary, 

and does not supersede any existing legislative requirements. The actions in this agreement are 

consistent with, or based upon, the Recovery Strategy for the Western Screech Owl (Megascops 

kennicottii macfarlanei) in British Columbia (Ministry of Environment 2008). The following sections 

describe the biology and threats to the WSOW (Section 2.0), the commitment and terms of the 

Stewardship Agreement (Section 3.1), and the operational BMPs for maintenance activities within the 

Stewardship Agreement Area (Section 3.2).  

1.1 Objective 

The objective of this agreement is to protect and promote the long term habitat needs for WSOW 

within numerous sites in the District of Summerland (Appendix 1) 

2.0 WESTERN SCREECH-OWL BIOLOGY AND THREATS 

The status, species description, habitat requirements, and threats of WSOW are described in the 

following sections.   
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2.1 Status 

 Designated as Threatened in Canada (COSEWIC 2012) 

 Listed under the SARA Schedule A as Endangered. 

 Red listed in British Columbia (BC Conservation Data Center)  

2.2 Species Description 

 Size:   Small (19–26 cm)  

 Colour:  Distinct pale underside with dark streaks, a brownish-grey back with fine dark 

streaks,  yellow eyes and a black beak 

 Shape:  Short tail, rounded wings, well-defined facial disc, feather “ear” tufts 

on the head 

 Call:    Hooting noise that sounds like a number of low whistles that speed up 

towards the end (like a ball as it bounces to a stop) 

 Habitat: Cavity-nesting with a strong association with mature riparian forests 

dominated by black cottonwood (Populus balsamifera ssp. trichocarpa), water 

birch (Betula occidentalis) and/or trembling aspen (Populus tremuloides) with 

a moderate to dense shrub understory.  

Secondary cavity nester (uses existing tree cavities that have been excavated 

by woodpeckers or formed by decay). 

Preferred nest trees are mature cottonwood and birch with a diameter at breast 

height (dbh) of 30 cm or greater and cavities of 7.5 cm or greater in diameter 

(Cannings and Angell 2001).  

Roosting habitat is areas with high densities of large trees, preferably conifers, 

with considerable tall shrub cover and limited low shrub cover.  

Requires adjacent foraging habitat, which may include riparian forest, 

coniferous woodland, wetlands and pastures that support its prey species, 

which are mainly small mammals, birds and insects.  

WSOW are non-migratory, with pairs resident throughout the year in their territory. The breeding 

period1 for this species commences in mid-February with courtship (calling) and nest initiation, 

followed by egg-laying and nesting between mid-March and late May. Young are present at the nest 

between mid-April and late August, with juvenile dispersal occurring in late summer and generally 

limited to less than 20 km from the nest site. 

2.3 Threats 

The following threats are identified in the WSOS provincial recovery strategy (Ministry of Environment 

2008) and COSEWIC status report (COSEWIC 2012): 

 Habitat loss or degradation through urban, agricultural and hydroelectric development, 

specifically destruction and fragmentation of mature riparian woodland, and removal of large, 

mature trees (particularly cottonwood) with suitable nesting and roosting cavities 

 Accidental mortality through collisions with vehicles 

                                                   

1 See timing windows FLNR (2013); page 25. 

10.2 Stewardship Agreements for Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel... Page 115 of 162



FLNR Ecosystems Okanagan  WSOW Stewardship Agreement 

and the District of Summerland  February 10, 2014 

3  

 

 Changes in predator/prey dynamics due to range expansion of barred owl (Strix varia), which 

is thought to predate on WSOW and may also displace WSOW from its historic range.  

The following threats have further been refined for municipal parks and recreation corridors within the 

District of Summerland: 

 Removal of large veteran deciduous trees, particularly cottonwood, birch and aspen, for public 

safety reasons (e.g., windfall) in areas where WSOW have been recorded  

 Clearing of shrub understories in riparian woodlands, which may reduce quantity and diversity 

of prey species as well as recruitment of young deciduous trees required for stand 

maintenance 

3.0 THE AGREEMENT 

This Stewardship Agreement between FLNR Ecosystems Section and the District of Summerland 

promotes the careful management of WSOW and its habitat. The term of this Stewardship Agreement 

is five years (March 1, 2015 to February 28, 2019), effective from the date of approval on the cover of 

this agreement. Benefits of the Stewardship Agreement to both agencies are as follows: 

 Promote long term viability of known WSOS populations in District of Summerland municipal 

parks and recreation corridors 

 Develop a working relationship between FLNR Ecosystems Section and the District of 

Summerland as well as with other partners and stakeholders  

 Develop, promote and deliver educational and interpretive information on WSOW and riparian 

habitat protection to the public and park users 

 Develop and refine Operational BMPs specifically for municipal parks and recreational 

corridors to balance the needs for WSOW habitat protection, public safety and recreation 

Areas Covered by the Agreement 

The Stewardship Agreement is applicable to municipal lands with suitable habitat (identified 

in Section 2.2) within the following three locations (Maps of these areas are provided in 

Appendix 1):  

a. Lower Town 

i. Eneas Creek riparian corridor that falls under District jurisdiction,  

ii. Adams Bird Sanctuary,  

iii. Peach Orchard Campground, 

iv. Prairie Valley Creek Gulley (top of Butler Road to Hwy 97 - Trail), 

v. Gulley between Prairie Valley Creek Gulley and Peach Orchard Road that has 

a spring that sources the Fish Hatchery, 

b. Trout Creek riparian corridor that falls under District jurisdiction including the 

Summerland Rodeo Grounds and the Trans Canada Trailhead 

c. Okanagan Lake riparian corridor at Powell Beach 

d. Any other location where a WSOW nest has been confirmed by a QEP. 
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3.1 Commitment 

The commitments for each party are set out below. The signing of this agreement commits the FLNR 

Ecosystems Section and District of Summerland to follow these commitments during the term of this 

Stewardship Agreement: 

FLNR Ecosystems Section agrees to the following Commitments: 

 Share data with District of Summerland on WSOW inventory, habitat mapping and anecdotal 

observations as new information comes available, subject to applicable data-sharing 

agreements  

 Update District of Summerland on WSOW status, and conservation and restoration priorities 

as information comes available 

 Inform and train new/seasonal staff and contractors on WSOW identification, habitat 

stewardship and the contents of this agreement 

 Provide WSOW educational materials and training if requested 

 Advise District of Summerland if FLNR Ecosystems Section cannot follow the commitments of 

the Stewardship Agreement 

District of Summerland agrees to the following Commitments: 

 Adhere to the Operational BMPs (see Section 3.2) 

 Incorporate protection measures for WSOW riparian nesting and adjacent foraging habitat into 

municipal park management and operational plans; incorporate new information into planning 

and operations as it becomes available 

 Inform and train new/seasonal staff and contractors on WSOW identification, habitat 

stewardship and the contents of this agreement 

 Support initiatives that promote the protection of WSOW nesting habitat and wildlife trees, 

including, but not limited to, monitoring, outreach, inventory, research and restoration 

 Submit any records of sightings/callings to FLNR Ecosystems Section with GPS coordinates, 

date, time, description of vegetation, and any other pertinent information 

 Advise FLNR Ecosystems Section if District of Summerland cannot follow the commitments of 

the Stewardship Agreement and/or the Operational BMPs 

 Confirm that Environmental Assessments associated with development proposals in mapped 

Environmentally Sensitive Development Permit (ESDP) areas include measures to protect 

WSOW nests and recruit future suitable nest trees, where a WSOW nest tree is confirmed by 

a QEP to occur and to be affected by the development 

 Advise FLNR Ecosystems Section if development is planned that could affect a WSOW nest 

that has been confirmed by a QEP. This would include sites within development permit areas 

and also those outside them. 

3.2 Operational Best Management Practices 

The following Operations BMPs have been developed for District of Summerland municipal parks and 

recreation corridors and are consistent with FLNR’s existing guidance documents (i.e., FLNR 2014, 

FLNR 2013, and Ministry of Environment 2009). 

Tree and Shrub Removal BMPs 

10.2 Stewardship Agreements for Rocky Mountain Ridged Mussel... Page 117 of 162



FLNR Ecosystems Okanagan  WSOW Stewardship Agreement 

and the District of Summerland  February 10, 2014 

5  

 

 Avoid removing large diameter (>30 cm diameter breast height (dbh)) black cottonwood, water 

birch and trembling aspen trees in riparian areas where possible.  The only exceptions will be 

for public safety. 

