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February 22, 2016
File: 14-137642

Mr. Greg Fletcher
Administrator
Regional District of Mount \Vaddington
P.O. Box 729
PORT MCNEILL BC VON 2R0
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MAR 01

Dear Mr. Fletcher:
On June 1, 2015 1 contacted you regarding a complaint concerning the Regional District of
Mount Waddington. The Ornbzrdsperson Act requires that both the authority and the complainant
be notified of the decision to end an investigation and the reasons fbr it. This letter and the copy
of the closing summary are intended to ftdtill that obligation.
Thank you tbr your cooperation

iii

the course of this investigation.

Yours sincerely.

.

-

Adam Barnes
Omhudspcrson Officer
Enclosure
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Closing Summary

ombl5
Authority:

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF \IOLNT \v.\DDINGTO\

File Number:

14-137642 001

Closing Date:

22-Feh-201b

Closing Status:
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A man complained that the processes the RDNI\V Ibilowed in establishing the service area and enacting a
bxiaw were I1a ed. The man lives in a remote community that is only accessed across privately owned

forestry roads. The RDMW’ entered into an agreement with forestry companies that own the road. to allow
the RDMW to pave and maintain the road, conditional on property ox ners in the area agrceing to form a
service area to pay br the maintenance.
The man had two concerns. The first was that several of the parcel owners were in fact corporate entities.
The man suggested that the RDMW should have ensured that all owners of the corporate entity agreed with
the petition, and that a failure to do so may invalidate the petition. The second concern that he raised was that
he believed that the road improvements were outside the electoral area, which he believed was identical to the
service area. In order for the petition to be valid the improvements must be within the electoral area.
We investigated whether the RDMW addressed the two issues that he raised, and more broadly I considered
whether the RDMW Followed a reasonable process when they accepted the petition and passed bylaw S77.
We reviewed the petition process as a whole and there does not appear to be a procedural defect in it. It
appears the RDMW had several meetings with the affected property owners in in the community regarding
the development of the petition and throughout the negotiations with the fbrestry companies to reach an
agreement with them. During these meetings the man expressed many concerns about the process. and the
RDMW appears to have responded to them. The process appears to have been reasonable. and the petition
prs.sed according to the requirements in the Local (io\ ernment Act. There does not appear to he benefit
available to the man from funher investigation.
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From: Trevena.MLA, Claire [mailto:Claire.Trevena.MLA@leg.bc.ca]
Sent: February-26-16 10:49 AM
To: Trevena.MLA, Claire
Subject: MLA Report - 26th February, 2016

MLA Report
When teachers bring their students to the Legislature they and their students are often dismayed by the
behaviour of MLAs in Question Period. Saying the atmosphere is boisterous would imply it is good
natured but often the heckling is loud and disrespectful.
This week saw two ends of that extreme: on Tuesday it was very discordant but on Wednesday, antibullying day, it was much calmer. That being said, our questions, as Official Opposition, focused that day
on the hectoring and bullying approach of Premier Christy Clark. For Ms Clark, you are either with her or
against her. There is no middle ground, no willingness to negotiate, no desire to compromise. This is not
a good approach for anyone, let alone a premier.
This has been exemplified as she tries to push through her pet projects. She has described many
respected First Nations’ leaders who oppose the siting of a LNG plant on Lelu Island near Prince Rupert
as a “rag tag” bunch. Instead of apologising to the individuals concerned, Ms Clark displayed her usual
arrogance and described LNG as the best opportunity for First Nations since first contact with
Europeans.
That arrogance was also on display with her disdain for the thousands of people who claim disability
allowance and who will be losing their bus passes thanks to the recent budget. That move has caused an
outcry across the province as people see their lives diminished because they wont be able to afford to
get around. We asked daily whether the government would reverse its mean decision; the answer, a
resounding “no”.
I challenged the Minister of Transportation about the continuing losses on the Port Mann bridge*. The
BC Liberals spent $1.8b more on the bridge than was planned and there are simply too few people using
it to make up the costs from the tolls. Traffic is down by almost half what was forecast and the numbers
aren’t growing. Toll revenue is going down. And worryingly the BC Liberals do not appear to be learning
from their massive financial mistake and are ploughing ahead with another 10 lane bridge, which
already has $3.6b price tag, to replace the Massey Tunnel. That is a purely political plan: it was
announced just before the last election and construction starts just ahead of the next election.
I raised the political nature of pet projects and pre-election pavement politics in my speech in response
to the budget . Perhaps it is of no surprise that BC Ferries gets no increase from the Ministry of
Transportation which does not bode well for our marine highway system, which already is badly
neglected by the BC Liberals.
It is sad to see the Minister of Transportation claiming his government’s self-described fiscal prudence
as the reason for a “net zero” increase in ferry fares this April. What that really means is, because of the
low cost of oil, the 1.9% fare increase is balanced out by a 1.9% fuel rebate. That means the cost of a
ticket could still go up when fuel prices go up. For 13 years businesses and families in ferry reliant
communities have seen fares skyrocket, undermining our coastal economies. This government is not
going to make things any better.
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While debate has been focused on the budget, next week we move to discussion on legislation. This
week a bill was introduced that will change the administration of a number of taxes, from the carbon tax
through to the PST. It will be interesting to follow the BC Liberals approach to taxation in the coming
months since a commission to look at the Province’s tax regime was announced in the budget but it is
proscribed by not being allowed to bring back the HST or end MSP.
We in the official opposition introduced a bill which would amend the Workers Compensation Act. This
bill would mean that first responders with post-traumatic stress disorder would not have to prove that
what they have witnessed in their work made them sick. This is intended to ensure timely and easy
support for those who need treatment.
We’re back in Victoria next week when we start the budget estimates process. This is the opportunity
we have to raise detailed questions about individual ministry budgets and their impact on our
communities.
I can always be reached by email at Claire.trevena.mla@leg.bc.ca, or by phone in Campbell River on 250
287 5100, in Port Hardy on 250 949 9473 or toll free at 1 866 387 5100. You can also friend me on
Facebook, follow me on Twitter @clairetrevena or check out my web page www.clairetrevena.ca.
Best regards,
Claire
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E-Comm first point of contact for 9-1-1 on
central Vancouver Island
The transition of 9-1-1 Primary Public Safety Answer Point (PSAP) services for central Vancouver Island to E-Comm
was successfully completed at 0915hrs November 17. Just eight minutes later, the first 9-1-1 call from the Central
Island was received by E-Comm and transferred to the ambulance service in Victoria. This transition made E-Comm
the first point of contact for 84% of British Columbia’s 9-1-1 calls. Read more »
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Radio audio quality gets thumbs up
A significant milestone was achieved in December with the formal endorsement of the new regional radio
system’s network design. The Next Generation Radio Program (NGRP) is the name given to the multi-year
planned initiative to replace the entire regional radio network by moving to next generation radio technology
known as Project 25 (P25) in the 700 MHz band. Read more »

CEO Update
An important focus for E-Comm in the first few
months of 2016 will be welcoming our new
police dispatch partners—the Delta and Port
Moody Police Departments—into our
consolidated emergency communications
centre. These transitions follow two other recent
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successful new partnerships: 9-1-1 Primary
Public Safety Answer Point services for central
Vancouver Island and the Upper Fraser Valley.
E-Comm is now the first point of contact for 9-11 callers in both these areas. Read more »

Lower Mainland hazmat
exercise includes US
Homeland Security
Managing communication challenges during a
major fuel fire was the focus of discussions
during a hazardous goods exercise hosted by
Delta Fire & Emergency Services (DFES) in
November. The tabletop exercise, in which fire,
police and ambulance representatives and other
agencies participated, was based on an
explosion caused by a multi-vehicle accident on
Highway 91 in Delta. This marked the first time
agencies from the United States joined the multiagency scenario to evaluate call response and
enhance emergency communication procedures
for a large-scale incident. Read more »

10

Public outreach key to
understanding 9-1-1
system
E-Comm wrapped up 2015 by launching two of
its biggest public education campaigns of the
year, both of which are designed to educate the
public about the proper use of 9-1-1 and
increase awareness around issues that impact
emergency communication centres worldwide.
Read more »

E-Comm dispatch team
honoured
A daytime shooting followed by a dramatic police
pursuit through Vancouver’s busy downtown
core has earned a team of E-Comm dispatchers
national recognition for their exemplary service,
teamwork and skills. Read more »
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From: Trevena.MLA, Claire [mailto:Claire.Trevena.MLA@leg.bc.ca]
Sent: February-19-16 9:33 AM
To: Trevena.MLA, Claire
Subject: MLA Report 19th February 2016

MLA Report 19th February 2016
The budget presented by the BC Liberals this year showed just what drives a Christy Clark
government: fantasy
The Premier promised what she called a Prosperity Fund just ahead of the last election. It was to be
made up with billions of dollars generated as a result of the (fantasy) LNG industry. Since Ms. Clark’s
timeline for that industry to launch has been dramatically missed, it is not producing those promised
billions in revenue. But with the next election little more than a year away she needs the fantasy to
continue. So this budget created a fantasy “prosperity” fund. The seed money: $100m. But how to fund
it when there is no LNG billions rolling in? Well, that $100m matches exactly the amount of revenue
generated by the latest hike in MSP which is, of course, paid for by everyone in BC.
The Premier has derided MSP in the past as antiquated and said there should be a better way of tax
collection. But she did not use the opportunity presented by her budget to deal with it. No other
province charges a flat tax such as MSP to pay for its health care. Some tried but gave up as it was too
cumbersome, expensive and unfair. But instead of integrating MSP into a progressive tax system the BC
Liberals have gone for minor tinkering: they have, effective next year, (election year) removed children
from MSP bills and have increased the threshold for people on low incomes to receive assistance in
paying it. However the annual hikes in rates will continue and some families will end up paying more
because of the loss of the couples allowance.
MSP is no fantasy for the government. It now raises more for the public purse than our resource
industries, forestry and mining. And everyone pays the same, whether they earn $50,000 or $250,000.
Another fantasy promoted by the BC Liberals was the much hyped plans for housing which the
government promised would deal with the inflated Lower Mainland market. It will do little to increase
affordability for most families. Changes in the property transfer tax on new homes may assist some
people but will not help many buy their first home. And it provides no assistance to those in the rental
market.
The fantasy budget was also a sad day for education which has been so desperately starved of funds
over the last 15 years. Despite pleas from school districts across the province for more money, including
a strong letter to the Education Minister from School District 72, Christy Clark has effectively frozen
funding. The impact on our public education continues to be felt through the whole system and we will
all suffer from the results of shortchanging our kids. SD72 is struggling with school closures, the last
resort for any school board. I presented a petition with more than 1,300 names to the Legislature
opposing the closure of Oyster River Elementary.
The fantasy budget of course provided capital announcements, including our new hospital, making one
wonder whether the government is perhaps unaware that it is almost complete. However there was no
sign that there will be relief on parking fees at the new hospital, despite continued lobbying by mayors
from across the North Island and myself.
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Once again ferry reliant communities did not get a break from the budget; our marine highway, our ferry
system, was effectively ignored. I asked about the bargain basement sale of the Queen of Chilliwack –
refitted with public money for $15m and sold for $2m. I was not surprised that the Minister of
Transportation had no answer.
But there was cause for celebration this week as the Legislature welcomed two new NDP members at a
moving and joyful ceremony. The first aboriginal woman to sit in the Legislature, Melanie Mark, who
now represents Vancouver Mount Pleasant and Jodie Wickens, who represents Coquitlam Burke
Mountain, were sworn in on Wednesday morning.
I am working part time as I continue my recovery, but will be in Campbell River on Friday before
returning to Victoria and continuing the debate on the fantasy budget next week. I can always be
reached by email at Claire.trevena.mla@leg.bc.ca, or by phone in Campbell River on 250 287 5100, in
Port Hardy on 250 949 9473 or toll free at 1 866 387 5100. You can also friend me on Facebook, follow
me on Twitter @clairetrevena or check out my web page www.clairetrevena.ca.
Best regards,
Claire
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February 5,2016

