
City of Kelowna
Regular Council Meeting

AGENDA

 
Monday, October 19, 2015

1:30 pm

Council Chamber

City Hall, 1435 Water Street
Pages

1. Call to Order

This meeting is open to the public and all representations to Council form part of the
public record.  A live audio feed is being broadcast and recorded by CastaNet and a
delayed broadcast is shown on Shaw Cable.

2. Confirmation of Minutes 4 - 10

Regular PM Meeting - October 5, 2015

3. Development Application Reports & Related Bylaws

Staff recommend that Item 5.1 on the Agenda be considered by Council prior to
considering Items 3.1 to 3.3.

3.1 1855 Bennett Road, 1005 Clifton Road N, (E of) Paly Road, OCP14-0018 &amp;
Z14-0033 - Lakeside Communities Ltd.

11 - 28

To amend the Official Community Plan Future Land Use Designation and to
rezone portions of the subject properties in order to accommodate the
development of a single family subdivision

3.2 1855 Bennett Road, 1005 Clifton Road N, (E of) Paly Road, BL11159 (OCP14-
0018) - Lakeside Communities Ltd.

29 - 32

Requires a majority of all members of Council (5).
To give Bylaw No. 11159 first reading in order to change the future land use
designations of the subject properties to accommodate the development of a
single family subdivision.

3.3 1855 Bennett Road, 1005 Clifton Road N, (E of) Paly Road, BL11160 (Z14-0033)
- Lakeside Communities Inc.

33 - 34

To give Bylaw No. 11160 first reading in order to rezone the subject properties
to accommodate the development of a single family subdivision.
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3.4 325 Drysdale Boulevard, DP15-0204 - Raisanen Construction Ltd. 35 - 50

To consider the form and character of a 3 storey 118 bedroom residential care
facility on Drysdale Boulevard within the Glenmore Valley Village Centre.

3.5 801 Francis Avenue, Z14-0029, Extension Request - Craig & Connie Procter 51 - 53

To extend the deadline for adoption of Rezoning Bylaw No. 11019 to October
22, 2016

4. Bylaws for Adoption (Development Related)

4.1 1060 Hollywood Road South, BL10904 (Z13-0036) - Swaranjit & Harbant Punia 54 - 54

To adopt Bylaw No. 10904 in order to rezone the subject property to allow the
subdivision of the lot into three (3) parcels.

5. Non-Development Reports & Related Bylaws

5.1 Clifton Road Financial Strategies 55 - 59

To inform Council of the various financial implications related to the upgrade
of Clifton Road.

5.2 UBCM 2016 Age-friendly Community Planning &amp; Project Grants 60 - 76

To inform Council of the Healthy City Strategy in relation to the UBCM Age-
friendly Community Planning and Project Grant opportunity and to have
Council endorse the City of Kelowna to apply for a 2016 UBCM Age-Friendly
Community Planning Grant.

5.3 Official Community Plan Annual Indicators Report 2015 77 - 125

To assess progress towards achieving the objectives of the Official Community
Plan. This is the fourth Official Community Plan Indicators report, containing a
baseline as well as three successive years worth of data, where data is
available.

5.4 Off-leash Dog Areas – Park Planning 126 - 134

To receive Council’s direction on a proposed public engagement process for
future off-leash dog areas.

5.5 Pest Management - Rats 135 - 140

To provide an update on rat management options for Kelowna.

2



6. Bylaws for Adoption (Non-Development Related)

6.1 BL11145 - 2016 Permissive Tax Exemption Bylaw 141 - 165

To adopt Bylaw No. 11145 in order to exempt from taxation certain lands and
improvements situated in the City of Kelowna.

6.2 BL11156 - Development Cost Charge Reserve Fund Expenditure Bylaw, 2015 166 - 166

To adopt Bylaw No. 11156 in order to amend the 2015 Development Cost
Charge Reserve Fund Expenditure Bylaw.

7. Mayor and Councillor Items

8. Termination
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 REPORT TO COUNCIL 
 
 
 

Date: October 19, 2015 

RIM No. 1250-30 

To: City Manager 

From: Community Planning (DB) 

Application: OCP14-0018/ Z14-0033 Owner: 
Lakeside Communities Inc. 

Inc. No. A57531 

Address: 

1855 Bennett Rd 

1005 Clifton Rd N 

(E OF) Paly Rd 

Applicant: MMM Group Ltd. 

Subject: Z14-0033 OCP14-0018  

Existing OCP Designation: 
Single / Two Unit Residential, Major Park & Open Space, 
Future Urban Reserve 

Proposed OCP Designation: 
Single / Two Unit Residential, Major Park & Open Space, 
Future Urban Reserve 

Existing Zones: A1 – Agriculture 1, P4 – Utilities 

Proposed Zones: RU1H – Large Lot Housing Hillside, P3- Parks and Open Spaces  

 

1.0 Recommendation 

THAT Official Community Plan Bylaw Amendment No. OCP14-0018 to amend Map 4.1 of the 
Kelowna 2030 – Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 10500 by changing the Future Land Use 
designation of portions of Lot 1,  Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, Plan KAP65503 located Bennett 
Road, Kelowna, BC and portions of Lot 2,  Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, Plan KAP65503 located 

at Clifton Road, Kelowna, BC from FUR – Future Urban Reserve to PARK - Major Park/Open Space, 

PARK - Major Park/Open Space to FUR – Future Urban Reserve, PARK - Major Park/Open Space to 

S2RESH – Single / Two Unit Residential Hillside and S2RES – Single / Two Unit Residential to PARK 

- Major Park/Open Space designations as shown on Map “A1” attached to the Report from the 
Community Planning Department dated October 19, 2015, be considered by Council; 
 
AND THAT Official Community Plan Bylaw Amendment No. OCP14-0018 to amend Map 4.1 of the 

Kelowna 2030 – Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 10500 by changing the Future Land Use 
designation of portions of Lot 1,  Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, Plan KAP65503 located Bennett 
Road, Kelowna, BC and portions of Lot 2,  Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, Plan KAP65503 located 

at Clifton Road, Kelowna, BC, portion of Fractional South ½ of east ½ of the north west ¼ of 

Section 17 Township 23 ODYD located at Paly Road, Kelowna, BC and portions of The North ½ of 
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the Fractional East ½ of the fractional North West ¼ of Section 17 Township 23 ODYD located at 

Paly Road, Kelowna, BC from S2RES – Single / Two Unit Residential to S2RESH – Single / Two Unit 

Residential Hillside designation as shown on Map “A2” attached to the Report from the 

Community Planning Department dated October 19, 2015, be considered by Council; 
 
AND THAT the applicant be required to hold a public information session in accordance with 
Council Policy 367 following Council consideration of the road safety improvement options prior 
to public hearing;  
 
AND THAT Rezoning Application No. Z14-0033 to amend the City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 
8000 by changing the zoning classification of portions of Lot 1,  Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, 
Plan KAP65503 located Bennett Road, Kelowna, BC and portions of Lot 2,  Section 17, Township 

23, ODYD, Plan KAP65503 located at Clifton Road, Kelowna, BC and portion of Fractional South ½ 

of east ½ of the north west ¼ of Section 17 Township 23 ODYD located at Paly Road, Kelowna, BC 

and  portions of The North ½ of the Fractional East ½ of the fractional North West ¼ of Section 17 

Township 23 ODYD located at Paly Road, Kelowna, BC from the A1 – Agriculture 1 to RU1H – Large 
Lot Housing Hillside and to P3 – Parks and Open Space as shown Map “B” attached to the report 
of Community Planning, dated October 19, 2015, be considered by Council; 
 
AND THAT the Official Community Plan Bylaw Amendment and the Zone Amending Bylaw be 
forwarded to a Public Hearing for further consideration; 
 
AND THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the outstanding 
conditions of approval as set out in Schedule “B” attached to the Report from the Community 
Planning Department dated October 19, 2015; 
 
AND FURTHER THAT final adoption of the Zone Amending Bylaw be considered subsequent to the 
issuance of a Preliminary Layout Review by the City of Kelowna’s Subdivision Approving Officer. 

2.0 Purpose  

To amend the Official Community Plan Future Land Use Designation and to rezone portions of the 
subject properties in order to accommodate the development of a single family subdivision. 

3.0     Community Planning 

The Community Planning Department recommends support for the proposed Official Community 
Plan (OCP) amendment and Rezoning applications as consistent with the Area Structure Plan 
(ASP) approved by Council on July 15, 2014 and the additional requirements of Council from the 
July 15, 2014 meeting. 

The proposed development complies with the City’s expectations for the land by achieving park, 
transportation and environmental objectives.  The overall design respects the topographic 
limitations of the site limiting site grading while protecting a significant amount of 
environmentally sensitive features.   

The proposed housing type fits in well with the existing settlement patterns in McKinley Landing 
and North Clifton neighborhoods. 
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The applicant has provided a development phasing plan (attached to this report) and has now 
made a formal subdivision application for the first phase of development.  Final subdivision 
approval of Phase 1 will be subject to the adoption of this OCP amendment and Rezoning 
application.      

Background 

4.0     Proposal  

4.1 Background 

On October 14, 2010, the developer made application to the City of Kelowna for the preparation 
of an Area Structure Plan (ASP) for portions of the subject properties (North Clifton Area). The 
purpose of the ASP was to investigate development potential on the site, and to plan future 
development comprehensively together with public infrastructure and servicing requirements. On 
July 11, 2011, Council authorized the preparation of the ASP. At that time, Council also limited 
the number of units on the site to a maximum of 200. Part way into the planning process, the 
applicant requested that Council allow them to expand the ASP boundary area to encompass the 
entirety of the four subject properties.  

On June 23, 2014, the ASP and the corresponding amendment to the Official Community Plan   
was presented to Council for initial consideration.  Council subsequently decided to forward the 
proposal to a Public Hearing.  
 
On Tuesday, July 15, 2014, a Public Hearing was held for the Official Community Plan 
amendments resulting from the conclusion of the North Clifton Area Structure Plan development 
process. Residents from both Clifton Highlands and McKinley Landing neighbourhoods were 
present and raised concerns about the proposal. 
 
At its Regular Meeting immediately following the Public Hearing, Council asked staff to report 
back with a draft resolution providing further direction on the following issues: 
 

 Timing of the permanent road connection between Clifton Highlands and McKinley Landing 
neighbourhoods; 

 Scope and timing of upgrades to improve the safety of existing roads in both 
neighbourhoods; 

 Limiting access through the existing Bennett Road until such a time as the permanent road 
connection between both neighbourhoods is completed; and, 

 Access via trail to the lakeshore as part of the proposed park. 
 
In order to give direction to staff regarding a number of issues raised at the public hearing, a 
supplemental report was presented for Council on August 11, 2014 and the following resolution 
(R591/14/08/11) was adopted: 
 

THAT further to discussions following the July 15, 2014 Public Hearing and adoption 
consideration of ASP10-0001 and OCP13-0019, Council directs staff as follows: 
 

1. THAT trail access to the Lake from the Park be provided in accordance with City 
standards; 
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2. AND THAT the Bennett Road access be limited via gate to emergency vehicles only until 
such time as the Clifton Road extension is constructed and open to public traffic; 

 
3. AND THAT staff bring forward a road safety improvement plan for McKinley and Clifton 

Roads prior to initial consideration by Council of the initial rezoning application; 
 

4. AND FURTHER THAT staff be directed to work with the applicant to ensure the Clifton 
Road extension be completed as quickly as possible, while considering any necessary 
upgrades to existing roads. 

Over the past several months, the applicant has worked with staff to address the above 
mentioned issues.   

 The Real Estate Division has been working directly with the Developer to prepare a Parks 
Agreement addressing the Council requirement and meeting the ASP objective of creating 
an extensive and publicly accessible trail network linked to a centrally located city-wide 
park.  A draft version of the Parks Agreement will available to Council consideration prior 
to final adoption of the zone amanedment.   

 The second and fourth item will be addressed though the Preliminary Layout Review 
(Subdivision file).  The Subdivision Approving Officer will work with the developer to 
determine the timing of  the Clifton Rd extention. The Developer has indicated that the 
connection will likely take place as part of Phase 4.  

4.2 Project Description 

The applicant is proposing to amend the OCP future land use designation and rezone parts of the 
subject properties required to facilitate the development of a single family subdivision. The 
proposal is in general accordance with the North Clifton Area Structure Plan (2014).  
 
OCP Amendment 
 
The applicant is proposing to amend the OCP Future Land Use designation from the existing 
Single/Two Family residential (S2RES) to Major Park/Open Space (PARK) designation to 
accommodate a proposed beach access at the south end of the proposed development. This OCP 
amendment will facilitate placement of a future trail to access the Lake below and connect the 
overall trail network.   
 
The applicant is also proposing to amend the OCP Future Land Use designation from the existing 
Single/Two Family Residential (S2RES) to Single/Two Residential Hillside.  The OCP Future Land 
Use Designation was mistakenly amended to S2RES without the “hillside” designation. As the 
developer is proposing to use a hillside zone (RU1h), it is important to align the zoning with the 
proper OCP Future Land Use designation.  This amendment is seen as an administrative exercise 
and does not change the proposed single family land use and does not increase the proposed 
density.    
 
Rezoning 
 
The applicant is seeking approval to rezone parts of the subject properties from A1- Agricultural 
1 to RU1H – Large Lot Housing and to P3 – Parks and Open Spaces to accommodate the proposed 
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subdivision layout and ensure land uses align with the proposed layout.  This proposed rezoning is 
in general accordance with the North Clifton Area Structure Plan.   
 
4.2 Site Context 
 
Subject Properties Map: 
 

 
 
 
The subject property is located at the Northwest of town in a predominantly single family 
neighbourhood. Adjacent land uses are as follows: 

Orientation Zoning Land Use 

North 
RR2 – Rural Residential 2 Single Family Housing 

Resource Protection 

East 
A1 – Agricultural Zone Single Family Housing 

Resource Protection 

South RR3 – Rural Residential 3 Single Family Housing 
West RR3 – Rural Residential 3 Single Family Housing 

 

3.0 Current Development Policies 

3.1 Kelowna Official Community Plan (OCP) 

Future Land Use 

Subject Properties 
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Single/Two Unit Residential (S2RES)1:  Single detached homes for occupancy by one family, 
single detached homes with a secondary suite or carriage house, semi-detached buildings used 
for two dwelling units, modular homes, bareland strata, and those complementary uses (i.e. 
minor care centres, minor public services/utilities, convenience facility and neighbourhood 
parks), which are integral components of urban neighbourhoods. Suitability of non-residential 
developments within the neighbourhood environment will be determined on a site-specific basis. 
Nonresidential developments causing increases in traffic, parking demands or noise in excess of 
what would typically be experienced in a low density neighbourhood would not be considered 
suitable.  

Development Process 

Compact Urban Form.2 Develop a compact urban form that maximizes the use of existing 
infrastructure and contributes to energy efficient settlement patterns. This will be done by 
increasing densities (approximately 75 - 100 people and/or jobs located within a 400 metre 
walking distance of transit stops is required to support the level of transit service) through 
development, conversion, and re-development within Urban Centres (see Map 5.3) in particular 
and existing areas as per the provisions of the Generalized Future Land Use Map 4.1. 

Sensitive Infill.3 Encourage new development or redevelopment in existing residential areas to 
be sensitive to or reflect the character of the neighborhood with respect to building design, 
height and siting. 

Housing Mix.4 Support a greater mix of housing unit size, form and tenure in new multi-unit 
residential and mixed use developments.  

5.0      Technical Comments 

 
Interior Health 
 
Interior Health has previously made comment on this application during the initial Area Structure 
Plan development and raised concerns regarding safety for pedestrians and cyclists along North 
Clifton Road. The recently adopted Area Structure plan will address those concerns and provide 
road upgrades (barriers or sidewalks and warning signs/deflectors etc…) along Clifton Road. 
 
Infrastructure Planning 
 

 Recommend that a partnership be established for the waterfront park (referred to in ASP 
as Bennett Park) in that the developer's land is transferred to the City in the short term 
for immediate public benefit and that the City and the developer look at jointly 
developing the park (Completed). 

 

 The developer needs to work with the City's Real Estate Division to determine the details 
of transfer of the waterfront park (Completed). 

 

 Park partnership to include: trail access to City standards for Class 4 standard multi-use 
trail from the upland park to the beach / waterfront to provide accessibility; and the 
parking area (Completed). 

                                                      
1 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan – Future Land Use Chapter. 
2 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.2.3 (Development Process Chapter). 
3 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.22.6 (Development Process Chapter). 
4 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.22.11 (Development Process Chapter). 
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 Other proposed parks and open spaces to be dedicated at the time of subdivision of 
adjacent phases. 

 

 The developer is encouraged to partner with the City on the overall long term trail 
network as open space areas become dedicated to the City (In process). 

 

Application Chronology  

Date of Application Received: September 24th, 2014  

Report prepared by: 

      
Damien Burggraeve, Land Use Planner  
 
 

Approved for Inclusion:  Todd Cashin, Suburban and Rural Planning Manager 
 

     Ryan Smith, Community Planning Department Manager 
 
 

Attachments: 

Map A 
Map B 
Subject Property Map 
Conceptual Subdivision Layout 
Conceptual Subdivision Phasing Plan 
Development Engineering Requirements 
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CITY OF KELOWNA 
 

BYLAW NO. 11159 
 

Official Community Plan Amendment No. OCP14–0018 
Lakeside Communities Inc., Inc. No.A57531 

1855 Bennett Road, 1005 Clifton Road N, and (E OF) Paly Road 

 
A bylaw to amend the "Kelowna 2030 – Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 10500". 
 
The Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna, in open meeting assembled, enacts as follows: 
 
1. THAT Map 4.1 - GENERALIZED FUTURE LAND USE of “Kelowna 2030 – Official 

Community Plan Bylaw No. 10500” be amended by changing the Generalized Future 
Land Use designation of portions of Lot 1,  Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, Plan 
KAP65503 located at Bennett Road, Kelowna, BC and portions of Lot 2,  Section 17, 
Township 23, ODYD, Plan KAP65503 located at Clifton Road, Kelowna, BC from the FUR 
– Future Urban Reserve designation to the PARK - Major Park/Open Space designation, 
the PARK - Major Park/Open Space designation to the FUR – Future Urban Reserve 
designation, the PARK - Major Park/Open Space designation to the S2RESH – Single / 
Two Unit Residential - Hillside designation and the S2RES – Single / Two Unit 
Residential to the PARK - Major Park/Open Space designation as per Map “A1” 
attached to and forming part of this bylaw; 
 

2. THAT Map 4.1 - GENERALIZED FUTURE LAND USE of “Kelowna 2030 – Official 
Community Plan Bylaw No. 10500” be amended by changing the Generalized Future 
Land Use designation of portions of Lot 1,  Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, Plan 
KAP65503 located Bennett Road, Kelowna, BC, portions of Lot 2,  Section 17, Township 
23, ODYD, Plan KAP65503 located at Clifton Road, Kelowna, BC, portions of the 
Fractional South ½ of East ½ of the North West ¼ of Section 17, Township 23, ODYD 
located at Paly Road, Kelowna, BC and portions of the North ½ of the Fractional East 
½ of the fractional North West ¼ of Section 17, Township 23, ODYD from the S2RES – 
Single / Two Unit Residential designation to the S2RESH – Single / Two Unit Residential 
- Hillside designation as per Map “A2” attached to and forming part of this bylaw. 
 

3. This bylaw shall come into full force and effect and is binding on all persons as and 
from the date of adoption. 

 
 
Read a first time by the Municipal Council this  
 
 
Considered at a Public Hearing on the  
 
 
Read a second and third time by the Municipal Council this  
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Adopted by the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna this 
 
 
 
 

 
Mayor 

 
 
 

 
City Clerk

 
 

 
 

 
  

30



 
 

31



 

 

32



CITY OF KELOWNA 
 

BYLAW NO. 11160 
Z14-0033 – Lakeside Communities Inc., Inc. No. A57531  

1855 Bennett Road, 1005 Clifton Road N, and (E OF) Paly 
Road 

 

 
A bylaw to amend the "City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8000". 
 
The Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna, in open meeting assembled, enacts as follows: 
 

1. THAT City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8000 be amended by changing the zoning 
classification of portions of Lot 1, Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, Plan KAP65503 
located at Bennett Road, Kelowna, BC, portions of Lot 2, Section 17, Township 23, 
ODYD, Plan KAP65503 located at Clifton Road, Kelowna, BC, portions of the Fractional 
South ½ of East ½ of the North West ¼ of Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, located at 
Paly Road, Kelowna, BC, and portions of the North ½ of the Fractional East ½ of the 
Fractional North West ¼ of Section 17, Township 23, ODYD, located at Paly Road, 
Kelowna, BC from the A1 – Agriculture 1 zone to the RU1h – Large Lot Housing (Hillside 
Area) zone and to the P3 – Parks and Open Space zone as per Map “B” attached to and 
forming part of this bylaw. 

 
2. This bylaw shall come into full force and effect and is binding on all persons as and 

from the date of adoption. 
 
 
Read a first time by the Municipal Council this 
 
 
Considered at a Public Hearing on the 
 
 
Read a second and third time by the Municipal Council this 
 
 
Adopted by the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna this 
 
 
 
 

 
Mayor 

 
 
 
 

 
City Clerk 
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REPORT TO COUNCIL 
 
 
 

Date: October 19, 2015 

RIM No. 0940-00 

To: City Manager 

From: Community Planning Department 

Application: DP15-0204 Owner: Raisanen Construction Ltd 

Address: 325 Drysdale Blvd Applicant: Integra Architecture 

Subject: Development Permit  

Existing OCP Designation: MRM – Multiple Unit Residential (Medium Density) 

Existing Zone: RM5 – Medium Density Multiple Housing 

 

1.0 Recommendation 

THAT Council authorizes the issuance of Development Permit No. DP15-0204 for Lot 3, Section 
33, Township 26, ODYD Plan EPP48909 located at 325 Drysdale Blvd, Kelowna, BC subject to the 
following:  

1. The dimensions and siting of the building to be constructed on the land be in 
accordance with Schedule “A,”  
 
2. The exterior design and finish of the building to be constructed on the land, be in 
accordance with Schedule “B”;  
 
3. Landscaping to be provided on the land be in accordance with Schedule “C”;  
 
4. The applicant be required to post with the City a Landscape Performance Security 
deposit in the form of a “Letter of Credit” in the amount of 125% of the estimated value 
of the landscaping, as determined by a Registered Landscape Architect;  

 
AND THAT the applicant be required to complete the above noted conditions of Council’s 
approval of the Development Permit Application in order for the permits to be issued;  
 
AND FURTHER THAT this Development Permit is valid for two (2) years from the date of Council 
approval, with no opportunity to extend. 

2.0 Purpose  

To consider the form and character of a 3 storey 118 bedroom residential care facility on 
Drysdale Boulevard within the Glenmore Valley Village Centre. 
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3.0 Community Planning  

The proposed development complies with the majority of the City’s Development Permit 
Guidelines. The form and character of the development is largely dictated by the nature of the 
use, which requires safety and security of the residents. The institutional building form and site 
design will act as an appropriate transition between commercial development to the south and 
residential development to the north and west.  

Landscaping will screen the bulk of the parking from Drysdale traffic and create an attractive and 
safe courtyard for residents. The parking lot will have suitable access, proximity and convenience 
for residents The nature of the use will by necessity limit public access through the site and the 
internal walkways will be intended for residents.  

Community Planning recommends that the development permit be approved and issued, subject 
to attached conditions.  

4.0 Proposal 

4.1 Background 

The proposed development will be constructed to serve as a 118 bedroom residential care 
facility, operated by a private entity under contract with the Interior Health Authority. The 
applicants were awarded the contract after a competitive RFP process.  

4.2 Project Description 

The proposed design is for an 8,600 m2 (92,000 sq. ft) 3 storey wood frame building. The nature of 
the use emphasizes long internal corridors and a design built around an interior courtyard. The 
design is typical of the Okanagan Valley, with the majority of the building clad in Taupe and 
Light Brown Hardy Plank with cultured stone accents.  
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The building entrance is emphasized with one storey pillars and additional cultured stone, 
creating a feature distinct from the building itself. 

 

The site is laid out so that additional expansion is possible in the future, subject to Council 
approval and sufficient parking being provided. 

Staff feel that the form and character of the building is appropriate for the neighbourhood and 
for the intended use.  

The site landscaping is largely intended to shelter and screen the building and courtyard. Trees 
planted along the city boulevard will screen the parking lot from public view. Site landscaping is 
intended to create sheltered walking paths and seating areas for building residents.  

The facility dumpsters will be located within the building itself, completely screened from view.  

No variances to the Zoning Bylaw will be required as part of the permit.  
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The site layout has the building built around a secure courtyard to the rear of the building. 

The parking lot and building will be extensively screened by street trees. While parking is 
generally preferred to be located at the rear of the building, the nature of the use is such that a 
stronger separation between private open space and parking is required. The proposed 
configuration allows the courtyard to be completely isolated from parking and traffic.  

4.3 Site Context 

The property is located in a medium density residential area that will build out over the next 
several years. A townhome complex is located across Drysdale to the north, while a commercial 
plaza is located to the south. The building design is an appropriate transition between the two 
uses  
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Adjacent land uses are as follows: 

Orientation Zoning Land Use 

North RM3 – Low Density Multiple Housing Vacant 

East A1 – Agriculture Tree Fruits 

South C3 – Community Commercial Commercial Plaza 

West RM5 – Medium Density Multiple Housing Townhome Complex 

 

Subject Property Map:  
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4.4 Zoning Analysis Table 

Zoning Analysis Table 

CRITERIA ZONE REQUIREMENTS PROPOSAL 

Development Regulations 
Maximum Floor Area Ratio 1.10 0.86 

Maximum Site Coverage 
(buildings) 

40% 33% 

Maximum Height 4.5 storeys / 18.0m 3.0 storeys / 12.2 m 

Minimum Front Yard 6.0 m 6.0 m 

Minimum Side Yard (South) 4.5 m 7.0 m 

Minimum Side Yard (East) 4.5 m 9.0 m 

Minimum Rear Yard 9.0 m 11.4 m 

Other Regulations 
Minimum Parking Requirements 44 48 

Minimum Bicycle Parking 0 0 

Minimum Private Open Space 990 m2 1,347 m2 

Minimum Loading Space 1 stall 1 stall 

5.0 Current Development Policies  

5.1 Kelowna Official Community Plan (OCP) 

Development Process 

Compact Urban Form.1 Develop a compact urban form that maximizes the use of existing 
infrastructure and contributes to energy efficient settlement patterns. This will be done by 
increasing densities (approximately 75 - 100 people and/or jobs located within a 400 metre 
walking distance of transit stops is required to support the level of transit service) through 
development, conversion, and re-development within Urban Centres (see Map 5.3) in particular 
and existing areas as per the provisions of the Generalized Future Land Use Map 4.1. 