 If such tree removal if proposed, retain a qualified wildlife/danger tree assessor to assess the 

risk associated with the tree following the guidelines in Wildlife/Danger Tree Assessor’s 

Course Workbook: Park and Recreation Sites (Wildlife Tree Committee of B.C. 2012). If such 

tree is designated as a “hazard” by a qualified assessor using this workbook, follow the Best 

Management Practices for Tree Topping, Limbing and Removal in Riparian Areas (Ministry of 

Environment 2009), which is applicable to all tree removal within 30 m of a stream and 

lakeshore high water mark. Where trees are removed, replant at a ratio of 3 to 1 in the same 

site or suitable ones as close as possible to the site of removal. 

 If WSOW is known to occur at or near the “hazard” tree (see Appendix A): 

o Within the WSOW breeding season (February 15 to August 25), do not remove the 

hazard tree; to address risk to public safety during this time, temporarily close or 

relocate trails at least 50 m away from known or potential nest sites to avoid accidental 

mortality of eggs or young2; the District of Summerland will explore other operational 

and management options available (such as accepting the risk of impact to this species 

and have a qualified professional (QP) engaged to mitigate risk and monitor the works) 

if the trail cannot be closed or temporarily relocated during the breeding season. 

o Outside of the WSOW breeding season, limb or top trees to a minimum to 3 to 5 m in 

height rather than removing the entire tree, if it can be completed safely without 

destroying the nest cavity or future nest trees; as a last resort, remove the entire tree 

and leave downed tree(s) where possible to provided coarse woody debris.  

o Do not remove or burn understory native vegetation unless a QP has provided an 

ecosystem restoration/treatment prescription or fuel hazard reduction prescription. 

o Retain existing habitats and features including nesting, perching and roosting sites; 

preserve live and dead trees or snags with cavities that could be used by WSOW for 

nesting. 

 

General BMPs 

 Where possible, leave a protective buffer around active nests of at least 1.5 tree length in 

urban areas and of at least 200 m in rural areas 

 Where possible, leave an additional 100 m “quiet” buffer around nest sites during the breeding 

season (February 15 to August 253): limit tree falling, chain saw use, large equipment use and 

other load noises during this time 

 Plan to construct new roads, trails and facilities outside of known and potential WSOW nesting 

habitat (i.e., cottonwood, birch and aspen stands) 

                                                   

2 Under Section 34 of the Wildlife Act, a person commits an offence if the person, except as provided by regulation, 

possesses, takes, injures, molests or destroys (a) a bird or its egg, (b) the nest of an eagle, peregrine falcon, gyrfalcon, 

osprey, heron or burrowing owl, or (c) the nest of a bird not referred to in paragraph (b) when the nest is occupied by a 

bird or its egg. 

 
3See timing windows FLNR (2013); page 25. 
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 Where possible, locate trails away from areas known to be used by WSOW; keep new trails 

as narrow as possible to limit the amount of space used 

 Allow for natural regeneration of riparian communities where possible 

 Maintain suitable future nesting habitat; in sites where nesting habitat has been lost or 

degraded, WSOW-specific nest boxes4 can be considered as an interim measures to maintain 

nesting options while habitat regenerates or is restored   

 Avoid the use of pesticides and herbicides in riparian areas 

3.3 Evaluation 

The commitment and operational best management practices evaluation of this agreement will be 

ongoing by both parties. However, at a minimum, there will be a review once a year by both parties.  

Monitoring the effectiveness of the stewardship agreement will be the responsibility of both parties.   

3.4 Key Contacts 

The key contacts for this Stewardship Agreement are as follows: 

 Lora Nield, Senior Ecosystems Biologist 

Ministry of Forests Lands and Natural Resource Operations 

102 Industrial Place, Penticton, BC V2A 7C8 

Phone: 250-490-8212 

Email: Lora.Nield@gov.bc.ca 

 

 Maarten Stam, Manager of Works 

Box 159, 9215 Cedar Ave 

Summerland, BC V0H 1Z0 

Phone: 250-494-0431  

Email: mstam@summerland.ca 

  

                                                   

4 Example design: http://www.shawcreekbirdsupply.com/plans_screech_owl.htm 
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APPENDIX A: STEWARDSHIP AGREEMENT LOCATIONS 

 

Figure 1 Lower Town (Section 3 a-c) Agreement Area shaded in blue that consists of riparian habitat  

Figure 2 Trout Creek Stewardship Agreement Area is identified by municipal lands (pink shaded lots) 
along the Trout Creek riparian corridor.  
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Figure 3 Okanagan Lake Stewardship Agreement Area is identified by Powell Beach municipal lands 
(pink shaded lots at Powell Beach only) with riparian habitat. 

APPENDIX B: PROVINCIAL FACT SHEETS 

Develop with Care: Environmental Guidelines for Urban and Rural Land Development in British 

Columbia: 

Fact Sheet #5 Parks 

http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wld/documents/bmp/devwithcare/Fact-Sheet-5-Parks.pdf  

Fact Shet # 12 Western Screech-owl 

http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/wld/documents/bmp/devwithcare/Fact-Sheet-12-screech-owl.pdf 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
DATE:  May 16, 2015 

TO:  Linda Tynan, Chief Administrative Officer 

FROM:  Don Darling, Director of Works and Utilities 

SUBJECT: Simpson Road Railway Crossing 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT Council pass the following resolution: 

‘THAT staff make the necessary changes to the Victoria Road Alignment to allow buses to stop on 
Simpson Road without obstructing the CN railway tracks, 

AND THAT staff review the current signage and road markings to ensure they comply with applicable 
regulations and standards, 

AND FURTHER THAT staff contact CN and Kettle Valley Railway to request the removal of fencing and 
brush that are affecting sight lines to the north of Simpson Road.’   

PURPOSE: 

To improve safety at the Simpson Road railway crossing. 

BACKGROUND: 

In October 2013, a school bus was observed by Kettle Valley Steam Railway at the stop line on Simpson 
Road with a portion of the bus obstructing the railway.  British Columbia Safety Authority (BCSA) was 
contacted and they conducted a safety assessment of the railway crossing in November of 2013.  The 
report was finalized on December 02, 2013 and contained recommendations for improvements.  In 
recent discussions with the BCSA, they confirmed that they have no jurisdiction to require the work 
outlined in their report to be completed but they did indicate that their recommendations, and the 
submission of the safety concerns, are subject to a Freedom of Information request and would be 
available if a serious accident should occur. 

DISCUSSION: 

In April 2015, the District received a letter from Kettle Valley Steam Railway requesting information as 
to what is being done to address the recommendations outlined in the BCSA report.  Staff visited the 
site and has found that there are three issues that need to be resolved.  These issues and the resolution 
to each are as follows: 

1. The distance between the stop line on Simpson Road and the railway tracks is insufficient for 
a long vehicle, such as a bus, to stop without obstructing the railway.  This issue can be 
remedied by reducing the width of Victoria Road South to 8.0 metres at the intersection.  This 
would allow the relocation of the stop line to the east and provide sufficient stopping distance 
for a bus.  See attached map. 

2. The sign lines to the north of Simpson Road are inhibited by fencing and materials stored in the 
CN right-of-way and some vegetated brush.  This issue can be resolved by contacting CN and 
Kettle Valley Steam Railway to request the removal of these items to improve sight lines.  See 
attached photos. 

3. The signage at the railway crossing has not been reviewed for several years.  This issue can 
be resolved by reviewing the signage and road markings for compliance with applicable 
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regulations and standards.  Additional signage could be added that states “ACTIVE RAILWAY 
CROSSING. Do not stop on the tracks.”  

 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The cost of these improvements is estimated to be $45,000 which includes approximately $9,000 to 
repair three adjacent road areas that have failed and been patched.  The cost of this project would be 
funded from an allocation of the $150,000 of District funds available for 2015 road and sidewalk projects. 

CONCLUSION: 

Staff is recommending that the work be approved.   

ALTERNATIVES TO STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Council could decide to remove the repair of the three adjacent road areas from the project or they could 
decide to take no action.  