Chair Dave Rushton and Board Members
Mount Waddington Regional District
Box 729
Port McNeil!, BC VON 2RO
Dear Chair and Board Members:
Re:

tJBCM Membership

It is my pleasure to write to invite your local government to renew its membership with the Union of
BC Municipalities.
2015 was the 110th year that UBCM has represented local governments in British Columbia. Through
these years of service, UBCM has developed a set of guiding principles that have stood our
organization well: a commitment to advocacy and program delivery that is policy-based, nonpartisan,
timely and credible.
Policy-based our advocacy is based on the positions established by our members through
resolutions at Convention, direct consultation of local government and analysis based on the best
available data.
Nonpartisan our approach is pragmatic and our outreach extends to all political parties.
UBCM keeps watch for windows of opportunity in order to effectively advance the
Timely
shared interests of our membership.
Credible having attained membership among 100% of BC’s local governments, UBCM speaks
on behalf of the diverse needs of BC’s communities and regions.
—

—

—

—

These provide the foundation for how we respond and act on your behalf in our day-to-day work. The
following are examples of those principles in action:

*

*

•

UBCM’s survey and report on the operations of the Auditor General for Local Government
revealed significant performance gaps in the office and led to several legislative and operational
changes to improve the office.
Spoke out against the Province’s decision to download the cost for DNA analysis in police
investigations to local governments.
Advanced local government interests in federal and provincial discussions with respect to the
design of infrastructure programs.
Managed the intake of 222 applications to the Strategic Priorities Fund through the Federal Gas
Tax Agreement.
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•

•
•
•
•
•
•

*

•

Our Executive met with Ministers and MLAs at the Legislature to advocate for local government
interests relative to infrastructure funding, impact of mental health issues on policino costs and
land-based spills.
Welcomed Huuayaht First Nation as our 196th member.
Continued to monitor elections expense limit legislation with the introduction of exposure bill in
fall 2015.
Secured 510 million n additional funding for the Strategic Wildfire Prevention Initiative.
Submitted report on the Standing Committee on Health on how to improve health in rural BC.
Undertook a survey of members regarding forest policy and delivered the findings to the
Minister’s Forests and Range Practices Advisory Council.
Supported processes to solicit local government input on a range of issues, including livestock
policy; Agri-tourisn in the Agricultural Land Reserve; hazardous waste and recyclable material;
liquor policy; bio-solids storage; the Climate Leadership Plan: and emergency communication,
Monitored development of federal Comprehensive Land Claims Policy in follow-up to our
submission.
Partnered with Reconciliation Canada to support the delivery of 100 Dialogue Workshops
throughout BC.

It has been an honour for the Executive and staff of UBCM to work on your behalf this past year. With
your renewed commitment to membership. we would be pleased to do so again in 2016-20 17. If you
have any questions or comments about our work. I would be glad to hear them. We look forward to
your continued support for the coming year.

Sincerely,

Chair Al Richmond
UBCM President
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TO:

Local Government Chief Financial Officers

FROM:

Kathleen Spalek, Manager. Finance & Corporate Operations

RE:

2016 UBCM MEMBERSHIP DUES

5, 2016

UBCM President Al Richmond has written to all local councils and regional boards
requesting them to consider renewing their membership for 2016 (enclosed).
UBCM membership dues are based on Executive Policies 2.1—2.3. The UBCM
Executive approved a 1.5% increase in our rates effective January 1. 2016. Rates for
2016 are:
Population

Rate

First 5.000
Next 10000
Next 15.000
Balance

0.6768
0.4915
0.3093
0.0633

Membership dues are calculated on your population. and the population estimates
used are those prepared by BC STATS. Ministry of Technology. Innovation and
Citizens’ Services, Province of BC (December 2015).
We also enclose for your attention our 2016 dues invoice. Should you wish to make
electronic payment, please contact our office for direct deposit information
(skoivu@ubcm.ca),
Please feel free to call me if you have any questions.
Ends.
6iO/1O:t2O16-dc

18

UNION OF B.C. MUNICIPAl lIES
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Invoice Date:
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FCM welcomes expanded role for Canadian
municipalities (02/03/2016)
Ottawa, ON The Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM) welcomes the announcement
by Prime Minister Justin Trudeau to expand the role of FCM in supporting municipalities to
reach low-carbon and resilience objectives.
-

“Today’s announcement speaks to the federal government’s commitment to addressing climate
change and FCM is extremely pleased to be called upon to deliver positive solutions in
communities from coast to coast to coast.” stated FCM President Raymond Louie.
Local governments have direct or indirect influence over close to 50 per cent of all greenhouse
gas emissions in Canada. Through a combination of climate change mitigation and adaptation
programming, this new investment will help build cities and communities that lower GHG
emissions and are more resilient.
“The way Canada’s cities and communities are built, renewed and managed over the coming
decades will be critical to enabling a new green economy built on climate change mitigation and
community resilience. The announcement today is another example of how a partnership
between different orders of government can deliver meaningful change for Canadians,” said Mr.
Louie,
The $75 million investment will be dedicated to new programming that will provide a suite of
grants to support studies, plans and pilot projects to enable better planning, analysis and
decision-making related to municipal capital investments. These financial supports will be
complemented by capacity-building initiatives such as peer learning groups, case studies,
workshops, conferences and webinars.

The Federation of Canadian Municipalities has been a credible and trustworthy partner of the
Government of Canada in delivering programming in the areas of sustainability and protection
against climate change. FCM supports initiatives that demonstrate innovative solutions or
approaches to municipal environmental issues, with the goal to generate new lessons and models
for municipalities of all sizes and their partners. The end result is a transformation of practices
once considered innovative into the new business as usual.
FCM is looking ahead to the federal budget announcement for further commitment and details on
transit, social and green infrastructure investments.
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Awareness & Desirability of the
Vancouver Island North Region
Online Panel Survey Report
Prepared by

February 2016
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METHODOLOGY
Overview

 This report presents the research findings from a February 2016 online panel survey of n=400 residents
of British Columbia conducted by Oraclepoll for Tourism Vancouver Island.
 This is a tracking report that compares the results to the baseline survey that established indicators in
January 2014 and was tracked in March 2015. This February 2016 poll is the third data point for these
questions, while there was the addition of three new indicators in this survey.

Study Sample

 BC panellists were recruited randomly by telephone to participate in the study and recruits were
obtained in a two part process. In the course of our commercial polling we obtain through a routine
question at the end of each telephone survey the names of those willing to participate in an online panel.
In addition, we randomly call respondents to top up or fill our demographic quotas if our bank of
potential panellists was not sufficient.
 Panels are constantly refreshed and survey respondents are not interviewed more than once per month.

Survey Method



The survey was conducted using computer-assisted techniques of web interviewing (CAWI).
As an incentive participants are eligible for prize draws and affinity program points.

Logistics

 Surveys were conducted between the days of February 11th to February 16th 2016.

Confidence


The margin of error for this 400-person survey report is +/- 4.9%, 19/20 times.

3
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
A Place for an Overnight Leisure Trip
A map of the Vancouver Island North Region was displayed to online survey participants. They were then
presented with a series of questions starting with one asking if they consider the area to be a place for an
overnight leisure trip.
“Do you think of the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, as a place for an
overnight leisure trip?”
100%
80%

78%

80%

83%

2014

2015

2016

60%
40%
20%
0%

Yes

A total of 83% (n=331) of respondents said that they consider the Vancouver Island North Region a place
for an overnight leisure trip higher than the 80% in 2015 and 78% in 2014. Those aged 35-54 were most
likely to consider it an area for an overnight trip (87%), followed by respondents 55 or older (82%) and
then younger panellists 18-34 (77%). Higher income earners in the $75,000 and over range were most
likely to say yes (87%), next by those in the under 75,000 bracket (79%) and to a lesser extent by those in
the under $50,000 range (71%).

4
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A Place for Other Recreational Activities
The 83% (n=331) of respondents said that they consider the Vancouver Island North Region a place for
an overnight leisure trip were then asked the following questions. The n=69 or 27% that did not consider
it an area were then asked the demographic questions and were terminated.
“Do you think of the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, as a place for…?”

Nature based tourism such as hiking or kayaking
Cultural tourism experiences such as cultural centers or cultural performances
Wildlife viewing experiences such as bear watching or whale watching

Yes
2014

Yes
2015

Yes
2016

76%
75%
73%

78%
75%
71%

82%
76%
75%

There has been an increase in this survey period over the previous in the number of respondents that
consider the Region as a place for nature based tourism (+4%), for wildlife viewing experiences (+4%)
and to a lesser extent for cultural tourism experiences (+1%).
A total of 82% of panellists consider the Region as a place for nature based tourism, with younger
respondents 18-34 (91%) and with higher incomes of $75,000 and over (92%) being most likely to hold
this opinion.
The more than three quarter or 76% that said the Region is a place for cultural tourism were mostly older
55+ (81%) and in the mid age range of 35-54 (79%) compared to younger 18-34 (65%) year olds. This
segment also earned more money and tended to be in the over $75,000 (78%) and under $75,000 income
ranges compared to the under $50,000 cohort (64%).
Among the 75% that feel that the Region is a place for wildlife viewing, these respondents tended to be
younger 18-34 (85%) compared to older 55+ (69%) and male (79%) in relation to female (71%).
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Rating the Desirability of the Region
The 83% (n=331) of respondents that said they consider the Vancouver Island North Region a place for
an overnight leisure trip were asked to rate the area in the following categories.
“Using a scale from 1 being not at all desirable to 5 being very desirable please rate how desirable you
consider the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map to be as a place for ….”

Total Desirable Rating (4-desirable & 5 very desirable)

2014

2015

2016

An overnight leisure trip
Nature based tourism such as hiking or kayaking
Wildlife viewing experiences such as bear watching or whale watching
Cultural tourism experience such as cultural centers or cultural performances

83%
73%
72%
74%

91%
86%
82%
79%

94%
88%
86%
85%

The highest rated category in terms of desirability (desirable & very desirable) continues to be for the
Region being a place for overnight leisure trips at 94%, an increase of 3% compared to 2015. The next
highest area was for the Region being a place for nature based tourism at 88% (+2%), closely followed by
being a wildlife viewing destination at 86% (+4%) and for a location for cultural tourism experiences at
85%, which saw the biggest increase over 2015 (+6%).
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Overnight Trips
A new question was asked in this survey period to the 83% (n=331) of respondents that consider the
Region as a place for an overnight leisure stay.
“Have you taken an overnight leisure trip to the Vancouver Island North Region in the past two
years?”
100%

80%

66%
60%

34%

40%

20%

0%

Yes

No

A total of 66% of those asked said that they have taken an overnight trip to the Region in the past two
years, with visitation being a function of age and income. Higher income earners in the over $75,000
(74%) and under $75,000 income ranges tended to visit more than those earning under $50,000 (50%). In
addition, those 55+ (72%) were most likely to have had an overnight stay compared to 35-54 year olds
(64%) and 18-34 year olds (61%).
The n=219 or 66% that have visited the Region were then asked to rate their satisfaction with their
experience. A very high level of satisfaction was expressed by recent visitors with 91% being very
satisfied or satisfied, compared to only 3% that were not satisfied or not at all satisfied, while 6% had a
neutral opinion (neither satisfied nor dissatisfied).
In a final question asked, the 83% (n=331) of respondents that consider the Region a place for an
overnight leisure voyage were questioned about their future travel plans to the area in the next two
years. The most cited response was one or two excursions (43%), followed by three to five (15%) and
more than five (15%). There were 19% that planned no voyages to the Region, while 8% did not know or
were unsure.
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RESULTS BY QUESTION
The following map was displayed to survey participants prior to being questioned.