Comprehensive Development Permit Area Consideration has been given to the guidelines as 
identified in Section 14.A. of the City of Kelowna Official Community Plan relating to 
Comprehensive Development Permit Areas. The project meets the majority of relevant 
development permit guidelines, including the use of contextually sensitive materials, building 
articulation and variety, and a sensitive landscaping plan.  

6.0 Technical Comments  

6.1 Building & Permitting Department 

1 Development Cost Charges (DCC’s) are required to be paid prior to issuance of any 
Building Permit(s)  

2 Placement permits are required for any sales or construction trailers that will be on site. 
The location(s) of these are to be shown at time of development permit application.  

3 A Hoarding permit may be required and protection of the public from the staging area and 
the new building area during construction. Location of the staging area and location of 
any cranes should be established at time of DP 

4 A Building Code analysis is required for the structure at time of building permit 
applications, but the following items may affect the form and character of the building(s): 
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4.1 Any security system that limits access to exiting needs to be addressed in the code 
analysis by the architect. An application for an alternative solution will be 
required if the security system is not prescriptive to code.    

4.2 Door swings and gate swings for proper means of exiting are required along with a 
hard path of to the street for exiting from the exit stairwells 

4.3 Maximum compartment areas (BCBC 3.3.5.2), corridor widths and minimum door 
widths must be defined in the code analysis as part of the building classification. 

4.4 Exit thru lobby, vestibules and interconnected floor area of this building is to be 
addressed and if required an application for an alternative solution must be 
provided as part of the permit application. 

4.5 Deck occupant loads and direction of door swings to be addressed on the code 
analysis for permit application. 

4.6 Access to the roof is required per NFPA and guard rails may be required and should 
be reflected in the plans if required. 

5) A Geotechnical report is required to address the sub soil conditions and site drainage at 
time of building permit application. 

6.2 Development Engineering Department 

See Attached Comments dated September 30, 2015.  

Application Chronology  

Date of Application Received:  August 26, 2015 
 

Report prepared by: 

     
Ryan Roycroft, Planner 
 
 

Reviewed by:    Terry Barton, Urban Planning Manager 
 

Approved for Inclusion:  Ryan Smith, Community Planning Department Manager 
 
 

Attachments: 

Site Plan 
Conceptual Elevations 
Landscape Plan 
Summary of Technical Comments 
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REPORT TO COUNCIL 
 
 
 

Date: October 19, 2015 

RIM No. 1250-30 

To: City Manager 

From: Community Planning Department (LB) 

Application: Z14-0029 Owner: 
Craig Michael Wayne Procter 
and Connie Procter 

Address: 801 Francis Avenue Applicant: Craig Procter 

Subject: Rezoning Application, Extension Request  

Existing OCP Designation: S2RES – Single / Two Unit Residential 

Existing Zone: RU6 – Two Dwelling Housing 

Proposed Zone: RU2 – Medium Lot Housing 
RU6 – Two Dwelling Housing 

 

1.0 Recommendation 

THAT in accordance with Development Application Procedures Bylaw No. 10540, the deadline for 
the adoption of Rezoning Bylaw No. 11019 be extended from October 22, 2015 to October 22, 
2016. 

2.0 Purpose 

To extend the deadline for adoption of Rezoning Bylaw No. 11019 to October 22, 2016 

3.0 Community Planning 

Section 2.12.1 of Development Application Procedures Bylaw No. 10540 states: 

In the event that an application made pursuant to this bylaw is one (1) year old or older and has 
been inactive for a period of six (6) months or greater: 

a) The application will be deemed to be abandoned and the applicant will be notified in 
writing that the fill will be closed; 

b) Any bylaw that has not received final adoption will be of no force and effect; 

c) In the case of an Amendment application, the City Clerk will place on the agenda of a 
meeting of Council a motion to rescind all readings of the bylaw associated with that 
Amendment application. 
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Section 2.12.2 of the Development Application Procedures Bylaw makes provision that upon 
written request by the applicant prior to the lapse of the application, Council may extend the 
deadline for a period of twelve (12) months by passing a resolution to that effect. 

The application is to rezone the east portion of the property from the RU6 – Two Dwelling 
Housing zone to the RU2 – Medium Lot Housing zone to facilitate a two lot subdivision. The west 
portion would remain under the RU6 zone. 

Rezoning Bylaw No. 11019 received second and third readings on October 22, 2014 following the 
Public Hearing held on the same date. The property was sold in early 2015 and the original 
applicant provided written confirmation transferring the rezoning and subdivision applications to 
the new property owners. The new owners have requested the rezoning application be extended 
for an additional twelve months to consider the options for the property.  

4.0 Application Chronology  

Date of Application Received:  July 9, 2014  
Date of Bylaw Second and Third Reading: October 22, 2014  
 

Report prepared by: 

     
Laura Bentley, Planner 
 
 

Reviewed by:    Terry Barton, Urban Planning Manager 
 

Approved for Inclusion:  Ryan Smith, Community Planning Department Manager 
 
 

Attachments:  

Subject Property Map 
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CITY OF KELOWNA 
 

BYLAW NO. 10904 
Z13-0036 – Swaranjit Singh Punia & Harbant Kaur Punia  

1060 Hollywood Road S 

 

 
A bylaw to amend the "City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8000". 
 
The Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna, in open meeting assembled, enacts as follows: 
 

1. THAT City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8000 be amended by changing the zoning 
classification of Lot 1, Section 22, Township 26, ODYD, Plan KAP58290 located on 1060 
Hollywood Road S, Kelowna, B.C., from the RU1 – Large Lot Housing zone to the RU6 – 
Two Dwelling Housing zone. 

 
2. This bylaw shall come into full force and effect and is binding on all persons as and 

from the date of adoption. 
 
 
Read a first time by the Municipal Council this 16th day of December, 2013. 
 
 
Considered at a Public Hearing on the 
 
 
Read a second and third time by the Municipal Council this 21st day of January, 2014. 
 
 
Adopted by the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna this 
 
 
 
 

 
Mayor 

 
 
 
 

 
City Clerk 
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Report to Council 
 

 

Date: 

 
October 19, 2015 
 

File: 
 

0920-01 

To:  
 

City Manager 
 

From: 
 

Development Engineering Manager 

Subject: 
 

Clifton Road Financial Strategies 

  

 

Recommendation: 
 
THAT Council receives, for information, the Report from the Development Engineering 
Manager dated October 19, 2015 with respect to Clifton Road Financial Strategies related to 
the possible road upgrades; 
 
AND THAT Council endorses Option #3 as outlined in the Report from the Development 
Engineering Manager dated October 19, 2015 as the preferred option with respect to the 
Clifton Road Financial Strategies. 
 
Purpose:  
 
To inform Council of the various financial implications related to the upgrade of Clifton Road. 
 
Background: 
 
The proposed Melcor, North Clifton development anticipates a rezoning application in the 
near future and requires extensions to the sanitary sewer and water mains. The proposed 
alignment for these extensions is within the existing Clifton Road right-of-way. 
 
Through various studies, public input and staff’s site visits, it has been determined that 
Clifton Road does not meet current design standards. However, no major safety problems 
have been identified. This is reflected in the ICBC collisions statistics and a recent safety 
audit.  
 
An upgraded Clifton Road cross-section would include two 3.2m wide travel lanes and a 1.5m 
wide paved shoulder for pedestrians and bikes. The current road pavement width varies 
between 7.0m and 10.0m.   
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In response to the Council Resolution, dated July 15/2014 and the Area Structure Plan 
approval, staff are now preparing for Clifton Road improvements. Various options for the 
construction of the cross section are proposed. 
 
 
Option #1 
The first option is for the developer to proceed without any improvement or widening of 
Clifton Road beyond the developer’s utility connection/extension works.  
 
Option #2 
The second option is for Clifton Road to be upgraded by the City in conjunction with the 
developer’s required utility works. The cost to the City including contingency and engineering 
is approximately $2,232,000. There is currently no identified funding with City budgets for 
this work.  
 
Option #3 
The third option is for the developer to proceed immediately with the required utility works 
and the City to complete the improvement at a later date. The cost to the City will be 
approximately $2,760,000, which is an additional $528,000 compared to the second option 
however there are benefits to this option as explained below. 
 
The City will need to explore two potential funding sources for both options two and three – 
100% taxation or amending the DCC Road Program to include Clifton Road. Adding Clifton 
Road to the DCC Road Program is the appropriate and preferred option; however, this option 
will still require taxation contribution due to the existing user’s benefit from the upgrade.  
 
To include Clifton Road in the DCC Program will require a DCC Road Program review for this 
sector and a bylaw update which should be completed in a comprehensive manner. The 
recommendations from a DCC Road Program review and update should be implemented, at 
the earliest, as part of the 2017 City budget. As such, staff`s recommendation is to defer 
Clifton Road improvements until such time as the DCC Road Program for this sector of the City 
has been reviewed in its entirety. This approach will also allow the appropriate cross section 
for the area to be confirmed, the existing benefit to be defined and for a fair, equitable and 
appropriate allocation of costs to occur. 
 

The DCC Road Program is the preferred financial option. This would include the appropriate 
taxation amount. 
 
Internal Circulation: 
Moudud Hasan, Transportation and Mobility Manager 
Joel Shaw, Infrastructure Planning Department Manager 
Damien Burggraeve, Planner II 
 
Considerations not applicable to this report: 
 
Legal/Statutory Authority: 
Legal/Statutory Procedural Requirements: 
Existing Policy: 
Financial/Budgetary Considerations: 
Personnel Implications: 
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External Agency/Public Comments: 
Communications Comments: 
Alternate Recommendation: 
 
Submitted by:  
 
 
Steve Muenz, 
Development Engineering Manager 
 
 
Reviewed by:                   Mo Bayat, Development Services Director 
 
 
 
Approved for inclusion:   Doug Gilchrist, Community Planning & Real Estate 

Divisional Director 
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Report to Council 
 

 

Date: 

 
October 19, 2015 
 

File: 
 

0710-01  

To:  
 

City Manager 
 

From: 
 

Michelle Kam, Sustainability Coordinator 

Subject: 
 

UBCM 2016 Age-friendly Community Planning & Project Grants 

  

 

Recommendation: 
 
THAT Council receives, for information, the report from the Sustainability Coordinator dated 

October 19, 2015, with respect to UBCM 2016 Age-friendly Community Planning & Project 

Grants.   

THAT Council authorizes staff to apply for a 2016 UBCM Age-friendly Community Planning 

Grant for a Community for All Ages Plan for Kelowna; 

AND FURTHER THAT Council authorizes the Mayor and City Clerk to execute the 2016 UBCM 

Age-friendly Community Planning Grant on behalf of City Council, if the application is 

successful.   

 
Purpose:  
 
To inform Council of the Healthy City Strategy in relation to the UBCM Age-friendly 
Community Planning and Project Grant opportunity and to have Council endorse the City of 
Kelowna to apply for a 2016 UBCM Age-Friendly Community Planning Grant.  
 
Background: 
Like many other cities around the world, Kelowna is grappling with how to build a vibrant, 

healthy and sustainable city in the face of challenges including climate change, a growing 

prevalence of obesity and chronic health conditions, and increasing inequality. These 

challenges are thrusting local governments to the forefront of leadership in creative, 

innovative, and integrated city building.  

There is growing recognition around the world that local governments are well placed to lead 

a collective push to address these challenges given the significant direct and indirect roles 
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that they play in creating the conditions in which we live, work and play. That is, how cities 

are planned, designed and managed not only influences the air and water quality, but also 

the ability of people to get around, where and what type of housing is available, what food 

can be easily accessed, what kinds of jobs are available, how much and what kind of green 

space people can play and rest in, and how safe, connected, and included residents feel in 

their neighbourhoods.  

Over the last few decades, many cities have been planned, designed and managed in ways 

that have separated out the activities of daily life. Low density, use-segregated, car-based 

development that is dependent on high levels of fossil fuel use has led to people spending 

more time in their cars than on their feet, and more time apart than together. Inactivity, 

separation and un-sustainability have been designed into the very fabric of cities, affecting 

not only individual health and well-being but also that of neighbourhoods and of the planet.  

In order to address these complex issues, the City of Kelowna, University of BC - Okanagan 

Campus, and Interior Health formed a Healthy City Partnership in 2014.  This Partnership 

demonstrates a ground-breaking collaboration between the three of the interior’s largest and 

most complex institutions.  The goal of the Healthy City Partnership is to examine and act on 

how these three institutions can utilize and leverage their diverse resources and interests in 

order to make headway on issues such as the relation between built environment, natural 

environment, and residents of Kelowna.   

The Healthy City Strategy is one of the main outcomes that will be derived from the Healthy 

City Partnership.  The Healthy City Strategy is a multi-year project that will result in a long-

term, integrative plan that will focus on healthy built environment, community health and 

quality of life for all residents.  This Strategy will promote integrated decision-making and is 

anticipated to be a companion document to the Official Community Plan with implementable 

actions in the six theme areas: Healthy Transportation Networks, Healthy Housing, Healthy 

Neighbourhood Design, Healthy Food Systems and Healthy Natural Environments, with the 

addition of a cross-cutting theme area called “Community for All Ages”.   

City staff will be meeting with Interior Health in November to review the Healthy City 

Strategy Framework to discuss shared accountability, data sharing opportunities and the 

creation of a Technical Steering Committee.   

The first theme area that Policy and Planning proposes to undertake is the cross-cutting 

initiative “Community for All Ages” as demographic shifts across the globe are having a 

profound impact on community age relations and Kelowna is no different.  The percentage of 

seniors (age 65+) will continue to increase over the coming years as it grows from 19.9% in 

2014 to 25.5% in 2030. Demographic shifts are an opportunity to think and act differently.  

How communities respond to, and build in resiliency with respect to intergenerational equity, 

opportunities, and social commitment to a sense of belonging at all ages will be a 

determinant of community social health and retention of its members.  International efforts 

are being mobilized to develop new policies and practices to foster a sense of generational 
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inclusiveness, promote lifelong contribution, and harness resources to promote a higher 

quality of life for all ages of all community members.   

In order for municipal governments to plan for aging and age-friendly communities, the 

Provincial Seniors’ Housing and Support Initiative was created.  Between 2004 and 2015, 

UBCM awarded $4.75 million in grants to 125 BC communities for Age Friendly planning 

initiatives and community projects.  The Ministry of Health has now committed $0.5 million in 

funding for 2016 to the Union of BC Municipalities (UBCM) Age Friendly Community Planning 

and Project Grants.  A maximum of 25 grants of up to $20,000.00 are available for 2016 

community planning initiatives or community projects.   

The Community for All Ages theme area that will be the focus in 2016 and will include not 

only actions for healthier seniors, but also for healthier children and those who require 

enhanced accessibility, as most of the actions will provide co-benefits not only to seniors, but 

also to children and residents with different levels of abilities.  Areas to be evaluated and 

considered with this funding include outdoor spaces and buildings, transportation 

accessibility, relationship to the housing spectrum, social participation, and community 

support and health services.  The Action Plan will identify areas where the City of Kelowna 

can initiate processes to adapt policies, plans and programs within the City’s scope of citizen 

services to respond to the evolving needs of our community.  

Policy and Planning’s grant application to UBCM will be for $20,000 and if successful, would 
include the following project activities and deliverables:  

 Background research on other adopted age friendly plans; 

 Age friendly community assessment including existing features, barriers and priorities;  

 Create an Age Friendly Steering Committee1 with key community stakeholders;  

 Direct engagement with diverse members of the community;  

 Policy recommendations for OCP and / or Zoning Bylaws (if required for 

implementation); 

 Community for All Ages Action Plan; and 

 Indicators and targets for ongoing measurement. 

The development of a Community for All Ages Plan will provide future policy direction as well 

as action recommendations for improving the built environment.  This plan will also provide 

stronger linkages in the community through partnership development to help achieve long-

term goals and targets of Kelowna being a Community for All Ages.  As this is a new and 

emerging area of practice across Canada, this initiative is pioneering a new approach to 

community building and would set in motion future years of continued evolution of the Action 

Plan.   

                                                           
1
 The composition of this committee is anticipated to consist of various community stakeholders such as Interior 

Health, UBC, School District #23, children and senior organizations and representatives with the sole purpose to 
provide input on the development of a Community for All Ages Plan and the associated recommendations, targets 
and indicators that would be outcomes at the project conclusion.   
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The Community for All Ages initiative will only commence once it is corporately prioritized as 

an active project and City resources are available.  By pursuing this grant application, it 

opens an opportunity for this project activity to be considered within the full spectrum of 

2016 work items, but acknowledges that it needs to be prioritized amongst many other 

initiatives.   

Internal Circulation: 
Divisional Director, Community Planning & Real Estate 
 
Existing Policy:  
Healthy Community Council Policy 190:   
 
“The City of Kelowna endorses the principles and objectives of a Healthy Community, and 
acknowledges essential relationships between community health and community quality of 
life. 

The City of Kelowna resolves that: 

a) future policies of the City of Kelowna will provide a municipal framework which will 
assist in enhancing the overall health and vitality of the community; 

b) Kelowna civic departments individually and collectively will review policies and 
operations toward improving health conditions within the community; 

c) the City of Kelowna will ensure full community participation in matters relating to 
the overall health of the community and its citizens.” 

 
OCP Policy 10.2.1 Stakeholder Involvement. Involve a broad range of interests identifying 
solutions for emerging issues, including residents, businesses, non-profits, major institutions, 
and utility providers, with a particular effort given to involving those typically not engaged in 
community decisions. 
 
OCP Policy 10.3.1 Housing Availability. Support the provision of housing for all members of 
the community, including those in core housing need or requiring special needs housing 
(transitional, age in place, emergency or shelter). 
 
Considerations not applicable to this report:  
 
Legal/Statutory Authority: 
Legal/Statutory Procedural Requirements: 
Financial/Budgetary Considerations: 
Personnel Implications: 
External Agency/Public Comments: 
Communications Comments: 
Alternate Recommendation: 
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Submitted by:  
 
 
 
Michelle Kam, Sustainability Coordinator 
 
 
Approved for inclusion:                   Danielle Noble-Brandt, Dept. Manager, Policy & Planning 
 
 
cc:  
Divisional Director, Community Planning & Real Estate 
Divisional Director, Active Living & Culture 
Grants & Partnerships Manager  
Community & Neighbourhood Services Manager 
Infrastructure Planning Department Manager  
Community Engagement Consultant 

Community Policing Coordinator 
Parks Services Manager 
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U B C M  2 0 1 6  A G E - F R I E N D LY  
C O M M U N I T Y  P L A N N I N G  &  
P R O J E C T  G R A N T S  
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H E A LT H Y  C I T Y  PA RT N E R S H I P  

Statement of Cooperation signed in October 
2014 by: 

City of Kelowna 
University of British Columbia (Okanagan 
Campus) 
Interior Health Authority  

Recognizes the need to better understand 
the relation between healthy citizens and 
the performance of the built and natural 
environments they inhabit.   
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We plan Kelowna by taking a leading role in 
city building.  

We plan Kelowna by pursuing partnerships 
with other Divisions, City Council and the 
public.  

We plan Kelowna by embracing innovation.
  

We plan Kelowna by creating policy that 
balances a city-wide vision with 
neighborhood interests.  

We plan Kelowna by facilitating a culture of  
continuous learning.   

We plan Kelowna by continually working to 
broaden participation in city building. 

City building. 

Partnerships. Participation. 

Innovation. Learning. 

Balancing interest. 

Planning a great City 

together. 
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W H Y  U R B A N  H E A LT H  M AT T E R S  

“We are at a clear turning point at 
which we are moving towards an 
increasingly urbanized world. We 
need to appreciate the positive 
and negative impact on health due 
to urbanization and take 
appropriate actions to address 
them. There is a pressing need for 
action now to ensure that growing 
cities are healthy cities.” 
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H O W  C I T I E S  S H A P E  U S  

Health is not just 
about physical and 
mental health; its 
about urban health 
and the building 
blocks that the City 
plays a critical role 
in.  
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C O U N C I L  P O L I C Y  1 9 0   
H E A LT H Y  C O M M U N I T Y   

The City of Kelowna endorses the 
principles and objectives of a Healthy 

Community, and acknowledges essential 
relationships between community health 

and community quality of life.   
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H E A LT H Y  C I T Y  S T R AT E G Y   
 

The Healthy City Strategy 
will be a long-term, 
integrative plan that will 
focus on healthy built 
environment, community 
health and quality of life 
for all Kelowna residents.   
 
Vision:   

Working together to create 
built environments in which 
people and places thrive.   
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H E A LT H Y   
B U I LT  E N V I R O N M E N T    

Community for  
All Ages 
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C O M M U N I T Y  F O R  A L L  A G E S   

Percentage of seniors 
will increase from 
19.9% in 2014 to 25.5% 
in 2030 
Opportunity to build 
resiliency, foster 
generational 
inclusiveness and 
promote a higher 
quality of life for all 
ages and abilities. 

 

73

http://www.google.ca/url?sa=i&rct=j&q=&esrc=s&frm=1&source=images&cd=&cad=rja&uact=8&ved=0CAcQjRxqFQoTCKborK65s8gCFQyZiAodQ4cBog&url=http://www.thedailyobserver.ca/2014/06/04/pinewood-brings-seniors-and-kids-together&bvm=bv.104615367,d.cGU&psig=AFQjCNEuOJ387wGK-YTJYpJjLutrbxxI_A&ust=1444413311543186


U N I O N  O F  B C  M U N I C I PA L I T I E S  G R A N T   

2004-2015 UBCM awarded $4.75 million in 
grants to 125 BC communities 
Ministry of Health has committed $0.5 
million in funding for 2016 
Maximum of 25 grants of up to $20,000 
are available 
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P O L I C Y  A N D  P L A N N I N G ’ S  G R A N T  
A P P L I C AT I O N  

Background research; 
Age friendly community assessment;  
Create an Age Friendly Steering 
Committee;  
Direct engagement;  
Policy recommendations; and 
Community for All Ages Action Plan.  
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Report to Council 
 

 

Date: 

 
October 19,2015 

File: 
 

1200-40 

To:  
 

City Manager 
 

From: 
 

Graham March, Planner Specialist 

Subject: 
 

Official Community Plan Annual Indicators Report 2015 

 Report Prepared by: Graham March, Planner Specialist 

 

Recommendation: 
 
That Council receives for information the report from the Planner Specialist, dated October 
19, 2015 with respect to the Official Community Plan Annual Indicators Report 2015.  
 
Purpose:  
 
To assess progress towards achieving the objectives of the Official Community Plan. This is 
the fourth Official Community Plan Indicators report, containing a baseline as well as three 
successive years worth of data, where data is available. 
 
Background: 
 
The Official Community Plan (OCP) is our shared vision for Kelowna as a sustainable city over 
the next 20 years. It illustrates how we want to grow and what we want our city to be like.  
Importantly, it outlines what our city needs to be successful in the future — a great place to 
live, work and play. To achieve this, the OCP sets goals, objectives and policies to guide our 
growth and change. The plan was developed with significant public involvement and responds 
to the community’s vision for a livable and thriving community.   

According to community input into the Official Community Plan (OCP) 2010 - 2030, residents 
want a city where: 

• Urban communities are compact and walkable; 

• Housing is available and affordable for all residents; 

• People feel safe downtown and in their own neighbourhoods; 

• The natural environment (land and water) is protected and preserved; 

• Walking paths and bicycle routes connect to key destinations; 

• The economy is growing, vibrant and bringing in new businesses; 
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• Buildings and public spaces are attractive places; and, 

• Recreation and cultural opportunities are plentiful. 

Becoming a sustainable city requires a balance between environmental protection, economic 
growth, social development and cultural vibrancy. The OCP considers all aspects of our 
community, such as housing, land use, transportation, infrastructure, parks, economic 
development and the natural and social environments around us. 

As a guiding document, the OCP is used by Council and staff to take action towards making 
the community’s vision a reality. For instance, the OCP guides long-term civic infrastructure 
investment and helps to prioritize the use of limited resources. The OCP is also used by the 
development community, businesses and the public for a range of purposes such as 
determining which areas are suitable for development or what changes could occur at a 
neighbourhood level. 

Ensuring the successful implementation of the OCP requires a commitment that extends well 
beyond the date of adoption. A robust monitoring and evaluation program is a central part of 
this effort and is vital in equipping staff and elected officials with the information needed to 
respond to the evolving context of the community and to determine whether OCP objectives 
are being achieved (see Figure 1). The OCP Indicators Report represents the City’s principal 
effort in this area, using metrics that have been established and measured at regular intervals 
to quantify progress.  Measuring progress will provide information on where changes may need 
to be considered for goals to be achieved. Alternatively, should it be decided that goals are 
no longer relevant, the goals themselves can be changed.  In either situation, the objective is 
to align the City’s and community’s efforts with community goals. Page 3 of the Annual 
Indicators Report (Attachment 1) outlines the OCP evaluation process and how the monitoring 
component fits within the larger framework. 

Figure 1: the Planning Cycle 

 

The intent of the OCP Indicators Report is to produce a snapshot report on an annual basis 
providing data on the previous year. Then, every five years, a more comprehensive report 
providing a more robust review of progress will be produced. The five year report (scheduled 
for 2017) will be focused both on identifying emerging trends and issues that may have an 
impact on the OCP, and on informing potential changes to the OCP or to other objectives and 
policies. 
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June 2012 was the first year that the OCP was measured and summarized in a report based on 
adherence to goals and objectives. Where data was available, a base case was established 
and one subsequent year was measured. The 2012 report provided the reference point and 
basis to begin to establish trends moving forward.   

 

This year’s report builds on the previous reports and contains all data and results from the 
four years the OCP indicators were assessed. In the majority of cases, four years worth of 
data is now available. However, it should be noted that four years worth of data does not 
necessarily result in a trend. Anomalies may be present when considering the host of external 
factors that can influence the formation of a trend.   

 

Discussion: 

Developing performance indicators is a challenging task. No one indicator will provide a 
complete picture of a given issue, and measuring too many indicators can be a significant 
burden. The OCP Indicators Report recognizes this and attempts to strike a balance where 
indicators are selected and used to identify where additional investigation may be needed at 
a more detailed level. 

Overall, this year’s report (Attachment 1) suggests that the City is moving towards achieving 
OCP goals. Of the 25 indicators, 15 are trending in a positive direction, 4 are trending in a 
negative direction, 3 saw minimal change from previous years, and 3 do not yet have enough 
data to determine a trend. Of the 3 without enough data, 1 will be updated at the next 
Census, and 2 will have data available in next year’s report.    