 

Respectfully Submitted 

 

_______________________ 

Don Darling 

 

  

Approved for Agenda 
 

 
_____________________________ 
CAO – Linda Tynan  May 21, 2015 
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At eastbound stop line looking north. 
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At westbound stop line looking north 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
 
DATE:  May 19, 2015 

TO:  Linda Tynan, Chief Administrative Officer 

FROM:  Don Darling, Director of Works and Utilities 

SUBJECT: Climate Action Committee Pilot Projects 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT Council pass the following resolution in support of the Climate Action Committee’s 
recommendations:  

‘THAT the following two Climate Action projects be approved: 

1. The Reduce, Reuse, ReWine project at a cost of $4,974.74, and 
2. The Worm Composting project at Summerland Middle School at a cost of $152.97 for three 

classes to a maximum of $611.88 for twelve classes, 

AND FURTHER THAT solar power be referred to staff to investigate funding opportunities.’ 

PURPOSE: 

To provide funding for pilot projects that will reduce greenhouse gas emissions. 

 BACKGROUND: 

The Climate Action Committee (the ‘CAC’) circulates requests each year challenging the public to come 
up with ideas that will have a positive environmental impact on our community and help reduce 
greenhouse gas emissions. 

DISCUSSION: 

Nine project applications were submitted for funding consideration in 2015 as follows: 

1. Homeowner Solar Electricity Project 
2. Grid-tied Solar PV System 
3. Residential Solar Power Production 
4. Grid-tied Solar Tracking System 
5. Electric Vehicle Charging Station with 16-panel grid-tied Solar PV System 
6. Energy Efficient Retirement Home 
7. Climate Change 
8. Reduce, Reuse, ReWine 
9. Worm Composting at Summerland Middle School 

The first five submissions listed above relate to solar power production and solar power tracking 
systems.  Solar power is considered by the CAC as an established technology and therefore should not 
qualify as a pilot project and was removed from funding consideration.  Notwithstanding, the CAC  feels 
that there is significant community interest in solar power initiatives and it requires further attention. The 
CAC is recommending that opportunities to provide incentives or initiatives to Summerland citizens for 
solar power should be explored further. 
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Items 6 and 7 provided ideas and recommendations for projects but were not actual requests for funding 
so they were also removed from funding consideration. 

The remaining two projects are the Reduce, Reuse, ReWine project by Cassandra Lum and the Worm 
Composting at Summerland Middle School by Patrick Geertz.  The CAC Proposal Scoring Forms for 
these two projects are attached and include CAC comments.  Both projects received high scores and 
are recommended for full funding by the CAC. 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The District has set aside the Climate Action Revenue Incentive Program grants as well as District 
funds to undertake projects that aid in the reduction of greenhouse gases in Summerland.  The 
balance of funds on hand on January 1, 2015 is $149,671 and $75,000 has been allocated for 2015 
projects.  The recommended projects can be accomplished within this allocation. 
 

CONCLUSION: 

Staff supports the recommendations of the Climate Action Committee. 

ALTERNATIVES TO STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

Council could decide to either fund one or neither of the projects. 

 

Respectfully Submitted 

 

_______________________ 

Don Darling 

 
 

Approved for Agenda 
 

 
_____________________________ 
CAO – Linda Tynan  May 21, 2015
  

10.4 Climate Action Committee Pilot Projects Page 129 of 162



Reduce, Reuse, ReWine (ReWine) 

Cassandra Lum, 3rd Year Enactus Student, Project Manager ReWine 

ReWine is a project that local Enactus Okanagan College students are working on. The purpose of this 
project is to develop a system for the washing and reuse of wine bottles. We hope to create a system 
modelled off the successful process in use by the Brewers Distributers LTD (BDL). Our team chose to take 
on this challenge for various reasons impacting the triple bottom line for the District of          
Summerland, the Province and potentially a larger scale in the future. A staggering 97% of the Province’s 
wine is made in the Okanagan, and none of the bottles are being washed and reused. Mission Bottle 
Washing is the only privately owned bottle washing facility in the Province, they are located in 
Summerland, and have the capacity to implement a program of the potential magnitude this possesses. 

The ability to wash and reuse bottles will drastically reduce the waste currently seen in the wine 
industry, through the reuse of bottles, reduced purchasing costs, and reduced waste in the region. This 
program will also bring the added benefit of being able to market the region as an environmentally 
conscience wine region. Furthermore, if the program is implemented on a large scale it will create jobs 
for the region both at the bottle washing facility, and in the management and logistics of the operations. 

Last summer we were fortunate to receive support from Summerland’s Climate Action Committee, to 
conduct initial research into the barriers a program like this would encounter in its implementation. 
Upon completion we identified six barriers that can also be identified as risks to a pilot program: 
standardization of bottles, standardizing label material and adhesive, post wash degradation, sanitation 
and cleanliness, cost versus benefit for wineries, program logistics and implementation. 

Since then, our team has continued to work on the project and are now ready to conduct an initial pilot 
with the wineries in the district. The purpose of the pilot will be to collect and analyze data regarding the 
current number of bottles able to be reused, how many wineries are using the compatible labels and 
adhesives, and how many are able to be reused in the following season. This will aid in overcoming 
barriers including standardization of bottles, standardization of label material and adhesives, and the 
cost versus benefit to wineries, respectively. We are also in discussion with the UBC Engineering and 
Physics lab student research program to help us design a system for evaluating post washing bottle 
degradation. This pilot will help us design a future working model for the program regarding, when 
pickups are best, how many bottles we can collect, wash, and resell through the program, and logistical 
issues that may arise. Through the creation of a pilot we will be able to further develop a solution to the 
logistic and implementation barriers that arose initially, as well as develop a costing model. 

ReWine is intended to target wine bottles in the $10-$25 range, and will be marketed to both large and 
small wineries. Initially we will develop a working agreement with the wineries to establish pick up days 
and compensation for bottles collected. As depicted in the budget, bottles will be collected less 
frequently at the beginning and end of the season as traffic through wineries is slower at these times of 
year. Additional pick up days will be added as the season becomes busier for the wineries, with a 
maximum number of pick up days estimated at once a week or four times a month. 

For the duration of the collection we will be working in the District of Summerland with the wineries of 
Bottleneck Drive, with the exception of the Spring and Fall Okanagan Wine Festivals. Once bottles are 
collected they will be stored at a facility until after the collection is complete, at which time they will be 
washed, sorted, counted, and potentially re-sold in the fall. In the fall our team intends to analyze data 
collected to successfully address the barriers identified in this outline, and develop a marketing plan to 
increase the number of wineries involved in the program. 
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1) Applicant Information 

a) Enactus Okanagan College 

b) Cassandra Lum 

c) Project Manager ReWine 

d)   250-462-5743 

e)   Cassandra.t.lum@gmail.com 

2) Project Information 

a) ReWine Pilot Project 

b) Timeline: 

i. April 30-May 10th (spring wine festival) 

ii. October 1-11th (fall wine festival) until March 31/2016 (sales and data 

verification) 

iii. In order to obtain the greatest spread of bottles we would like to collect from 

the spring to fall Okanagan Wine Festivals. In between the two festivals we will 

be collecting in the district of Summerland. After bottle collection is complete, 

washing, reselling, and data compilation will continue through to March. 

c) Partners and contributors: Mission Bottle Washing, Wineries participating in the various 

wine festivals, and the wineries located in the District of Summerland 

d) Description of project: Project as described above. 

e) Description of required equipment and/or supplies. 

i. Print supplies (Contracts, pickup slips, purchase orders) 

ii. Truck rental 

iii. Fuel costs 

iv. Storage space rental 

v. Bottle Boxes 

vi. Pick up materials 

3) Budget information 

a) Total gross project cost: $6414.70 

b) Total grant request: $4974.70 

c) How will other costs be financed 

Labour is a cost that will not be covered by the grant. We are in the process of 

securing labour funding from other sources. If we are unable to secure alternate 

sources of funding for labour costs will decline any funds offered By the Climate 

Action Committee. Volunteers from the team, or the community are also an 

option if we are unable to acquire funding for labour costs. 

d) If applicable, who is responsible for ongoing operational/maintenance costs of the 

project when complete? 

At the current time Enactus will be in charge of ongoing operational and 

maintenance costs of the project. Moving forward we would like to develop roles 

for community members and partners such as Mission Bottle Wash to work on 

the program, when it reaches a capacity sufficient to do so. 
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Labour $10.00 per hour 144 $1,440.00 

 Administration $775.00 Safety gear, boxes, refund fee, print costs (contracts, receipts, and invoices) 
 

Vehicle $22.35 per day 18 $402.30 including tax. Rates from U-Haul. 

kilometers $0.49 per km 900 $441.00 

insurance $15.00 per day 18 $270.00 

Gas $1.40 per litre 216 $302.40 assuming prices will increase, similar to last year 

Storage $132.00 per month 12 $1,584.00 10*12 locker, potential need for whole year while analyzing and reselling. 