8
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Q1a. Do you think of the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, as a place for an overnight
leisure trip?
Q1a. An overnight leisure trip?
Frequency

Percent

Yes

331

82.8

No

69

17.3

400

100.0

Total

IF YES ASK Q1B / IF NO TERMINATE

Q1a. CROSSTABULATION
Yes

AGE

No

18-34

77.5%

22.5%

35-54

87.2%

12.8%

55 and over

82.0%

18.0%

Q1a. CROSSTABULATION
Yes

INCOME

No

Under $50,000

70.6%

29.4%

Under $75,000

78.6%

21.4%

Over $75,000

86.7%

13.3%

Q1a. CROSSTABULATION
Yes
GENDER

No

Male

84.9%

15.1%

Female

80.8%

19.2%

9

29

Q1b.
Do you think of the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, as a place for nature
based tourism such as hiking or kayaking?
Q1b. Nature based tourism such as hiking or
kayaking
Frequency

Valid Percent

Yes

271

81.9

No

60

18.1

331

100.0

Total

Q1b. CROSSTABULATION
Yes

AGE

No

18-34

91.1%

8.9%

35-54

86.0%

14.0%

55 and over

71.5%

28.5%

Q1b. CROSSTABULATION
Yes

INCOME

No

Under $50,000

79.2%

20.8%

Under $75,000

81.8%

18.2%

Over $75,000

91.9%

8.1%

Q1b. CROSSTABULATION
Yes
GENDER

No

Male

83.4%

16.6%

Female

80.4%

19.6%

10

30

Q1c
Do you think of the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, as a place for Wildlife
viewing experiences such as bear watching or whale watching?
Q1c. Wildlife viewing experiences such as
bear watching or whale watching
Frequency

Percent

Yes

248

74.9

No

83

25.1

331

100.0

Total

Q1c. CROSSTABULATION
Yes

AGE

No

18-34

84.8%

15.2%

35-54

74.4%

25.6%

55 and over

69.1%

30.9%

Q1c. CROSSTABULATION
Yes

INCOME

No

Under $50,000

80.6%

19.4%

Under $75,000

75.3%

24.7%

Over $75,000

77.5%

22.5%

Q1c. CROSSTABULATION
Yes
GENDER

No

Male

79.1%

20.9%

Female

70.8%

29.2%

11
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Q1d
Do you think of the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, as a place for Cultural
tourism experiences such as cultural centers or cultural performances?
Q1d. Cultural tourism experiences such as
cultural centers or cultural performances
Frequency

Percent

Yes

253

76.4

No

78

23.6

331

100.0

Total

Q1d. CROSSTABULATION
Yes

AGE

No

18-34

64.6%

35.4%

35-54

79.1%

20.9%

55 and over

81.3%

18.7%

Q1d. CROSSTABULATION
Yes

INCOME

No

Under $50,000

63.9%

36.1%

Under $75,000

75.3%

24.7%

Over $75,000

77.5%

22.5%

Q1d. CROSSTABULATION
Yes
GENDER

No

Male

76.1%

23.9%

Female

76.8%

23.2%

12

32

Q2a. Using a scale from 1 being not at all desirable to 5 being very desirable please rate how desirable you consider
the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, to be as a place for an overnight leisure trip?
Q2a. An overnight leisure trip?
Frequency

Percent

1-not at all desirable

2

.6

2

6

1.8

3

12

3.6

4

95

28.7

5-Very desirable

216

65.3

Total

331

100.0

Q2a. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable
18-34
AGE

35-54
55 and over

1.3%
-

1.3%

5.1%

35.4%

57.0%

3.1%

3.1%

24.8%

69.0%

0.8%

0.8%

3.3%

28.5%

66.7%

Q2a. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable

INCOME

Under $50,000

1.4%

5.6%

5.6%

30.6%

56.9%

Under $75,000

1.3%
-

1.3%

6.5%

23.4%

67.5%

0.9%

1.8%

38.7%

58.6%

Over $75,000

Q2a. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable
GENDER

Male
Female

1.2%
-

1.8%

2.5%

23.3%

71.2%

1.8%

4.8%

33.9%

59.5%

13
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Q2b.
Using a scale from 1 being not at all desirable to 5 being very desirable please rate how desirable you
consider the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, to be as a place for nature based
tourism such as hiking or kayaking?
Q2b. Nature based tourism such as hiking or kayaking
Frequency
1-not at all desirable

Valid Percent

4

1.2

2

11

3.3

3

25

7.6

4

88

26.6

5-Very desirable

203

61.3

Total

331

100.0

Q2b. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable

AGE

18-34

1.3%

3.8%

5.1%

31.6%

58.2%

35-54

1.6%

3.9%

7.8%

24.0%

62.8%

55 and over

0.8%

2.4%

8.9%

26.0%

61.8%

Q2b. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable

INCOME

Under $50,000

1.4%

6.9%

5.6%

33.3%

52.8%

Under $75,000

2.6%

5.2%

11.7%

20.8%

59.7%

Over $75,000

0.9%

1.8%

2.7%

27.0%

67.6%

Q2b. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable
GENDER

Male

1.2%

2.5%

6.1%

23.3%

66.9%

Female

1.2%

4.2%

8.9%

29.8%

56.0%

14

34

Q2c. Using a scale from 1 being not at all desirable to 5 being very desirable please rate how desirable
you consider the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, to be as a place for
wildlife viewing experiences such as bear or whale watching?
Q2c. Wildlife viewing experiences such as bear watching or
whale watching
Frequency
1-not at all desirable

Percent

5

1.5

2

18

5.4

3

24

7.3

4

112

33.8

5-Very desirable

172

52.0

Total

331

100.0

Q2c. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable

AGE

18-34

2.5%

5.1%

11.4%

35.4%

45.6%

35-54

2.3%

7.8%

5.4%

34.9%

49.6%

3.3%

6.5%

31.7%

58.5%

55 and over

Q2c. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable

INCOME

Under $50,000

4.2%

9.7%

2.8%

27.8%

55.6%

Under $75,000

2.6%

10.4%

23.4%

29.9%

33.8%

2.7%

3.6%

36.9%

56.8%

Over $75,000

Q2c. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable
GENDER

Male

0.6%

4.9%

8.0%

33.1%

53.4%

Female

2.4%

6.0%

6.5%

34.5%

50.6%

15
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Q2d.
Using a scale from 1 being not at all desirable to 5 being very desirable please rate how desirable you
consider the Vancouver Island North Region, which is shaded in on the map, to be as a place for cultural tourism
experiences such as cultural centers or cultural performances?
Q2d. Cultural tourism experiences such as cultural centers
or cultural performances
Frequency

Percent

1-not at all desirable

11

3.3

2

11

3.3

3

27

8.2

4

74

22.4

5-Very desirable

208

62.8

Total

331

100.0

Q2d. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable

AGE

18-34

1.3%

5.1%

16.5%

31.6%

45.6%

35-54

4.7%

4.7%

7.0%

17.1%

66.7%

55 and over

3.3%

0.8%

4.1%

22.0%

69.9%

Q2d. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable

INCOME

Under $50,000

5.6%

9.7%

1.4%

27.8%

55.6%

Under $75,000

1.3%

1.3%

23.4%

11.7%

62.3%

Over $75,000

2.7%

0.9%

2.7%

25.2%

68.5%

Q2d. CROSSTABULATION
1-not at all

2

3

4

5-Very desirable

desirable
GENDER

Male

2.5%

3.7%

7.4%

20.9%

65.6%

Female

4.2%

3.0%

8.9%

23.8%

60.1%

16
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Q3. Have you taken an overnight leisure trip
to the Vancouver Island North Region in the
past two years?
Frequency

Percent

Yes

219

66.2

No

112

33.8

Total

331

100.0

IF YES ASK Q3B / IF NO SKIP TO Q4

Q3. Have you taken an overnight
leisure trip to the Vancouver Island
North Region in the past two
years?
Yes

AGE

No

18-34

60.8%

39.2%

35-54

63.6%

36.4%

55 and over

72.4%

27.6%

Q3. Have you taken an overnight
leisure trip to the Vancouver Island
North Region in the past two
years?
Yes

INCOME

No

Under $50,000

50.0%

50.0%

Under $75,000

67.5%

32.5%

Over $75,000

73.9%

26.1%

Q3. Have you taken an overnight
leisure trip to the Vancouver Island
North Region in the past two
years?
Yes
GENDER

No

Male

66.3%

33.7%

Female

66.1%

33.9%

17

37

Q3b. Using a scale of 1 being not at all satisfied and 5
being very satisfied, please rate your overall level of
satisfaction with the experience and services provided
during your most recent overnight leisure trip to the
Vancouver Island North Region.
Frequency

Percent

1-Not at all satisfied

2

.9

2

4

1.8

3

12

5.5

4

44

20.1

5-Very satisfied

157

71.7

Total

219

100.0

Q3b. CROSSTABULATION
1-Not at all

2

3

4

5-Very satisfied

satisfied
18-34
AGE

4.2%

4.2%

25.0%

66.7%

35-54

1.2%

1.2%

6.1%

23.2%

68.3%

55 and over

1.1%

1.1%

5.6%

14.6%

77.5%

Q3b. CROSSTABULATION
1-Not at all

2

3

4

5-Very satisfied

satisfied
Under $50,000
INCOME

2.8%

Under $75,000
Over $75,000

1.2%

5.6%

36.1%

55.6%

1.9%

13.5%

17.3%

67.3%

1.2%

1.2%

12.2%

84.1%

Q3b. CROSSTABULATION
1-Not at all

2

3

4

5-Very satisfied

satisfied
GENDER
Total

Male

0.9%

1.9%

3.7%

20.4%

73.1%

Female

0.9%

1.8%

7.2%

19.8%

70.3%

0.9%

1.8%

5.5%

20.1%

71.7%

18
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Q4. How many overnight leisure trips do you
anticipate taking in the Vancouver Island North
Region over the next two years?
Frequency
None

Percent

62

18.7

142

42.9

Three to five

51

15.4

More than five

48

14.5

Don't know

28

8.5

331

100.0

One or two

Total

Q4. CROSSTABULATION
None

AGE

One or two

Three to five

More than five

Don't know

18-34

26.6%

45.6%

11.4%

8.9%

7.6%

35-54

19.4%

41.1%

14.7%

13.2%

11.6%

55 and over

13.0%

43.1%

18.7%

19.5%

5.7%

Q4. CROSSTABULATION
None

INCOME

One or two

Three to five

More than five

Don't know

Under $50,000

13.9%

48.6%

5.6%

15.3%

16.7%

Under $75,000

13.0%

57.1%

7.8%

10.4%

11.7%

Over $75,000

23.4%

34.2%

24.3%

13.5%

4.5%

Q4. CROSSTABULATION
None
GENDER

One or two

Three to five

More than five

Don't know

Male

16.6%

39.9%

18.4%

15.3%

9.8%

Female

20.8%

45.8%

12.5%

13.7%

7.1%

19

39

Carbon Tax Calculation Form
Under the Climate Action Revenue Incentive Program

Local Government Name:
Contact Information:

IRegional District of Mount \Vaddington

Name:

Greg Fletcher

Position:
Telephone Number:
Email address:

Administrator
(250)956330l
gfietcher@rdmw.bc.ca

Calculation of carbon tax paid directly by the local government
for fuel purchased between January 1 and December 31. 2015

,

Fuel rype

Unit
measure

Units

Most common fuels in a local government context:
Gasoline
Litre
10505
Diesel
Litre
883
Bio-Diesel
Litre
\awral Gas
Gigajou1e
Natural Gas
3
m3
Propane
Litre
28937

Tax Rate per unit,
January 1, 2014 to
Carbon Tax paid
December 31,
2013
0.0667
0.0767
0.0767
1.4898
0.057
0.0462

0
1336.8893

0.0767
0.0767
0.0945
0.0738
0,0783
0.0783
0.0765
0.0327
0.0528
0.0294
0.0528
0.0383
53.3
62.3
74,61
0.1 10
71.73
62,3
30.66

100.8605
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0
0

700.6835
67.8028
0

()

Other fuels which are taxed:
Heating Oil

Locomotive Fuel

Litre
Litre
Litre
Litre
Litre
Litre
Litre
Litre
Litre
Litre
m3
m3
Tonne
Tonne
Tonne
Litre
Tonne
Tonne
Tonne

1315

Heavy Fuel Oil
Aviation Fuel
Jet Fuel
Kerosene
‘Japhtha
Methanol
Butane
Ethane
Refinery Gas
Coke Oven Gas
Coal Low Heat Value
4
Coal High Heat Value
4
Coke
Petroleum Coke
Tires-- shredded
3
3
Tires whole
Peat
fotal Carbon Tait Pud
2206 2362
I. Only list fuels that ere purchased for the local governments own use, on which carbon tax was paid.
andw here that carbon tax was not refunded or recovered from another party e.g., throuch a lease
arranecment). Also do not nclude any fuels that were exempted from carbon tax (for more information
2. Bio-diesel blends muat be prorated tn order to claim the diesel and hiodicsel portions on the
appropnate line. The proportion of the blend (85, 810, 815 etc) that is conventional hydrocarbonhased
diesel is included on the diesel line; consequently, the bio-diesel pro-rated amount must be entered on the
bio-dicsel line. For example, a 10,000 litre purchase of 810, which is 10% biodiesel and 90%
--

--

--

hydrocarbon-based diesel, would be recorded as 9,000 litres hydrocarbon4ased diesel (90% of 10,000
3. Marketable Natural Gas may be recorded at either Gigajoules or m3
4. Low [Teat Value Coal includes Sub-Bituminous Coal; High Heat Value Coal includes Bituminous Coal
5. Only include tires if they are combusted
declare that the information contained in this Carbon Tax Calculation Form is true and correct and
based on actual accounting records and not estimates. t
o aware of the requirement to report
\
JP’ c
tar h 20 a i i. .be r.p rt u’rJte
t& C in ate \ co Sor’ e
1
“ri
re2
d t.
0l5 using We report generated from the
Proess Suiey,
‘
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Regional District of Mount Waddington
PO Box 729 2044 McNeill Road, Port McNeill, BC V0N 2R0
Telephone (250) 956-3161 Fax (250) 956-3232
Web-site: www.rdmw.bc.ca Email: info@rdmw.bc.ca

March 3, 2016

File: PROJ-02-2015
Folio: 27505.915

Janet Ford
Adjudication Analyst
Integrated Resource Operations
Mountain Resorts Branch
Ministry of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations
510 - 175 2nd Ave
Kamloops, BC
V2C 5W1
Dear Janet:

Re:

Modification Agreement - Lease No. 345580 - Mount Cain Alpine Park (Land File 1405887)

I am writing in response to your February 22, 2016 letter to Greg Fletcher of this office with respect to the
arrangements required in order to implement the Modification Agreement to Lease No. 345580, to expand
the lease area to include newly created District Lot 2390. As requested, please find enclosed the following:
1) The original two copies of the Modification Agreements provided by the Province and executed by the
Regional District of Mount Waddington (RDMW);
2) The RDMW’s cheque in the sum of $105.00 and made payable to the Minister of Finance to cover the
prescribed fee; and,
3) The Certificate of Insurance form completed by the RDMW’s insurer, the Municipal Insurance
Association of BC (MIABC), as well as an Additional Insured Certificate provided by the MIABC.
The RDMW looks forward to receiving a fully executed copy of the Modification Agreement once it has been
finalized.
Thank you to you and Ministry staff for assisting us with this matter. It is greatly appreciated.
Sincerely,

Jeff Long
Manager of Planning & Development Services
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Regional District of Mount Waddington
PO Box 729 2044 McNeill Road, Port McNeill, BC V0N 2R0
Telephone (250) 956-3161 Fax (250) 956-3232
Web-site: www.rdmw.bc.ca Email: info@rdmw.bc.ca

March 1, 2016

File: 2016-SP-06
Folio: 15118.291

Daniel Schulz
5264 Sherbourne Drive
Nanaimo, BC
V9T 2J8
Dear Daniel:

Re: Application for Site Permit – 1750 Twin Peaks Road (Strata Lot 30, Section 4, Township 1,
Rupert District, Plan VIS1593 (PID 026-569-621)
I have reviewed your Application for Site Permit with respect to the siting of an accessory building on the
above referenced property (subject property) in accordance with the site plan provided with your application,
and the applicable regulations of Hyde Creek Zoning Bylaw No. 648, 2002 (Bylaw No. 648). It is understood
that this accessory building is currently located on the subject property and that you are undertaking
improvements to it. The 75.8 square metre (816 square foot) accessory building is shown as “CABIN” on
your site plan and will be utilized as a residential dwelling in conjunction with the existing 178.4 square
metre (1,920 square foot) industrial shop.
The subject property is included in the Light Industrial LIND-2 Zone (LIND-2 Zone) in accordance with Zone
Map No. 1 of Bylaw No. 648. The regulations of the LIND-2 Zone stipulate a minimum lot size of 0.8 of a
hectare (1.98 acres) and the subject property is 1.18 hectares (2.92 acres) in size and therefore, complies
with the minimum lot size requirement for lots serviced by community sewer system. While a minimum
frontage requirement is not prescribed by Bylaw No. 648, section 512 of the Local Government Act requires
the minimum frontage to be 10% of the perimeter of the lot. As a result, the subject property must have 60.9
metres (199.8 feet) of frontage and it has 14.323 metres (47 feet) of frontage on Twin Peaks Road. In this
regard, the RDMW provided an exemption to the minimum frontage requirement in 2005. The use of the
accessory building as a residential dwelling is permitted as an accessory use to the primary use, which is
the industrial shop building.
A review of the setback regulations of Bylaw No. 648 has been conducted for the accessory building shown
as “CABIN” on your site plan attached hereto, as follows:
Required
Front Lot Line Setback (Twin Peaks Road):
minimum of 7.0 metres (23 feet)
Rear Lot Line Setback (furthest lot line from and
parallel to Twin Peaks Road): minimum of 2.5
metres (8 feet)
Side Lot Line Setback (north - furthest lot line
perpendicular to Twin Peaks Road): minimum of
2.5 metres (8 feet)
Side Lot Line Setback (opposite above Side Lot
Line): minimum of 2.5 metres (8 feet)
Side Lot Line Setback (opposite, north of and
parallel to Rear Lot Line): minimum of 2.5 metres (8
feet)

Actual
Greater than 7.0 metres (23
feet)
27 metres (88 feet)

Conformity
yes

3 metres (10 feet)

yes

+/- 109 metres (357 feet)

yes

7.6 metres (25 feet)

yes

yes

A review of the setback regulations of Bylaw No. 648 has also been conducted for the existing shop building
shown as “SHOP” on your site plan attached hereto, as follows:
INCORPORATED JUNE 13, 1966
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MUNICIPALITIES: ALERT BAY, PORT ALICE, PORT HARDY, PORT MCNEILL
ELECTORAL AREAS: “A” (SOINTULA); “B” (HOLBERG, WINTER HARBOUR); “C” (QUATSINO, COAL HARBOUR, HYDE CREEK); “D” (WOSS, TELEGRAPH COVE)

Application for Site Permit: Schulz – 1750 Twin Peaks Road, Hyde Creek

Required
Front Lot Line Setback (Twin Peaks Road):
minimum of 9.0 metres (29.5 feet)
Rear Lot Line Setback (furthest lot line from and
parallel to Twin Peaks Road): minimum of 9.0
metres (29.5 feet)
Side Lot Line Setback (north): minimum of 2.5
metres (8 feet feet)
Side Lot Line Setback (south): minimum of 2.5
metres (8 feet)

2

Actual
7.6 metres (24.93 feet)

Conformity
yes

Greater than 9.0 metres (29.5
feet)

yes

3.6 metres (12 feet)

yes

Greater than 2.5 metres (8 feet)