Highlights from the indicators include: 

• The percentage of new residential units that are multi-family continued to improve for 
the fourth consecutive year.  

• 2014 continued to see more residential building permits issued for the Urban Core than 
2011 and 2012, overall indicating a positive trend in this central location. 

• The vacancy rate has remained below three percent for the last two years creating a 
constrained rental market.  

• In terms of safety, the mid-year estimate suggests that the crime rate has decreased.  

• Local wages are keeping pace with provincial benchmarks.  

• The number of businesses with employees continues to increase which reflects a 
healthy climate for investment and a sense of optimism from business owners. 

• Parks and transportation dollars are being spent in the urban core in support of OCP 
objectives of increasing private investment in the central part of the city. 

• Average household electricity and gas consumption continues to decrease. 

• The percentage of land protected as park continues to increase each of the last three 
years towards the target.  

The effectiveness of OCP implementation is measured by indicator performance.  Having 18 of 
the indicators (72%) either performing in a positive direction, or remaining consistent, 
suggests that the intent of the OCP is being implemented and that the policies are resulting in 
a positive performance. Staff intends to shift away from producing the formal Indicator 
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Report annually, to a formal Indicator Report every two years. Staff will continue to collect 
the indicator data annually, but will present the information in alternate years in a Memo to 
Council. The rationale for this shift in reporting is to allow for more obvious trends to emerge 
as data will be presented on a biannual basis. Furthermore, as additional data is collected in 
the years to come, the focus of the biannual report will shift towards identifying trends that 
may impact the implementation of the OCP.  

 
Internal Circulation: 
 
Divisional Director, Community Planning and Real Estate  
Divisional Director, Active Living & Culture 
Director, Regional Services 
Director, Real Estate Services 
Manager, Parks & Building Planning 
Department Manager, Community Planning  
Manager, Transportation & Mobility  
Crime Prevention Supervisor, Police Services 
Manager, Cultural Services 
Community Engagement Consultant, Community Engagement 
 
 
Financial/Budgetary Considerations: 
 
Staff will monitor the indicators annually, and if trends are not moving in the desired 
direction, staff will then return with suggestions for how favourable changes may be 
achieved. Where there are personnel or budgetary implications, such would be identified at 
that time. 
A complete OCP review, at the appropriate time, will be considered for funding through the 
normal budgeting process.  
 
Considerations not applicable to this report: 
Legal/Statutory Authority: 
Legal/Statutory Procedural Requirements: 
Existing Policy: 
Personnel Implications: 
External Agency/Public Comments: 
Communications Comments: 
Alternate Recommendation: 
 
Submitted by:  
 
 
 
 
G. March, Planner Specialist 
J. Moore, Long Range Policy Planning Manager 
 
 
Approved for inclusion:                   
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Danielle Noble-Brandt, Department Manager, Policy & Planning 
 
 
Attachment: Official Community Plan Indicators Report 2015 
 
cc:  
Divisional Director, Community Planning and Real Estate  
Divisional Director, Active Living & Culture 
Director, Regional Services 
Director, Real Estate Services 
Manager, Parks & Building Planning 
Department Manager, Community Planning  
Manager, Transportation & Mobility  
Crime Prevention Supervisor, Police Services 
Manager, Cultural Services 
Community Engagement Consultant, Community Engagement 
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The Official Community Plan 

The Official Community Plan (OCP) is our shared vision for Kelowna as a sustainable city over the next 20 years. It 
illustrates how we want to grow and what we want our city to be like. It outlines what our city needs to be suc-
cessful in the future — a great place to live, work and play. To achieve this, the OCP sets goals, objectives and 
policies to guide our growth and change (see pg. 4). It was developed with significant public involvement and re-

sponds to the community’s vision for a livable and thriving community.  

The OCP guides long-term civic infrastructure investment and helps to prioritize the use of limited resources. The 
OCP is also used by the development community, businesses and the public for a range of purposes such as deter-

mining which areas are suitable for development or what changes could occur at a neighbourhood level. 

 

OCP Indicators Report  

Ensuring the successful implementation of the OCP requires a commitment that extends well beyond the date of 
adoption. A robust monitoring and evaluation program is a central part of this effort and is vital in equipping staff 
and elected officials with the information needed to respond to the evolving context of the community and to  
determine whether OCP objectives are being achieved. The OCP Indicators Report represents the City’s principal 
effort in this area, using metrics that have been established and measured at regular intervals to quantify pro-
gress. Measuring progress will provide information on where changes may need to be considered for goals to be 

achieved.  

Indicators were selected using two key criteria: the in-
dicators had to be meaningful by reflecting the goals 
and objectives of the OCP, and they had to be based on 

data that would be readily available on an annual basis.   

The 2015 report contains data to the end of 2014, and 
builds on the previous years, including all data and re-
sults from the previous four reports. 2011, the year the 
OCP was adopted, is used as the baseline year. Some 
indicators utilize years prior to 2011 to help provide a 
broader view of how these indicators are performing in 

the long term.  

How to use this report 

For each indicator, four key questions are answered: 
What is being measured? Why is it important? What is 
the desired target? How are we doing? A coloured sym-
bol measures performance relative to the baseline year. 
However, it is important to note that performance 
(annual) does not always equate to a trend (long-term). 
While performance in any given year may be positive or 
negative, a clear trend may take many years of data to 
identify reliably. Where possible, trend lines are included in the 
graphs to help illustrate the indicator trend over the four years. 

Introduction 

Design 

Implement 

Monitor Evaluate 

Adjust 

Monitoring indicators will provide information on where 
changes may need to be considered for goals to be  
achieved.  
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The objectives and policies of the OCP are focused on creating a sustainable com-
munity and support the following main goals: 

OCP Goals 
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The following is a snapshot of how we are performing  
in the current year relative to the previous years: 

Balance Sheet 

Performing in the right direction                Performing in the wrong direction                Yearly difference in performance is minimal   

 

Indicator 

Measurement 

frequency 

 

Performance 

Contain Urban Growth 

1. Urban Growth 

    1.1 Percent of new residential units located in the Urban Core Annually   

    1.2 Percent of new commercial square footage located in the Urban Centres Annually   

    1.3 Impact of changes to the Permanent Growth Boundary Annually   

Address Housing Needs of All Residents 

2. Housing Composition Annually   

3. Housing Affordability 

    3.1 Housing affordability index (ratio of income to house price) Annually  

    3.2 Rental vacancy rate Annually   

    3.3 Supply of single unit residential land 

    3.4 Supply of multiple unit residential land likely to redevelop by 2030 

Annually 

Annually 

  

 

Feature a Balanced Transportation Network 

4. Length of new cycling and pedestrian network compared to new roads Annually   

5. Modal split for travel to work Every 5 years Not enough data 

6. Proximity to transit Annually   

Improve Efficiency and Performance of Buildings 

7. Average household energy (electricity and gas) consumption Annually   

Foster Sustainable Prosperity 

8. Median household income relative to provincial median Annually   

9. Business Growth (number of businesses with employees) Annually   

Protect and Enhance Natural Areas 

10. Percent of environmentally sensitive land under formal protection Annually   

11. Percent of green space protected from development Annually   

Provide Spectacular Parks 

12. Percent of residents that live within 400m of a park Annually   

13. Number of public program hours delivered per resident Annually   

Include Distinctive and Attractive Neighbourhoods 

14. Distinctive Neighbourhoods 

      Percent of parks and transportation dollars spent in the Urban Core Annually   

      Percent of total assessed value within the Urban Core Annually   

Enable Healthy and Productive Agriculture 

15. Food Production   

      Percent of land base actively farmed Annually   

      Number of community gardens Annually   

Encourage Cultural Vibrancy 

16. Safety 

      Crime rate in Kelowna Annually   

      Number of motor vehicle crashes reported per 1,000 people Annually 2014 data not available 

17. Cultural indicator (undetermined to date) To be Determined Not enough data 
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Emerging Trends & Issues 
 
This early in the reporting process it is difficult to document concrete emerging trends and issues; however, 
some of the key areas where trends are staring to emerge are: 
 

 Urban communities are becoming more compact (indicator 1.1) 

 Proportion of new housing that is multi-family housing continues to increase (indicator 2) 

 Rental housing vacancy rate continues to decrease below the target rate (indicator 3.2) 

 Number of businesses with employees continues to increase year-over-year (indicator 9) 

 Proportion of new commercial space in urban centres continues to be a challenge (indicator 1.2) 

 Protection of natural areas continues to increase  (indicators 10 and 11) 

 Median incomes are maintaining relative to the provincial median (indicator 8) 

 Household electricity and gas consumption on average continues to decrease (indicator 7) 
 

Balanced Transportation 

Spectacular Parks 

Creating a Sustainable Future 

Trends & 
Issues 
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What is being measured? 

This indicator measures the percentage of new residential units located within Kelowna’s Urban Core, as well 
as the percentage of new units located within Kelowna’s five Urban Centres. New units are based on annual 
building permit issuance data from the City of Kelowna. The Urban Core was introduced with adoption of OCP 
2030.  
 

Why is this indicator important? 

One of the main goals of the OCP is to contain urban growth by reducing urban sprawl and developing great 
neighbourhoods. To achieve this, the City of Kelowna aims to balance the projected need for approximately 
20,100 housing units by the year 2030 by directing this growth to the Urban Core and its supporting Urban 
Centres.   
 

Target / Desired Trend: Increase the proportion of units in the Urban Core and Urban Centres to approxi-

mately 46% of all new residential units  
 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction.   

In 2014, 2% of all new residential units approved were located in an Urban Centre, and 31% were located in 
the Urban Core (which includes the Urban Centres). This represents an improvement over 2011 and 2012, 
however is below 2013. While the percent of the total is down, in absolute unit terms, 2014 saw significantly 
more residential permits issued since OCP adoption in 2011. While a clear trend will benefit from a few more 
years of data, the indicator is performing in a positive direction, as shown by the Core Area trend line. 
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What is being measured? 

This indicator measures the percentage of new commercial square footage located within Kelowna’s Urban 
Centres. New commercial square footage is based on annual building permit issuances. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 

The City of Kelowna projects the need for an additional 3,000,000 square feet of commercial floor space by 
the year 2030 to accommodate the projected growth within the City. Much of the new commercial growth is 
projected to be in the Urban Centres and this is supported by policies that aim to ensure that these Centres 
develop as vibrant commercial nodes. However, small amounts of commercial space are expected in suburban 

areas (e.g. convenience commercial) to facilitate the development of complete suburbs.  

 

Target / Desired Trend: Increase the percentage of new commercial space in Urban Centres 

 

How are we doing? Performing in the wrong direction.   

In 2014, 46% of all new commercial floor space approved was located in the Urban Centres. Comparatively, in 
2011, the year the OCP was adopted, 82% of new commercial floor space was located in an Urban Centre. In 
terms of building permit issuances, 5 of the 19 commercial building permits were issued for projects inside an 
Urban Centre. The indicator suggests that the City is performing the wrong direction relative to the previous 
three years.  However, 2015 should look very different with significant development already underway in the 
City Centre and South Pandosy Urban Centres.  
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What is being measured? 

This indicator measures how much building space has been added for urban development where changes to 
the Permanent Growth Boundary (PGB) have been approved. Data for this indicator is based on annual build-
ing permit issuances from the City of Kelowna. 

 
Why is this indicator important? 
This indicator serves as a tool used to protect farms, forests, parks and to promote the efficient use of land 
and services within the Permanent Growth Boundary (PGB). By designating the area inside the boundary for 
higher density urban development, and the area outside for lower density rural development, the PGB helps 
control urban sprawl and protect agricultural land. 

 
Target / Desired Trend: No changes to the PGB that result in an increase in building floor area for urban 

development 

 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction. 

There have been minor changes to the Permanent Growth Boundary but none have resulted in additional floor 
space for urban development. This indicator has been trending in the right direction for four consecutive 
years. This suggests that the PGB is playing a positive role in containing urban sprawl and directing growth to 
designated areas. However, a 14 lot subdivision was approved at 1620 KLO Road in 2014 and is located outside 
the PGB.  We are anticipating a building permit for this residential development will be issued in 2016.   
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1.3 Permanent Growth Boundary 
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What is being measured? 

This indicator measures the composition of new residential units by housing type. Housing types are catego-
rized as either multiple unit residential (e.g.: row housing, apartment housing) or single/two unit residential 
(e.g.: detached or semi-detached dwellings). Data for this indicator is based on annual building permit issu-
ances from the City of Kelowna. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 

The OCP includes policy direction that promotes higher density housing development as a means to reduce 
sprawl and to make more efficient use of infrastructure resources, especially in the form of infill or redevel-
opment in core areas. The OCP sets a target for housing distribution of new units at approximately 43% being 
single/two unit housing, and 57% being multiple unit residential. 
 

Target/Desired Trend: 57% multiple unit and 43% single/two unit 

 

How are we doing?  Performing in the right direction. 

In 2014, 1,029 building permits were issued for residential development. Of these, 40% were in the form of 
multiple housing units, and 60% were single/two unit. Comparatively, in 2011, 423 building permits were is-
sued for residential development. Of these, 21% were multiple housing units. Since 2011, the percentage of 
multiple unit residential development has been increasing annually. This indicator is performing in a positive 
direction and it will be interesting monitor the long-term trend. 

2 

Housing  
Composition 

79%
66%

61%

60%

21%

34%

39%

40%

0

100

200

300

400

500

600

700

2011 2012 2013 2014

Housing Breakdown by Type (Units)

Single Detached

Multiple Housing

Trend Line (Multiple 
Housing)

91



 

OCP Indicator Report 2015 | City of Kelowna | page 11 

 

What is being measured? 

This indicator measures the number of years of wages (working at the median household income) needed to 
purchase a home at the median house price (including all building forms). Data for this indicator is from Envi-
ronics Analytics and the British Columbia Assessment Authority. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 

According to community input, citizens want a City where housing is available and affordable. To measure 
performance in this area, median income is compared to the median house price as the “median multiple”, a 
standard used internationally. While this is a valuable indicator of housing affordability, it should be noted 
that it does not take into account other home ownership costs such as utilities and property tax. Staff have 
previously noted that when utility, property tax and mortgage rates are factored in, Kelowna’s ownership vi-
ability is comparable to other similar Canadian municipalities. 
 

Target/Desired Trend: 3.5 years of wages to purchase a home 

 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction. 

In 2014, the median household income was $60,360 and the median house sale price was $378,000, for a me-
dian multiple of 6.26. 2014 has seen an increase in the Median Multiple due to higher home sale prices. CMHC 
acknowledges that 2014 was a strong year for home sales and is forecasting a moderate reduction of median 
house prices in 2015 and 2016, along with moderate increases in employment. While this still exceeds the tar-
geted 3.5, three of the past four years have seen small decreases in the median multiple, which indicates that 
home ownership is becoming generally more affordable. In 2014, the rate of home ownership in Kelowna was 
nearly 72%, higher than the provincial rate of just under 71%. A few more years of data will determine if 2014 
was an anomaly. 
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What is being measured? 
This indicator measures the rental vacancy rate. The measure shows how many rental properties, at the time 
of survey, are without tenants and available for immediate rental. The City uses the vacancy rate published 
by Canadian Mortgage and Housing Corporation (CMHC), in their Rental Market Report for Kelowna CMA. 

 
Why is this important? 
This indicator offers insight into rental market conditions and ultimately guides the City in developing housing 
investment strategies and establishing housing policy. Kelowna 2030 OCP includes policy direction in support 
of affordable and safe rental housing. To accommodate the projected growth, a range of housing units is re-
quired, including rental units. A three percent vacancy rate is considered healthy in the rental market.  
 

Target / Desired Trend: A vacancy rate between 3% and 5% 

 

How are we doing? Performing in the wrong direction.  

The rental vacancy rate published by CMHC was 1.0% for 2014. This is a decrease from 1.8% in 2013, 4.0% in 
2012, and decrease from 3.0% for the baseline year of 2011. However, at this time it is unclear whether this is 
a trend or an anomaly. Currently, the City has multiple policies that encourage the development of rental 
housing, including tax incentives and rental housing grants, as well as discouraging the conversion of rental 
housing when the vacancy rate is below 3%.  
 
CMHC characterizes Kelowna’s rental market as having a static supply of rental housing and a growing demand 
for rental accommodation. Pressure on the rental market should continue as CMHC is forecasting gains in em-
ployment and migration levels into 2016. Few additions to the stock of purpose built rental over the past two 
years is one of the key factors shaping Kelowna’s rental market. However, there has been a recent increase in 
rental building applications; but, these take time to construct and impact the market.     
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What is being measured? 

This indicator measures the supply of available land (in years) designated for single detached development in 
Kelowna. Data for this indicator uses housing projections from the OCP, relative to the years remaining on the 
lifespan of the OCP (currently 15 years). A units/hectare calculation provides the estimated total unit yield.  
 

Why is this indicator important? 

Ensuring a balanced land supply is a critical factor in managing the growth of a city. The City of Kelowna pro-
jects the need for approximately 20,100 housing units of all types by the year 2030 to accommodate the pro-
jected growth. Of this total, approximately 8,600 are estimated to be single detached dwellings.  
 

Target / Desired Trend: 

For single detached development, enough available land to match the years remaining on the current OCP.  
 

How are we doing? Performing in the wrong direction.  

For single detached development, there is estimated to be approximately 9.8 years of supply remaining. New 
single detached development appears to be developing at a lower density (6.2 units/ha) than previously ex-
pected. This may be the result of the high proportion of new development occurring on hillside lands, where 
development density is more challenging to maximize. To address this shortfall, a new Area Structure Plan 
(Thomson Flats) area is under development in order to examine the potential for new development lands to 
accommodate projected housing demand within the OCP timeframe. Work is also underway on the Infill Chal-
lenge, a project looking into possibilities to expand capacity in existing developed areas through unconven-
tional housing. 
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What is being measured? 

This indicator measures the supply of multi-family designated land in Kelowna that is likely to redevelop 
within the horizon of the OCP. In order to determine which land is likely to redevelop, the relationship be-
tween land value to building value was examined. A ratio of 1:0.25 or less, is considered land that will likely 
redevelop within the short-term (OCP horizon). For example, a property with a land value of $100,000, and a 
building value of $25,000 or less, is considered as a candidate for redevelopment in the short term.  
 
This indicator is an attempt at identifying sites that may be the most likely candidates for redevelopment. It 
is recognized that a host of other factors are considered that may encourage or discourage land owners to 
redevelop or not. Furthermore, as short-term land supply is absorbed by the market, other land will become 
available.  
 

Why is this indicator important? 

Ensuring a balanced land supply is a critical factor in managing the growth of a city. The City of Kelowna pro-
jects the need for approximately 20,100 housing units of all types by the year 2030 to accommodate pro-
jected growth. Of this total, approximately 11,500 are estimated to be multiple unit dwellings.  
 

Target / Desired Trend: 

Enough underutilized land available to match the years remaining on the current OCP (15 years) 
 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction.  

2014 was the first year that this indicator has been measured. For multi-family development, there is esti-
mated to be approximately 14 to 16 years supply of land that is considered likely to redevelop in the short-
term (within OCP horizon). This puts the land supply in line with the target. In addition to this, Kelowna has 
significantly more land designated for multi-family development in the long-term (beyond 2030). If consider-
ing both short-term and long-term multi-family designated land, there is a supply of over 60 years. This sug-
gests that the City is not unduly restricting the market for multi-family land.   
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What is being measured? 

This indicator measures the length of new pedestrian and cycling network compared to new road lanes con-
structed per year. Data is provided by the City of Kelowna. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 

Creating walk-able, pedestrian-friendly, and connected neighbourhoods is a central focus of the OCP and is 
achieved in part through a balanced transportation network. For this to occur, it is important increase the 
attractiveness, convenience and safety of all modes of transportation by implementing complete streets that 
are designed to serve a broader range of transportation modes, including pedestrians and cyclists. OCP policy 
7.6.1 (Transportation Infrastructure Priority), supports funding walking and cycling infrastructure ahead of 
infrastructure for vehicles.   
 

Target / Desired Trend: Increase the pedestrian and cycling infrastructure relative to new roads . Target 

to be revised to align with targets from the Pedestrian & Cycling Master Plan.  
 

How are we doing? Performing in the wrong direction.  

Active transportation infrastructure continues to be funded and constructed annually. In 2011, for every 1.0 
kilometre of road  lane constructed, 1.72 kilometres of walking and cycling infrastructure was constructed. In 
2013, the ratio was 2.28 kilometres of walking and cycling for every 1.0 kilometre of road lane. In 2014, the 
ratio decreased to 0.72 kilometres of walking and cycling infrastructure for every 1.0 km of road lane con-
structed. 2014 saw investment in multi-use pathways with the new section of Rails with Trails coming online 
as well as small segments of new bike lanes were constructed. The City also made a number of cycling infra-
structure improvements that included bicycle signals, permanent bike count equipment, cyclist push buttons, 
as well as lockers and bike racks. At this point, due to the annual fluctuations, there are not enough years of 
data to determine a clear trend. Fluctuations are to be expected due to funding availability and partnerships 
with other levels of government. 
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What is being measured? 

This indicator measures the modal split (% of population that uses each mode of transportation) for transpor-
tation to work. The modes of transportation include vehicle - as driver, vehicle - as passenger, public transit, 
walk, bicycle, or other. Data for this indicator is based on census data and will be measured every five years 
when census data is released. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 

Active transportation is a major theme of the OCP and is supported by one of the main goals: to feature a bal-
anced transportation network. Increasing the attractiveness, convenience and safety of all modes of transpor-
tation by implementing complete streets is supported by OCP objectives and policy. 

 
Target / Desired Trend: Increase the number of people making more sustainable transportation choices 

(e.g. pedestrian, cycling, transit) - under review 
 

How are we doing?  

As this indicator is measured every 5 years, at this point this report is dependant upon the next census data 
which will be provided in 2016. The data provided below is based on 2011 Census and until more data is avail-
able, no trend can be identified.   
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What is being measured? 

This indicator measures the percentage of our population that lives within 400 m (5 minute walk) of a transit 
stop. Data for this indicator utilizes BC Transit data as well as census data.     

  

Why is this indicator important? 

An important part of a sustainable city is creating compact communities served by transportation routes that 
encourage transit, bicycles and pedestrians. As traffic becomes more congested and as we work towards  
becoming a more sustainable city, transit will play a larger role in daily commutes. The OCP supports  increas-
ing density (people and employment) in communities to a level that will support transit service. Increased 
density around transit will also contribute to the City’s commitment to reducing our Greenhouse Gas (GHG) 
emissions. 
 

Target / Desired Trend: Increase the percentage of people living within 400 m of a transit stop 

 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction.  

Compared to the baseline year, which was the 2006 Census, 50% Kelowna residents now live within a 400m 
(approximately a 5 minute walk) of a transit stop. In the baseline year, 49% of people lived within 400m of a 
stop. Although there has been a slight increase in people living close to a transit stop, communities within 
Kelowna need to reach greater density to make transit viable. A stronger trend will emerge with more data. 

6 

Proximity  
to Transit 

49% 47% 50%

51%
53%

50%

0

20,000

40,000

60,000

80,000

100,000

120,000

140,000

2006 2011 2014

Population Proximity to Transit

Outside 400m

Within 400m of Transit 
Stop

98



 

OCP Indicator Report 2015 | City of Kelowna | page 18 

 

What is being measured? 
This indicator measures household energy consumption (electricity and gas). Data for this indicator was pro-
vided by Fortis and the City of Kelowna. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 
The OCP was developed to establish a long-term vision for a sustainable community. As part of this, new 
buildings will be required that are attractive as well as energy efficient. A reduction in energy consumption 
will also contribute to a reduction in Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emissions and help to minimize Kelowna’s contri-
bution to climate change. 
 

Target / Desired Trend: A decrease in average household electricity and gas consumption 

 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction. 

Residential electricity consumption has been decreasing per household since the baseline year of 2011. In 
2014, households in Kelowna consumed an average of 11,004 KwH of electricity. 
 
Residential gas consumption per household has decreased compared the 2011 baseline, but remained rela-
tively steady compared to 2012, 2013 and 2014. In 2014, households in Kelowna consumed an average of  74.5 
GJ of gas. 
 
The trend for both gas and electricity consumption has been going in the right direction since 2011.  With con-
tinued reduction in energy consumption, the community is contributing to the City’s commitment to reduce 
GHG levels. 
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What is being measured? 
This indicator measures the median household income for those employed in Kelowna relative to the provin-
cial median. Median income data is derived from Environics Analytics.  
 

Why is this indicator important? 
One of the goals of the OCP is to foster economic prosperity. A healthy, dynamic and sustainable economy 
will help retain and attract youth and talent, support business, encourage investment, and improve the qual-
ity of life for Kelowna residents. 
 

Target / Desired Trend: Median income equivalent or higher than provincial median 

 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction. 

Kelowna median household income has increased at a slightly faster rate compared to the provincial median 
over the past four years. From 2010 to 2012, the median in Kelowna was 93% of the provincial median and in 
2013 and 2014 that increased to 94%. In 2014, the estimated median household income was $60,360 while the 
provincial median household income was estimated at $64,394. Even though the relative change is minor, this 
indicator is considered to be performing in the right direction because the Kelowna median is gaining incre-
mentally relative to the provincial median. 
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What is being measured? 
This indicator measures the number of businesses with employees. Data for this indicator provided by BC Stats 
and is only available at the Census Metropolitan Area level (RDCO). 

 
Why is this indicator important? 
According to community input, people want a City where the economy is growing, vibrant and attracting new 
business. In order to create a sustainable city, there needs to be a balance between, environmental protec-
tion, economic growth, social development and cultural vibrancy. Measuring the number of businesses with 
employees provides a snapshot of efforts in the attraction and retention of business. 
 

Target / Desired Trend: Increase in the number of businesses with employees 

 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction.  

There has been consistent growth in the number of businesses with employees in Kelowna CMA since the base-
line year of 2011. In 2014, there were 7,995 businesses with employees in Kelowna CMA. While the business 
climate is influenced by a wide array of factors, including provincial, national and international economic 
trends, data from this indicator suggests that there is a positive business climate in Kelowna. This emerging 
trend is based on four years of data, and will be more thoroughly analyzed as more years of data becomes 
available. 
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What is being measured? 
This indicator measures the percentage of Kelowna's land base that is considered to be environmentally sensi-
tive and is under formal and permanent environmental protection. Data for this indicator is from the City of 
Kelowna’s Sensitive Ecosystem Inventory (SEI).  
 