Cleaning fee's  one time  $1,200.00 calibration of machine for a day’s use with wine bottles as opposed to beer. 

 Total $6,414.70 
 

 

Less: labour $1,440.00 
 

 Grant request $4,974.70 
 

 

 

 

Labour April  May  June  July  August September October Total Units of Measure 

pick up days  1  2  4  4 4 2 1 18  
hours 8 16 32 32 32 16 8 144 note 1 hrs /day 8 

km driven 50 100 200 200 200 100 50 900 note 2 km/day 50 

litres of fuel 12 24 48 48 48 24 12 216 note 3 litres/day 12 
 

note 1 

note 2 

note 3 

June-August are expected to be the busiest with 1 pick-up a week 

Based on Google maps loop: Penticton, Summerland, Dirty Laundry, Penticton. With approx. 10 km extra for off route. 

based on fuel consumption per km of 6 litres/27km. For the distance traveled would be 12 litres per day 

Notes 
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D I S T R I C T O F 

S U M M E R L A N D 

PROPOSAL SCORING FORM: 
CLIMATE ACTION COMMITTEE 

Mandatory Requirement: The project must occur within the boundaries of Summerland. 

Project Title: 'RdCJU C. <f , ? £ - 0%£ ? '7fe - tjj ̂  g -

low high 
Project Goals 

1 2 3 4 5 

How clearly are the project goals defined? 
s/ 

/ 

How well does the project illustrate how it will provide environmental benefits (reduce 
GHG emissions) in Summerland? 

How well can the goals be measured? / 
How realistic and attainable are project goals, e.g. can they be accomplished in the 
specified timeframe? • 

low high 
Benefit / Cost 1 2 3 4 5 
How well do the benefits described in the proposal compare with the cost of the 
project (i.e. is there value for money)? 

\ / 
How realistic is the project budget and/or in-kind rates? 

How adequate is the detail in the budget information for evaluating the financial 
aspects of the proposal? 

low high 

Technical merits/shortcomings of the project 1 2 3 4 5 
Does the project have the potential to expand (if successful) and have a significant 
impact on a larger sector of the community? 
How well does the proposal identify and explain factors/risks that may affect the 
project and reduce its likelihood of success? 
Is the project self-sustaining? (it should not require long-term maintenance) y 
Reviewer Comments: lJ 

bottles buctUiL re co<yure vn&j- ihts ; 3 ^hc^'ts 

Overall Project Score = H 1.^ / 50 
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1) Applicant Information 
 

a) Legal Name: Patrick Geertz 
b) Primary Contact Name: Patrick Geertz or Tanya Brouwers (mom) 
c) Title of Primary Contact: Grade 6 Student at Summerland Middle School 
d) Phone Number: 250‐494‐7277 
e) Email Address: t.brouwers@xplornet.ca 

 

2) Project Information 
 

a) Project Title: Worm Composting at Summerland Middle School 
 

b) Project Timeline: 
I. Estimated Start Date: immediately 

II. Estimated Project End Date: indefinitely 
III. Project Timeline Comments: I am hoping to start this project right 

away but first I will need permission from Jason Corday, our principle. 
 

c) Project Partners: I will need cooperation from the school principle, vice‐ 
principle and teachers. 

 
d) I am thinking of putting a worm composter in every classroom (12) or at 

least one composter per grade (3).  At least 20% of Canada’s methane 
emissions (a greenhouse gas) come from food waste in landfills. The average 
secondary school student produces 22 kg of food waste each year. That’s 
way too much to go into the garbage! 

 
Summerland Middle School students can help to reduce greenhouse gasses 
by throwing their fruit and vegetable waste into a worm composter. Red 
wigglers digest this waste. Done right, it doesn’t stink and it produces 
castings that can be put back onto the City of Summerland’s flowers and 
trees. 

 
e) Required equipment: 

 68 L plastic totes – a minimum of 6 (2 per composter) 
 1 pound of red wigglers/composter 
 drill with ¼” and 1/16” bits to make holes in totes 
 newspaper to make bedding 
 cardboard to keep bedding moist 
 fruit and veggie scraps! 

 Laminated signs for each composter to tell kids what can and can’t go 
in 
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3) Budget Information 
 
a) Total Gross Project Costs 

 
Each composter requires 2 68L plastic totes. I see that Walmart has a pack of 8, 68 L 
totes for $48. Minimum for 3 classes would be $48 or $192/12 classes. 

 
Each composter will need 1 pound of worms. GardenWorks in Penticton sells red 
wigglers for 34.99/pound. Minimum for 3 classes is $104.97 or 419.88/12 
classes. 

 
Drill can be borrowed.  We have one. 

 
We can get newspaper for bedding for free. 

Cardboard is also free. 

Signs will be donated by my family. 
 
Labor can be donated by my family or better yet, involve the students at 
Summerland Middle School 

 
Total Gross Project Costs: $152.97 to  $611.88 

 
b) Total Grant Request 

 
$152.97 to $611.88 

 
c) I am hoping the school and the students will be responsible for maintenance of 
this project. I am also happy to be in charge of making sure the worm composters 
work and helping everyone to understand how they work. 
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D I S T R I C T O F 

S U M M E R L A N D 

PROPOSAL SCORING FORM: 
CLIMATE ACTION COMMITTEE 

Mandatory Requirement: The project must occur within the boundaries of Summerland. 

Project Title: 'RdCJU C. <f , ? £ - 0%£ ? '7fe - tjj ̂  g -

low high 
Project Goals 

1 2 3 4 5 

How clearly are the project goals defined? 
s/ 

/ 

How well does the project illustrate how it will provide environmental benefits (reduce 
GHG emissions) in Summerland? 

How well can the goals be measured? / 
How realistic and attainable are project goals, e.g. can they be accomplished in the 
specified timeframe? • 

low high 
Benefit / Cost 1 2 3 4 5 
How well do the benefits described in the proposal compare with the cost of the 
project (i.e. is there value for money)? 

\ / 
How realistic is the project budget and/or in-kind rates? 

How adequate is the detail in the budget information for evaluating the financial 
aspects of the proposal? 

low high 

Technical merits/shortcomings of the project 1 2 3 4 5 
Does the project have the potential to expand (if successful) and have a significant 
impact on a larger sector of the community? 
How well does the proposal identify and explain factors/risks that may affect the 
project and reduce its likelihood of success? 
Is the project self-sustaining? (it should not require long-term maintenance) y 
Reviewer Comments: lJ 

bottles buctUiL re co<yure vn&j- ihts ; 3 ^hc^'ts 

Overall Project Score = H 1.^ / 50 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 

DATE:  May 14, 2015 

TO:  Linda Tynan, Chief Administrative Officer 

FROM:  Lorrie Coates, Director of Finance 

SUBJECT: Annual Pricing Contract for Water Treatment Chemicals 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION: 

THAT Council receive this report as information. 

PURPOSE: 

To provide Council with information on the process and results of the request for pricing to supply 
chemicals for water treatment in 2015. 

BACKGROUND: 

Suppliers are reluctant to provide pricing for longer than one year.  Therefore, a Request for Quotes 
(RFQ) is issued each year for the provision of chemicals for water treatment.   