yes

Bylaw No. 648 stipulates that the maximum height of any principal or accessory building is 12 metres (39.37
feet). Height means the vertical distance between the average elevation of the finished grade of the lot,
along the front of the development, to the highest point of the roof surface. You have indicated that the
maximum height of the accessory building is 8.5 metres (28 feet).
Off-street parking must be provided in accordance with section 3.1.0 of Bylaw No. 648. In this regard, the
existing industrial shop requires one parking stall be provided for every three employees, while the
accessory residential dwelling requires two parking stalls be provided. The existing driveway and cleared
areas on the subject property are capable of providing ample parking stalls for the two buildings.
Section 4.4.0 of Bylaw No. 648 acknowledges that designation of Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESA) as
per Hyde Creek Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 613 (Bylaw No. 613). Bylaw No. 613 designates a 30
metre (98.4 foot) riparian area setback from the top of bank associated with Hyde Creek which is located on
Crown land adjacent to and north of the subject property. While there are limitations associated with
development within this setback area, the accessory building is not located within it.
It is noted that the subject property is currently served by a community sewer system owned by the strata
corporation of Bare Land Strata Plan 1593 (Plan VIS1593). Water supply is provided by individual on-site
water wells on individual lots within this strata development. Bylaw No. 648 requires that buildings used for
residential purposes be serviced with either communal or on-site sewage and water services. In this regard,
you advise that both the industrial shop building and accessory building are hooked up to and serviced by
the community sewer system owned by the strata corporation and an on-site (on the subject property) water
well.
A review of the current title for the subject property indicates there are covenant, easement and right of way
encumbrances as follows:
1) Covenant ED75537: This covenant requires that no buildings be constructed that will generate sewage
or will receive piped water until such time as the lot is served by a community sewage system. Given
that the subject property is now served by a community sewer system owned by the Plan VIS1593
strata corporation, this covenant requirement is no longer applicable.
2) Easement FA13922: This easement relates to an area which includes portions of both the subject
property and the adjacent Strata Lot 31 to the south, the purpose of which is to provide reciprocal
access over the easement area. The easement requires that no buildings, fencing or other structures be
erected or any trees planted in the easement area. The easement area affects that portion of the subject
property in the vicinity of Twin Peaks Road in proximity to the existing industrial shop. The accessory
building is not located in the vicinity of this easement.
3) Statutory Right of Way EC90951: This statutory right of way (SRW) is what is commonly referred to as a
“blanket SRW” in that it applies to the whole of the subject property. It is in favour of British Columbia
Hydro and Power Authority (BC Hydro) and gives BC Hydro the right to construct and maintain works on
the subject property for the purpose of the transmission and distribution of electrical energy and for
communication and television and aircraft warning purposes. There are certain obligations of the
property owner, such as not locating any buildings or structures on the subject property that may
interfere with BC Hydro’s works. In this regard, you are advised to consult with B.C. Hydro (1-800-6671517) in advance of proceeding with the siting of any buildings / structures or undertaking any works in
association with them to ensure that these activities are compliant with the requirements of the SRW.
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4) Statutory Right of Way ES46142: This statutory right of way (SRW) relates to an area which is
approximately 60 metres in width and bisects the subject property as shown in Plan VIP34059. It is in
favour of British Columbia Hydro and Power Authority (BC Hydro) and gives BC Hydro the right to
construct and maintain works within this area for the purpose of the transmission and distribution of
electrical energy and for communication and aircraft warning purposes. Among other things, this SRW
stipulates that the SRW area is to be kept free of buildings and structures. This SRW area affects the
middle portion of the subject property and does not directly affect those portions of the subject property
on which the industrial shop and accessory buildings are located.
Given conformity with the applicable zoning regulations, the Regional District has approved the Site Permit
included on page 4 with respect to the proposed accessory building in accordance with the site plan
submitted as part of your Application for Site Permit, which is marked “APPROVED” and signed/dated by
the undersigned, and attached hereto on page 5. Please note that the strata corporation of Bare Land
Strata Plan 1593 (Plan VIS1593) may apply other regulations or requirements that must be adhered to, and
you are advised to contact the strata corporation in this regard.
It is noted that while the subject property is not within the mandatory building inspection area of the
Regional District of Mount Waddington, all construction must be undertaken in accordance with the British
Columbia Building Code and any other applicable provincial and federal legislation and associated
regulations. Electrical and gas work may require a permit from the BC Safety Authority and you are advised
to check with the BCSA in this regard (Tel: 1-866-566-7233 Web: http://safetyauthority.ca).
Should you have any questions or require any clarification, please do not hesitate to contact the
undersigned.
Sincerely,

Jeff Long
Manager of Planning & Development Services
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FORM “D” to
BYLAW No. 682, 2003

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF MOUNT WADDINGTON

2044 MCNEILL ROAD, P.O. BOX 729, PORT MCNEILL, B.C. V0N 2R0
PHONE: 250-956-3161 OR 250-956-3301 FAX: 250-956-3232

SITE PERMIT
SITE PERMIT NO.: 2016-SP-06

ISSUE DATE: March 1, 2016

PROPERTY OWNER: Daniel Schulz
MAILING ADDRESS: 5264 Sherbourne Drive , Nanaimo, BC V9T 2J8
TELEPHONE: 250-668-9787
EMAIL: windinmysails1@gmail.com
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY: Strata Lot 30, Section 4, Township 1, Rupert
District, Plan 1593
PID OF PROPERTY: 026-569-291
CIVIC ADDRESS OF PROPERTY: 1750 Twin Peaks Road
NAME OF CONTRACTOR: property owner
SCOPE OF WORKS: Based on the Application for Site Permit and accompanying site plan
submitted by the property owner to the RDMW, which site plan has been stamped
“APPROVED” and signed by the undersigned and is attached hereto, permission is hereby
granted to proceed with the siting of the accessory building, shown as “CABIN”, on the
subject property which complies with the regulations of Hyde Creek Zoning Bylaw No. 648,
2002.
EXPIRY DATE: Siting of the accessory building on the subject property must be completed by
March 1, 2018 afterwhich, this Site Permit shall lapse and approval of a new Site Permit shall
be required.
APPROVED BY:

Jeff Long
Manager of Planning & Development Services
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF MOUNT WADDINGTON (RDMW)

INTERAGENCY REFERRAL REPORT
Date: February 26, 2016
Provincial Agency: Ministry of Forests, Lands and
Natural Resource Operations (MFLNRO)
Electoral Area: C
Applicant’s Name: Quatsino First Nation
Tenure Type: Investigative Licence - Waterpower
Location: Wady Creek / Kathleen Lake

RDMW File No.: 2016006
Agency File No: 1414437
Electoral Area Director: Andrew Hory
Applicant’s Location: Coal Harbour, BC
Tenure Duration: 5 years
Area: 223.373 hectares

Proposal:
The RDMW has received a referral from the Province with respect to a Crown Land Tenure Application that
has been submitted by the applicant, the Quatsino First Nation. The purpose of the application is to obtain
approval to conduct an investigative exercise within a 223.373 hectare area of Crown land in the vicinity of
Wady Creek (subject site), in order to determine the feasibility of establishing a hydroelectric energy generation
system (HEG). The investigative exercise would include undertaking activities such as surveys, feasibility
studies, assessments, site investigations and collection of water related data.
Information submitted with the application included a report titled, “Wady Creek Hydropower Project
Investigative Plan”, that was prepared for the applicant by the Barkley Project Group Ltd. It indicates that the
scope of the project is to investigate and develop a HEG for sale of power to BC Hydro under the Standing
Offer Program. Should the project proceed based on the results from work done in the investigative phase, the
project is likely to be sized between 4 and 5 megawatts. It further advises that the HEG will have the standard
components of an intake, penstock, powerhouse, access roads and a distribution line (less than 69 kV).
Existing maintained roads provide ready access to the intake location and the majority of the penstock route. A
short section of overgrown road provides access to the powerhouse site and the distribution line route will
follow existing roads where possible. The project footprint is anticipated to be no more than 30 hectares
located entirely on Crown land. The intent would be to have electrical power generated from the project to be
conveyed via the existing Raging River transmission line which connects with the BC Hydro grid at Jeune
Landing.
Regional Plan (Bylaw No. 674, 2003):
RDMW Regional Plan Bylaw No. 674, 2003 is a strategic plan that outlines the vision for the Regional District
and establishes its priorities and land use planning policies with respect to the use of Crown land. The
Regional Plan vision, as well as the general crown land use policies, support resource-based economic
development while emphasizing the need for long-term ecological, economic and social sustainability.
Relevant strategic goals include: 1) Encouraging development that supports economic stability and over the
longer term, economic growth; 2) Encouraging ecologically sound land and water use; and, 3) Supporting
development that can be serviced within the capacity of existing regional services or through private service
systems.
Section 8.6 Energy Policies, indicates that the RDMW will support independent proposals for alternative
methods of power generation that propose responsible management practices, and that meet all relevant
provincial, federal and local government policies and regulations.
RDMW Zoning Bylaw No. 21, 1972:
The area subject to this application is included in the Rural Zone (A-1) and the regulations (see pages 3 - 5)
permit Commercial Hydro Electric Energy Systems (HEG) and related buildings and structures and accessory
uses.
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The regulations require that the proponent provides to the RDMW, copies of reports and approvals from the
various agencies involved in the approvals process associated with HEG developments.
There is a number or setback regulations that would apply to a HEG development and it would appear that
based on the plans / maps submitted with this application, the infrastructure associated with this HEG proposal
can be sited in a manner that will readily comply with these regulations, particularly given the remoteness of
the location of the development.
Electoral Area Director:
I support the application.
Manager of Economic Development:
The RDMW supports the creation of an alternative energy sector on the North Island that offers opportunities
for skilled employment for local tradesmen and contractual opportunities for local firms.
SUMMARY COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS:
The Regional Plan is supportive of independent proposals for alternative methods of power generation that
propose responsible management practices, and that meet all relevant provincial, federal and local
government policies and regulations. Zoning Bylaw No. 21 permits Commercial Hydro Electric Energy
Systems (HEG) at this location vis-à-vis the applicable Rural Zone (A-1) which requires that the proponent
provides to the RDMW, copies of reports and approvals from the various agencies involved in the approvals
process associated with HEG developments. While setback regulations apply, these should be readily
accommodated given they largely relate to adjacent land uses and this proposal is in a relatively remote
location.
The RDMW is supportive of the proposal to utilize the existing Raging River electrical transmission line as
part of the project.
The area in the vicinity of Benson and Kathleen Lakes is a popular recreation area and this should be
considered as part of the planning for the project.
The RDMW has no objection to the approval of this application for investigative purposes.
Respectfully submitted:

Concurrence of Electoral Area Director:

Jeff Long
Manager of Planning &
Development Services

Andrew Hory
Director – Electoral Area C

Reviewed by:

Economic development information provided by:

Greg Fletcher
Administrator

Pat English
Manager of Economic Development
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Regional District of Mount Waddington
PO Box 729 2044 McNeill Road, Port McNeill, BC V0N 2R0
Telephone (250) 956-3161 Fax (250) 956-3232
Web-site: www.rdmw.bc.ca Email: info@rdmw.bc.ca

February 23, 2016

File: 2016-SP-05
Folio: 14117.000

Philip Marianovits and Janet Etter
435 Wilson Street
Victoria, BC V9A 3G6
Dear Philip and Janet:

RE: Application for Site Permit – 320 2nd Street - The East ¼ of Block 87, Section 21, Malcolm
Island, Rupert District, Plan 816 (PID 008-440-719)
I have reviewed your Application for Site Permit with respect to the siting of an accessory building on the
above referenced property (subject property), in accordance with the site plan provided with your
application, and the applicable regulations of Malcolm Island Zoning Bylaw No. 725, 2006 (Bylaw No. 725).
The proposed 88.44 square metre (952 square foot) accessory building is to be used for workshop and
vehicle storage purposes as an accessory use to the existing primary dwelling located on the subject
property.
The subject property is included in the (R3) Small Lot Residential Zone (R3 Zone) in accordance with
Schedule B of Bylaw No. 725. The regulations of the R3 Zone stipulate a minimum lot size of 891.84 square
metres (14,400 square feet) and the subject property is 1,337.8 square metres (14,348.3 square feet) in
size and therefore, complies with the minimum lot size requirement for lots serviced by community sewer
and water facilities. The minimum frontage requirement prescribed by Bylaw No. 725 is 24.384 metres (80
feet) and the subject property has 36.58 metres (120 feet) of frontage on both 2nd Street and 10th Avenue.
Primary dwelling and accessory buildings are permitted uses of the R3 Zone.
A review of the setback regulations of Bylaw No. 725 has also been conducted for the accessory building
shown as “Workshop/Garage Accessory Building” on the site plan submitted by you and attached hereto, as
follows:
Required
Front Lot Line Setback (2nd Street): minimum
of 5.0 metres (16.4 feet)
Rear Lot Line Setback (opposite 2nd
Street): minimum of 1.5 metres (4.875 feet)
Side Lot Line Setback (northwest): minimum
of 1.5 metres (4.875 feet)
Side Lot Line Setback (southeast – 10th
Avenue): minimum of 1.5 metres (4.875 feet)

Proposed
5 metres (16.4 feet)