Why is this indicator important? 
Kelowna residents have identified that protecting the natural environment is a priority. It is the City of 
Kelowna’s objective to protect and enhance natural areas, including creating an open space network that pro-
tects sensitive ecosystems and links important habitat areas. 
 

Target / Desired Trend: As a requirement for development, protect and preserve environmentally sensi-

tive area (ESA’s), or portions of thereof, where possible 
 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction.  

This indicator only has two years worth of data.  2014 saw an increase in the amount sensitive land that is 
permanently protected.  In 2013, the baseline year, 19.8% of sensitive land was protected.  In 2014, the 
amount increased slightly to 20.3%. This suggests that the City’s efforts towards this goal are proving success-
ful. A trend will emerge as more years worth of data is collected. 
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What is being measured? 
This indicator measures the percentage of Kelowna's green space that is protected from development. To 
quantify this, the amount of land that is currently zoned for park is measured against the amount of land des-
ignated for park in the Official Community Plan. Data for this indicator is from the City of Kelowna.  
 

Why is this indicator important? 
A healthy natural environment positively impacts both quality of life and economic vitality.  In order to pre-
serve the biodiversity and ecological landscape from development pressures, the City of Kelowna will take an 
integrated ecosystem management approach to ensure that the environment is afforded a high priority in land 
use related decisions. 
 

Target / Desired Trend: Increase amount of lands zoned park to reach OCP Future Land Use Parks and 

Open Space target 
 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction.  

Since the baseline year of 2012, each year has seen slightly more land become zoned for park. In 2014, 7.8%, 
or 1,687 hectares, of land in Kelowna’s is zoned as park, up from 6% in 2012. This suggests that the City is 
making steady progress towards its objectives. 
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What is being measured? 
This indicator measures the percent of Kelowna residents that live within 400 meters of a park (5 minute 
walk). Data for this indicator is from the City of Kelowna GIS system. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 
The OCP aims to provide spectacular parks for residents and visitors to enjoy. Parks play a critical role in sup-
porting community sustainability and in enhancing community quality of life. This is encouraged by OCP ob-
jectives to protect and enhance natural areas and to provide a variety of parks for people to pursue active, 
creative and healthy lifestyles close to where they live and work. The OCP has specific policy requiring 2.2 ha 
of park per 1,000 of new population growth. But, understanding the proximity of parks to population is also 
critical. 
 

Target / Desired Trend: To have 90 percent of the population within walking distance of a park 

 

How are we doing? Performing in the right direction.  

Every year since the 2007 baseline year, there has been an increase in the percent of the population that lives 
within 400m of a park. In 2014, 87.7% of Kelowna residents live within 400m of a park. This suggests that pol-
icy is being adhered to and parks are being established to match population growth.  

12 
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Over the past  
4 years the number  

of hours of  
programming  

per resident has  
remained  

consistent. 

What is being measured? 
This indicator measures the number of public program hours delivered by the City per resident. Data for this 
indicator provided by the City of Kelowna. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 
The vision for Kelowna includes a place where recreation and cultural opportunities are plentiful. The OCP is 
supported by objectives that promote social well-being and quality of life by providing facilities and services 
for all community members. 
 

Target / Desired Trend: Increase in the number of recreational opportunities available 

 

How are we doing? Yearly difference in performance is minimal.   

The number of program hours has remained consistent since the baseline year of 2011, at 0.3 hours of pro-
gramming delivered per resident, and has kept pace with population growth.  

Year Program Hours  
(Per Resident) 

2011 0.3 

2012 0.3 

2013 0.3 

2014 0.3 
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What is being measured? 
This indicator is measured in two parts — the first part measures the percent of parks and transportation capi-
tal dollars that are invested within the Urban Core. This metric is based on annual budget capital requests 
from the City of Kelowna. The second measurement is the percent of total value of assessed land and build-
ings located within Kelowna’s Urban Core. This metric is based on annual British Columbia Assessment Author-
ity property assessments. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 
An underlying theme of the OCP is to create compact communities served by transportation routes, to encour-
age active living, and by investing in efficient infrastructure. The OCP has policy to support resource alloca-
tion to be directed in the Urban Core with the purpose of making these safe, accessible, high-quality living 
and working environments.    
  

Target / Desired Trend: Increase in parks and road infrastructure, as well as the percentage of assess-

ment value in the Urban Core 
 

How are we doing for infrastructure spending in the Core? 
Performing in the right direction. 
The percent of Parks and Transportation dollars spent in the Urban Core continues to increase. In the baseline 
year of 2011, 41.6% of dollars were spent in the Urban Core. In 2014, the percent has increased to 89.1%. Ma-
jor civic investment through such projects as the Bernard Avenue Revitalization and Stuart Park walkway have 
solidified the City’s commitment to the Urban Core. 

 
How are we doing for focusing investment in the Core? 
Yearly difference in performance is minimal.   
This metric has been consistent over the past 4 years. In 2011, the baseline year, 50% of the total assessed 
value of land and buildings in Kelowna was within the Urban Core. Subsequently, the last 3 years have re-
mained consistent at 49%. In 2014, the total property value for all land and buildings in Kelowna was over $26 
billion. As several major projects get underway Downtown, this ratio may improve. 
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What is being measured? 
This indicator is comprised of two parts — the percentage of Kelowna’s land base that is actively farmed, and 
the number of community gardens in Kelowna. The actively farmed land metric is based on British Columbia 
Assessment Authority data. Data for the second measurement (the number of community gardens in Kelowna) 
is provided by Central Okanagan Community Gardens. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 
An important goal of the OCP is to enable healthy and productive agriculture, particularly given the large ag-
ricultural land base within the city’s boundaries. This is supported by policy that promotes healthy agriculture 
through diverse strategies that protect farmlands and promote food production. 
 

Target / Desired Trend: Increase agricultural land in production 

 

How are we doing for active farmland? 
Yearly difference in performance is minimal.   
The percentage of land that is actively farmed has remained relatively stable since that baseline year of 2011.  
In 2014, 23% of that land base is actively farmed. This is a positive indication that actively farmed land is not 
decreasing in the face of development pressure. More data will solidify a trend.   
 

How are we doing for community gardens? 
Performing in the right direction.   
Community gardens continue to increase in popularity. As of 2014, there are 11 community gardens. This has 
increased from 7 in 2011. A trend is beginning to emerge that residents are interested in food production as 
new community gardens come on-stream each year and the waitlist for plots continues to grow. The City is 
currently amending the Official Community Plan and the Zoning Bylaw to encourage the development of 
shared garden space in new multi-residential developments to help ease pressure for community garden 
space.  
 

› Cawston Avenue Garden 
› St. Paul Garden 
› Sutton Glen Garden 
› Gibbs Road Garden 
› Hartman Road Garden 
› Barlee Road Garden 

› Michaelbrook Garden 
› Willow Park Garden 
› Lindahl Garden 
› DeHart Garden 

› Parkinson Rec. Garden  

In Kelowna, there are 11 Community 
Gardens that are active and in full 
production, 8 of which are on City 
property: 
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What is being measured? 
This indicator is measured in two parts — the crime rate in Kelowna, and the number of motor vehicle crashes 
related to the population. The crime rate is provided by the RCMP and the motor vehicle crash data is pro-
vided by ICBC. The crime rate provided is a mid-year estimate. The final crime rate for 2013 is expected to be 
released in the last quarter of 2014. 
 

Why is this indicator important? 
According to community input, residents want a city where they feel safe downtown and in their own 
neighbourhoods. The OCP has policy that supports this vision. In the 2015 Citizen Survey, residents ranked 
concerns about personal safety relatively low, with 94% of citizens describing Kelowna as a safe community. 
Measuring the crime rate and the number of motor vehicle collisions provides a concise picture of community 
safety.  
 

Target / Desired Trend: Increase in the level of safety in the community (reduced crime rate and colli-

sions) 
 

How are we doing for crime rate? 
Performing in the right direction.  
The crime rate is measured as the number of criminal code offenses reported per 1,000 people. In 2014, there 
were 92 * crimes reported per 1,000 people. Comparatively, the baseline year of 2011 saw a crime rate of 
98.8, and in 2012, the crime rate was 104, and 98 in 2013. This general decrease is consistent with the overall 
trend of declining crime rates being observed in BC and across Canada. 
 
* crime rate is a mid-year estimate. Final crime rate to be released in the fourth quarter of 2014 and will be reflected in next year’s report. 

 
How are we doing for traffic collisions? 
2014 crash data was not available at time of publication. Between 2011 and 2013, the number of motor vehi-
cle crashes per 1,000 people increased each year. In 2011, there were 64.8 crashes reported for every 1,000 
people, compared to 68.2 in 2013. Based on the available data, a trend is starting to emerge but more data is 
required to substantiate the trend.     
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What is being measured? 
Appendix 7 of Kelowna's 2012-2017 Cultural Plan contains quantitative and qualitative indicators for cultural 
vibrancy. These include employment in the cultural sector, levels of investment, cultural facility usage, num-
bers of organizations, events and programs and perceptions about the importance of arts and culture in qual-
ity of life. 
 

How are we doing? 
A 'report card' providing a snapshot of data will be produced in 2015. As implementation of the Cultural Plan 
proceeds, positive progress can be noted in the following areas: 

 The City has increased funding support for professional arts organizations (15% increase) and cultural 
facilities (the Kelowna Art Gallery, Kelowna Museums and Rotary Centre for the Arts), consistent with 
Goal 1 of the Cultural Plan; 

 Over $250,000 has been invested to improve acoustic and amplified sound systems at Kelowna Com-
munity Theatre (Cultural Plan Goal 2); 

 New events have been added to the Festivals Kelowna mandate, and annual public attendance at 
these free events is approaching 100,000 (Cultural Plan Goal 5); 

 Kelowna celebrations for national Culture Days at the end of September included 45 registered events 
and over 3,000 participants (Cultural Plan Goal 6); 

 In 2013/14, the artsVest program generated $393,257 of new investment in the cultural sector 
through a combination of private sector sponsorship and matching incentive grants. The program will 
continue for a second year in 2014/15 (Cultural Plan Goal 8). 
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Policy & Planning 
1435 Water Street 
Kelowna, BC  V1Y 1J4 
(250) 469-8773 
 

kelowna.ca/ocp 
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B A C K G R O U N D  

Indicators are a way to assess the extent 
to which community goals are being 
achieved 
This is the fourth OCP Indicators report 
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U P D AT E D  R E P O RT  F O R M AT  

A new approach in 2014 to 
make the OCP Indicators 
more accessible 
Improved data consistency in 
2015 
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C O M PA R I S O N  TO  P R E V I O U S  Y E A R S  

Indicator 

Performance 
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Report 
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Report 

2014 

Report 

2015 

Report 

Positive  

Direction  
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Direction 

25% 15% 17% 16% 
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Change 
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21% 11% 8% 12% 
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R E C R E AT I O N A L  O P P O RT U N I T I E S  R E M A I N  
C O N S I S T E N T  ( I N D I C ATO R  1 3 )  

Year Program Hours  
(Per Resident) 

2011 0.3 

2012 0.3 

2013 0.3 

2014 0.3 
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PA R K S  A N D  T R A N S P O RTAT I O N  D O L L A R S  
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TO  I N C R E A S E  ( I N D I C ATO R  1 4 )  
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Parks and Transportation Capital Projects 

(% of dollars spent)

Within Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.41620800136862313	0.78004618343028631	0.71630486341193467	0.89103916170356223	Outside Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.58379199863137687	0.21995381656971363	0.28369513658806533	0.1089608382964378	



Base

		OCP INDICATORS (Attachment 1)

		What do we want to see more of (goals)? 				Weighting		Source of Criteria (all from OCP)		Sustainability Focus								What is the Measure? 		What were we at when tracking began? 		Where were we at previously? 		Where were we at last year?		Where are we at now?		Desired Performance		Trend		How would we measure? 				Concerns about measure				Performance

						(2=directly related to top community issue)				Ec		So		En		Cu																City-wide		Project specific

		1		Containment of urban growth 		1		Goal 1, Goal 8, Policy 5.3.1		1				1				A) What % of new residential units in Kelowna are located within the Urban Centres as well as the Urban Core? (defer Urban Core until 2013)      		A) 13.4% of new residential units (2010) 		A) 5.9% of new residential units (2011)		A) 3.6% of new residential units within Urban Centres (2012); 17.5% of units in Urban Core (2012)		A) 21.0% of new residential units within Urban Centres (2013); 40.6% of units in Urban Core (2013)		A) 43%		A) Down		GIS (and assessment base)		Is the project located in the urban core or in the suburban area?

																		B) What % of new commercial square footage is located within the Urban Centres?		B) 86.1% of new commercial (2010)		B) 82.2% of new commercial (2011)		B) 65.6% of new commercial (2012)		B) 76.3% of new commercial (2013)		B) 80%		B) Down 

																		C) How much building space has been added as a result of changes to the Permanent Growth Boundary?		C) 0 sq. ft. (2011)		C) 0 sq. ft. (no change to PGB  over past year)		C) 0 sq. ft. (no change to PGB over past year)		C) 0 sq. ft.		C) 0 sq ft		C) No change

		2		Complete suburbs		1		Policy 5.2.3.		1		1		1		1		What % of the total urbanized (excl. agricultural) suburban (outside Core, inside PGB) land base is made up of commercial, institutional, and special needs housing?		7.11% (BCAA 2011)		6.83% (BCAA 2012)		7.03% (BCAA 2013)		6.58% (BCAA 2014)		Up		Down		GIS (Use BCAA data as well as asses value >$10,000 to find not vacant and zoning code.  How to determine Special Needs Housing?)		Does the project have a higher % of development dedicated to commercial, institutional, and special needs housing than the current suburban average? 								5 year

		3		Affordable housing		2		Goal 2		1		1						A) How many years of wages working at the median labour force income does it take to purchase the median priced house?  		A) 6.9 years (2009)   		A) 7.0 years (2010)     		A) 6.7 years (2011)		Tied to Home Sales Analysis Report - Report not updated as of 2014-06-17		A) 3.5 years		A) Down		May need special census data to figure out median labour force data, but first we should check with Canada Employment Centre and/or EDC (use BC Stats as well as Theresa E.)		Is the price of median price of housing associated with this project less than the current city median?		we are using household income (2 or more people) and not individual incomes.  Could divide by 2 if necessary.		Graham

																		B) What is the rental vacancy rate? 		B) 3.0% (2009)		B) 3.5% (2010)		B) 3.0% (2011)		B) 4.0% (2012)		B) 3 - 5%		B) Down

																		C) What is the supply of available designated single-family residential land?		C) Data not available		C)  1,678 acres = 19.8 years (2012)		C) 1,650 acres = 17.3 years (2013)		C) 1,975 acres = 18.5 years (2014)		C) 16 years 		C) Down

																		D) What is the supply of designated multi-family residential land?		D) Data not available		D) 2,965 acres  = 77.4 years (2012)		D) 2,963 acres = 73.1 years (2013)		D) 2,962 acres = 61.7 years (2014)		D) 32 years		D) Down

																		E) What is the single-family lot inventory?		E) Data not available		E) 224 (approved and undeveloped lots (2012)) of 243 (lots absorbed in 2011) = 92% 		waiting on data - exected by June 11				E) No less than 90% of previous year's absorbtion		E) Up

		4		Streets that provide for pedestrians		1		Goal 3		1		1		1		1		What % of our street network has sidewalks or multi-use corridors?                                                                            No sidewalk data at this time.  Summer 2012 - plans for creating a sidewalk inventory.  No sidewalk inventory as of June 2013.		Data not available		0.27:1 sidewalk to road added in 2011 (2.3 km of sidewalk and 8.4 km of road constructed)		0.03:1 sidewalk to road added in 2012 (0.7 km of sidewalk and 23.1 km of road constructed)		0.17:1 sidewalk to road added in 2013 (3.0 km of sidewalk and 17.0 km of road constructed)		Up		Down		GIS - inventory of sidewalks (km) (Get Darren or Mike K. to help - Network Analyst.  Break this down by UC/VC, PGB, city)		Does the project have a higher % of streets with sidewalks than the city average?				Darren

		5		Streets (infrastructure) that provide for cyclists		1		Goal 3		1		1		1		1		What % of our street network has bike lanes or paths? (How many kilometers of bicycle infrastructure are in Kelowna?)		Data not available		22% (2011)		22% (2012)		22% (2013)		Up		No change		GIS - inventory of bike lanes / paths (km) (Get Darren or Mike K. to help - Network Analyst.  Break this down by UC/VC, PGB, city)		Does the project have a higher % of streets with bike lanes than the city average?		Street network will be updated for asset management project.  Update will include total lane kilometers.		Darren				5 year

		6		Balanced transportation network				Goal 3		1		1		1		1		What is the modal split between walking, cycling, vehicles (census data)?  Defer until improved traffic counting program in place.		79% car as driver; 5% car as passenger; 4% transit; 6% walk; 4% bike; 2% other		0.5% cyclists; 3.5% pedestrians; 96% vehicles (2011) * *		Consistent data not available at this time		79% car as driver; 5% car as passenger; 4% transit; 6% walk; 4% bike; 2% other		Increase biking and walking		No trend yet										*		5 year

		7		Development within 400 m of transit		1		Goal 3, Policy 5.3.2		1		1		1		1		What % of our population lives within 400 m of a transit stop?  		49.2% (2006 Census)		47.3% (2012)		Data not available due to late 2011 census data release		50% (2014)		Up		Down		GIS (Get Darren or Mike K. to help - Network Analyst.  Break this down by UC/VC, PGB, city)		Does the project have a higher % of population within 400 m of a transit stop than the city average?		re-run using new Environics		Darren

		8		Efficient energy use (electricity and gas)		1		Goal 4		1				1				A) Is the per household use of electricity going down? 		A) 12,032 KwH per household (2010)		A) 12,148 KwH per household (2011)		A) 11,876 KwH per household (2012)		A) 11,108 KwH per household (2013)		A) Down		A) Down		Would need to work with utility providers to obtain data and ensure ongoing annual availability (Fortis / Corix/Tracy/Cindy McNeely)  Challenge will be to find data)		Is the project anticipated to have a lower per household energy use than the City's current average? 		waiting on data for Fortis Electric		Graham

																		B) Is the per household use of natural gas going down? (not weather normalized)		B) 73.2 GJ per household (2010)		B) 78.4 GJ per household (2011)		B) 74.0 GJ per household (2012)		B) 74.7 GJ per household (2013)		B) Down		B) Down

		9		Well paying jobs		2		Goal 5		1		1						What is the median household income for those employed in Kelowna relative to the provincial median?   		96% ($64,566 Kelowna median) (2010) 		97% ($66,116 Kelowna median) (2011)		97% ($66,843 Kelowna median) (2012)		97% ($62,492 Kelowna median) (2014 - Environics)		Equivalent or higher than provincial median		No change relative to provincial median		May need special census data to figure out median labour force data, but first we should check with Canada Employment Centre and/or EDC (try BC Stats as well)		Does the project result in the creation of jobs that pay more than the median labour force income? 				Graham

		10		Growing businesses		2		Vision, Goal 5		1		1						How many business with employees are there in Kelowna (CMA)?		7,657 businesses with employees (2010)		7,454 businesses with employees (2011).  This represents a -2.7% change from 2010.		7,740 businesses with employees (2012).  This represents a 3.7% increase from 2011.		7,937 businesses with employees (2013).  This represents a 2.5% iincrease from 2012.		Up		Up		EDC for business that employ more than ___ people v. our inventory of total business licenses (see what data EDC collects annually)		Is the % of businesses employing more than ___ people within the proposed development in excess of the city average?		this is Kelowna CMA data		Graham

		11		Protected sensitive ecosystems		2		Goal 6						1		1		What % of Kelowna's land base is under formal and permanent environmental protection? 		Data not available		5.5% (2012)		5.7% (2013)		5.9% (2014)		Up		Up		Check with Todd re: whether this information is available (Map Viewer - govn't properties?) (What is Todd's definition of 'permanent enviro protection? - need to define)		Does the project protect a higher % of land than the city average?				Graham

		12		Protection of steep slopes		1		Policy 5.15.12						1		1		How many lots have been approved on slopes > 30%, where not provided by ASP's or subdivision approved prior to May 30, 2011?		Data not available		0 (2012)		6 (2013)		30 (2014)		0 lots		Up		% of development on less than 30% slope (Todd, Ryan, Terry or Darren's help)		Will the project increase the % of Kelowna's 30%+ slopes that are permanently protected?				Darren

		13		Parks close to population centres		2		Goal 7, Policy 7.12.5, Goal 8				1		1		1		What % of Kelowna residents live within 400 meters of a park? 		84.5% (2007)		83.6% (2012)		86.8% (2013)		87.7% (2014)		Up		Up		Identify existing developed parks (have to at least be groomed or have facilities -- not just be a piece of vacant land) and through GIS calculate population within walking distance (400 m) (Need to define Park.  Is Knox Mountain considered a park?  Get Darren's help - Network Analyst)		Does a higher % of residents live within 5 minutes walking distance of a park than the city average? 		re-run using new Environics		Darren				5 year

		14		Increased recreational opportunities		1		Vision, Goal 5, Goal 7		1		1				1		How many public program hours were delivered per capita?  		0.3 hours delivered per capita (2010)		0.3 hours delivered per capita (2011) 		0.3 hours delivered pre capita (2012)		0.27 hourse delivered per capita (2013)		Down		No change		In addition to City facilities check yellow pages for private gyms, sports facilities (e.g. bowling, tennis, raquetball / handball, ball hockey / lacrosse), golf courses, etc. (Goal 10 is a subset of this one)		Will the project increase the recreational facilities/capita rate? 		doesn't address hours open -- discuss alternative with Jim Gabriel? 		Graham

		15		Distinctive and attractive neighbourhoods				Goal 8		1		1				1		A) What % of parks and transportation dollars are invested in the Urban Core?		A) 41.6% (2011)		A) 78.0% (2012)		A) 71.6% (2013)		89% (2014)		A) Up		A) Up

																		B) What percent of total assessed value is within Urban Core, relative to the rest of City?		B) 50% (2011)		B) 49% (2012)		B) 49% (2013)		49% (2014)		B) Up		B) Down												5 year

		16		Food production		1		Goal 9				1		1		1		A) What % of Kelowna's land base is actively farmed?		A) 22.6% actively farmed (2011) 		A) 22.3% actively farmed (2012 ) 		A) 22.7% actively farmed (2013)		A) 23% actively farmed (2014)		A) Up		A) Up		BC Assessment re: farm status and inventory of community gardens (BCAA for farm status and Christina Elliott for Community Gardens)		Does the project result in a higher % land being used for food production than the city average?				Graham				5 year

																		B) How may community gardens are there in Kelowna?		B) 7 community gardens (2011)		B) 9 community gardens (2012) 		B) 11 community gardens (2013)		B) 11 community gardens (2014)		B) Up		B) Up

		17		Safety		2		Vision		1		1						A) What is the incidence of crimes against persons as related to population (crime rate)?		A) 21.1 crimes reported for every 1,000 people (2009 violent crime rate)		A) 19.9 crimes reported for every 1,000 people (2010 violent crime rate)		A) 18.5 crimes reported for every 1,000 people (2011 violent crime rate)		A) 104.0 crimes reported per 1000 people (2012 crime rate).  Previously reported violent crime per 1000 people.		A) Down		A) Down		RCMP crime data as related to population information (Start with Garth L. at RCMP also check RCMP quarterly reports)		?				Graham

																		B) What is the incidence of motor vehicle crashes as related to population?		B) 68.9 crashes reported for every 1,000 people (2010)		B) 64.8 crashes reported for every 1,000 people (2011)		B) 65.5 crashes reported for every 1,000 people (2012)		B) 68.2 crashes reported for every 1,000 people (2013)		B) Down		B) Down 

		18		Increased cultural opportunities		1		Vision, Goal 10		1		1				1		How many cultural facilities and community events does Kelowna have per capita?    Defer until 2014 when cultural indicators will be released.              		n/a		n/a		n/a		n/a		Up		n/a		(Check with Sandr K. ad Jim G. to see what info is available and tracked annually)		Will the project increase the cultural facilities/capita rate? 		Won't likely capture private functions etc. -- discuss alternatives with Sandra Kochan		Graham		*



		*		The performance is undetermined since data was not available for more than one year.  By 2014, all of the missing indicators will be available.

		**		The modal split is skewed towards vehicle traffic because data was only available for limited intersections.  Also, some traffic counts were done in November, when less people typically cycle.

				A comprehensive series of intersections have been identified and will be used in the future.



		Legend: 

				Performance moving in right direction

				Performance moving in wrong direction

				Yearly difference in performance is minimal

				Not enough data to determine performance



		Total 				51				14		14		11		12

		Idea for scoring: 

		*		consider weighting points so that there is complete balance between the pillars sustainability

		*		objective would be to be able to report on how each project performs with respect to advancing us on the path towards both overall sustainability, and balance between the pillars

		*		for annual city scoring, we would be checking to see which pillars we are making the strongest progress on (we could assign one point to each of pillars that each criteria addresses and see which one got the most net points 

				(taking away points where we didn't make progress) -- this will allow us to focus on what requires attention 

		Criteria: 

		*		things we impact on, but that development also impacts on

		*		relevant (listed in OCP and important to community)

		*		measurable now and every year

		*		balanced -- select measures that achieve balance between the different sustainability focus areas

		Other things to consider: 

		*		How does this get brought back to Council -- workshop to discuss methodology/approach and base report before taking to public first first official reporting?

		*		do we want to consider targets for each of the criteria? 





1 - urban growth

		Goal 1

		Containment of Growth

		Question: What % of total assessed land/building value within Kelowna is located within the Urban Core?

		Year		BC Assessment

				Within Urban Core						Outside Urban Core

				Gross Land		Gross Improvements		Total		Gross Land		Gross Improvements		Total		% Total Value within Urban Core		% Total Value Outside Urban Core

		2011		$7,678,607,126		$5,669,615,347		$13,348,222,473		$6,778,856,352		$6,719,841,608		$13,498,697,960		50%		50%

		2012		$7,339,493,315		$5,780,557,116		$13,120,050,431		$6,833,653,776		$6,790,172,458		$13,623,826,234		49%		51%

		2013

		2014

		2015

		Data for 2011:

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\GIS\BCAA\BCAA_Historical.gdb\LEGALPARCEL_BCAA_2011

		Data for 2012:

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\GIS\BCAA\BCAA_Historical.gdb\GIS_LAND_SPV_LEGALPARCEL_BCAA_20120415

		Urban Core: GIS.LAND.RegulatedUse\GIS.LAND.CoreArea

		For assessed values use spreadsheet in 'Criteria 1' folder (2011 example).