DISCUSSION: 

A Water Treatment Chemical Supply Request for Quotes was issued in early April.  Four suppliers 
responded to the RFQ.  The quotations were evaluated based on the supply of each chemical as no 
supplier was able to provide quotes for all chemicals.  In addition to the price, the length of time the 
supplier is willing to hold their price, lead time of product delivery, and the ability of the supplier to deliver 
product in a safe and reliable manner were also considered.  The RFQ closed on April 28th with the 
quoted price per kilogram as follows: 

 
Caustic 

Soda 
Coagulant Polymer Chlorine 

ClearTech Industries Inc. $0.288 $0.9593 $7.50 n/a 

Univar Canada Ltd. $0.225 $0.49 n/a n/a 

Brenntag Canada Inc. $0.2892 n/a $5.98 $0.962 

Waterhouse n/a $0.775 $6.95 n/a 

Note: Lowest bid for each chemical is shown in red 

The District has worked with all of these companies in the past and they all have provided an acceptable 
level of service.  Staff is recommending the lowest price for each chemical.  The estimated total yearly 
cost for each chemical based on historical usage is as follows: 

 Caustic Soda supply – Univar Canada Ltd. @ $0.225/kg x approx. 220,000 kg =  $  49,500 

 Coagulant supply - Univar Canada Ltd. @ $0.49/kg x approx. 396,000 kg =  $194,040 

 Polymer supply – Brenntag Canada Inc. @ $5.98/kg x approx. 3600 kg =  $  21,528 

 Chlorine supply - Brenntag Canada Inc. @ $0.962/kg x approx. 25,401 kg =  $  24,435 

Total estimated yearly chemical cost  $289,503 
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FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

The cost of water treatment chemicals will be covered by the 2015 budget allocation of $322,000. 

CONCLUSION: 

Staff will award the caustic soda and coagulant supply to Univar Canada Ltd and the polymer and 
chlorine supply to Brenntag Canada Inc.  

  

 

Respectfully Submitted 

 

Lorrie Coates 

_______________________ 

Lorrie Coates 

Director of Finance 

 

Approved for Agenda 
 

 
_____________________________ 
CAO – Linda Tynan   May 21, 2015
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 THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
DATE:  May 20, 2015 

TO:  Mayor and Council   

FROM:  Linda Tynan, CAO  

SUBJECT: Signage at Cartwright 

 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION:   

 

That council pass the following resolution: 

 

“That staff be directed to erect signage at the access point to the College 

grounds off of Prairie Valley Road just east of Morrow indicating that the trails 

ahead are closed to motorized vehicles.” 

 

PURPOSE: 

To consider the request by Test of Humanity to erect three signs on municipal property 

at the access point to the College grounds off of Prairie Valley Road just east of Morrow 

warning riders that the trails ahead are closed to motorized vehicles. 

  

BACKGROUND and DISCUSSON: 

Staff met with the organizers of the Test of Humanity, the ATV Association and the Dirt 

Bike Association.  At that meeting, Nic Seaton from Test of Humanity advised the group 

that signage is going to be erected at the entrance to the private property (marked in red 

on the attached map) indicating that no motorized vehicles would be allowed. 

 

They requested that the District of Summerland erect three signs at the access point to 

the College grounds off of Prairie Valley Road (just east of Morrow) indicating that the 

trails ahead are closed to motorized vehicles.  

  

The representatives from the ATV and Dirt Bike associations in attendance at the 

meeting agreed that the signs would be helpful as the riders begin their trip in this 

location and a warning that they would not be able to proceed once moving. 

 

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS: 

 Cost of signage. 

 

CONCLUSION: 

The signage would assist in advising potential riders that they will not be able to continue 

past the entrance to private property. 
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OPTIONS: 

 

1. Direct staff to erect three (3) signs indicating that the trails ahead are closed to 

motorized vehicles (STAFF RECOMMENDATION). 

2. Deny the request from Test of Humanity to erect signage. 

3. Refer the matter back to staff for further review and report. 

 

 

 

Respectfully Submitted 

 

 
_______________________ 
Chief Administrative Officer 

 
 
  

10.6 Signage at Cartwright Page 140 of 162



 

10.6 Signage at Cartwright Page 141 of 162



THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
 
DATE:  May 20, 2015   

TO:  Linda Tynan, CAO 

FROM:  Maureen Fugeta, Corporate Officer 

SUBJECT: Request to name an ‘Unnamed Trail in Trout Creek’ 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
That council pass the following resolution: 
 
 “That council direct staff to prepare a Trail Naming policy for council consideration.”  
 
PURPOSE: 
To review the letter received from the Trout Creek Community Association regarding naming a 
local trail. 
  
BACKGROUND: 
 
The District of Summerland received a request from Mary Trainer, Co-ordinator for the Trout Creek 
Community Association on April 7th, 2015, to begin a process to name an unnamed trail in Trout 
Creek owned and maintained by the District of Summerland.   
 
The trail is approximately one kilometer and extends along the lakeshore between the Summerland 
Campground RV Park on the west and an entry point off Landry Crescent to the east.   
 
The Trout Creek Community Association has joined Summerland’s ‘Adopt-a-Road’ program to 
clean up garbage on Landry Crescent and Thornber Road, and the ‘Adopt-a-Trail’ program to clean 
up garbage and debris on this unnamed trail. 
 
DISCUSSION 
 
The District of Summerland does not have a bylaw and/or policy for naming ‘trails’ within the 
boundaries of the District of Summerland.  In the past there have been some trails named, 
however it has not been general practice to name other trails, therefore there is no set policy in 
this regard. 
 
FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 
The Trout Creek Community Association advised that if Council approves the naming of the trail, 
they would consider raising funds for a sign(s) explaining the history of the area. 
 
OPTIONS 
 
1. Refer back to staff to create a policy for naming ‘unnamed’ trails within the boundaries of 

the District of Summerland. 
2. Deny the request.  
3. Approve the request to the Trout Creek Community Association to begin the process for 

naming the trail, with the involvement of the local community. 
 
Respectfully submitted,      
 

Maureen Fugeta 

______________________ 
Maureen Fugeta 
Corporate Officer  

Approved for Agenda 

 
____________________________ 
CAO:  Linda Tynan  May 20, 2015 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
 
DATE:  May 25th, 2015 

TO:  Linda Tynan, Chief Administrative Officer 

FROM:  Lorrie Coates, Director of Finance 

SUBJECT: Bylaw 2015-012 Development Cost Charge (Roads) Reserve Fund Expenditure 

 (Prairie Valley Road and Jubilee Road) 

 Bylaw 2015-013 – Tax Sale Reserve Fund Expenditure (RCMP Building 

Generator) 

 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That Council pass the following resolutions: 
 
1. THAT Bylaw 2015-012 – Development Cost Charge (Roads) Reserve Fund Expenditure 

(Prairie Valley Road and Jubilee Road), be adopted. 
 
2. THAT Bylaw 2015-013 – Tax Sale Reserve Fund Expenditure (RCMP Building Generator), 

be adopted. 
 
PURPOSE: 
 
To consider adoption of Bylaws 2015-012 and 2015-013. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Bylaw 2015-012 to expend $250,000 from the DCC Roads Reserve fund for the improvements to 
Prairie Valley Road and Jubilee Road.  This Bylaw received 1st, 2nd and 3rd readings at the 
Regular Council meeting of Monday, May 11th, 2015. 
 
Bylaw 2015-013 to expend $80,000 from the Tax Sale Reserve Fund for the purpose and 
installation of a generator for the RCMP building.  This Bylaw received 1st, 2nd and 3rd readings at 
the Regular Council meeting of Monday, May 11th, 2015. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 
1. Bylaw 2015-012 – Development Cost Charge (Roads) Reserve Fund Expenditure (Prairie 

Valley Road and Jubilee Road). 
2. Bylaw 2015-013 – Tax Sale Reserve Fund Expenditure (RCMP Building Generator). 
 
 
Respectfully submitted,      
 

Lorrie Coates 

______________________ 
Lorrie Coates 
Director of Finance 
 

Approved for Agenda 
 

 
____________________________ 

CAO - Linda Tynan   May 20, 2015  
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 
 

BYLAW NUMBER 2015-012  
 

A Bylaw Authorizing the Expenditures of Monies in the  
Development Cost Charge Reserve Fund 
(Prairie Valley Road and Jubilee Road) 

______________________________________________________________________ 
 
WHEREAS this is an unappropriated balance in the Development Cost Charge (Roads) Reserve 
Fund of $432,113 as at December 31, 2014, which amount has been accumulated by additions 
to the fund and interest earnings; 
 
AND WHEREAS it is deemed appropriate to expend a portion of the monies set aside in the 
Development Cost Charge (Roads) Reserve Fund for the purpose of road and sidewalk 
improvements on Prairie Valley Road and Jubilee Road with the amount expended out of the 
Reserve Fund in total to be $250,000; 
    
NOW THEREFORE the Council of the Corporation of the District of Summerland, in open meeting 
assembled, enacts as follows: 
 

1. The sum of $175,000 is hereby appropriated from the Development Cost Charge 
(Roads) Reserve Fund for the purposes of road and sidewalk improvements on 
Prairie Valley Road. 
 