Conformity
yes

21.2 metres (69.6 feet)

yes

25 metres (82.2 feet)

yes

3 metres (9.8 feet)

yes

The maximum lot coverage prescribed by Bylaw No. 725 with respect to the R3 Zone is 35%. This means
that the maximum lot coverage as it applies to the subject property is 468.23 square metres (5,040 square
feet). The proposed lot coverage is 166.2 square metres (1,789 square feet) which is equal to 12.43% and
is therefore in compliance with Bylaw No. 725.
Bylaw No. 725 stipulates that the maximum height of any principal residential or accessory building is 9.0
metres (29.5 feet). You advise that the proposed height of the accessory building from finished grade to the
highest point of the roof surface is 4.42 metres (14.5 feet) which is in compliance with this requirement.
INCORPORATED JUNE 13, 1966

52

MUNICIPALITIES: ALERT BAY, PORT ALICE, PORT HARDY, PORT MCNEILL
ELECTORAL AREAS: “A” (SOINTULA); “B” (HOLBERG, WINTER HARBOUR); “C” (QUATSINO, COAL HARBOUR, HYDE CREEK); “D” (WOSS, TELEGRAPH COVE)

nd

Application for Site Permit: Philip Marianovits and Janet Etter – 320 2

Street, Sointula

2

Off-street parking must be provided in accordance with section 3.1 of Bylaw No. 725. In this regard, two offstreet parking stalls are required with respect to the existing primary dwelling. The driveway shown on your
site plan is largely located on-street and therefore does satisfy the requirement to provide two off-street
parking stalls. This having been said, the accessory building is partly intended for vehicle storage and
should be able to readily accommodate two parking stalls. Please ensure that this requirement is adhered
to. The parking stalls must be a minimum of 2.6 metres (8.5 feet) in width by 5.5 metres (18 feet) in length.
The public roads and associated rights of way that are adjacent to the subject property are under the
jurisdiction of the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure (MOTI). In this regard, you must confirm that
two driveway accesses onto 10th Avenue as shown on your site plan will permitted by the MOTI. Please
contact Anne Molony at the MOTI at 250-334-6969 or Anne.Molony@gov.bc.ca.
A review of the current title for the subject property indicates there are no covenants, easements or
statutory rights of way registered on title that might restrict the siting of buildings on the subject property.
The subject property is currently served by the community sewage system (Sointula Sewer System) owned
and operated by the Regional District of Mount Waddington (RDMW). If you propose to connect the
accessory building to the Sointula Sewer System, you may be required to submit an Application to Connect
to the Sointula Sewer System. For more information regarding connection to the sewer service, please
contact Patrick Donaghy, Manager of Operations for the RDMW, at 250-956-3301 or
pdonaghy@rdmw.bc.ca.
It is noted the subject property is also served by a water system owned and operated by the Sointula Water
Works District (SWWD). Please contact Mr. Darryl Luscombe of the SWWD at 250-973-2308 or
sointula_water@yahoo.ca for arrangements related to the provision of any water service that may be
required.
Given the above review, the RDMW has approved the Site Permit included on page 3 with respect to the
proposed accessory building in accordance with the site plan submitted as part of your Application for Site
Permit, which is marked “APPROVED” and signed/dated by the undersigned, and attached hereto on page
4. The Site Permit shall expire in two years on February 23, 2018.
It is noted that while the subject property is not within the mandatory building inspection area of the
Regional District of Mount Waddington, all construction must be done in accordance with the British
Columbia Building Code and any other applicable provincial and federal legislation and associated
regulations. Electrical and gas work may require a permit from the BC Safety Authority and you are advised
to check with the BC Safety Authority in this regard (Tel: 1-866-566-7233 Web: http://safetyauthority.ca).
Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact the undersigned.
Thank you.
Sincerely,

Jeff Long
Manager of Planning & Development Services
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FORM “D” to
BYLAW No. 682, 2003

REGIONAL DISTRICT OF MOUNT WADDINGTON

2044 MCNEILL ROAD, P.O. BOX 729, PORT MCNEILL, B.C. V0N 2R0
PHONE: 250-956-3161 OR 250-956-3301 FAX: 250-956-3232

SITE PERMIT
SITE PERMIT NO.: 2016-SP-05

ISSUE DATE: February 23, 2016

PROPERTY OWNERS: Philip Marianovits, Janet Etter
MAILING ADDRESS: 435 Wilson Street, Victoria, BC V9A 3G6
TELEPHONE: 250-380-2419
EMAIL: philip.marianovits@gmail.com
LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: The East ¼ of Block 87, Section 21,
Malcolm Island, Rupert District, Plan 816
PID OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: 008-440-719
CIVIC ADDRESS OF SUBJECT PROPERTY: 320 2nd Street
NAME OF CONTRACTOR: building – self / site preparation – Art Swanson
SCOPE OF WORKS: Based on the Application for Site Permit and accompanying site plan
submitted by the property owners to the RDMW, which site plan has been stamped
“APPROVED” and signed by the undersigned and is attached hereto, permission is hereby
granted to proceed with the siting of the accessory building, shown as “Workshop/Garage
Accessory Building”, on the subject property which complies with the regulations of Malcolm
Island Zoning Bylaw No. 725, 2006.
EXPIRY DATE: Siting of the accessory building on the subject property must be completed
by February 23, 2018 afterwhich, approval of a new Site Permit shall be required.
APPROVED BY:

Jeff Long
Manager of Planning & Development Services
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Jeff Long
Cambridge
Greg Fletcher; Heidi Soltau; Eric Bergsma; Tom Hilborn
Development Application: Zoning Bylaw Amendment - Cambridge, Port Harvey (2013-ZBA-01) / Land Files
1413024 / 1413025
February-17-16 4:53:45 PM
image001.png
RE Floating restaurant retail store use - Regional District of Mount ... (1.45 MB).msg

Hello George,

At its meeting yesterday, the Regional Planning Committee discussed the
status of your Development Application and more particularly, Bylaw No. 848,
as it relates to your Crown land tenure site in Port Harvey and upland
property on East Cracroft Island. Staff from Island Health attended the
meeting to provide information / clarification with respect to servicing
related matters.

It was explained that the building that housed the restaurant and retails
uses has since sunk and was destroyed (burned) by you and that the barge on
which it sat is still sunken and is being investigated. I advised that you
have not provided any additional details as to what your future plans are. I
also presented your request to remove the upland areas from Bylaw No. 848.

The Application for a Crown Land Tenure that you submitted to the Province
in 2007 with respect to your current marine based tenure (Land File 1413024
/ Licence No. 112833) and upland right of way tenure (Land File 1413025 /
Licence No. 112834) included the details of your overall five year plan
associated with the Port Harvey Marine Resort development. This five year
plan was as follows:

Year1
a)    Obtain water lease with right of way to Lot DL1790
b)    lnstall100 liner meters of dock for boat moorage (if lease approved)
c)    Construct and install washroom/shower/laundry unit on purchased land
d)    Operate pub/restaurant from existing facility on purchased land
e)    Operate small general store in existing building on purchased land
f)     Target is to start this year on 01 July

Year2
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a)     Install water/power to the dock
b)    Begin guided/unguided fishing
c)    Develop playground area on purchased property
d)    Start walking trail network on purchased property
e)    Expand staff accommodations if required
f)     Add an addition 100 linear meters of dock for boat moorage

Year3
a)     Install Bakery in General Store
b)    Install Fuel facilities if permits allow
c)     Install facilities for kayakers' on purchased property
d)    Continue to develop a walking trail network on purchased property

Year 4 and 5
a)     Expand deck and patio areas on purchased property
b)    Construct new store/bakery on purchased land

Your plan included the establishment of commercial uses on purchased land in
the upland area which is subject to the regulations of Zoning Bylaw No. 21,
hence the reason that the RDMW required you to make application for rezoning
in the first place.

At its meeting on February 16, 2016, the Regional Planning Committee
directed staff to write to you to advise that until you provide
clarification as to what your development plans entail, including what uses
you wish to undertake and where they are to be undertaken, what
infrastructure would be used to accommodate them, as well as details as to
how they are be to be serviced, no additional processing of Bylaw No. 848
would be undertaken. This having been said, should you wish to proceed with
the establishment of commercial uses within your tenured area (License of
Occupation under License No. 112833) in the marine environment which is
located below the natural boundary associated with the upland area, and such
commercial uses are being undertaken without any supporting infrastructure
or uses that are located above the natural boundary in the upland area, then
no further zoning considerations are required by the Regional District.
Should you proceed on this basis, please note that:
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1)    I will require that you confirm in writing, your intent to do so and
withdraw your Development Application and associated Bylaw No. 848. This
would preclude you from undertaking commercial uses in the upland area above
the natural boundary.

2)    You are still required to satisfy applicable provincial and federal
requirements.

3)    Uses you had undertaken in the past, namely restaurant and retails
sales uses, were not authorized by your Licence of Occupation agreement with
the Province, the purpose of which is for commercial moorage only. Should
you wish to reestablish these and / or other commercial uses, you will be
required to make application to the Province to amend your Licence of
Occupation which expires in 2017 in any event.

I have attached the email and associated information I received from
Environment and Climate Change Canada yesterday with respect to the federal
sewage discharge regulation which may be of assistance to you.

I have also consulted with two building inspectors, both of whom advise me
that if you are conducting a restaurant use, whether on a vessel or not, and
provide seating for your patrons, you are required to meet the requirements
associated with the provisions of the BC Building Code with respect to the
provision of washroom facilities. The provision of washroom facilities
instigates the requirement to provide proper sewage collection and disposal.

Thank you.

Jeff Long
Manager of Planning & Development Services
Regional District of Mount Waddington
PO Box 729, 2044 McNeill Road
Port McNeill, BC V0N 2R0
Tel: 250-956-3301 extension 222
Fax: 250-956-3232
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REGIONAL DISTRICT OF MOUNT WADDINGTON (RDMW)

INTERAGENCY REFERRAL REPORT

Date: February 12, 2016
Provincial Agency: Ministry of Forests, Lands and
Natural Resource Operations (MFLNRO)
Electoral Area: A
Applicant’s Name: Michael Buttle
Tenure Type: Lease
Location: East Side of West Cracroft Island, Port Harvey

RDMW File No.: 2015021
Agency File No: 1414393
Electoral Area Director: Heidi Soltau
Applicant’s Location: West Cracroft Island
Tenure Duration: 5 to 30 years
Area: 5.583 hectares