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\Criteria 1 - Urban Growth\HS80864_2011_LandValues.xlsx



		Only use fields "sum of gross land" and "sum of gross impr".  The sum of these fields is greater than the "Total Assed Value" field because total assesed subrtacts 'exemptions'.  For this analysis we are not factoring in exemptions, just dealing with assed values. 





		Question: What % of residential units in Kelowna are located within an Urban Centre.  What % of new commercial square footage is lacated wihtin an Urban Centre. 

		Year		Within Urban Centres								Outside Urban Centres								Within Urban Core								Outside Urban Core								Total for Year

				Residential				Commercial				Residential				Commercial				Residential				Commercial				Residential				Commercial				Res.		Comm.

				Units		%		sq. ft.		%		Units		%		sq. ft.		%		Units		%		sq. ft.		%		Units		%		sq. ft.		%		units		sq. ft.

		2010		128		13.4%		222,712		86.1%		828		86.6%		35,939		13.9%		no data (started tracking Urban Core in 2012 Development Stats Report																956		258,651

		2011		25		5.9%		242,435		82.2%		398		94.1%		52,331		17.8%																		423		294,766

		2012		20		3.6%		309,491		65.6%		539		96.4%		162,302		34.4%		98		17.5%		328,611		69.7%		461		82.5%		143,182		30.3%		559		471,793

		2013		152		21.0%		194,506		76.3%		572		79.0%		60,406		23.7%		294		40.6%		243,642		95.6%		430		59.4%		11,270		4.4%		724		254,912

		2014

		2015

		Data:

		Table 'C' and Table 'D' of the Development Stats Annual Report

		Notes:

		Included Village Centres as part of 'Outside Urban Centres'







		Changes to PGB



		2011		PGB adopted as part of OCP 2030

		2012		no changes to PGB

		2013		change to PGB at UBCO.  No building space added. OCP Amendment (OCP12-0010).

		2013		OCP13-0019 (Melcor) no new units as a result







		Annual Report Graph:

		Residential

		Year

				Urban Centre				Urban Core				Outside Urban Core				Total

		2010		128		13%				0%		828		87%		956

		2011		25		6%				0%		398		94%		423

		2012		20		4%		98		18%		441		79%		559

		2013		152		21%		294		41%		278		38%		724









		Annual Report Graph:

		Commercial

		Year

				Urban Centre		%		Outside Urban Centre		Total

		2010		222,712		86%		35939		258,651

		2011		242,435		82%		52331		294,766

		2012		309,491		66%		162302		471,793

		2013		194,506		76%		60406		254,912



Location of New Residential Units

Outside Urban Core	2010	2011	2012	2013	828	398	441	278	Urban Core	2010	2011	2012	2013	98	294	Urban Centre	2010	2011	2012	2013	128	25	20	152	Locatin of New Commercial (sq. ft.)

Outside Urban Centre	2010	2011	2012	2013	35939	52331	162302	60406	Urban Centre	86%

 82% 

 66% 

 76 

2010	2011	2012	2013	222712	242435	309491	194506	

2 - complete suburbs

		Goal 2

		Complete Communities

																		All Land Outside Urban Core																Year

		What % of the total urbanized (excl. agricultural) suburban land base is made up of commercial, institutional, and special needs housing?																Year		'FARM' land (ha)		Suburban Urbanized Land (ha)		Suburban Commercial, Institutional, Special Needs Housing (ha) (Not Vacant)		Commercial, Institutional, Special Needs Housing (Vacant)		Total (ha)		% of the total urbanized (excl. agricultural) suburban land base is made up of commercial, institutional, and special needs housing						'FARM' land (ha)		Suburban Urbanized Land (ha)		Suburban Commercial, Institutional, Special Needs Housing (ha) (Not Vacant)		Commercial, Institutional, Special Needs Housing (Vacant)		Total (ha) land in PGB (including Farm)		% of the total urbanized (excl. agricultural) suburban land base is made up of commercial, institutional, and special needs housing		% Urbanized Suburban Commercial or Institution		% Urbanized Suburban

																		2011		7,378.8		25,086.1		527.3				32,464.9		2.10%				2011		692.0		5,261.9		374.1				5,953.9		7.11%		7.11%		92.89%

		Institutional ACT_USE_CODE:																2012		7,430.8		25,032.9		529.3				32,463.7		2.11%				2012		644.5		5,308.8		362.5				5,953.3		6.83%		6.83%		93.17%

		600		Recreational & Cultural Buildings														2013				6,021.2		415.2						6.89%				2013		650.1		5,302.5		371.1				5,952.6		7.00%		7.00%		93.00%

		620		Government Buildings														2014																2014		520.0		5,501.0		362.2				6,021.0		6.58%		6.58%		93.42%

		630		Works Yards														2015																2015

		640		Hopsitals

		642		Cemeteries

		650		Schools & Universities, College Or Technical Schools																																What % of the total urbanized (excl. agricultural) suburban (outside Core, inside PGB) land base is made up of commercial, institutional, and special needs housing?

		652		Churches & Bible Schools

		All Commercial - Do not include 'Vacant'																																														Suburban		Urbanized Non-Commercial		Commercial		Farm

																																																6,021.0		5,138.8		362.2		520.0

		Special Needs Housing ACT_USE_CODE:																																																85.3%		6.0%		8.6%

		284		Seniors Strata - Care, Independent or Assisted Living

		285		Seniors Licensed Care

		286		Seniors Independent & Assisted Living

		287		Group Home

		Exclude Agricultural ACT_USE_CODE:

		100 to 199

		ACTUAL_USE_CLASS = FARM

		Suburban = anything outside of Core Area

		Select all BCAA outside Urban Core

		Remove all "FARM" from selection

		Total surburban (minus FARM) = 

		Of the 25078, how much is Comm, Inst, Special needs Housing?

																		Then 'switch selection' to get legal parcel outside Urban Core

																		Then remove all 'FARM' land

																		Then select desired land uses.  All Commercial and selected Institutional.

																		Remove all vacant from subset

																		Remaining Properties should be urbanized (excl. agricultural) suburban land base made up of commercial, institutional, and special needs housing



% Urbanized Suburban Commercial or Institution	2011	2012	2013	2014	7.1095991942074166E-2	6.8282851115129592E-2	6.9985855728429996E-2	6.5842574077440458E-2	% Urbanized Suburban	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.92890400805792583	0.93171714888487045	0.93001414427157003	0.93415742592255957	

2014 Suburban Land Breakdown

Urbanized Non-Commercial	Commercial	Farm	0.853479488457067	6.0156120245806341E-2	8.6364391297126725E-2	



Criteria 3

		Goal 3

		Compact Urban Form

		TransportationZones2008 data from Andrew Albiston

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\Criteria 3 - Compact Urban Form\2030landuse.xls

		Data:

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\Criteria 3 - Compact Urban Form

		Did not include South Pandosy KLO Sector in this analysis.  

		Do a density calculation per Sector.

		One analysis will include area of all traffic zones used per sector.

		Another analysis will use only are identified as outside UrbanCore and Inside PGB per sector.

		Update methodology:

		use BP stats to find out where the new people and jobs are located.  Then apply the jobs/sq.ft. facot that Gary S. provided (P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\Criteria 3 - Compact Urban Form\EmpEstFactors.doc)

		Year		Sector		Traffic Zones		Population		Employment		Land Area (Ha)		Density (pop/ha)		Density (job/ha)

		2008		Central City		4120, 4110		762		69		294.0		2.6		0.2

				McKinley		4530		537		15		215.6		2.5		0.1

				Glenmore Clifton Dilworth		4000, 4050, 4240, 4540, 4040, 4160, 4060, 4170, 4140, 4020, 4130, 4230, 4250, 4260, 4180, 1080, 4210, 4010, 4030, 4220, 4150		18,924		1,823		3,067.4		6.2		0.6

				Hwy 97		2000, 2040, 2500, 4080, 4090, 4100, 4190, 4200, 4270, 4560, 4570, 4580, 4590, 4610		2,365		11,694		1,670.5		1.4		7.0

				Rutland		2010, 2030, 2540		2,771		237		594.6		4.7		0.4

				Black Mountain		2560, 2570, 2580		3,793		250		1,412.9		2.7		0.2

				Noth Mission Crawford		3600, 3610, 3620, 3640, 3650, 3660, 3670, 3680, 3710, 3720		7,836		828		1,012.9		7.7		0.8

				Southwest Mission		3730, 3740, 3750, 3760		7,187		452		1,856.2		3.9		0.2

		sum						44,175		15,368		10,124.1		4.4		1.5





3 - affordable housing

		Goal 5

		Affordable Housing

		Get median labour force income from BC Stats

		Get median house price from CMHC

		BC Stats

		use census data as well as taxation information

		do not do projections so no current data for median income

		most recent is 2009 taxation data and next update will be 2011 census data later this year

		http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/LabourIncome/OtherData/IncomeTaxation.aspx

		CMHC

		looking for median house price in 2009 (to match median income levels)

		Use CMHC Housing Now - Kelowna publication

		EDC uses CMHC reports for house price and Census for all other.  They do not do projections.

		Result:

		median housing price / median income level = number of years wages



		A) 

		Talk to Theresa Eichler about more recent numbers

		This link is from the affordable housing page on the City website.  I think we should use this information since it's City generated and annually.

		http://www.kelowna.ca/CM/Page1601.aspx

		The median income for a two or more person Kelowna household is $66,116 - updated annually using the Consumer Price Index





		this link is to home sales analysis stuff on the City webpage

		http://www.kelowna.ca/CityPage/Docs/PDFs/Community%20Development/Ownership%20Housing%20Market%202008.pdf

		This document has both median household income and median house price in it.

		year		median household income		median house price (SFD)		Years worth of wages working at the median labour force income to purchase the median priced house? 		Apartment Vacancy Rate (Fall) - Kelowna CMA (CMHC)		Average Rent (Fall) (2 bedroom apartment) - Kelowna CMA (CMHC)

		2009		$63,737		$438,000		6.9		3.0%		$897

		2010		$64,566		$450,000		7.0		3.5%		$898

		2011		$66,116		$444,250		6.7		3.0%		$922

		2012								4.0%		$927

		2013								1.8%		$970

		Theresa Eichler said to use 2 bedroom apartment for average rent in the CMA.  

		B) Rental Market Info:

		P:\Policy_Planning\0165 REPORTS AND STATISTICS\0165-02 Activity Reports\Building Permit Stats\2011\CMHC Reports\Rental Market Report - Kelowna CMA

		https://www03.cmhc-schl.gc.ca/catalog/productDetail.cfm?lang=en&cat=79&itm=51&fr=1337113714924

		C) what is the supply of available designated single-family residential land?

		Data:

		Use BCAA20120415 for < $10,000

		Use S2RES and S2RESH for designated

		intersect BCAA20120415 with FLU to get all vacant and designated SFD land

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\Criteria 5 - Affordable Housing\Residential Land Analysis\Residential Land Analysis.mdb)

		D) What is the supply of designated multi-family land?

		Data:

		Use all land designated for MRC, MRL, MRM, MRH, MRX

		Do not need to find out if vacant so no need to use BCAA < $10,000

		Plug numbers into 'Calculating Developable Land.xlsx' to get number of years supply

		E) What is the single-family lot inventory?

		Data:

		Get numbers from Deb Champion (P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\Criteria 5 - Affordable Housing\Single-Family Lot Inventory\2012 Approved Undeveloped Residential Lots.xlsx)

		Answer: 224 lots

		Year

				SF Supply of Available Land (Years)		of Available Land (Years)

		2012		19.8		77.4

		2013		17.3		73.1

		2014		18.5		61.7



SF Supply of Available Land (Years)	2012	2013	2014	19.8	17.3	18.5	of Available Land (Years)	2012	2013	2014	77.400000000000006	73.099999999999994	61.7	http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/LabourIncome/OtherData/IncomeTaxation.aspxhttp://www.kelowna.ca/CM/Page1601.aspxhttp://www.kelowna.ca/CityPage/Docs/PDFs/Community%20Development/Ownership%20Housing%20Market%202008.pdfhttp://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/data/dd/handout/CPIAN.pdfhttps://www03.cmhc-schl.gc.ca/catalog/productDetail.cfm?lang=en&cat=79&itm=51&fr=1337113714924

4 - streets for pedestrians

		Goal 6

		Streets the provide for pedestrians

		At this time the City does not have a sidewalk inventory in GIS.  Infrastructure Planning (Peter Truch) has plans to create a sidewalk inventory this summer (2012).  We should be able to build the base case for the 2013 update.

		New Sidewalk Constructed:

		year		new sidwalk (m)		sidewalk (km)		source		new road (lane kms)		Ratio of new sidewalk to new lane length added that year

		2010		no base inventory						798.0				Sidewalk		Road

		2011		2,250		2.3		pg 12 of Climate Action Revenue Incentive Program Reporting Requirement - Report to Council (Dec. 1, 2011)		8.4		0.27:1		0.27		1.0

		2012		655		0.7		From Mahesh via Tracy Guide (email: Climate Action Reporting 2012)		23.1		0.03:1		0.03		1.0

		2013		2960		3.0		From Mahesh		17		0.17:1		0.17		1.0

		2014

		2015

		2016

		2017

		Ratio formula: 		http://exceldoeasy.weebly.com/1/post/2012/02/calculate-ratio-on-excel.html

		2013 (2014-06-10) New road length provided by Mike Rout



New km of Sidewalk for 1km of Road

Sidewalk	2011	2012	2013	0.27	0.03	0.17	Road	2011	2012	2013	1	1	1	Kilometers



http://exceldoeasy.weebly.com/1/post/2012/02/calculate-ratio-on-excel.html

5 - streets for cyclists

		Goal 7

		Streets that provide for cyclists

		1.       What % of our street network has bike lanes or paths?

		a.       This data was derived by summarizing the bike lane data and the roads as of March 29, 2012-03-29

		The data excludes the Low Volume Routes in the bike lane summary as these are preferred routes

		on side streets and not actual marked lanes or paths.



		OCP Indicator Bike lanes Summary

		Status		Kms		Percentage

		Bike Lanes and Paths		226		22%

		Roads 2012		803		78%

		Total		1029		100%





		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-31\Maps\OCP_Bylaw\OCP_Indicators\excel\OCP_Bike_Lane_Percentage.xlsx

		Year		Status		New Kms		Total Kms		Percentage		Layer

		2010 (Base case)		Road				797.9				Database Connections\Connection to vssdeprd as gis.sde\GIS.LAND.Historical\GIS.LAND.SPV_ROAD_CL_ROADSEG_20101214

				Bike		220.6		220.6				In order to get 2010 Bikelanes, needed to subtract bikelanes that were added in 2011 because 2011 was first year with historical snapshot.  Mike Kittmer provided a list of new bikelanes completed in 2011 (6.6 kms added in 2011 so subtract 6.6 kms from 2011 totals to get base case.

		2011		Road		4.2		802.1				Database Connections\Connection to vssdeprd as gis.sde\GIS.LAND.Historical\GIS.LAND.SPV_ROAD_CL_ROADSEG_20111231

				Bike		5.43		226		22%		Database Connections\Connection to vssdeprd as gis.sde\GIS.LAND.Historical\GIS.LAND.Bikelanes_20120301

		2012		Road		11.56		813.66				Data from Steve Bryans,, Roads Operations Supervisor

				Bike		0.5		226.5		22%		Data from Mahesh

		2013		Road		17.0		830.66				Data from Mike Rout

				Bike		2.4		228.875		22%		Data from Mahesh

		2014		Road

				Bike

		2015		Road

				Bike

		From GIS.LAND.Bikelanes select BIKE_STATUS = both sides, one side only, seperated - gravel, seperated - hard

		Multiply both sides times 2 so that true distance is accurate

		2011 bike lane projects completed (from Mike Kittmer)

		Project		Distance

		Acland Rd between Old Vernon Rd & Edwards Rd		665 m (1330 m bike lanes counting both sides)

		Edwards Rd between Acland Rd & Hwy 97		200 m (400 m bike lanes counting both sides)

		Lanfranco Rd between Casorso Rd & Richter St		265 m (530 m bike lanes counting both sides)

		Hwy 33		4000m (4k) 

		Sutherland		300 meters

		2012 bike lane projects completed (from Mahesh)

		Project		Distance

		Gravel pathway on existing Burtch Rd right of way between Byrns Rd & KLO Rd		500 m

		streets with bke lanes		0 m

		year

				bike		road

		2011		5.4		4.2

		2012		0.5		11.56

		2013		2.4		17.0



bike	2011	2012	2013	5.43	0.5	2.375	road	2011	2012	2013	4.2	11.56	17	../../1200-31/Maps/OCP_Bylaw/OCP_Indicators/excel/OCP_Bike_Lane_Percentage.xlsx

6 - Modal Split

		What is the modal split between walking, cycling, vehicles?



		Use Average Annual Daily Traffic Count sheet





		Year		Traffic Counts		Intersection

						Ellis St & Harvey Ave						Spall Rd & Harvey Ave						Glenmore Rd & Kane Rd						Hwy 33 & Hollywood Rd						Baron Rd & Dilworth Dr						Sutherland Ave & Gordon Dr						Richter St & KLO Rd						Pandosy St & Cedar ave						Sarsons Rd & Lakeshore Dr						Annual Totals

						cyclist		ped		vehicle		cyclist		ped		vehicle		cyclist		ped		vehicle		cyclist		ped		vehicle		cyclist		ped		vehicle		cyclist		ped		vehicle		cyclist		ped		vehicle		cyclist		ped		vehicle		cyclist		ped		vehicle		cyclist		ped		vehicle

		2011		date		no data						23-Nov-06						no data						4-Aug-11						no data						no data						16-Nov-11						26-Oct-11						no data						2011

				count																				152		759		33,335														116		726		23,859		118		1,409		23,024								386		2,894		80,218

				%																				0.4%		2.2%		97.3%														0.5%		2.9%		96.6%		0.5%		5.7%		93.8%								0.5%		3.5%		96.1%

		2012		count

				%

		2013		count

				%

		2014		count

				%

		2015		count

				%







				2006 Census								2011 NHS

				total		male		female				total		male		female

				48,785		25,590		23,195				53,675		27,405		26,270

		Car, truck or van - as a driver		38,680		20,435		18,245		79%		42,650		22,270		20,385		79%

		Car, truck or van - as a passenger		3,800		1,875		1,925		8%		2,890		1,455		1,435		5%

		Public transit		1,390		495		890		3%		2,170		905		1,270		4%

				4,185		2,275		1,905		9%		3,020		1,000		2,025		6%

		Bicycle								0%		1,900		1,150		745		4%

		Other methods		730		505		225		1%		1,035		620		415		2%

		2006 combined walked or bicycled int the same group.  2011 they were seperated.



Mode of Transportation to Work

Car, truck or van - as a driver	Car, truck or van - as a passenger	Public transit	Bicycle	Other methods	42650	2890	2170	3020	1900	1035	

7 - 400m of transit

		Goal 8

		Development withing 400m of transit



		Stree Network

		P:\Policy_Planning\0405 INFORMATION RESOURCES\0405-70 Maps\Corporate Maps\Network_Analyst\gis\FDM_NetworkUpdated2012.gdb\Streets



		Environics data was used for this analysis

		Darren Genge provided Cynthia Thomas with the trade area shapefile (400m withini bus stop) and Cynthia ran the analysis in Environics to produce number of people withini 400m of a bus stop.

		Environs does not do projection/estimates for each year therefore the base case has been produced using the 2007 results and then year after was using the 2012 Environics estimates.

		DATA SOURCE:

		http://www12.statcan.gc.ca/census-recensement/2011/dp-pd/prof/details/page.cfm?Lang=E&Geo1=CSD&Code1=5935010&Geo2=CD&Code2=5935&Data=Count&SearchText=kelowna&SearchType=Begins&SearchPR=01&B1=All&Custom=&TABID=1

		GIS Data Source:

		BC Transit Bus Stops  - provided by Mike Kittmer, Regional Services, City of Kelowna

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-31\Maps\OCP_Bylaw\OCP_Indicators\gis\BC_Transit_Stops

		Environics Data Summary:

		Cynthia Thomas - Communications City of Kelowna

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-31\Maps\OCP_Bylaw\OCP_Indicators\Environics\Executive_BusStopAnalysis2012shpVsKelownaCYCSD.pdf

		Total Population' from this table was used:

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\Criteria 8 - Proximity to Transit\Demo_TrendYears_BusStopAnalysis2012shp.pdf

		2007 Census Pop:  http://www12.statcan.gc.ca/census-recensement/2006/dp-pd/prof/92-591/details/page.cfm?Lang=E&Geo1=CSD&Code1=5935010&Geo2=PR&Code2=59&Data=Count&SearchText=kelowna&SearchType=Begins&SearchPR=01&B1=All&Custom= 

		2012 Census Pop:  http://www12.statcan.gc.ca/census-recensement/2011/dp-pd/prof/details/page.cfm?Lang=E&Geo1=CSD&Code1=5935010&Geo2=CD&Code2=5935&Data=Count&SearchText=kelowna&SearchType=Begins&SearchPR=01&B1=All&Custom=&TABID=1

		Year		Trade Pop		Census Pop for CY		% of CY Pop						Year		Trade Pop		Outside 400m

		2007		52,489		106,707		49.2%		Base Case				2007		52,489		54,218		49.2%

		2012		55,506		117,312		47.3%						2012		55,506		61,806		47.3%

		2013		no data		119,445										no data		ERROR:#VALUE!		0.0%

		2014		60689		121,714		49.9%						2014		60,689		61,025		49.9%



Trade Pop	2007	2012	2014	52489	55506	60689	Outside 400m	2007	2012	2014	54218	61806	61025	http://www12.statcan.gc.ca/census-recensement/2011/dp-pd/prof/details/page.cfm?Lang=E&Geo1=CSD&Code1=5935010&Geo2=CD&Code2=5935&Data=Count&SearchText=kelowna&SearchType=Begins&SearchPR=01&B1=All&Custom=&TABID=1../gis/BC_Transit_Stops../Environics/Executive_BusStopAnalysis2012shpVsKelownaCYCSD.pdf

8 - energy use

		Goal 9

		Efficient energy use (electricity and gas)

		http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/cas/mitigation/ceei/RegionalDistricts/Central_Okanagan/ceei_2007_kelowna_city.pdf



		if using above link then need to determine the number of connections for Corix so can get an averge per household

		see Tracy's email: 'City electrical customers and consumption'

		Ben (250.387.5867) at BC Government (Climate Action Secretariat) produces CEEI report.

		Ben is sending me the 2010 draft document so I can get numbers.

		http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/cas/mitigation/ceei/index.html

		Year		Fortis - GAS						Fortis - Electric						Corix - Electric						Sum Electric (Fortis and Corix)

				Consumption for Kelowna (GJ)		Number of Connections		Averge per Household (GJ)		Consumption for Kelowna (KwH)		Number of Connections (Premises)		Averge per Household (KwH)		Consumption for Kelowna (KwH)		Number of Connections		Averge per Household (KwH)		Consumption (HwH)		Number of Connections		Averge per Household (KwH)

		2010		2,384,702		32,583		73.2		535,369,201		43,689		12,254.1		145,114,469		12,869		11,276.3		680,483,670		56,558		12,031.6

		2011		2,586,837		33,013		78.4		547,566,586		44,171		12,396.5		147,616,124		13,056		11,306.4		695,182,710		57,227		12,147.8

		2012		2,513,161		33,946		74.0		534,630,844		44,256		12,080.4		147,018,622		13,142		11,186.9		681,649,466		57,398		11,875.8

		2013		2,578,244		34,519		74.7		589,078,247		44,131		13,348.4		47,110,753		13,142		3,584.7		636,189,000		57,273		11,108.0		*Note: City sold Electric Utility to Fortis April1, 2013.  Number for Corix (City) on from Jan. 1 to March 31, 2013.

		2014																										2013 see email from Richard Hill (Fortis).  Used his KwH of 598… plus the 47,110,753 from Matt Friesen and divided by 13,142 connections from Matt plus the 44,131 connections Carol originally sent.

		2015

		* Use 'Rate 1' for gas.  Rate 1 is for residential (see accompanying PDF)

		Corix data from Matt Friesen

		Matt provided 2010, 2011 and 2012 data:

		2010:00:00

		Used residential codes of 101, 104, 105, 106, 116, 201, 202, 204 (see email from Tracy Guidi FW: City electrical customers and consumption - also saved a word doc)

		Fortis Electric data from Carol Suhan

		Fortis Gas data from Shelley Thomson

																Gas

																Yeas

																		Average Household (GJ)

																2010		73.2

																2011		78.4

																2012		74.0

																2013		74.7

																Electricity

																Yeas

																		Average Household (KwH)

																2010		12,031.6

																2011		12,147.8

																2012		11,875.8

																2013		11,108.0



Average Household Gas Consumption (GJ)

Average Household (GJ)	2010	2011	2012	2013	73.188533898044994	78.358131645109509	74.034083544452955	74.690576204409169	Average Household Electricity Consumption (KwH)

Average Household (KwH)	2010	2011	2012	2013	12031.607730117756	12147.809775106156	11875.840029269313	11108.009009480907	http://www.env.gov.bc.ca/cas/mitigation/ceei/RegionalDistricts/Central_Okanagan/ceei_2007_kelowna_city.pdfhttp://www.env.gov.bc.ca/cas/mitigation/ceei/index.html

9 - well paying jobs

		Goal 11

		Well paying jobs

		Talk with Theresa when she gets back.