2. The sum of $75,000 is hereby appropriated from the Development Cost Charge 
(Roads) Reserve Fund for the purposes of road and sidewalk improvements on 
Jubilee Road. 
 

3. This bylaw may be cited as ‘Bylaw No. 2015-012 Development Cost Charge 
(Roads) Reserve Fund Expenditure (Prairie Valley Road and Jubilee Road)’. 

 
4. This bylaw shall take effect immediately upon adoption. 
 
 

Read a first, second and third time this 11th day of May, 2015. 
 
Adopted by the Municipal Council this        day of                             2015. 
 
 

 
___________________________ 

        Mayor 
 
        ___________________________ 
        Corporate Officer 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 
 

BYLAW NUMBER 2015-013  
 

A Bylaw Authorizing the Expenditures of Monies in the  
Tax Sale Reserve Fund 

(RCMP building generator) 
______________________________________________________________________ 
 
 
WHEREAS this is an unappropriated balance in the Tax Sale Reserve Fund of $86,961 as at 
December 31, 2014, which amount has been accumulated by additions to the fund and interest 
earnings; 
 
AND WHEREAS it is deemed appropriate to expend a portion of the monies set aside in the Tax 
Sale Reserve Fund for the purpose of purchasing and installing a generator at the RCMP building 
with the amount expended out of the Reserve Fund in total to be $80,000; 
    
NOW THEREFORE the Council of the Corporation of the District of Summerland, in open meeting 
assembled, enacts as follows: 
 

1. The sum of $80,000 is hereby appropriated from the Tax Sale Reserve Fund for 
the purposes of purchasing and installing a generator at the RCMP building. 
 

2. This bylaw may be cited as ‘Bylaw No. 2015-013 Tax Sale Reserve Fund 
Expenditure (RCMP building generator)’. 

 
3. This bylaw shall take effect immediately upon adoption. 

 
 
Read a first, second and third time this 11th day of May, 2015. 
 
Adopted by the Municipal Council this             day of                            2015. 
 
 

 
___________________________ 

        Mayor 
 
 
        ___________________________ 
        Corporate Officer 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
 
DATE:  May 25th, 2015 

TO:  Linda Tynan, Chief Administrative Officer 

FROM:  Lorrie Coates, Director of Finance 

SUBJECT: Bylaw 2015-015 – Amendment of Fees and Charges Bylaw No. 98-001 (Electric, 

Water and Sewer) 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That Council pass the following resolution: 
 
‘THAT Bylaw 2015-015 – Amendment of Fees and Charges Bylaw No. 98-001 (Electric Fees and 
Charges, Water Fees, Charges, Rates and Fines, and Sewer Fees and Charges)’, be adopted. 
 
PURPOSE: 
 
To consider adoption of Bylaw 2015-015. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Bylaw 2015-015 Amendment of Fees and Charges Bylaw No. 98-001 (Electric, Water and Sewer 
Fees), received 1st, 2nd and 3rd reading at the Regular Council meeting of Monday, May 11th, 2015. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted,      
 

Lorrie Coates 

 
______________________ 
Lorrie Coates 
Director of Finance 
 

Approved for Agenda 
 

 
________________________ 
CAO - Linda Tynan   May 20, 2015   
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 THE CORPORATION OF THE DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

 

 BYLAW NUMBER 2015-015 

 

A BYLAW TO AMEND BYLAW NUMBER 98-001, A 

BYLAW TO AUTHORIZE THE CHARGING OF FEES FOR 

VARIOUS MUNICIPAL SERVICES (ELECTRIC FEES AND 

CHARGES, WATER FEES, CHARGES, RATES AND 

FINES AND SEWER FEES AND CHARGES) 
  

 
 
The Municipal Council of the Corporation of the District of Summerland, in open meeting 
assembled, enacts as follows: 
 
 
1. That Schedule “A” - Electric Rates of Bylaw Number 98-001 be deleted and replaced with a 

revised Schedule “A” - Electric Fees and Charges, attached to this bylaw.  
 
2. This Bylaw shall amend electrical fees and charges effective July 1, 2015. 

 
3. That Schedule “B” – Water Fees, Charges, Rates and Fines of Bylaw Number 98-001 be 

deleted and replaced with a revised Schedule “B” – Water Fees, Charges, Rates and Fines, 
attached to this bylaw. 
 

4. That Schedule “O” – Sewer Fees and Charges of Bylaw Number 98-001 be deleted and 
replaced with a revised Schedule “O”, attached to this bylaw. 
 

5. This Bylaw shall amend water and sewer fees and charges upon adoption. 
 
6. This bylaw may be cited as “Bylaw Number 2015-015,Amendment of Fees and 

Charges Bylaw No. 98-001 (Electric Fees and Charges, Water Fees, Charges, 
Rates and Fines and Sewer Fees and Charges)”  

 
Read a first, second and third time this 11th day of May, 2015. 
 
Adopted by Municipal Council this             day of                               2015. 
 
 
      ___________________________________ 
      Mayor 
 
 
      ___________________________________ 
      Corporate Officer 
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SCHEDULE ‘A’, BYLAW 98-001 

ELECTRIC FEES AND CHARGES (effective July 1st, 2015 billing) 
 

 
 RATE CODES E01 TO E08 – RESIDENTIAL 
 
 Basic Charge:      $16.33 per month 
 plus 
 Energy Charge: 
  First 1,000 KWH per month   $ 0.1059 per KWH 
  Over 1,000 KWH per month   $ 0.1165 per KWH 
 Demand Charge: 
  Where a customer’s load exceeds 24 KW, a Demand Charge of $15.18 
  per KW shall apply to such excess demand 
 
 
RATE CODE E10 – GENERAL COMMERCIAL 
 

 Basic Charge:      $20.01 per month 
 plus 
 Energy Charge: 
  All electrical energy used   $ 0.1051 per KWH 
 plus 
 Demand Charge: 
  Per KVA of “Billing Demand” exceeding  $10.45 
  40 KVA 
 
 
RATE CODE E12 – GENERAL COMMERCIAL, GST EXEMPT 
 Same as Rate Code E10, without G.S.T. charged 
 
 
RATE CODE E14 – GENERAL COMMERCIAL, PST EXEMPT 
 Same as Rate Code E10, without P.S.T. charged 
 
 
RATE CODE E15 – PRIMARY POWER LESS THAN 500 KVA DEMAND 
 
This rate applies where the customer owns and maintains all of the equipment past the load side of the 
metering unit. 
 

 Basic Charge:      $20.01 per month 
 plus 
 Energy Charge: 
  All electrical energy used   $ 0.1018 per KWH 
 plus 
 Demand Charge: 
  Per KVA of “Billing Demand” exceeding  $10.31 
  40 KVA 
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RATE CODE E17 – PRIMARY POWER OVER 500 KVA BUT LESS THAN 1,000 KVA DEMAND 

 
This rate applies where the customer owns and maintains all of the equipment past the load side of the 
metering unit. 
 
 Basic Charge:      $1,007.87 per month 
 plus 
 Energy Charge: 
  All electrical energy used   $ 0.0604 per KWH 
 plus 
 Demand Charge: 
  Per KVA of “Billing Demand”   $10.18 
 
 
 
RATE CODE 19 – PRIMARY POWER OVER 1,000 KVA DEMAND 
 
This rate applies where the customer owns and maintains all of the equipment past the load side of the 
metering unit. 
 Basic charge:      $1,138.94 per month 
 plus 
 Energy charge: 
  All electrical energy used   $ 0.0587 per KWH 

plus 
Demand Charge: 
 Per KVA of “Billing Demand” per month  $10.18 
 
 
 

RATE CODE E20 - IRRIGATION    
 
Seasonal Use – May to September only. 
 Basic Charge:      $16.33 per month 
 plus 
 Energy Charge: 
  All electrical energy used   $ 0.1059 per KWH 
 
 
 
RATE CODE E22 – CABLE T.V. (UNMETERED) 
 
Service connections for Shaw Cable line amplifiers shall be charged for the calculated average monthly 
KWH consumption or not less than 250 KWH at the General Service Rate Code “E10”. 
 