Proposal:
The RDMW has received a referral from the Province with respect to a Crown Land Tenure Application that
has been submitted by the applicant’s agent, Pacificus Biological Services Ltd. The application relates to a
water based site which is 5.583 hectares (13.8 acres) in area and is located adjacent to the east side of West
Cracroft Island in the area of ocean referred to as Port Harvey. The adjacent 44.1 hectare (109 acre) upland
property (District Lot 498, Range 1, Coast District) on West Cracroft Island is classified as private managed
forest land and is owned by the applicant. The purpose of the application is to accommodate existing
improvements as well as proposed new infrastructure that will be used in conjunction with marine industrial
uses. The existing improvements and uses on the water are not currently included in a tenured area in this
regard.
Marine industrial activities have been ongoing on the subject property and adjacent marine areas. These uses
are not currently permitted by the applicable zoning. In addition, the marine industrial uses that are being
undertaken in the marine areas are not legitimized as part of a Crown land tenure such as a lease or licence of
occupation. The owners are seeking to concentrate and expand the marine industrial uses within the subject
area which includes a 4.35 hectare (10.75 acre) portion of the subject property as well as a 5.58 hectare (13.8
acre) area of the adjacent Crown foreshore / land covered by water which is the subject of this application. In
order to legitimize these uses, the owners have applied to the RDMW to rezone the subject area to an
appropriate zoning category that will permit them. In addition, the owners are pursuing issuance of a Crown
land tenure by the Province for the portion of the subject area located within the Crown foreshore / land
covered by water.
As part of this proposal, the owners seek to expand the scope and scale of the proposed marine industrial
uses / activities. In this regard, they propose to construct infrastructure that would allow for barges to be
removed from the ocean (a process referred to as barge dewatering) such that work can be undertaken on
these vessels. The agent advises that barge repair facilities that offer the ability to dewater larger vessels have
decreased in number over the past few decades and that a lack of these facilities in the South Central Coast
region has resulted in barges missing regular maintenance and increased towing costs associated with
maintenance, thereby creating demand. Both of these factors have economic implications for barge owners
and have a direct impact on local industries including forestry, aquaculture and fishing. The agent notes that
construction of a barge dewatering facility in Port Harvey is in proximity to Johnstone Straight which will
provide ready access to markets to the north and south.
A plan showing the general layout of the proposed infrastructure that would be utilized in the marine area was
provided. The agent indicates that the proposed barge dewatering facility will require the development of a
landing that is approximately 92 metres (301.8 feet) long by 42 metres (138 feet) wide above the high water
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mark to allow maintenance and repair works on the vessels to occur.Maintenance works will include welding,
bottom repairs, repainting, building of structures on barges, and various other marine repair and maintenance
activities. The landing will be lined with an impermeable membrane and drain to a lined perimeter drain that
leads to a containment sump to ensure contaminants are captured and prevented from entering the marine
environment. Specially designed low profile rail cars will travel the rails allowing for barges to be winched up
out of the water.
The agent advises that improvements within the intertidal zone (foreshore) will consist of twelve gently sloping
(<5%) concrete slabs which are 30 centimetres (1 foot) thick, 5.2 metres (17 feet) wide and that will extend 82
metres (269 feet) with approximately 40 metres (131.2 feet) being above the high water mark and 42 metres
(137.8 feet) traversing through the intertidal zone. These slabs will extend from approximately the low water
level through the intertidal zone maintaining the slope through the foreshore, similar to a boat ramp. On the
concrete slabs, rails will be placed which run the length of the concrete slabs. No development is expected to
occur within the subtidal zone except for the placement of a few anchors.
A 200 metre (656.2 foot) long by 2 metre (6.56 foot) wide dock is also being proposed to act as a staging area
and tie up for barges. This dock will also be utilized to conduct dock storage and minor maintenance activities.
Each end of the dock will be marked with a yellow flashing light at intervals of 0.5 seconds light and 3.5
seconds dark, to be seen on a clear dark night for a distance of 3 nautical miles.
The upland will be utilized as a significant component of the proposed facility and will largely be used for
undertaking the work on the barges / vessels, docks and float camps. It will also provide areas for storage. A
shop is presently located in this area, although other facilities may have to be constructed to accommodate the
needs of the operation.
The marine industrial operations are proposed to be undertaken on a year round basis. Vessels will be
temporarily stored at the dock tie up location before being removed from the water for maintenance and repair
activities to be carried out. The agent advises that a significant increase in vessel traffic is not expected and
that on average, one barge will travel to and from the site per week.
An environmental impact assessment of the proposed development as it relates to the marine environment has
been conducted by the agent, Pacificus Biological Services Ltd. In conducting its assessment, Pacificus
identified two areas of a Commercial, Recreational, or Aboriginal fishery (CRA) within the proposed
development area. The first CRA area includes two small eelgrass beds for which minor alterations to the
design plan have been made to avoidance them. The second CRA area is clam habitat of which a 182 square
metres (1,959 square feet) would have to be altered to accommodate the proposed development.
Pacificus concludes that with the incorporation of mitigation measures, redesign, or relocation that the majority
of construction activities and all operational activities could avoid Serious Harm to fish or fish habitat in
accordance with the requirements of the Fisheries Act. The 182 square metre (1,959 square feet) area of CRA
clam habitat could not avoid Serious Harm as this area would be covered by concrete pads. Pacificus advises
that due to the small size of the residual Serious Harm, large adjacent similar clam habitat, a shellfish closure
to the area of impact, and with First Nations support, it is of the opinion that the removal of the CRA clam
habitat would not impact the ongoing productivity of a CRA fishery however, as the changes to the Fisheries
Act are relatively new and examples to help define the applicable parameters on this subject matter are limited,
the project was submitted for review by and to obtain the advice of Fisheries and Oceans Canada as to
whether the permanent loss of The 182 square metre (1,959 square feet) area of CRA clam habitat would
require a Fisheries Act Section 35 (2) Authorization. In its letter dated May 20, 2015, Fisheries and Oceans
Canada indicates that provided that the mitigation measures included in the Pacificus Environmental Impact
Assessment Report are implemented, the proposal will not result serious harm to fish and that no formal
approval is required under the Fisheries Act to proceed with the proposal. It is noted that the Fisheries and
Oceans Canada review did not consider the potential impact to fish and fish habitat resulting from operation of
the marine industrial facility once it is constructed because information pertaining to operations was not
provided to Fisheries and Oceans Canada.
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North Vancouver Island Marine Plan (NVIMP):
The NVIMP was completed in 2015. The purpose of the NVIMP is to provide recommendations for achieving
ecosystem-based marine management that maintains social and cultural wellbeing, and economic
development based on healthy ecosystems over the long term. The NVIMP includes recommendations for
developing and maintaining resilient marine ecosystems and sustainable economies. It focuses on providing
direction for managing marine areas, uses and activities.
The subject site is situated in the Johnstone Strait ecosection of the North Vancouver Island Marine Plan Area
as shown on Figure 4 of the NVIMP and is located in the Special Management Zone as shown on Figure 7 of
the NVIMP. The management intent for the Special Management Zone (SMZ) as described by the NVIMP, is
ecosystem-based management of potentially compatible and co-existing uses, activities, values and interests.
SMZ areas are assigned a management emphasis that is intended to strengthen, encourage and/or maintain
opportunities for important existing values, uses or activities associated with local communities, First Nations
and marine economic sectors related to the area emphasis. Port Harvey is included in SMZ Cultural/Economic
Emphasis Area 23 - Minstrel Island/Call Inlet/Havanna Channel. SMZ Cultural/Economic Emphasis Areas are
areas intended to reinforce their high value to First Nations, on a seasonal and year-round basis, for cultural
value protection, Aboriginal economic development opportunities, and food security. This includes continued
First Nations marine resource use and access to cultural resources, including those for spiritual, social, food
and marine plant fibre harvest, educational and ceremonial purposes. Uses and activities in SMZ
Cultural/Economic Emphasis Areas should strengthen, encourage and/or maintain First Nations cultural
resources and economic opportunities. General provisions for the SMZ are included in Table 13,
recommended uses and activities are outlined in Table 14, and area-based conditions for conditional uses and
activities are included in Table 15.
In a review of Table 14 which details uses and activities that are considered acceptable, conditionally
acceptable or not acceptable for SMZ Cultural/Economic Emphasis Area 23 - Minstrel Island/Call Inlet /
Havanna Channel, it is not entirely clear as to whether all of the uses included as part of the existing and
proposed operations on the marine portion of the subject area are conditionally acceptable or not acceptable.
This relates to two factors:
1) Not all possible marine uses and activities are addressed or contemplated in the NVIMP; and,
2) The ambiguity associated with the descriptions of Level 1 and Level 2 Docks, Wharves and Facilities. In
this regard, Level 1 is permitted in SMZ Cultural/Economic Emphasis Area 23 while Level 2 is not.
Level 1 Docks, Wharves and Facilities is defined as facilities designed to accommodate commercial,
community, public, or private marine use. Facilities generally do not include a concentration of marine services.
Includes private and public moorage facilities, commercial and community boat ramps, docks associated with
upland lodges and base camps, boat haulouts, and associated structures such as boat lifts and anchor lines.
Permanently affixed to the foreshore or seabed.
Level 2 Docks, Wharves and Facilities is defined as facilities designed to attract and accommodate commercial
vessels or ships, or multiple vessels for commercial, industrial, community, public or private marine uses.
Includes docks, wharves, piers, ramps, breakwaters, and related structures in harbours, marinas and ferry
terminals, and associated marine services (e.g., ways, repairs, food services, pump-out sites, fuel). Structures
may be affixed to the foreshore and seabed by pilings or floats, or involve foreshore fill. Includes commercial
ports.
Given the definitions for Level 1 and Level 2 Docks, Wharves and Facilities, it is likely that some of the
characteristics associated with the subject proposal could be considered Level 1 and are therefore
recommended as a conditionally acceptable use / activity at this location. The condition in this case includes
maintaining a distance of at least 50 metres (164 feet) between structures and aquaculture tenures and
shellfish beaches. Other aspects of the subject proposal, could be considered Level 2 and are therefore not
recommended for this area.
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Regional Plan (Bylaw No. 674, 2003):
RDMW Regional Plan Bylaw No. 674, 2003 is a strategic plan that outlines the vision and strategic goals for
the Regional District, and establishes land use planning policies with respect to the use of private and public
lands.
The Regional Plan vision indicates that the RDMW will continue to be economically oriented to resource use
and extraction and new opportunities in tourism, services and small business will help diversify the economy.
The strategic goals include:
•
•
•
•

To encourage development that supports economic stability and over the longer term, economic growth;
To encourage ecologically sound land and water use;
To support development that can be serviced within the capacity of existing regional services or through
private service systems;
To support development of efficient and effective transportation and communication services that provide
long term and efficient linkages within and beyond the RDMW;

Given that this proposal encompasses privately owned fee simple land (upland portion) as well as Crown land
(marine portion), the Regional Plan policies for both private and public lands are applicable.
The land use policies for private lands recognize that most of the private land outside of its unincorporated
communities is in individual parcels or small clusters of parcels in rural and remote areas. It notes that
development of those parcels usually has few impacts on adjacent uses and has been addressed through
rezoning based on specific development applications. General policies for land use and development on
private lands are as follows:
•
•
•
•
•

New development will not be permitted in areas that are hazardous to human occupation and activities, or
in areas that are high risk in terms of ecological sensitivity.
New development adjacent to fishery and wildlife habitat areas and marine foreshore areas will be required
to provide sufficient riparian buffers to maintain habitat quality. Specific requirements will be consistent with
federal and provincial regulations.
All development on private land will have access by public roads or waterways.
All development will be serviced by community sewer and/or water systems, or by private sewer and/or
water systems approved by relevant provincial authorities.
Managed forests on private lands will be encouraged.