		Census has not realeased data yet

		BC Stats uses census and taxation data but does not do projections

		EDC uses above stats and does not do projections

		http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/LabourIncome/OtherData/IncomeTaxation.aspx

		Average Income:

		Median Income:

		Theresa Eichler's recommedation

		http://www.kelowna.ca/CM/Page1601.aspx														2013 method

		Year		City of Kelowna Home Sales Analysis 2010 - Summer 2011		Median Income in 2005 - All Census Families (2006 Census - Kelowna)		Median Income in 2005 - All Census Families (2006 Census - Province)		Consumer Price Index				Year		City of Kelowna Home Sales Analysis 2010 - Summer 2011		Median Income in 2005 - All Census Families (2006 Census - Kelowna)		Median Income in 2005 - All Census Families (2006 Census - Province)		Consumer Price Index		Kelowna median relative to provincial median

		2005				59260		62,346		2.0				2005				59260		62,346		2.0

		*2006		$59,498		60,445		63,593		1.7				*2006		$59,498		60,267		63,406		1.7		94%

		2007		$63,426		61,473		64,674		1.8				2007		$63,426		61,352		64,547		1.8		98%

		2008		$63,737		62,579		65,838		2.1				2008		$63,737		62,641		65,903		2.1		97%

		2009		$63,737		63,893		67,221		0.0				2009		$63,737		62,641		65,903		0.0		97%

		2010		$64,566		63,893		67,221		1.3				2010		$64,566		63,455		66,759		1.3		97%

		*2011		$66,116		64,724		68,095		2.4				*2011		$66,116		64,978		68,362		2.4		97%

		2012		$66,843		66,277		69,729		1.1				2012		$66,843		65,693		69,114		1.1		97%

		2013												2013		$66,843		66,415		69,874		-0.1		96%

		2014												2014

		2015												2015





		CPI 

		http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/Economy/ConsumerPriceIndex.aspx

		Consumer Price Index Annual Averages - pdf

		City of Kelowna Home Sales Analysis 2010 - Summer 2011

		http://www.kelowna.ca/CityPage/Docs/PDFs/Community%20Development/Ownership%20Housing%20Market%202008.pdf

		year

				Kelowna Median Income Relative to Provincial		Provinvcial Median

		2010		96%		100%

		2011		97%		100%

		2012		97%		100%

		2014		97%		100%



Kelowna Median Income Relative to Provincial	2010	2011	2012	2014	0.96	0.97	0.97	0.97	http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/LabourIncome/OtherData/IncomeTaxation.aspxhttp://www.kelowna.ca/CM/Page1601.aspxhttp://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/Economy/ConsumerPriceIndex.aspxhttp://www.kelowna.ca/CityPage/Docs/PDFs/Community%20Development/Ownership%20Housing%20Market%202008.pdf

10 - growing business

		Goal 18

		Growing businesses

		EDC gets stats from BC Stats for business size.  

		BC Stats produces Quarterly Regional Stats for the Central Okanagan (CMA)

		http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/SocialStatistics/CommunityFacts.aspx

		Business data released by Stats Can twice a year - usually in June and December 

		August is when report will be released next by BC Stats

		This is Kelowna CMA data

		Of the firms with employees, 88.6% have fewer than 20 employees (2010)

		Of the firms with employees, 88.8% have fewer than 20 employees (2011)

		http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/BusinessIndustry/BusinessCountsEmploymentByIndustry.aspx

				2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015

		businesses with employees		7,657		7,454		7,740		7,937

		% change				-2.7%		3.8%		2.5%



businesses with employees	2010	2011	2012	2013	7657	7454	7740	7937	% change	2010	2011	2012	2013	-2.6511688650907667E-2	3.836866112154548E-2	2.5452196382428939E-2	http://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/SocialStatistics/CommunityFacts.aspxhttp://www.bcstats.gov.bc.ca/StatisticsBySubject/BusinessIndustry/BusinessCountsEmploymentByIndustry.aspx

11 - sensitive ecosystems

		Goal 12

		Protected sensitive ecosystems

		What % of Kelowna's land base is under formal and permanent environmental protection? 

		Todd Cashin defines 'protected sensitive ecosystem' as anything covenanted or as park

		Use GIS to locate all designated as PARK

		Data Used:

		SEI layer

		Government Properties layer (City of Kelowna, RDCO, Provincial government)

		Also use properties owned by Nature Trust and Central Okanagan Land Trust.  

		To find Nature Trust and Central Okanagan Land Trust properties use the 'Tax Inquiry' system (see screenshot) 

		Nature Trust owned properties (as of 2012-05-01):

		KID		Address

		100053		(S of) Lakeshore Rd

		197549		(S of) Lakeshore Rd

		356790		(End of) Lakeshore Rd

		3568020		5902 Lakeshore Rd



		Nature Trust owned properties (as of 2013-05-30):

		No properties added since 2012-05-01 list (see above)

		Central Okanagan Land Trust properties (as of 2012-05-01):

		KID		Address

		103655		(S of) Lakeshore Rd

		197501		Chute Lake Rd



		Central Okanagan Land Trust properties (as of 2013-05-30):

		These properties are included in the RDCO properties - No changes since 2012-05-01





		Geoprocessing:

		Clip SEI layer (SEI_20120501_Sensitive_Layers) by GP and Nature Trust properties (LP_GP_SelectedProperties).

		Resulting file is area that are under permanent protection (Area_Formally_Protected_20120501)

		Assumption that all SEI areas within Government owned properties will be under permanent protection.

		Only able to create a base case scenario and won't be able to update until next year.

		Annual Update:

		Export a copy of SEI, GP, and Nature Trust Properties annually to determine change.

		Year		Number of Gov Properties (incl. Nature Trust)		Ha's of SEI withing GP		Kelowna Total Land Base		% Permanently Protected

		2012		858		1193.7		21527		5.5%

		2013		874		1237.3		21527		5.7%

		2014		888		1266.0		21527		5.9%

		2015

		2013

		As of 2013-06-14 - No new Nature Trust properties added since query in 2012-05-01



% Permanently Protected	2012	2013	2014	5.5451293724160355E-2	5.7476657221164115E-2	5.8809866679054211E-2	

12 - steep slopes

		Goal 12

		Protection of steep slopes

		Darren Genge worked on this one.

		Criteria:

		Properties that have been given subdivision approval post OCP adoption (May 30, 2011) and have >30% slope.

		Trevor Ryder provided a list of KIDs that received subdivision approval after May 30, 2011 (subdivision_KIDs.xlsx)

		I provided Darren with a list of these KIDs from Trevor and then Darren overlayed it with slopes >30% and selected all properties that have slope on them.

		I then went through the list and removed all the ones that have slope but are obviously not on steep slopes.  For example ones in the flat areas that showup because of ditches, drainage, or just a small very small portion of slope and are anomolies.  



		Only include 'SUBDIVISION - APPROVAL' and not 'TECHNICAL' or 'PLR'

		Then went through with Gary Stephen and removed all lots that were given subdivision approval prior to May 31, 2011 or are part of an exisitng Area Structure Plan (ASP).

		year		New lots (subdivision - approval) on slopes > 30% not part of ASP

		2011		0

		2012		6

		2013		0

		2014

		2015



New lots (subdivision - approval) on slopes > 30% not part of ASP

New lots (subdivision - approval) on slopes 	>	 30% not part of ASP	2011	2012	2013	0	6	0	



13 - parks close to pop

		Indicator 13

		Parks close to population centres

		Methodology:

		Take a snapshot of PARKS_LOCATION_WW_DEV feature class

		Create a buffer of 400m

		Export to shapefile

		Provide the shapefile to Cynthia Thomas to be run using Environics

		A trade area estimate is created for areas within the buffer



				Environics

		Year		number of residents within 400m of park		population		% Population within 400m of park

		2007		95,271		112,688		84.5%		15.5%

		2012		102,508		122,580		83.6%		16.4%

		2013		101,795		117,312		86.8%		13.2%		Environics did not update for 2012 but added new parks so ran using Environics 2011 to account for new parks

		2014		110,936		126,508		87.7%		12.3%









% Population within 400m of park	2007	2012	2013	2014	0.8454405083061195	0.83625387502039483	0.86772879159847249	0.87690897018370384	



Criteria 14

		Goal 14

		Tree canopy

		Use the SUFS to get tree canopy %.

		OCP set canopy cover target at 20%

		August 2011 Kelowna's canopy cover is 16% (excluding ALR for regulatory reasons).  Page 18 of SUFS.

		talked with Blair and he said that he can probablyt provide an eistimationof number of trees removed each year and number of trees planted (allon City land) but they do not have the resources to do canopy cover estimates.





14 - recreational opportunities

		Goal 19

		Increased recreational opportunities

		Data:

		LEGALPARCEL_BL

		Remember to search 9000 'unclassified' for gyms, etc.

		How many City offered programs; 

		Our department offered:

		 2008 we offered 3,542 programs

		2009 we offered 3,908 programs

		2010 we offered 4,669 programs

		2011 we offered 4,642 programs 

		Number of Facilities:

		Year		City Program Hours Delivered		Population *		Per Capita										Year		City delivered program hours per resident

		2010		34,790		115,817		0.30										2010		0.30

		2011 (census)		35,735		117,312		0.30										2011		0.30

		2012		35,881		118,242		0.30										2012		0.30

		2013		32,556		119,445		0.27										2013		0.27

		2014

		2015

		* Population from: 

		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\Intermin population Estimates.pdf

		2012 Population see: P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\2012\Indicators\2013-04-25 Growth Strategy - 2013.xls

		From Louise Roberts-Taylor:

		Performance Measures for the  2012 Budget 		2008 actual		2009 actuals		2010 actuals		2011 actuals				2012 actuals          		2013 actuals        

		Program Output 										see P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\2012\Indicators\Indicator 14 Recreational Opportunities\2012-09-10 Budget performance measurements.xlsm

		Number of programs planned (total)		3,542		3,908		4,669		4,642				4,571		4,766

		# of programs planned non-aquatic		2,349		2,683		3,011		3,084				3,076		3,348

		# of programs planned aquatic		1,193		1,225		1,658		1,558				1,495		1,418

		Program hrs planned (total)		37,137		40,101		43,292		44,102				45,929		43,479

		# of program hrs planned non-aquatic		29,931		32,245		35,256		35,941				38,043		36,091

		# of program hrs planned aquatic		7,176		7,856		8,036		8,161				7,886		7,388

		Program registrations ***		26,119		22,494		33,845		33,258				31,921		31,892

		Program drop-in attendence *		46,886		39,246		42,200		42,592				0		0

		Pool drop-in attendence 		22,734		14,766		10,847		13,280				14,860		16,952

		Facility drop-in attendence 		10,400		9,903		9,612		9,078				12,114

swoods: swoods:
did not have free entries included in 2012 #'s		12,442

		# of pool passes sold **		1,356		1,580		1,293		1,310				1,431		1,490

		# of facility passes sold **		4,023		4,927		4,380		4,118		h20 opened in 2009		3,297		3,818

		# of Facility Sampler passes sold (first time participants)		305		357		306		619				618		588

		# of Fitness passes sold (2, 3 and/or 4 month) 		64		58		47		0		No longer offered		0		0

		# of Access passes sold (6 month & 1 year)		800		712		745		706				806		803

		# of Recreation Opportunity Coupons redeemed 		4,891		7,732		12,000		16,555				15,445

swoods: swoods:

6405PRC            9040H2O		15,062

swoods: swoods:
H2O 8005
PRC 7057 


		Registered Volunteer hours of suppport 		7,000		7,120		7,000		7,000				7,000		4,800





		Program Outcomes 

		# of programs delivered (total)		2,983		3,116		3,517		3,657				3,457		3,497

		# of programs delivered non-aquatic		1,917		2,150		2,290		2,335				2,156		2,266

		# of programs delivered aquatic 		1,066		966		1,227		1,322				1,301		1,231

		# of program hrs delivered (total)		31,991		32,780		34,790		35,735		35,881		35,881		32,556

		# of program hrs non-aquatic		25,783		26,621		28,708		28,784				29,160		26,441

		# of program hrs aquatic 		6,208		6,159		6,082		6,951				6,721		6,115

		Estimated # of non-program pool entries		49,000		45,190		36,686		39,183				41,622		43,226

		Estimated # of facility entries (PRC)		100,000		111,064		107,893		89,981				83,757		87,472



		Efficiency Measures 

		% of programs that met maximum registration # (total)		31%		27%		23%		26%		27%		27%		24%

		% of programs that met max reg non-aquatic		27%		20%		20%		21%				19%		18%

		% of programs that met max reg aquatic		39%		32%		30%		37%				44%		24%

		% of programs cancelled (total)		16%		20%		25%		24%				24%		27%

		% of programs cancelled non-aquatic		18%		20%		24%		25%				30%		32%

		% of programs cancelled aquatic		11%		21%		22%		15%				13%		13%



		***Note: team sports count as 1 registration per team (2008 and 2009 only)

		**Note: pool & facility pass # include 1,3,6, 12 month plus 10 & 20 punch 

		* Note: drop in program attendence includes: 

		aqua fit single admissions and tickets redeemed		3,922		4,087		3,790		3,094		changing ticket to fitness program, encouraging more registration

		land fitness single admissions and tickets redeemed		3,611		3,527		2,156		2,397		changing ticket to fitness program, encouraging more registration

		Access programs 		4,000		4,000		4,000		4,000

		Drop in to registered programs 		2,500		1,151		2,894		1,877

		Public Skating		22,903		16,500		17,860		16,954		opening of James Stewart Park in 2010

		Community Walks		750		1,100		1,500		529

		Park & Play		4,200		3,681		4,000		2,841

		Family Active Nights 		500		1,200		2,500		4,900

		Family Funday		4,500		4,000		3,500		3,500

		Dancing in the Park		-		-		-		2,500

		subtotal		46,886		39,246		42,200		42,592



../2012/Indicators/Indicator%2014%20Recreational%20Opportunities/2012-09-10%20Budget%20performance%20measurements.xlsm../2012/Indicators/2013-04-25%20Growth%20Strategy%20-%202013.xls

15 - Distinctive Neighbourhoods

		A) What % of parks and transportation dollars are invested in the Urban Core?

																										Assessed Value

		P:\Public\Budget\2012 BUDGET\2012 CONSOLIDATED BUDGET\Capital PDF's																								urban core		outside urban core

																								2011		50%		50%

		Criteria: 																						2012		49%		51%

		Priority 1 items need to have an something constructed or done - plans, design and land acquisition were not included.																						2013		49%		51%

																								2014		49%		51%

		Not all items from budget list were included.  Only use items include for totals and percentages.



		P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\New Criteria 13 - Capital Projects\Parks Capital Summary



																				Parks Capital - Priority 1										Transportation Capital - Priority 1

		All Priority 1 Items																		Year		Project Code (Agresso)		Asset Amount		IN or OUT (urban core)				Year		Code (Agresso)		Asset Amount		IN or OUT (urban core)						year

																				2011		2047		$79,700		out				2011		2074		$733,260		in								inside urban core				outside urban core

																						2067		$50,080		out						2080R		$736,740		in								transportation		parks		transportation		parks

		Year		Transportation Capital Projects				Parks Capital Projects				Sum of Parks and Transportation Capital Projects										2456		$105,450		in						208505		$4,583,630		out						2011		38.8%		79.3%		61.2%		20.7%

				Within Urban Core		Outside Urban Core		Within Urban Core		Outside Urban Core		Within Urban Core		Outside Urban Core								2511		$3,090		out						208508		$250,000		in						2012		76.7%		82.1%		23.3%		17.9%

		2011		$12,307,425		$19,403,680		$1,876,130		$490,810		$14,183,555		$19,894,490								2530		$214,460		in						208509		$629,270		in						213		66.0%		90.7%		34.0%		9.3%

				38.8%		61.2%		79.3%		20.7%		41.6%		58.4%								2556		$626,650		in						208512		$359,210		in						2014		89.6%		86.7%		10.4%		13.3%

		2012		$21,682,780		$6,585,550		$7,402,100		$1,615,670		$29,084,880		$8,201,220								2565		$81,760		out						208524		$54,000		in

				76.7%		23.3%		82.1%		17.9%		78.0%		22.0%								2566		$41,380		in						208534		$307,800		in

		2013		$   16,993,090		$   8,759,810		$6,927,080		$713,860		$   23,920,170		$   9,473,670								2572		$9,100		out						208605		$189,475		in

				66.0%		34.0%		90.7%		9.3%		71.6%		28.4%								2577		$18,500		in						208606		$350,000		out

		2014		$   26,391,510		$   3,060,000		$   5,325,920		$   818,570		$   31,717,430		$   3,878,570								2579		$11,260		out						2098R		$121,280		in

				89.6%		10.4%		86.7%		13.3%		89.1%		10.9%								2581		$5,820		out						2099R		$150,000		out

		2015																				2591		$85,980		in						2101R		$9,672,300		out

																						2778		$35,000		in						2101R		$3,380		out

																						2792		$206,240		in						2497		$244,540		in

																						2857		$100,000		out						2500		$922,890		in

																						2860		$150,000		out						251702		$166,000		in

																						2864		$120,000		in						2623R		$414,080		in

																						2883		$200,990		in						2638R		$2,461,440		out

																						2886		$100,000		in						2642R		$2,469,200		in

																						2887		$11,480		in						2648R		$2,321,350		in

																						2916		$100,000		in						2668R		$98,460		out

		B) What percent of total assessed value is within Urban Core, relative to the rest of City?																				2991		$10,000		in						2672R		$100,000		out

																																2687R		$88,130		out

		For part B had Nenad provide KID in core area and outside core area to Stefanie Benke and she provided excel files for 2011, 2012.																														2693		$278,760		in

		Nenad provided excel file for 2013.																														276101		$1,434,880		in

		To get percent use Gross Land plus Gross Improvement and not Total Assessed.  																														2792R		$390,370		in

																																282702		$284,320		in

		Did not use Total Assesses because does not refelect true value because Excemptions are included in this and not in Gross Land or Gross Improvements.																														2865		$1,200,000		out

																																2915		$196,730		out

																																2961		$499,610		out

																				2012		2047		$79,700		out				2012		2074		$500,260		in

																						2067		$49,090		out						208101		$51,410		in

																						2456		$29,880		out						208449		$458,160		out

																						2530		$14,000		in						208508		$178,750		in

																						2530		$411,410		in						208509		$9,900		in

																						2556		$81,930		in						208542		$4,440,290		out

																						2565		$81,640		out						208606		$82,950		out

																						2591		$85,980		in						219802		$2,800,000		in

																						277202		$150,000		out						219803		$2,800,000		in

																						2778		$81,460		in						2497		$228,410		in

																						2792		$32,590		in						2648R		$2,308,120		in

																						2792		$5,735,000		in						2667R		$8,100,000		in

																						2856		$70,570		in						2672R		$100,000		in

																						2857		$100,000		out						2687R		$87,900		out

																						2857		$9,600		out						2693		$230,310		in

																						2859		$92,410		out						2792R		$4,091,300		in

																						2860		$147,540		out						282702		$284,320		in

																						2864		$9,280		in						2870		$63,210		out

																						2883		$188,910		out						2871		$86,890		out

																						2887		$7,480		in						2915		$196,150		out

																						2917		$71,900		out						3023		$820,000		out

																						3002		$622,400		in						3047		$50,000		out

																						3018		$150,000		in						3047		$300,000		out

																						301901		$100,000		in

																						3021		$615,000		out

																				2013		2792P		$2,173,740		in				2013		208542		$   3,401,620		out

																						2792P		$1,703,890		in						2792R		$   1,662,390		in

																						277202		$148,600		out						2792R		$   1,620,000		in

																						3022		$19,180		out						2076		$   14,640		out

																						3002		$573,950		in						2871		$   85,530		out

																						2883		$10,000		out						2517XX		$   1,882,860		out

																						2565		$22,820		out						279401		$   47,450		out

																						2530		$276,060		in						208371		$   46,070		out

																						277203		$59,820		out						2648L		$   918,670		out

																						2047		$79,700		out						2870		$   27,360		out

																						2860		$170,540		out						2517XX		$   1,358,860		in

																						3117		$81,000		out						2672R		$   100,000		out

																						2591		$77,360		in						3047		$   63,450		out

																						2856		$12,380		in						2074		$   259,430		in

																						2772		$22,200		out						2693XX		$   121,210		in

																						3018		$30,200		in						219802		$   1,802,880		in

																						2857		$100,000		out						2915		$   61,150		out

																						3090		$9,500		in						2083		$   493,520		out

																						3018		$170,000		in						2687L		$   91,920		out

																						2856		$1,900,000		in						219803		$   4,308,470		in

																																2084XX		$   251,530		out

																																3023		$   820,000		out

																																3024		$   120,000		in

																																3025		$   95,000		out

																																2091T		$   9,040		out

																																2517XX		$   1,476,000		in

																																208538		$   1,595,000		in

																																219804		$   2,418,850		in

																																219801		$   250,000		in

																																208449		$   200,000		out

																																3092		$   50,000		out

																																2915		$   100,000		out

																				2014		3132		$   240,000		out				2014		2054		$   400,000		in

																						2792P		$   931,610		in						2084		$   366,990		in

																						3002		$   558,650		in						2085		$   300,000		in

																						3120		$   39,280		out						208542		$   400,000		out

																						3117		$   79,290		out						2792R		$   1,363,580		in

																						3137		$   - 0		in						208608		$   600,000		out

																						2591		$   52,130		in						2076		$   151,490		in

																						2856		$   839,610		in						3127		$   30,660		in

																						2031019		$   333,920		in						2517XX		$   1,202,610		in

																						2792P		$   500,000		in						2667R		$   244,450		in

																						3133		$   110,000		out						251704		$   138,760		in

																						2593		$   335,000		in						3047		$   10,000		out

																						3134		$   200,000		out						219804		$   2,137,920		in

																						3135		$   110,000		in						2074		$   259,430		in

																						2857		$   150,000		out						2693		$   4,000		in

																						3136		$   130,000		out						219802		$   1,802,880		in

																						3137		$   400,000		in						219801		$   195,600		in

																						2591		$   275,000		in						208538		$   2,314,910		in

																						2856		$   950,000		in						219803		$   1,103,610		in

																						2047		$   110,000		out

																						3157		$   40,000		in						3024		$   108,410		in

																						total:		$   5,325,920		in						2091T		$   95,770		in

																						total:		$   818,570		out						2076		$   175,000		in

																																2620D		$   750,000		out

																																3144		$   700,000		in

																																3127		$   415,000		in

																																308101		$   500,000		out

																																251704		$   454,660		in

																																2517R		$   3,467,010		in

																																2667R		$   3,534,900		in

																																219801		$   5,423,870		in

																																3159		$   800,000		out

																																total:		$   26,391,510		in

																																total:		$   3,060,000		out











































Transportatin Capital

Within Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.38811088418394757	0.76703434550254646	0.65985151186856628	0.89610040368049038	Outside Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.61188911581605243	0.23296565449745352	0.34014848813143372	0.1038995963195096	

Parks Capital

Within Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.79263944164195121	0.82083486272104966	0.90657432200750165	0.86677983038462103	Outside Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.20736055835804879	0.17916513727895034	9.3425677992498304E-2	0.13322016961537897	

Within Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.41620800136862313	0.78004618343028631	0.71630486341193467	0.89103916170356223	Outside Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.58379199863137687	0.21995381656971363	0.28369513658806533	0.1089608382964378	Assessed Value	urban core	outside urban core	0.5	0.5	Parks and Transportation Capital Projects (% of $ spent)

Within Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.41620800136862313	0.78004618343028631	0.71630486341193467	0.89103916170356223	Outside Urban Core	2011	2012	2013	2014	0.58379199863137687	0.21995381656971363	0.28369513658806533	0.1089608382964378	



16 - food production

		Goal 16

		Food production

		use: 

		Database Connections\Connection to vssdeprd as gis.sde\GIS.LAND.SPV_LEGALPARCEL_BCAA

		Actual_Use_Class of 'FARM'

		Met with Brian Butchart Thursday, April 12 about generating BCAA data for 2011 (2010).  He will have Nenad work on it next week.

		Removed all 'Vacant' uses from the farm designation and then assumed the remainder is actively farmed.

		File Geodatabase: P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\GIS\BCAA\BCAA_Historical.gdb

		2012 BCAA data:  GIS_LAND_SPV_LEGALPARCEL_BCAA_20120415

		2011 BCAA data:  LEGALPARCEL_BCAA_2011

		Definition Query to get 'FARM'

		Then to get actively farmed land:

		ACTUAL_USE in ( '110', '120', '130', '140', '150', '160', '170', '180', '190')

		Year		Actively Farmed Land (ha)		Number of Records Actively Farmed		Kelowna's Land Base (ha)		% Land Base Actively Farmed		# of Community Gardens

		2011		4,867		866		21,527		22.6%		8

		2012		4,811		829		21,527		22.3%		9						Actively Farmed (ha)		Other uses (ha)

		2013		4,882		845		21,527		22.7%		11				2014		4,950		16,577

		2014		4,950		857		21,527		23.0%		11

		2015

		Kelowna Land Base taken from Darren Genge email: P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\Background\Criteria 16 - Food Production\RE: Stats Information Needed.msg

		Community Garden list from: 

		http://www.centralokanagancommunitygardens.com/gardenmap.php

		count		Garden Name		Year Added		location

		1		Cawston Avenue Commuity Garden		pre 2011		Church property

		2		St. Paul Community Garden		pre 2011		City property

		3		Sutton Glen Community Garden		pre 2011		City property

		4		Gibbs Road Community Garden		pre 2011		Church property

		5		Hartman Road Community Garden		pre 2011		City property

		6		Barlee Road Community Garden		pre 2011		City property

		7		Michaelbrook Community Garden		2011		City property

		8		Willow Park Community Garden		2012		Church property

		9		Lindahl Community Garden		2012		City property

		10		DeHart Garden		2013		City property

		11		Parkinson Rec. Centre Garden		2013		City property

		2014 none



% of Kelowna's land base Actively Farmed

Actively Farmed (ha)	Other uses (ha)	4950	16577	http://www.centralokanagancommunitygardens.com/gardenmap.php

17 - safety

		Goal 17

		Safety

		Emailed Garth Letcher (April 2nd) to see about getting annual crime stats.

		Garth provided me with a link to provincially published crime & policing stats.

		http://www.pssg.gov.bc.ca/policeservices/statistics/index.htm#regionalprofiles

		City of Kelowna										City of Kelowna Crime Rate						P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-40 Community Indicators\OCP Indicators\2013\Indicators\Indicator 17 Safety\Crime Stats

		Violent Crimes										Year		Crime Rate

		Year		Number of Offences		Crime Rate						2009		120.9

		2009		2,550		21.1						2010		112.6

		2010		2,414		19.9						2011		98.8

		2011		2,250		18.5						2012		104.0

		2012										2013

		2013										2014

		2014

		2015

		Number of offences represents only those crimes reported to, or discovered by the police which, upon preliminary investigation, have been deemed to have occurred or been attempted; these data do not represent nor imply a count of the number of charges laid, prosecutions conducted, informations sworn or convictions obtained. These data have been recorded by the police utilizing the Uniform Crime Reporting 2 (UCR2) Survey scoring rules and guidelines. If a single criminal incident contains a number of violations of the law, then only the most serious violation is recorded for UCR2 purposes.

		Crime rate is the number of Criminal Code offences or crimes (excluding drugs and traffic) reported for every 1,000 permanent residents. It is a better measure of trends in crime than the actual number of offences because it allows for population differences. Municipal crime rates do not necessarily reflect the relative safety of one municipality over another. More often than not, a high crime rate indicates that a municipality is a core city, i.e., a business and/or entertainment centre for many people who reside outside, as well as inside, the municipality. As a result, core cities may have large part-time or temporary populations which are excluded from both their population bases, and their crime rate calculations.