 
 
 
RATE CODE E25 – MUNICIPAL ENERGY 
 
All electrical energy consumed     $ 0.0862 per KWH 
 
 
 
RATE CODE E26 – FLAT RATE POWER 
 

 Basic Charge:      $205.80 per month 
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RATE CODE E31 T0 E40 – STREET LIGHTS (WITHOUT POLES)  
 
 E31 – 100 watt, dusk to dawn high pressure sodium   $23.10 per month 
 E32 – 175 watt, dusk to dawn mercury vapour  $26.47 per month 

E33 – 175 watt, mercury vapour    $26.47 per month 
E34 – 250 watt, mercury vapour    $32.46 per month 
E35 – 400 watt, mercury vapour    $43.80 per month 
E36 – 100 watt, high pressure sodium   $23.10 per month 
E37 – 150 watt, high pressure sodium   $25.00 per month 
E38 – 250 watt, high pressure sodium   $32.46 per month 
E39 – 400 watt, high pressure sodium   $43.80 per month 
E40 – 250 watt, metal halide    $32.46 per month 

 
 

RATE CODE E50 – HIGHWAY 97 LIGHTING 
 

Ministry of Transportation and Highways will be charged for Highway lighting according to the calculated 
monthly consumption as supplied by their Engineering Department and billed at our general commercial 
Rate Code “E10” for all power used for control devices and control lights.  Streetlights will be charged at 
$0.0397 per watt per month, from information supplied by their Engineering Department. 
 
 
 
OTHER STREET LIGHT RATE CODE (WITH POLES)  
 

E52 – 100 watt, dusk to dawn high pressure    $459.25 per month 
E60 – Unmetered Street lights    $  34.34 per month 
E61 – Unmetered Street lights    $  21.37 per month 
E62 – Unmetered Street lights    $  49.61 per month 

 
 
 

District of Summerland rate codes – charge per location  
 
 E54 – 175 watt, dusk to dawn mercury vapour  $3,106.68 per month 

E56 – 400 watt, mercury vapour    $2,016.41 per month 
E58 – 250 watt, high pressure sodium   $1,265.61 per month 
E59 – 150 watt, high pressure sodium   $4,564.92 per month 
 
 
 
 

OTHER RATES AND CHARGES  
 
Disputed Meter – fee for meter testing by Industry Canada $140.00 
 (refundable if found to be outside allowable limits) 
 
 
 
ELECTRIC HEATING INSTALLATION CHARGE 
 
The following non-refundable surcharge will apply to all new and established electric heating customers 
who increase their electrically heated floor space: 
 

Single and two family dwellings, including work shops, garages and other detached structures:  
 Single storey, no basement    $ 0.350 per sq. ft. 
 Single storey, with basement    $ 0.583 per sq. ft. 
 Second storey      $ 0.291 per sq. ft. 
 
Apartments and rest homes: 
 All electrically heated area:    $ 0.350 per sq. ft. 
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Electric furnaces and heaters totaling 5 kw or more, controlled by one thermostat: 
 Charge per kilowatt connected load    $38.98 
 plus 
 Charge for additional units of less than 5 kw per thermostat $19.46 
 
Commercial and Industrial buildings: 
 All electrically heated area     $0.52 per sq.ft. 
 or 
 Per kilowatt of connected heaters, whichever is the greater  $48.67 per kw 
  

DEFINITIONS: 
 
“Billing Demand” means the greater of 

(a) the maximum demand in KVA for the current month, or 
(b) seventy-five percent (75%) of the maximum demand in KVA registered during the 

previous eleven-month period.  

 

 

ELECTRICAL SERVICE FIXED RATES 

 
Any items which are not listed in the Electrical Service Fixed Rates will be charged out at a Fixed Quoted 
Rate based on actual cost. 
 

OVERHEAD 

 

1. Temporary Construction Service 

 Single phase up to 200 amps     $    180  
 

2. New Permanent Service / Service Change 
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 Single phase up to 200 amps     $    580  

 Single phase  
o 400 amp 120/240 V     $ 1,700 
o 600 amp 120/240 V     $ 2,650 

 Three phase  
o 400 amp 120/208 V      $ 3,200 
o 600 amp 120/208 V     $ 3,500  
o 800 amp 120/208 V     $ 3,800 

UNDERGROUND 

1. Temporary Construction Service  

 Single phase up to 200 amps     $    180  

 

2. New Permanent Service or Service Change 

 Single phase up to 200 amps     $    695  

 Single phase  
o 400 amp 120/240 V     $ 1,800 
o 600 amp 120/240 V     $ 2,600 

 Three phase  
o 400 amp 120/208 V     $ 3,200  
o 600 amp 120/208 V     $ 3,300  
o 800 amp 120/208 V     $ 3,500 

 

SERVICE DISCONNECT AND RECONNECT  
(Owner requested, work completed between 7:00 am and 3:00 pm) 

 Meter Technician required     $     72  

 Linemen required      $   180  

 Owner requested - lineman and truck    $   180  

 Arborist – disconnect or drop line    $   180  

 

SERVICE DISCONNECT OR RECONNECT 

(Owner requested, work not completed between 7:00 am and 3:00 pm) 

 Linemen callout       $   273 

 
 
 

MISCELLANEOUS ELECTRICAL SERVICE FIXED RATES 

 35’ wooden service pole supply and install   $ 1,400 

 Electrical System Modeling     $    700  

 

 

 

COSTS NOT INCLUDED IN THE ELECTRICAL SERVICE FIXED RATES 

 Applicable taxes 

 Single or Three Phase services over 30 metres 

 Supply and installation of transformers 

 Supply and installation of concrete structures 

 Supply and installation of ducting 

 Rock excavation by blasting 

 Well-point dewatering 

 Crossing of high pressure gas mains 

 Sidewalk and boulevard restoration 

 Adjustment of existing infrastructure that is in conflict 

 Reconnection to existing private infrastructure 
Supply and installation of wooden service poles 
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SCHEDULE ‘B’ BYLAW 98-001 
WATER FEES, CHARGES, RATES AND FINES  

Words in this Schedule shall have the same meaning and interpretation as in the Water Utilities Bylaw 

2014-020. 

DOMESTIC, COMMERCIAL and IRRIGATOR WATER USER RATES 

Domestic Water Use 

Each domestic water account will be billed as follows:   

1. Monthly mandatory Base Fee of $28.45  for the supply and system maintenance necessary for 

each account’s access to water, plus  

2. Domestic Water Use Fee of $0.31 per cubic metre: 

a.  up to a maximum of 25 cubic metres , plus 

b. volume calculated based on the depth of water required to maintain vegetative growth 

over 70% of each parcel to a maximum parcel size of 0.81 ha (2.00 ac).  The Domestic 

Water Volume calculation is based on the following water depths: 

Billing Period  Water Depth 

Dec 28 – Jan 27      0 mm 

Jan 28 – Feb 27      0 mm 

Feb 28 – Mar 27     0 mm 

Mar 28 - Apr 27    35 mm 

Apr 28 - May 27    95 mm 

May 28 - Jun 27  150 mm 

Jun 28 - Jul 27  180 mm 

Jul 28 - Aug 27  175 mm 

Aug 28 - Sep 27  110 mm 

Sep 28 - Oct 27    50 mm 

Oct 28 – Nov 27      0 mm 

Nov 28 – Dec 27     0 mm 

For properties on the Irrigation Water Parcel Tax Roll, the parcel size for calculating domestic 

water volume shall be the parcel size minus the arable acreage on the Irrigation Roll.  In no case 

shall the lot size used for calculating domestic water volume exceed 0.81 ha (2.00 ac) 

plus 

3. Domestic Additional Water Use Fee of $1.18 per cubic metre for any volume in excess of the 

Domestic Water Volume allowed in Section 2, calculated for each account. 