The rural area policies for private land that are relevant to the subject proposal include:
•
•
•
•
•
•

On private land outside of settlement areas, residential, industrial, and commercial development with a
specific focus related to the tourism sector, and value added and other forestry related commercial and
industrial activities will be encouraged.
The proposed development is compatible with existing resource management activities;
The scale of development does not exceed the ecological capacity of the water body, or the quiet
enjoyment of the area by landowners and the public.
All proposals for new development will identify and protect high-risk ecologically sensitive areas.
All proposals for new development will identify and protect significant heritage and archaeological sites and
resources.
New development outside of the settlement areas will:
- Have a minimum lot area suitable for on-site service provision.
- Be serviced by private sewer and water systems approved by the appropriate provincial agencies.
When on-site sewage disposal services are used, minimum parcel size is dictated by the Vancouver
Island Health Authority and the Local Services Act, and may exceed 2.0 hectares depending on the
proposed use, method of waste disposal and soil or site conditions;
- Be compatible with adjacent land uses or resource uses on Crown lands and waters;
- Have zoning bylaw regulations specific to the proposed use.
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With respect to public lands, the Regional Plan indicates that in its review of development proposals on Crown
land and waters, the RDMW will be guided by policies in approved provincial planning documents such as the
Vancouver Island Summary Land Use Plan, North Island Straits Coastal Plan, and the Central Coast Land and
Resource Management Plan. It is noted that the North Vancouver Island Marine Plan (2015) is a newer plan
that includes the area that was covered by the North Island Straits Coastal Plan (2002).
RDMW Zoning Bylaw No. 21, 1972:
The proponent’s upland property and in particular, the portion of it on which the marine industrial uses are
being undertaken, as well as the water based area in which the subject application applies is all included in the
Rural Zone (A-1). The provisions of the Rural Zone (A-1) do not permit marine industrial uses and a change in
the applicable zoning is required.
Electoral Area Director:
I am in agreement with this report.
Manager of Economic Development:
The marine industrial uses support forestry and aquaculture operations, both of which have been identified as
strategic economic sectors in the RDMW. The scope of these uses however, appears to exceed the intent of
those uses permitted for private managed forest land as well by the RDMW’s zoning regulations. Approval of
the Crown land tenure and rezoning applications would allow for the continuation of historical marine industrial
activities that support two of the RDMW’s strategic economic sectors.

SUMMARY COMMENTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS:
Potential impact to the marine environment is a concern in relation to a proposal of this nature. In this regard,
while the RDMW Regional Plan encourages development that supports economic stability and over the
longer term, economic growth, it also encourages the ecologically sound use of land and water.
The North Vancouver Island Marine Plan does not clearly contemplate a marine industrial use such as that
being proposed and as a result, it is not able to recommend the acceptance or conditional acceptance of
uses / activities of this nature or scale at this location, a location which is associated with high value to First
Nations for cultural value protection, Aboriginal economic development opportunities and food security. The
NVIMP does include recommendations related to a range of acceptable or conditionally acceptable uses at
this location, provided First Nations interests can be addressed, some of which could be interpreted to
include uses and activities associated with the subject proposal.
In order to address matters related to the environment, the applicant has engaged the services of Pacificus
Biological Services Ltd. to conduct an environmental impact assessment. Fisheries and Oceans Canada has
reviewed the environmental impact assessment and concurs with the recommended mitigation measures as
they relate to construction of the proposal development. Fisheries and Oceans Canada has not however,
considered the potential impact to fish and fish habitat resulting from operation of the marine industrial facility
once it is constructed, as information pertaining to operations was not provided to it.
In order to ensure that the conclusions associated with the environmental impact assessment can be
achieved and impact to the environment can be avoided or minimized, recommended mitigation measures
must be implemented. One of these measures requires a qualified environmental monitor (EM) be retained
to work as part of the construction team to plan and coordinate more detailed site specific environmental
mitigation measures. It would also be the EM’s responsibility to guide the implementation of the mitigation
measures and monitor any activities to the degree the EM feels is required to properly implement the
recommendations identified in the environmental impact assessment report and meet the requirements of
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the Fisheries Act. A means for ensuring that all of this is undertaken as part of the development would have
to be determined and agreed to in advance as part of the planning process. In addition, a registered
professional biologist should be retained to prepare an operational plan for the marine industrial facility that
must be adhered to by the operator once the facility is constructed. Such a plan should also be reviewed by
and endorsed by Fisheries and Oceans Canada.
The subject Crown land (marine) site is not zoned in a manner that permits the marine industrial uses. In
order to proceed with the proposed development, the applicant must obtain approval of a bylaw that has the
effect of applying a suitable zoning category that permits these uses. Said approval must be obtained prior to
the Province issuing tenure to allow the proposed uses. An offer of tenure could be made to the applicant
that is conditional upon the applicant obtaining the necessary zoning approval from the RDMW, but in no
case should tenure be issued until such a time as approval of suitable zoning has been confirmed by the
RDMW.

Respectfully submitted:

Concurrence of Electoral Area Director:

Jeff Long
Manager of Planning &
Development Services

Heidi Soltau
Director – Electoral Area A

Reviewed by:

Economic development information provided by:

Greg Fletcher
Administrator

Pat English
Manager of Economic Development
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MOUNT WADDINGTON TRANSIT REVENUE
Average Monthly Revenue

2014
2015
2016
$5,622.81 $5,494.10 $5,555.36

Monthly Revenue Year to Year 2014 - 2016
$8,000.00
$7,123.41

$7,000.00
$6,000.00

$6,579.66

$6,046.61
$5,987.86

$5,626.02 $5,484.69
$5,360.57

$5,514.42

$5,733.06

$4,712.94

$5,787.92

$5,561.47
$5,565.49

$5,292.47

$5,000.00

$4,722.76

$6,185.95

$5,463.46

$6,491.94
$5,724.35

$5,558.10
$5,213.60

$5,623.82
$5,285.10
$5,210.52

$4,569.82
$4,102.64

$4,000.00
$3,000.00
$2,000.00
$1,000.00
$0.00

2014

L:\Transit\Reports and Statistics\Revenue-Ridership Trends.xls

2015

2016
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MOUNT WADDINGTON TRANSIT REVENUE
2016
Revenue Source
Farebox
Ticket Sales
Pass Sales
BC Bus Passes
Total

Jan
$2,900.02
$705.00
$1,148.00
$873.00

$5,626.02

Feb

Mar

Apr

May

Jun

Jul

Aug

Sep

Oct

Nov

$2,641.69
$1,000.00
$970.00
$873.00

$5,484.69

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

Dec

Total
$5,541.71
$1,705.00
$2,118.00
$1,746.00
$0.00 $11,110.71

*estimate

2015
Revenue Source
Farebox
Ticket Sales
Pass Sales
BC Bus Passes
Total

Jan
$2,458.69
$614.25
$918.00
$722.00

$4,712.94

Feb
$2,956.72
$767.25
$787.50
$781.00

Mar
$2,943.92
$981.00
$808.50
$766.00

Apr
$2,977.01
$508.25
$490.50
$747.00

May
$3,600.47
$634.00
$498.00
$829.00

Jun
$3,709.66
$913.00
$1,001.00
$956.00

Jul

Aug

Sep

Oct

Nov

$4,155.16
$1,044.75
$981.50
$942.00

$3,527.20
$247.25
$1,430.50
$981.00

$3,078.10
$803.75
$896.50
$946.00

$2,722.10
$441.00
$1,111.50
$939.00

$2,488.02
$442.00
$1,341.50
$939.00

$5,292.47 $5,499.42 $4,722.76 $5,561.47 $6,579.66 $7,123.41

$6,185.95

$5,724.35

$5,213.60

$5,210.52

Dec

Total
$36,987.69
$7,728.00
$10,682.50
$10,531.00
$4,102.64 $65,929.19
$2,370.64
$331.50
$417.50
$983.00

2014
Revenue Source
Farebox
Ticket Sales
Pass Sales
BC Bus Passes
Total

Jan
$2,974.61
$1,191.25
$1,135.00
$687.00

$5,987.86

Feb
$2,446.07
$1,197.50
$850.00
$867.00

Mar

Apr
$2,929.31
$1,138.75
$720.00
$945.00

May
$2,470.57
$791.25
$410.00
$898.00

Jun
$2,964.74
$584.75
$850.00
$1,166.00

Jul

Aug

Sep

Oct

Nov

$3,240.46
$652.50
$620.50
$950.00

$3,744.17
$591.25
$487.50
$965.00

$3,413.94
$981.50
$1,142.50
$954.00

$2,967.85
$651.75
$1,017.50
$921.00

$2,712.32
$974.00
$1,022.50
$915.00

$5,360.57 $6,046.61 $5,733.06 $4,569.82 $5,565.49 $5,463.46

$5,787.92

$6,491.94

$5,558.10

$5,623.82

L:\Transit\Reports and Statistics\Revenue-Ridership Trends.xls

$3,583.36
$1,008.25
$485.00
$970.00

Dec

Total
$36,318.75
$10,431.50
$9,570.50
$11,153.00
$5,285.10 $67,473.75
$2,871.35
$668.75
$830.00
$915.00
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7-MILE LANDFILL MONTHLY TONNAGE SUMMARY FOR Feb 2016
MONTH

2

PROJECTIONS NOT SEASONALLY ADJUSTED

Feb 1 to
Feb 29,
2016

2016 UP
TO Feb
29, 2016

PRO-RATED ANNUAL
PROJECTION

562.67
6.70
0.00

1082.02
6.70
0.00

6492
40
0

7000

OTHER MATERIAL LANDFILLED FROM
OUTSIDE OF RDMW

0.00

0.00

0

100

FEE EXEMPT PUBLIC CLEANUP (NOT
ACCOUNTED IN LANDFILL TONNAGE )

0.77

2.41

14

100

570.14

1084.43

6506.58

7100.00

RECYCLABLES AND STEWARDSHIP
MATERIALS DIVERTED AT LANDFILL FACE

0.00

0.00

0

WOODWASTE DIVERTED AT LANDFILL
FACE

2.43

7.30

METAL DIVERTED AT LANDFILL FACE

4.55

OTHER MATERIALS DIVERTED AT
LANDFILL

MATERIALS MANAGED IN THE
LANDFILL AREA - TONNES
LANDFILL
GENERAL REFUSE FROM BELLA BELLA
GENERAL REFUSE FROM KLEMTU

TOTAL AMOUNT SENT TO ACTIVE
LANDFILL FACE

TOTAL AMOUNT OF MATERIAL
DIVERTED AT THE ACTIVE LANDFILL FACE

PAPER/WAX CARDBOARD COMPOSTABLE
WOODWASTE FOR CHIPPING AT
$25/TONNE

COMPOSTABLE MATERIALS
RECYCLED MATERIALS
ASPHALT SHINGLES
MMBC MATERIAL
TOTAL DIVERTED

VARIANCE

% WASTE
STREAM

-7.3%

76%

464

-91.3%

136

-100.0%

-85.5%

0.2%

50

-100.0%

0.0%

44

200

-78.1%

0.5%

6.96

42

50

-16.5%

4.05

4.05

24

200

-87.9%

11.03

18.31

109.86

500.00

-78.0%

6396.72

6600.00

-3.1%

TOTAL AMOUNT ACTUALLY LANDFILLED
559.11
1066.12
MATERIALS DIVERTED FROM THE LANDFILL - TONNES
TOTAL AMOUNT OF MATERIAL
DIVERTED AT THE ACTIVE LANDFILL FACE
OUTBOUND METAL
SALVAGED MATERIALS
CREOSOTE LOGS

BUDGET
ANNUAL
PROJECTIO
N

75%

11.03
0.00
0.00
0.00

18.31
0.00
3.25
0.00

110
0
20
0

500
150
5
5

-78.0%
-100.0%
290.0%
-100.0%

0.00

0.00

0

250

-100.0%

0%

59.62
122.25
3.12

88.34
209.98
14.15

530
1260
85

500

6.0%

6%

1100

14.5%

15%

700

-87.9%

1%

11.98

14.43
0.00
348.46

87
0
2090.73

75

15.4%

1%

300
3585.00

-100.0%

0%

-41.7%

25%

0.00
196.02

0%
0%
0%
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