		Violent Crimes include the offences of homicide, attempted murder, sexual and non-sexual assault, sexual offences against children, abduction, forcible confinement or kidnapping, robbery, criminal harassment, extortion, uttering threats, and threatening or harassing phone calls.

		Violent Crimes definition source:

		http://www.pssg.gov.bc.ca/policeservices/shareddocs/crime-statistics.pdf

		Motor Vehicle Crashes - Reported by ICBC

		Data provided by ICBC via Mahesh

		Kelowna Traffic Incidences by Year



		Incidents numbers taken from "Grand Total" row of ICBC report

		Population numbers taken from 'Interim Population Estimates - Gray Stephen)

		Year		Number of Incidents (ICBC)		Population		Incidents per 1000 people

		2009		8,555		115,072		74.3

		2010		7,980		115,817		68.9

		2011		7,597		117,312		64.8

		2012		7,745		118,242		65.5		Population estimate for 2012: P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-30 Official Community Plan\2013-04-25 Growth Strategy - 2013.xls

		2013		8,148		119,445		68.2

		2014

		2015





Crime Rate 

(Number of criminal code offenses reported per 1,000 people)

Crime Rate	2009	2010	2011	2012	120.9	112.6	98.8	104	Traffic Collisions per 1000 people

Incidents per 1000 people	2009	2010	2011	2012	2013	74.344758064516128	68.901801980710957	64.758933442444089	65.501260127535062	68.215496672108515	http://www.pssg.gov.bc.ca/policeservices/statistics/index.htmhttp://www.pssg.gov.bc.ca/policeservices/shareddocs/crime-statistics.pdf../../../1200-30%20Official%20Community%20Plan/2013-04-25%20Growth%20Strategy%20-%202013.xls

18 - Cultural Opportunities

		Goal 20

		Increased cultural opportunities

		Cultural Services will be releasing there Curltural Report Card & Indicators in 2014.  We will defer until the report is published.

		2011 Cultural Plan (page 42):

		http://www.kelowna.ca/CityPage/Docs/PDFs//Cultural%20District/CulturalPlan-WEB.pdf

		Using the cultural indicators set out in Appendix

		7, and starting in 2014, prepare a cultural ‘Report

		Card’ to be shared with City Council and the community

		every three to five years. This report will be in addition

		to progress reports regarding implementation of

		recommendations in this Plan.

		The City of Toronto released its groundbreaking 10-year

		‘Culture Plan for the Creative City’ in 2003. The plan

		contained a recommendation that the Culture Division

		would report to Council every two years on a set of 11

		performance indicators relating to municipal cultural

		input/investment, cultural output and economic impact.

		When the City released its new plan in May 201128, these

		metrics assisted in renewing the mandate for continuing

		and increasing investment, and setting bold new targets.

		With improved data collection, and by using frameworks

		already established, the City of Kelowna will be well

		equipped to monitor and analyze its progress toward the

		cultural development goals in this plan, and to establish

		new visions in the future.

		Appendix 7 (page 101):

		Indicators for Kelowna' Cultural Report Card:

		Quantitative Data

		(accessible through existing and to-be-developed data sources)

		• Cultural FTEs and per capita municipal investment

		in culture, comparing Kelowna with other

		selected cities**

		• Funds leveraged by city investment in culture grants

		and facility operating funds***

		• Number of culture sector jobs, by sector and as a

		percentage of total employment*

		• Number of enterprises in the creative and cultural

		economic sector*

		• Number of cultural resources in each urban centre***

		• Number of hours public cultural spaces and facilities

		are in use as a percentage of the time they

		are available***

		• Impact of the creative/culture sector in Kelowna

		on GDP*

		• Number of and attendance at city-funded cultural

		facilities, programs and events***

		• Demographic info re: attendance, particularly by age

		and FSA (postal code)***

		• Number of city-funded cultural programs for youth***

		• Number of new arts and culture organizations funded

		by the City***

		• Number of outdoor event permits provided by

		the City*** and ratio of cultural event permits to

		total number***

		• Number of new events funded by the City***

		• Number of designated and protected heritage properties**

		• Number of seats in performing arts facilities per

		1,000 inhabitants**

		• Number of location permits for film and

		television productions***

		• Number of cultural visitors to Kelowna***

		and visitor spending***

		Qualitative Data

		(requiring use of public survey)

		• Level of engagement in cultural pursuits**

		• Potential barriers to participation in cultural programs**

		• Length of neighbourhood residency**

		• Factors making a neighbourhood a good place to live**

		• Importance of arts and culture to quality of life**

		• Average per capita or household spending on arts

		and culture**

		• Number of performing art events attended**

		• Perceptions/loyalty/attachment to community***



http://www.kelowna.ca/CityPage/Docs/PDFs/Cultural%20District/CulturalPlan-WEB.pdf
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A C T I V E  T R A N S P O RTAT I O N  I N V E S T M E N T  
D E C R E A S E D  I N  2 0 1 4  ( I N D I C ATO R  4 )  
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N U M B E R  O F  B U S I N E S S E S  W I T H  
E M P L O Y E E S  I S  G R O W I N G  ( I N D I C ATO R  9 )   
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M O V I N G  F O RWA R D  

Continue to collect indicator data 
annually 
Consider reporting on a two year cycle  
Monitor results and make any  

   necessary adjustments as trends  
   become evident  
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Report to Council 
 
 
Date: 

 
October 14, 2015 
 

File: 
 

1840-10 

To:  
 

City Manager 
 

From: 
 

Terry Barton, Urban Planning Manager 
Ian Wilson, Park Services Manager 
 

Subject: 
 

Off-leash Dog Areas – Park Planning 

 

Recommendation: 
 
THAT Council receive for information the September 12, 2015 report regarding future off-
leash dog areas from the Urban Planning Manager and the Park Services Manager.  
 
AND THAT Council instruct staff to develop a community engagement strategy to help 
determine local preferences for dogs in parks and public places. 
 
 
Purpose:  
 
To receive Council’s direction on a proposed public engagement process for future off-leash 
dog areas. 
 
Background: 
 
There are currently nine off-leash dog areas in the City, comprising 13.7 hectares of parkland. 
This includes one off-leash dog beach at Cedar Creek Park and two temporary locations at 
Rowcliffe Park and Rutland Recreation Park. 
 
The number of off-leash areas per capita in Kelowna is currently 7.5 areas per 100,000 
residents, which is excellent compared to communities in the United States:  a 2014 survey of 
the 100 largest American cities1 found that Portland, Oregon had the highest per capita off-
leash dog areas at 5.3 per 100,000 residents. Similar comprehensive statistics do not exist for 
Canadian cities however Kelowna fares moderately well compared to other Canadian locations 
such as Prince George (4.2 parks per 100,000), Vancouver (6 parks per 100,000), and 
Kamloops (19.8 dog parks per 100,000 residents). 
 
 

                                                           
1
 2014 City Park Facts.  The Trust for Public Land, https://www.tpl.org/2014-city-park-facts 
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There are many social and health benefits that both on- and off-leash dog parks can provide 
to the community. However, dogs also present challenges and potential conflicts in public 
spaces. In 2011, the City developed the following planning principles when considering the 
creation of any new off-leash areas: 
 

1. Health / Safety:  Dogs should not be permitted in proximity to children’s playgrounds, 
sport fields and human swimming areas.  Interior Health has previously expressed 
concerns about mixing dogs and human swimmers (Attachment 1).  Kelowna’s beaches 
are critical to tourism and the local economy. 

 
2. Environmental / Wildlife Impact:  Dogs negatively impact wildlife and wildlife habitat, 

and dog parks should not be located in environmentally sensitive areas. 
 

3. Neighbourhood consultation:  Dog park locations and potential impacts on adjacent 
neighbourhoods must be carefully considered and neighbours consulted. A new dog 
park and surrounding neighbourhood must be able to accommodate additional traffic, 
parking needs and noise generated by park visitors. 

 
4. Park Size:   The minimum size (best management practice) for off-leash dog areas is 

sited at 0.4 ha (1 acre) by the American Kennel Club.  This is the approximate size of 
the Mission Recreation Park Off-leash area. 

 
5. Park Location:  Dog parks should be located in areas that are convenient and 

accessible.  The size and distribution of dog parks should take into account population 
density within the urban core of the City. The park should also be accessible from the 
City’s sidewalk / trail network. 

 
6. Fencing, gates and buffers:  The use of fencing and/or appropriate buffers is required 

to prevent conflicts with other users or wildlife and to protect dogs from vehicle 
traffic. Ideally, small dogs should also be separated from larger dogs.  

 
7. Infrastructure:  Dog parks should be developed with the appropriate supporting 

infrastructure, e.g. parking, washrooms, fences, signage, shade, site furniture, and 
drinking fountains for people and dogs. If possible, lighting should be provided to allow 
evening usage. 
 

8. Construction Materials:  Turf areas are very difficult to maintain in heavy-traffic dog 
parks. Other surface materials should be considered to minimize operational costs, 
such as gravel, decomposed granite or wood chips. 

 
Public Feedback 
The 2012 Kelowna Citizen Survey found that the majority of citizens support the creation of 
fenced spaces for dogs, within existing parks.  Nearly three-quarters support dog parks in 
existing city parks, with more than four-in-ten saying they ‘strongly support’ dog parks. While 
dog owners are more likely than non-dog owners to support dog parks, the majority of 
respondents in both of these segments were in general support. 
 
Each year the City receives feedback from residents and visitors regarding dogs in parks.  
Some request more facilities for dogs, while others express concerns with dogs in public 
parks. The most popular request is for more dog beaches. While staff have found that there 
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tends to be general community support for dogs in parks, local neighbourhoods have raised 
significant concerns when a proposal has come forward for a specific location.  Past City 
efforts have failed at Sutherland Bay, Kinsmen Park and Powerline Park. 
 
This past summer, two petitions were submitted to the City requesting off-leash dog beach 
access at Sutherland Bay. One petition was on-line with approximately 800 digital 
“signatures”; the second petition was in paper format with approximately 200 signatures. A 
number of participants on both petitions did not appear to be local residents. The City also 
received three formal letters from residents who did not support a new dog park in 
Sutherland Bay. Sutherland Bay was not acceptable to local residents in the late 1990’s. Some 
current challenges facing the site include lack of parking (and competition for parking from 
boat launch users) as well as an on-going City foreshore protection project along Poplar Point 
drive. 
 
Proposed Public Engagement Process: 
Staff recommend a public engagement process that will help answer immediate questions 
about acceptable locations for new dog parks, and also provide important feedback that will 
inform park planners in the years to come regarding access for dogs in public places. Ideally 
staff would like to develop an overall “Dogs and Parks Strategy” similar to what has been 
done in Nanaimo and Surrey. 
 
Staff propose to design and implement an appropriate community engagement process 
together with the Communications department. Staff propose that the first step include a 
City-wide statistically valid survey to gather public feedback about dog access to parks and 
community priorities. Staff would then report back to Council on the results of the survey 
before proceeding to the next step, which would include engaging individual neighbourhoods 
on potential locations (such as Sutherland Bay). 
 
In order to utilize existing budgets, staff recommend beginning this public engagement 
process in January 2016 and reporting back to Council with preliminary findings by March, 
2016.   
 
Internal Circulation: 
Divisional Director, Communications & Information Services 
Divisional Director, Corporate & Protective Services 
Manager, Bylaw Services 
 
External Agency/Public Comments: 
Regional District Dog Control staff were invited to comment on this report.  RDCO staff 
indicated that they would participate as part of the public process. 
 
Financial/Budgetary Considerations 
Staff estimate that the initial public engagement process would cost a minimum of $7,500.  
These costs can be covered under existing budgets early in 2016.   
 
Different options and locations will carry significantly different capital and operating costs.  
These will be outlined in a future report to Council for consideration should that become the 
preferred direction.  The addition of new dog areas may also need to be supported with 
additional resources to the RDCO Dog Control Program and/or the City’s Bylaw & Enforcement 
Division.  
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Considerations not applicable to this report: 
Legal/Statutory Authority 
Legal/Statutory Procedural Requirements 
Existing Policy 
Personnel Implications 
Communications Comments 
Alternate Recommendation 
 
Submitted by:  
 
 
Terry Barton, Urban Planning Manager 
Ian Wilson, Park Services Manager 
 
 
 
Approved for inclusion:                   A. Newcombe, Director of Infrastructure 
 
 
 
Attachment 1:  MHO Health Guidance Statement – Dogs in Parks 
Attachment 2:  Designated Dog Off-Leash Parks 
 
 
cc: Divisional Director, Communications & Information Services 
 Divisional Director, Corporate & Protective Services 
 Manager, Bylaw Services 
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July 29, 2010 
 

MEDICAL HEALTH OFFICER HEALTH GUIDANCE STATEMENT ON: 
PARK USE BY DOGS 

 
For many people, dogs provide an irreplaceable source of companionship, friendship and 
security.  In Canada, approximately one third of all households own a dog (Ipsos Canada, 
2001).  Increasing urbanization and a growing urban dog population contributes to 
pressures on park space where both people and dogs can exercise, play and socialize.   
 
In response to a request from the City of Kelowna, Interior Health Medical Health Officers 
have been asked to comment on the public health impacts of dogs in parks.   In the City of 
Kelowna there are 259 parks.  Dogs are permitted in 81 of them, 7 of which are designated 
as off-leash dog parks.     
 
The review of the issue is hampered by the relative lack of baseline information, much of 
the data is suggestive of problems but good data collection has not apparently been 
undertaken.  
 
Public parks have an important role to play in facilitating physical activity. 
Environment is critical for increasing opportunities for exercise and is an important 
area to address sedentary behaviours associated with a variety of chronic illnesses 
(Cohen et al., 2007).  Dog owners complete significantly more minutes of walking and 
total physical activity.  Parks which are open to dogs provide for animal socialization 
activities, physical and mental stimulation and exercise for active dogs.   
 
Having a pet dog improves both physical and mental wellbeing (Wells, 2007).  Directly, 
there is the obvious effect of increased physical activity, however there are important 
indirect effects of pet ownership brought on by increased social contact and the possibility 
that the human-dog bond provides a psychological buffer against stress.  Additionally, pets 
can have a positive influence on a child’s development and self esteem (Lang & Klassen, 
2005) 
 
Dog owners perceived that they had more social support to walk and do other forms of 
physical activity and reported higher neighbourhood cohesion than did non-owners (Cutt et 
al., 2008).  Additionally, there are educational advantages and opportunities for owners to 
learn about dogs through observation and discussion with more experienced owners when 
interacting at public parks.   

Effectiveness of current enforcement of City by-laws designed to reduce negative 
consequences of dog ownership.  

Currently, the City of Kelowna outlines the responsibilities of dog owners to clean up after 
their dogs, train their dogs to obey commands, license and vaccinate their dogs, use a 
leash no longer than 2 meters and stay at least 10 meters away from playgrounds.  These 
bylaws are often not enforced, and much of the public health concerns of allowing dogs in 

ATTACHMENT1:  MHO Health Guidance Statement – Dogs in Parks
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all of Kelowna’s parks can be managed by promoting strong local ordinances and uniform 
enforcement, as well as by implementing community-wide education programs.  Ultimately, 
dog owners must take the initiative to be responsible and conscientious, ensuring that their 
actions support the privilege of sharing parkland and open spaces with the community. 

 
While most dogs are friendly with no intentions to cause harm to anyone, at times, 
some dogs may act aggressively towards humans or other dogs.   Dog bites are a 
serious and often underestimated medical and public health problem, and continue to 
be a source of preventable injury (Shuler et al., 2008; Voelker, 1997).   
 
While most dogs may be well intentioned and trained, dogs may bite humans under a 
variety of conditions. The peak incidence of dog bites is from June to August.  The 
likelihood of a child sustaining a dog bite in their lifetime is approximately 50% (Beck & 
Jones, 1985).   
 
In Canada, 81% of reported dog bites occur in children aged 14 years or younger (CHIRPP, 
2006).  Children aged 5-9 represent the higher risk group for dog attacks (Lang, 2005).  The 
psychosocial consequences of trauma caused by a dog bite can affect the quality of life of 
the injured child and his or her family (Kahn et al., 2003).   Injuries to the upper body occur 
more frequently in younger children and the body part most often affected is the face 
(40.5%) (CHIRPP, 2006). Scarring is a common consequence related to dog bites, and the 
resulting emotional distress should not be underestimated, particularly for face wounds 
(Schmitt, 1998). 

Most injuries are caused by a dog known to the victim (Lang & Klassen, 2005).  While dog 
bites are a concern in public parks, most injuries occur at the victim's own home (34%) or 
other home (30%) with 3% of injuries occurring in a public park. 

Prevention is the best method for avoiding injury.  It has been suggested that the risk of bite 
injuries reinforces the need for owners to be vigilant about socializing and training their 
dogs.  Prevention strategies should focus on public education and training of dogs and their 
owners.   

Current compliance with existing City of Kelowna bylaws on the use of leashes to control 
dogs is not known but anecdotally, it is less than ideal.  While many animals can be well 
trained, all dogs have the potential in certain circumstances to become aggressive. Even 
the best trained of animals, such as guide animals and police animals are maintained on-
leash.  Off-leash parks should be limited for the purposes of dogs without other human 
activities occurring in such areas.  

While most dogs are friendly, some people can have exacerbations of underlying 
disease when exposed to dogs, others may become anxious or fearful when 
approached by a dog.  

Dog bites represent an unwanted interaction between humans and dogs who are 
misbehaving.  Some people have health concerns that would be impacted by a close 
interaction with the best trained animals.  Asthma and dog specific allergies can be 
exacerbated.  The prevalence of these diseases are respectively about 11% and 4% of 
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child populations. The risk for exacerbation of underlying disease of individuals can vary 
considerably and consideration must be given to the most sensitive and high risk persons in 
policy development.   Some persons may become fearful or avoid interactions with specific 
animals, including dogs.  The prevalence of phobias or discomfort amongst persons 
approached by a dog is not known.  

Even when dogs are not aggressive, some animals get excited and can run towards, jump 
on or sniff other visitors to the park. Injuries other than bites may result although data are 
lacking on the frequency of such circumstances.  While some people enjoy the opportunity 
to play with a friendly dog, others do not and may feel it is an intrusion of their own 
enjoyment of the public park.  There is a lack of data in the literature on the public park 
experiences of people who do not own dogs, however this should be considered when 
evaluating the use of public parks for all community members.   

Uncollected dog waste (fecal and urine) can negatively affect park aesthetics as well 
as public health and safety.  In natural parks or along the edge of water bodies, 
accumulating dog waste can adversely impact sensitive habitat areas.  Where animal 
wastes are left in public parks, risk for zoonotic disease is increased.    
 
Kelowna Dog Regulation and Impounding Bylaw (No. 5880-88) require that all owners pick 
up their dog’s fecal waste; however these rules are not always followed, particularly when 
dogs are off-leash (Holland et al., 1991).  Public education has greatly increased awareness 
of the connection between uncollected feces and zoonotic disease, yet a proportion of pet 
owners, even if in the minority,  do not pick up their pets’ waste. Dog urine has the potential 
to carry pathogens that can cause human illness.  Exposure by persons is more likely from 
activities that involve other than walking across an area (e.g. lying on beaches, picnicking, 
sport and fun games).  Children are more likely to be exposed to such pathogens (Seah et 
al., 1975).   
 
The risk of these diseases can be reduced by strict enforcement of existing bylaws 
concerning dogs.  The current effectiveness of by-laws in eliminating canine fecal 
contamination is not known for Kelowna.   
 
Hand-washing is important in reducing the risk for infection in a park utilized by dogs and 
appropriate washing facilities should be available where dogs are permitted.  
 
Public health impacts of dogs in parks are a factor of how a park is actually used by pet 
owners, rather than simply the accessibility of the area to animals (Ludlam & Platt, 1989).  
Providing dog waste bags and conveniently placed receptacles in popular dog walking 
areas can increase the rate of compliance with dog waste bylaws. Dog waste left in public 
spaces can contribute to tension between those park users with and those without dogs.   
 
As previously indicated to the City of Kelowna, good beach operation should include efforts 
to reduce fecal contamination from all sources.  The 2007 study by the City of Kelowna 
demonstrated the contribution of E. Coli in beach recreational water attributable to canines 
was of the order of 15%, second only to geese (24%).  Further, the use of beaches by 
persons playing or lying on the ground is a strong rationale for excluding dogs from beaches 
used by humans.  
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Summary: 
 
Policy development on expanding access to parklands by dogs is compromised by the lack 
of information related to:  

o Public opinion and public preferences. 
o Current compliance with municipal bylaws related to use of leashes and 

removal of dog feces. 
o Impact on behaviour and concerns of non-dog owners who may actively 

avoid contact with areas where dogs frequent.  
o Risks to persons with underlying health conditions.   

Changes in policy should be accompanied by evaluation of impacts on persons affected by 
the policy change.  
While the majority of dog owners are responsible, the current effectiveness of signage, 
enforcement and education activities is questioned in respect to dog owners who do not 
comply with expectations outlined in bylaws.   
 
Recommendations: 
 

1. Pet ownership should be encouraged as a health promoting activity, both from the 
perspective of the intrinsic value of companionship as well as the increased physical 
activity incurred, particularly amongst dog owners.  

2. Dogs should be prohibited from playgrounds, locations where children frequent for 
play purposes (playing fields, school yards etc.) and beaches with their adjacent 
park strips that are used by people.  

3. Information on public opinions, public behaviours of non-dog owners and current 
compliance with leash and clean-up bylaws should be obtained to help inform policy 
changes.   

4. If increased access to park space is to be provided to dogs, that this be undertaken 
in a measured fashion, so that impacts can be monitored on the majority of persons 
who are not dog owners.  

5. Sufficient resources for education and enforcement should be dedicated to ensure 
that the benefits of expanding access to parks by dogs exceed the risks.  

6. Parks where dogs can be permitted should also provide good hand-washing 
facilities.  

7. Off-leash parks should be limited for the purposes of dogs without other human 
activities occurring in such areas.  

 
1

 
 

                                                 
1 References available 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

Designated Dog Off-Leash Parks  
City of Kelowna     October 14, 2015 

1 Cedar Creek Park 
2 Duggan Park 
3 Ellison Dog Park 
4 Enterprise Dog Park 
5 Glenmore Dog Park 
6 Knox Mountain Dog Park 
7 Mission Dog Park 
8 Rowcliffe Park 
9 Rutland Recreation Park* 

* denotes temporary  
off-leash dog park 

Attachment 2:   
Designated Dog  
Off-Leash Parks 
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Report to Council 
 

 

Date: 

 
October 7, 2015 

Rim No. 
 

1840-05 

To:  
 

City Manager 
 

From: 
 

Blair Stewart, Urban Forestry Supervisor 

Subject: 
 

Pest Management - Rats 

  

  

Recommendation: 
 
THAT Council receives, for information, the Report from the Urban Forestry Supervisor dated 
the October 7, 2015 regarding the status of the rat population in Kelowna; 
 
AND THAT Council raise this issue with the Regional District of Central Okanagan’s Board for 
consideration. 
 
Purpose:  
 
To provide an update on rat management options for Kelowna. 
 
Background: 
 
Rats such as the black rat (roof rat) or the brown rat (Norway rat) are invasive species which 
have spread world-wide and are common everywhere that humans live, with a few exceptions 
(e.g. the Province of Alberta and Antarctica). The Okanagan region was traditionally rat-free 
but in recent years rats appear to have been accidentally introduced and have spread rapidly. 
Pest control operators have reported that rat populations are growing in south and central 
Okanagan communities. 
 
In Kelowna, staff have monitored a steady increase in the rat population and service requests 
relating to rats over the past two years, particularly in the Glenmore area, Downtown, the 
Pandosy/Lakeshore area and parts of Rutland.     
 
Most rat sightings in Kelowna have been identified as black/roof rats. Roof rats typically live 
in families in abandoned buildings, sheds and debris piles. Roof rats are generally easier to 
capture and live a cleaner life than the Norway rat. The Norway rat is known to live in areas 
near garbage and sewers. Staff have not received confirmation that the Norway rat is in 
Kelowna or the Okanagan.   
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City staff recently met with staff from other local governments in the south and central 
Okanagan and pest management experts to brainstorm best management practices and 
potential recommendations for the public and commercial businesses throughout the region. 
Some of the key findings from this meeting included: 
 

 Rats are here to stay; rat eradication is extremely difficult once populations are 
established. 

  Public education should be a primary focus to help residents and businesses learn how 
to minimize rat problems. The Regional District of Okanagan-Similkameen (RDOS) is 
taking the lead with public education in South Okanagan communities and has 
developed a brochure that they have made available for use by other communities. 

 Proper management of attractants (fruit and nut trees, compost piles, bird feeders) is 
particularly important. 

 Rats rely on humans for survival, particularly in the winter time when food is scarce 
and rats seek shelter in buildings. Therefore winter is also an optimum time for 
trapping and rat control. 

 Pest control experts recommend using high numbers of snap-traps for control, and 
discourage the use of poisons due to the risk of poisoning pets or predatory 
birds/wildlife. 

 Rats should never be re-located as this just spreads the problem. 

 Although there are possible health risks associated with rats, Interior Health has 
communicated to staff that these risks are very low (Attachment 1). 

 The RDOS currently has a pilot project in Naramata to help private property owners 
trap and share costs, in an area with a relatively isolated infestation. Staff will 
monitor this initiative and any lessons learned. 

 
Management Strategy 
 
The City has launched an educational web page on kelowna.ca that outlines general 
information about rats and how to prevent infestations1. Staff will also continue to 
collaborate with regional partners to monitor populations and share information. Since rats do 
not respect municipal boundaries, staff suggest that Council may wish to consider raising the 
issue at the RDCO board to determine whether RDCO can take a lead role similar to what has 
been done in the south Okanagan.  
 
City staff are also planning to educate Kelowna business owners. Many commercial businesses 
have large garbage and recycling storage on site. Food waste can be a magnet for rodents 
especially rats. Staff are working with bylaw services to include a rat control bulletin with the 
annual business license renewal letter that is sent to all 10,000 Kelowna businesses license 
holders in December. 
 
Parks and Building Services staff have hired pest control contractors to help trap rats where 
there are known infestations on City properties or City buildings. These costs are increasing 
therefore staff will likely be submitting a budget request for Council consideration during the 
2016 budget process. Staff recommend that private properties continue to be responsible for 
management of rat infestations on their own properties.  
 