4. Commercial Water Use 

Each commercial water account will be billed as follows:   
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1. Base Fee of $28.45  for the supply and system maintenance necessary for each account’s 

access to water, plus  

2. Commercial  Water Use Fee  of $0.31 per cubic metre for all water used.  

 

 

5. Irrigator Water Use 

Each irrigator water account included in the Irrigation Water Parcel Tax Roll will be billed as 

follows: 

I. Annual rate per arable 0.405 hectare (1 acre) – non greenhouse $144.89 

II. Annual rate per arable 0.405 hectare (1 acre) – greenhouse  $312.83 

III. Annual rate per arable 0.405 hectare (1 acre) – ground water $  95.26 

        collection for properties adjacent to Garnett Lake 

 

6. Environmental Levy 

Charge for environmental levy per domestic water connection per month $3.38 

 

7. Fixed Service Pipe Fees 

Costs NOT included in the Fixed Service Pipe Fees 

 Applicable taxes 

 Irrigation service installations or extensions 

 Depths over 4.0 metres 

 Flagging 

 Rock excavation by blasting 

 Well-point dewatering 

 Crossing of high pressure gas mains 

 Sidewalk and boulevard restoration 

 Adjustment of existing infrastructure that is in conflict 

 Reconnection to existing private infrastructure 

 

I. Domestic Water Service Installation 

 19 mm service       $ 1,850.00 

 25 mm service       $ 2,100.00 

 38 mm service       $ 2,350.00 

 50 mm service       $ 2,600.00 

II. Irrigation or Domestic Water Service Removal 

 19 mm service       $ 1,025.00 

 25 mm service       $ 1,025.00 

 50 mm service       $ 1,025.00 
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III. Irrigation Conversion to 19 mm Domestic Water Service  

 19 mm irrigation service     $ 2,050.00 

 25 mm irrigation service     $ 2,050.00 

 50 mm irrigation service     $ 2,050.00 

IV. Domestic Water Service Extension  

 19 mm service       $ 1,125.00 

 25 mm service       $ 1,275.00 

 50 mm galvanized service     $ 1,834.00 

 50 mm copper       $ 1,890.00 

 

8. Service Fees 

Water Turn On or Turn Off - per site attendance    $      44.00 

Water Turn Off fee         $      44.00 

Water Meter Testing       $      40.00 

Hydrant Use Permit        $      30.00 plus $10.00 per day 

Pit Meter Installation – single family domestic only    $ 1,500.00 (one time 

payment)          or $125.00 per 

month for 12 months 

Domestic Seasonal Meter (blue box) – up to 25 mm    $ 1,500.00 (one time 

payment) 

or $125.00 per month for 12 

months 

Irrigation Extension Application      $      44.00 

Advance Irrigation Application      $      44.00 

Water System Modelling       $    700.00 

Water Account Transfer       $      15.00 

Field test for meter accuracy – meter found accurate   $      30.00 

Field test for meter accuracy – meter found inaccurate       no charge 

After Hours Call-Out Rate       $  178.00 per hour 

 

 

9. Fine Schedule 

Unmetered Water Use       $  500.00 

Water used by other than occupant      $    50.00 

Wasting water        $  100.00 

Unauthorized connection       $  100.00 

Tamper with water system       $  100.00 

Unauthorized use of fire hydrant      $  100.00 

Unauthorized use of valve or stop cock     $  100.00 

Fail to maintain access to water meter     $    50.00 

Sell water without permit       $  100.00 
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Give water without permit       $  100.00 

Water use not in accordance with the Water Utilities   $  100.00 

Bylaw 2014-019, Part 9 

 

10. Domestic Second Water Service   

Where a property is under .81 arable ha (2.0 arable acres) and there is an existing second water 

service in place as of July 1, 2015, and the purpose of the second water service is Domestic 

Seasonal Water Use, the annual charge shall be as follows: 

 

Arable acres of .5 or less      $  44.00 

Arable acres of .51 to 1.0      $112.00 

Arable acres of 1.01 to 1.5      $184.00 

Arable acres of 1.51 to 1.99      $254.00 

 

 

This fee includes the supply and system maintenance necessary for each account’s access to 

water and the domestic seasonal water use. 
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SCHEDULE "O" 

 

SEWER FEES AND CHARGES  
 
 
 

SEWER OPERATING AND MAINTENANCE USER FEE 
 
The sewer operating and maintenance user fee is charged for each unit of sewer effluent discharged.  One 
unit is defined as 900 litres per day which is equivalent to the amount of effluent discharge from an average 
single family residential dwelling.  All users of the sewer system are subject to the charge with the amount of 
the charge calculated on the estimated sewer effluent discharge of the user.   
 
The user fee will be charged on a monthly basis with a minimum charge of one unit.  
 
Per unit sewer operating and maintenance user fee:  $24.70 per month   
 
The sewer operating and maintenance user fee is eligible for a 10% discount if paid by the due date as 
indicated on the utility billing each month.  
 

SANI DUMP USER FEE 

 
The user fee for dumping waste into the facility located on Highway 97     $10.00 per use 
 

SEWER CAPITAL USER FEE 
 
The sewer capital user fee is charged for each unit in excess of one unit of sewer effluent discharged.  One 
unit is defined as 900 litres per day which is equivalent to the amount of effluent discharge from an average 
single family residential dwelling.  All properties within the sewer specified area are subject to the charge. 
 
The sewer capital user fee will be charged on an annual basis at the rate of $200.00 per unit for each unit in 
excess of one. 
 
 

SANITARY SEWER SERVICE FIXED RATES 
 
Any items which are not listed in the Sanitary Sewer Service Fixed Rates will be charged out at a Fixed 

Quoted Rate based on actual cost. 
 

1. Sanitary Sewer Service Connection    

 100 to 150 mm service c/w Cleanout       $ 3,050.00  
 

MISCELLANEOUS SANITARY SEWER SERVICE FIXED RATES 

 Sanitary Sewer System Modelling        $ 700.00 

 

 

COSTS NOT INCLUDED IN THE SANITARY SEWER SERVICE FIXED RATES 

 Applicable taxes 

 Depths over 4.0 metres 

 Flagging 

 Rock excavation by blasting 

 Well-point dewatering 

 Crossing of high pressure gas mains 

 Sidewalk and boulevard restoration 

 Adjustment of existing infrastructure that is in conflict 

 Reconnection to existing private infrastructure 
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THE CORPORATION OF THE  
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAND 

COUNCIL REPORT 
 

 
 
DATE:  May 25th, 2015 

TO:  Linda Tynan, Chief Administrative Officer 

FROM:  Lorrie Coates, Director of Finance 

SUBJECT: Bylaw 2015-017 – A Bylaw to add a Local Sanitary Sewer Service Area 

 (Juniper, Miltimore, Willow and Tait) 

 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 
 
That Council pass the following resolution: 
 
‘THAT Bylaw 2015-017 – A Bylaw to add a Local Sanitary Sewer Service Area (Juniper, Miltimore, 
Willow and Tait), be adopted. 
 
PURPOSE: 
 
To consider adoption of Bylaw 2015-017. 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
Bylaw 2015-017 – A Bylaw to add a Local Sanitary Sewer Service Area (Juniper, Miltimore, 
Willow and Tait), received 1st, 2nd and 3rd readings at the Regular Council meeting held on 
Monday, May 11th, 2015. 
 
Section 211 of the Community Charter requires that Council must adopt a local service area 
bylaw once a successful petition is received. 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
 
1. Bylaw 2015-017 – A Bylaw to add a Local Sanitary Sewer Service Area (Juniper, 

Miltimore, Willow and Tait). 
 
 
 
 
Respectfully submitted,      
 

Lorrie Coates 

______________________ 
Lorrie Coates 
Director of Finance 
 

Approved for Agenda 
 

 
_____________________________ 
CAO - Linda Tynan  May 20, 2015   
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DISTRICTor
SUMMERLAND
T

SCHEDULE ‘B’to BYL 2015-017

THE CORPORATION OF THE
DISTRICT OF SUMMERLAN

D
CORPORATE OFFICER CERTIFICATE OF SUFFICIENCY

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the petition received pursuant to Section 212 of the Community Charter
to establish the Juniper/Mi|timoreNVi||ow/Tait Sewer Local Service Area and for Borrowing for the
Works, to be sufficient and valid for the proposed Bylaw 2015-017 - A Bylaw to add a Local
Sanitary Sewer Service Area (Juniper, Miltimore,Willow and Tait).

Pursuant to Section 212(3) of the Community Charter in order for a local sanitary sewer service
area to be certified as sufficient and valid;

1.

2.

9‘.-5

the petition must be signed by the owners of at least 50% of the parcels that would be
subject to the local service tax; and
the persons signing must be the owners of parcels that in total represent at least 50% of
the assessed value of land and improvements that would be subject to the local service
tax;
Where 2 persons are joint owners of the property, both owners must sign and together
they are considered as one owner;
If more than 2 persons are owners of the property, a majority of them must sign;
If the property is owned by a corporation, the signatory must provide proof of signing
authority.

A certified determination is final and conclusive

Dated this 8"‘day of May, 2015.

v
Maureen Fugeta
Corporate Officer
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