                                                           
1
 http://www.kelowna.ca/CM/Page4827.aspx 
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Lastly, Parks staff are working with the City Bylaw Department to determine whether updated 
language in the Unsightly Premises bylaw may help to enforce cleanup of properties that have 
an accumulation of garbage, food waste or other conditions that could harbor rats. 
 
Internal Circulation: 
Maria Lee, Communications Advisor 
Greg Wise, Bylaw Services Manager 
Martin Johansen, Building Services Manager 
 
Considerations not applicable to this report: 
Legal/Statutory Authority: 
Legal/Statutory Procedural Requirements: 
Existing Policy: 
Financial/Budgetary Considerations: 
Personnel Implications: 
External Agency/Public Comments: 
Communications Comments: 
Alternate Recommendation: 
 
 
Submitted by:  
 
 
 
 
B. Stewart, Urban Forestry Supervisor 
 
 
 
Approved for inclusion:                 Joe Creron, Director, Civic Operations 
 
 
cc: Ian Wilson, Park Services Manager 
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From: Golmohammadi, Dr. Kamran
To: Ian Wilson
Cc: Stajduhar, Linda; Jacobsen, Jennifer
Subject: RE: Rat question
Date: Friday, August 14, 2015 10:55:17 AM

Hi Ian,
 
When people report seeing rats in their surrounding areas, they are often referring to larger size
rodents as a general term. The two more commonly rats seen in Kelowna are brown rats (also
known as Norway rat or sewer rat), and black rats (also known as ship rat or roof rat).  Different
types of rodents are reported to transmit disease to human directly or indirectly.
 
Diseases directly transmitted from rodents include:

·         Hantavirus Pulmonary Syndrome
·         Hemorrhagic Fever with Renal Syndrome
·         Lassa Fever
·         Leptospirosis
·         Lymphocytic Chorio-meningitis
·         Omsk Hemorrhagic Fever
·         Plague
·         Rat-Bite Fever
·         Salmonellosis
·         South American Arenaviruses
·         Tularemia

 
Diseases indirectly transmitted by rodents include:

·         Babesiosis
·         Colorado Tick Fever
·         Cutaneous Leishmaniasis
·         Human Granulocytic Anaplasmosis
·         La Crosse Encephalitis
·         Lyme Disease
·         Murine Typhus
·         Omsk Hemorrhagic Fever
·         Powassan Virus
·         Scrub Typhus
·         Rickettsialpox
·         Relapsing Fever
·         Rocky Mountain Spotted Fever
·         Sylvatic Typhus
·         West Nile Virus

 
It is very important to know that infectious diseases that are transmitted by rodents are rarely seen
in Canada. A recent study showed that some rats that were trapped over the course of one year in
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Vancouver Downtown Eastside, tested positive for leptospira, a bacteria that causes Leptospirosis.
But the disease is rarely seen in Canada and over the past decades only few cases of leptospirosis
reported in Canada that all were travel related.
 
Please find below, one of the best information sources regarding rodents in BC. You can share their
web link with the public:
http://www.healthlinkbc.ca/healthfiles/hfile37.stm
 
Today, I spoke with Jen Jacobsen, Public Health Inspector and Supervisor with Interior Health who
has brought a wealth of knowledge and experience in this area to our public health team. She will
follow-up with you.
 
 
Sincerely
Kamran
 
Kamran Golmohammadi MD MSc FRCPC
Medical Health Officer | Interior Health
Clinical Assistant Professor | School of Population and Public Health, UBC
1340 Ellis Street | Kelowna, BC Canada V1Y 9N1
Phone: 250 868 7813
Fax: 250 868 7826
Email: Kamran.Golmohammadi@interiorhealth.ca
Web: http://www.interiorhealth.ca/AboutUs/Leadership/Pages/MHO.aspx
 
 
 
 

From: Ian Wilson [mailto:IWilson@kelowna.ca] 
Sent: Friday, August 14, 2015 9:15 AM
To: Stajduhar, Linda
Cc: Amanda Lamberti; Blair Stewart
Subject: Rat question
 
Linda, as per our phone conversation,  the City of Kelowna is getting a lot of public calls and
concerns about rats this year.  Rats are new to the Okanagan, we’ve never had a rat problem until
recently.
 
Some of the questions are related to public health concerns.  Could you please pass the following
questions on to our local Medical Health Officer?
 

·         I know that there are some potential health concerns with rats.  How serious are these
concerns – I’d appreciate if the MHO could comment.

·         Does Interior Health have any information available regarding the health impacts of rats,
e.g. on the IHA website?  Do you have some information or a web link that we can share
with the public?

·         Any other comments or advice from a public health perspective is appreciated
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thanks
 
 
Ian Wilson
Park Services Manager | City of Kelowna
250-469-8842 | iwilson@kelowna.ca 
Connect with the City kelowna.ca/connect
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CITY OF KELOWNA 
 

BYLAW NO. 11145 
 

2016 Permissive Tax Exemption Bylaw 
 

A bylaw pursuant to Sections 220, 224 and 225 of the Community Charter, to exempt from 
taxation certain lands and improvements situated in the City of Kelowna 

 

 

The Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna, in open meeting assembled, enacts as follows: 

 

1. Those certain parcels or tracts of land and improvements, situated, lying and being in the City 

of Kelowna, as described in Schedules “A” to “J” attached hereto and forming part of this 

bylaw, shall be exempt from taxation. 

 

2. This bylaw shall come into full force and effect and is binding on all persons during the 2016 

taxation year. 

 

3. This bylaw may be cited as “2016 Tax Exemption Bylaw No. 11145”. 

 

Read a first, second and third time by the Municipal Council this 5th day of October, 2015. 

 

Adopted by 2/3 of the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna this   

 

 

 

 

 

Mayor 

 

 

 

 

 

City Clerk 
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Schedule A – Public Worship 

 

Tax Exempt Properties for 2016 Tax Year 

NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

1  1230  

Lot 1, Blk 13, 

Plan 202, DL138 

The Union of Slavic 

Churches of Evangelical 

Christians c/o Trustees   

2  1350  

Lots 2 and 3, Blk 

15, Plan 202, DL 

138 

Trustees of First United 

Church   

3  1360  

Lot 4,Blk 15,Plan 

202, DL 138 In 

Trust - DD 

197582F 

Trustees of First United 

Church Note: Parking Lot 

4  1370  

Lot 5,Blk 15,Plan 

202, DL 138 In 

Trust - DD 

197582F 

Trustees of First United 

Church Note: Parking Lot 

5  6911  

Lot 25, Plan 578, 

DL 138, Except 

Plan H16278, & 

Lot A PL 

Kelowna Buddhist 

Society   

6  18380    

Kelowna Buddhist 

Society   

7  21300  

Lot 19-20, Plan 

2085, District Lot 

139 

Unitarian Fellowship of 

Kelowna Society 

Criteria #5: 1462 sq ft taxable as principal use 

of property not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization owning the property. ( 

lease/rental to Serendipity Daycare)  

8  21640  

Lot 5, Blk B, Plan 

2167, DL 139 

Christian Science Society 

of Kelowna   

9  22500  

Lot 6, Plan 2271, 

DL 139 

Kelowna Tabernacle 

Congregation - Trustees   

10  51070  

Lot 1, Plan 

11332, DL 137 

Governing Council of the 

Salvation Army in 

Canada Note: Parking Lot 
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

11  57010  Lot 1, Plan 15741 

Ray Chase, Emsley 

Hunter, and Cyril Nash 

(Trustees) 

Criteria #5: 3096 sq ft taxable as principal use 

of property not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization owning the property. ( 

1548 sq ft Taxable: lease/rental to L'Eslale 

daycare) & (1548 sq ft Taxable: lease/rental to 

Music School)  

12  57510  

Lot A, Plan 

16013, DL 137 

Convention Baptist 

Churches of BC  

13  62110  Lot A, KAP65650 

The Trustees of 

Congregation of Kelowna 

Bible Chapel   

14  62120  Lot 2, Plan 17933 

The Trustees of 

Congregation of Kelowna 

Bible Chapel Note: Parking Lot 

15 68680  Lot 3, Plan 25524 

Trustees Congregation - 

Grace Baptist Church 

Criteria #3: No change in status per Policy 327 

as "Daycare" is operating on avg. at below 

market (Thrive out of school club).  

16  69380  Lot A, Plan 27070 

Roman Catholic Bishop 

Of Nelson 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Church 

Manse/Rectory) 

17  71130  

Lot 1, Plan 

30180, DL137 

Governing Council of the 

Salvation Army in 

Canada (Community 

Church)   

18  71680  Lot 4, Plan 30824 

Seventh Day Adventist 

Church (BC Conference)   

19  74502  

Lot A, Plan 

33076, DL138 

Roman Catholic Bishop 

of Nelson 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Church 

Manse/Rectory) 

20  75210  Lot 1, Plan 34637 

Trustees of The 

Congregation of the 

Christ Evangelical 

Lutheran Church   
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

21  76394  

Lot C, Plan 

40170, DL137 

The Congregation of the 

First Mennonite Church 
  

22  78266  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP47242 

Ukrainian Catholic 

Eparchy of New 

Westminster 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Church 

Manse/Rectory) 

23  83239  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP91385, DL 14 

Synod-Diocese of 

Kootenay   

24  3255224  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP56294 

Trust Cong St David's 

Presb Church   

25  3337370  Lot A, Plan 23927 

Kelowna Christian 

Reformed Church 

Criteria #5: 2,974 sq ft taxable as principal use 

of property not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization owning the property. 

(lease/rental to GRASP)  

26  3337769  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP83760 

Okanagan Jewish 

Community Association 

Criteria #5: 1,200 sq ft taxable as principal use 

of property not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization  owning the property 

(lease/rental North Glenmore Daycare)  

27  3378102  Lot A, Plan 44041 

Glenmore Congregation 

of Jehovah's Witnesses   

28  3922000  Lot A, Plan 5223 

BC Assn of Seventh Day 

Adventist   

29  4310442  Lot A, Plan 31085 

Seventh Day Adventist 

Church (BC Conference)   

30  4360460  

Lot 2, Twp 

26,Plan 27837 

Roman Catholic Bishop 

of Nelson   

31  4423888  

Lot PT 26, Plan 

187 Except Plan 

3067, That PT of 

L 25 PL 187 S/O 

PL B130 

Synod of the Diocese of 

Kootenay   
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

32  4571592  

Lot 1, Sec 19, 

Twp 26, Plan 

37842 

Kelowna Full Gospel 

Church Society 

Criteria #3: No change in status per Policy 327 

as "Daycare" is operating on avg. at below 

market (Thrive out of school club). Criteria #9: 

Residences will be excluded from otherwise tax 

exempt property (Note: Housing Society) 

33  4645000  Lot 7, Plan 3727 

Church of the Nazarene - 

Canada Pacific   

34  4660000  Lot 1, Plan 4877 

Serbian Orthodox Par-

Holy Prophet St Ilija 

(Parish) 

Criteria #9: 680 sq. ft taxable as residences 

will be excluded from otherwise tax exempt 

property. [Note: Church Manse/Rectory] 

35  4803156  

Lot A, Sec 22, 

Twp 26, Plan 

27717 

BC Assoc of Seventh Day  

Adventists   

36  4804250  Lot A, Plan 29696 

Gurdwara Guru Amardas 

Darbar Sikh Society  

Criteria #9: 240 sq ft taxable as residences will 

be excluded from otherwise tax exempt 

property (Note: church manse/rectory).  

37  5475931  

Lot Pcl Z, Sec 23, 

Twp 26, Plan 

24426, Except 

Plan KAP69971, 

DD J53659 

NW Canada Conf 

Evangelical Church   

38  5476791  Lot B, Plan 41234 

BC Conference of 

Mennonite Brethren 

Churches 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Housing 

Society) 

39  5606001  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP76650 

Okanagan Sikh Temple & 

Cultural Society 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Church 

Manse/Rectory) 

40  5611000  

Lot PT 2, Plan 

2166 

Roman Catholic Bishop 

of Nelson 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Church 

Manse/Rectory) 

41  5752000  Lot A, Plan 4841 

Okanagan Chinese 

Baptist Church   
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

42  6198870  

Lots 78, 79 & 80, 

Sec 26, Twp 26, 

Plan 22239 

Pentecostal Assemblies 

of Canada  

43  6198872  

Parcel A, Plan 

22239 

Synod of the Diocese of 

Kootenay 
  

44  6199358  

Lot H, Sec 26, 

Twp 26,Plan 

26182 

Faith Lutheran Church of 

Kelowna 

Criteria #5: 800 sq ft taxable as principal use 

of property not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization owning the property 

(lease/rental Imagination Way Preschool).  

45  6339000  

Lot 14, Sec 27, 

Twp 26 Plan 

14897 BC Muslim Association   

46  6370120  

Lot A, Plan 

19465, DL 143, 

Sec 27, Twp 26 

Trustees of Spring Valley 

Congregation of 

Jehovah's Witnesses   

47  6372497  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP55460 

Kelowna Christian 

Centre Soc Inc   

48  6372506  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP56177 

New Apostolic Church of 

Canada Inc.   

49  6496742  

Lot 1, Sec 29 & 

32,  Plan 

KAP64073 

The Church of Jesus 

Christ of Latter-Day 

Saints   

50  6735000  Lot A, Plan 11520 

Trustees Rutland United 

Church Pastoral Charge 

of the United Church 

Criteria #5: 1645 sq ft taxable (increased from 

1278 sq ft in prior year) as principal use of 

property not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization owning the property 

(lease/rental Green Gables Daycare).  

51  7212492  Lot 1, Plan 37256 

Synod of the Diocese of 

Kootenay   

52  10407200  

Lot A, Plan 

20452, DL 128 

Christian & Missionary 

Alliance - Canadian 

Pacific District   
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

53  10468000  

Lot 2, Plan 9491, 

DL 129 

St. Peter & Paul 

Ukrainian Greek 

Orthodox Church of 

Kelowna 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Orchard 

Haven Housing Society) 

54  10519214  

Lot 9, Plan 

20128, DL 129 

Kelowna Trinity Baptist 

Church   

55  10519844  

Lot A, Plan 37351 

(Portion of Lot) 

Apostolic Resource 

Centre Society 

Criteria #5: 8896 sq ft (increased from 3520 sq 

ft in prior year) taxable as principal use of 

property not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization owning the property 

(Commercial Class 06). 

56  10519902  

Lot 1, Plan KAP 

45185 

Kelowna Trinity Baptist 

Church   

57  10738200  

Lot 1, Plan 

27982, DL 131 

Canadian Baptists of 

Western Canada 

Criteria #5: 1,200 sq ft Taxable as principal use 

of property not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization owning the property 

(lease/rental to Montessori Pre-School). 

Criteria #9: House on property is taxable as 

residences will be excluded from otherwise tax 

exempt property (Note: rental unit). 

58  10738366  

Lot 2, Plan 

KAP44292, DL 

131 

Evangel Tabernacle of 

Kelowna 

Criteria #3: No change in status per Policy 327 

as church "Daycare" is operating on avg. at 

below market. 

59  10768002  

Lot 2, Plan 

KAP81588 

Roman Catholic Bishop 

of Nelson 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Church 

Manse/Rectory) 

60  10936348  Lot 1, Plan 35917 

Kelowna Gospel 

Fellowship Church   

61  10936653  Lot 1, Plan 41844 

Canadian Mission Board 

of the German Church of 

God Dominion of Canada 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Housing 

Society) 

62  10937443  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP76720 

First Lutheran Church of 

Kelowna BC   
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

63  11025140  

Lot 1, Plan 

25466, DL 135 

Trustees of The 

Lakeshore Congregation 

of Jehovah's Witnesses   

64  11025172  

Lot 7, Plan 

25798, DL 135 

Congregation of Bethel 

Church of Kelowna 

Criteria #3: No change in status per Policy 327 

as church "Daycare" is operating on avg. at 

below market. (Village Daycare) 

65  11059000  

Lot 1, Plan 

12441, DL 136 

Trustees 

Guisachan Fellowship 

Baptist Church   

66  11097073  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP52447, DL 

136 C3 Church 

Change status to fully exempt.  Preschool no 

longer operating on the property. 
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Schedule B – Private Schools 

 

Tax Exempt Properties for 2016 Tax Year 

NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

1  52700  

Lot C, Plan 12546, 

DL 138 

Roman Catholic Bishop of 

Nelson  

2  74502  

Lot A, Plan 33076, 

DL 138 

Roman Catholic Bishop of 

Nelson 

Criteria #9: Residences will be excluded from 

otherwise tax exempt property (Note: Church 

Manse/Rectory) 

3  3458033  Lot 1, KAP86356 

Aberdeen Hall Senior 

School Society 

 Criteria #5: 2 parcels of land amalgamated with 

this property in 2014 are taxable as principal use 

of property not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization owning the property 

4  4417000  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP1725 

Okanagan Montessori 

Elementary School 

Society 

Criteria #3: No change in status per Policy 327 as 

"Daycare" is operating on avg. at below market. 

5  5122000  

Lot 2, Plan 3849, 

Sec 23, Twp 26, 

Ld 41 exc Plan 

16489 (15 ac.) 

Seventh-Day Adventist 

Church - BC Conference   

6  6372497  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP55460 

Kelowna Christian Centre 

Society Inc   

7  6372527  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP71175 

Vedanta Educational 

Society Inc   

8  7212595  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP48732 

Waldorf School 

Association of Kelowna 

Criteria #3: No change in status per Policy 327 as 

"Daycare" is operating on avg. at below market.  

9  7212596  

Lot B, Plan 

KAP48732 

Waldorf School 

Association of Kelowna   

10  10589111  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP59724 

Kelowna Society for 

Christian Education 

Criteria #3: No change in status per Policy 327 as 

"Daycare" is operating on avg. at below market.  

11  10738366  

Lot 2, Plan 

KAP44292, DL 131 

Evangel Tabernacle of 

Kelowna   

12  10738378  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP54674, DL 131 

The Catholic Independent 

Schools of Nelson Diocese    
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

13  10937443  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP76720 

First Lutheran Church of 

Kelowna   

14  12184557  

Lot 2, Plan 69898, 

DL 41 

Waldorf School 

Association of 

Kelowna/City of Kelowna 

Criteria #3: Per Policy 327, "Daycare" is operating 

on avg. at below market. 
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Schedule C – Hospitals 

 

Tax Exempt Properties for 2016 Tax Year 

NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

1  79392  
Lot A, Plan 
KAP60581, DL 14 Canadian Cancer Society   
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Schedule D – Special Needs Housing 

 

Tax Exempt Properties for 2016 Tax Year 

NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

1  4340  

Lot 15, Plan 462, 

DL 139 

Kelowna Gospel Mission 

Society   

2  7270  

Lot 4, Plan 635, 

DL 14 

Bridge Youth & Family 

Services Society   

3  23390  

Lot 10, Plan 

2498, DL 137 

Bridges to New Life 

Society   

4  33110  Lot 2, Plan 3929 

New Opportunities for 

Women (NOW) Canada 

Society   

5  46240  Lot 20, Plan 9138 

Kelowna Gospel Mission 

Society   

6  46250  Lot 21, Plan 9138 

Kelowna Gospel Mission 

Society   

7  48500  Lot 8, Plan 10011 

Okanagan Halfway House 

Society Inc   

8  48750  

Lot 33, Plan 

10011, D.L. 137 

Resurrection Recovery 

Resource Society Inc.   

9  48770  

Lot 35, Plan 

10011 

Okanagan Halfway House 

Society   

10  50050  

Lot 22, Plan 

KAP10689 

Resurrection Recovery 

Resource Society  

11  50060  

Lot 23, Plan 

10689 

Resurrection Recovery 

Resource Society   

12  50070  

Plan 10689, Lot 

24 

Resurrection Recovery 

Resource Society   

13  50080  

Lot 25, Plan 

10689 

Resurrection Recovery 

Resource Society   
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

14  50650  Lot A, PL 11018 

Society of St. Vincent De 

Paul of Central 

Okanagan   

15  55030  Lot 4, Plan 14741 

Central Okanagan 

Emergency Shelter 

Society   

16  55040  Lot 5, Plan 14741 

Central Okanagan 

Emergency Shelter 

Society   

17  55150  Lot A, Plan 14836 

Okanagan Halfway House 

Society   

18  71805  Lot 1, Plan 31153 

Adult Integrated Mental 

Health Services Society   

19  80873  

Plan KAS2634, 

Lot 1 

Okanagan Mental Health 

Services Society   

20  5476630  

Plan KAP33003, 

Lot A 

The Bridge Youth & 

Family Services Society  

21  6370241  

Plan KAP22268, 

Lot D 

The Bridge Youth & 

Family Services Society  

22  10519958  

Lot 4, Plan 

KAS1717 

Kelowna Child Care 

Society   

23  11097075  

PCL A, Plan 

KAP52447, DL 

136 

National Society of Hope 

/Provincial Rental 

Housing Corp   
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Schedule E – Social Services 

 

Tax Exempt Properties for 2016 Tax Year 

NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

1  4330  

Lot 14, Plan 462 

Block 5 

Kelowna Gospel Mission 

Society   

2  4580  

Lots 3 and 4, Blk 

8, DL 139, Plan 

462 

Ki-Low-Na Friendship 

Society   

3  4830  

Lot E 1/2 L 15 

Plan 462, Blk 10 

Kelowna Community 

Resources & Crisis 

Centre Society   

4  9900  

Plan 830, Lot 2, 

DL 14, Blk 21 exc 

Parcel 2A, B1750 

Canadian Mental Health 

Association   

5  10470  Lot 11, Plan 922 

Kelowna & District 

S.H.A.R.E. Society   

6  16620  

Lot 8, Plan 1303 

& Lot 1, DL 139 

PL13585 & Lot 1 

DL139 PL 3585 

Kelowna Community 

Food Bank Society   

7  26190  

Lot 138, Plan 

3163 

Okanagan Boys & Girls 

Clubs/City of Kelowna 

Criteria #3: No change in status per Policy 327 

"Daycare/Afterschool Care" is operating on 

avg. at below market. 

8  45862  Lot A, Plan 9012 

Okanagan Boys & Girls 

Clubs/City of Kelowna 

Criteria #3: No change in status Per Policy 327 

"Daycare/Afterschool Care" is operating on 

avg. at below market. 

9  57060  Plan 15778, Lot B 

Ki-Low-Na Friendship 

Society    

10  59530  Lot A, Plan 16898 

Okanagan Boys & Girls 

Clubs/City of Kelowna 

Criteria #3: No change in status per Policy 327 

"Daycare/Afterschool Care" is operating on 

avg. at below market. 

11  66250  Lot 1, Plan 22678 

Kelowna(#26) Royal 

Canadian Legion 

Criteria #7: 32% land and improvements not 

exempt - Main Dining area 870 sq ft, Cooler 

area 92 sq ft - Total 1,786 of 5,522 sq ft 
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

12  76262  

Lot 1, Blk 6, Sec 

20, Twp 26, 

ODYD, Plan 39580 

Central Okanagan Child 

Development Association   

13  82144  

Lot A Plan 

KAP86241 

Pathways Abilities 

Society / City of 

Kelowna   

14  4918002  

Lot A Plan 

KAP90062 

Governing Council of the 

Salvation Army in 

Canada   

15  5477053  

Lot 5 Plan 

KAS2126 

MADAY Society for 

Seniors   

16  6198704  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP91112 

Boys & Girls Clubs/City 

of Kelowna 

Criteria #3:No change in status per Policy 327 

"Daycare/Afterschool Care" is operating on 

avg. at below market. 

17  6370273  

Lot 19, Plan 

23749 

Ki-Low-Na Friendship 

Society   

18  6371030  

Lot 2, Plan 

KAP30323 

Pathways Abilities 

Society  

19  6774486  

Lot 2 Plan: 

KAS2048 

Big Brothers Big Sisters 

of the Okanagan Society   

20  6774491  

Lot:7 Plan 

KAS2048 

Big Brothers Big Sisters 

of the Okanagan Society   

21  10508002  Lot 2, Plan 15777 Kalano Club of Kelowna   

22  10519925  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP54261 

Reach Out Youth 

Counselling & Services 

Society   

23  10707000  

Lot 1, Plan 

15596, Except 

Plan KAP73753 

BHF Building Healthy 

Families Society   
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Schedule F – Public Park or Recreation Ground, Public Athletic or Recreational 

 

Tax Exempt Properties for 2016 Tax Year 

NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

1  571  

Part DL 14 (.727 

Acres) Lot A, Plan 

5352 

Kelowna Lawn Bowling 

Club /City of Kelowna   

2  37220  Lot 4, Plan 4921 

Kelowna Badminton 

Club/City of Kelowna   

3  73507 Lot 2, Plan 32159 

City of Kelowna/Kelowna 

Cricket Club  

4  80966  

Lot B, Plan 

KAP76448 

Kelowna Major Men's 

Fastball Association / 

City of Kelowna 

No Change in Status as liquor license held by 

CofK not organization. 

5  80967  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP76448 

Kelowna Curling Club / 

City of Kelowna 

Criteria # 7: 2,000 sq ft taxable as areas 

primary use is liquor/food services.  

6  83521  

Lot 1, Plan 

EPP29214 Kelowna Yacht Club 

Criteria # 6: Approx 21,168 sq ft (88%) taxable 

as the principal use of this portion  of the 

property is not directly related to principal 

purpose of organization owning the property 

(rental/lease/restaurant)  

7  4009000  

Plan 2020, Parcel 

A , PCL A 

(KG34204) 

Kelowna & District Fish 

& Game Club 

Exempting non-commercial and non-

residential class only 

8  4078511 Lot 2, KAP80134 City of Kelowna 

H2O Centre to be exempted except for space 

occupied by current tenant "Jugo Juice" which 

is taxed under its own tax roll # 4078513 

9  4078511 Lot 2, KAP80134 

Kelowna United Football 

Club/City of Kelowna  
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

10  4453000  

Lot 1 & 2, Plan 

3067 

East Kelowna Community 

Hall Association Criteria#9: Caretaker Agreement in place 

11  4525505  Lot 1, KAP61083 

Central Okanagan Land 

Trust / Central Okanagan 

(Regional District) Land Conservation (Parkland) 

12  6198705  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP91112 

Okanagan Gymnastic 

Centre / City of Kelowna   

13  6224735  

Lot B, Plan 

KAP53836 Rutland Park Society 

Criteria #5: 1,200 sq ft taxable as primary use 

of property not the principal purpose of the 

organization owning the property 

(Lease/Rental: Little Bloomers Daycare).  

14  6935000  

Part S 1/2 of SW 

1/4 

Central Okanagan Land 

Trust / Central Okanagan 

(Regional District) Land Conservation (Parkland) 

15  6936000  

Part N 1/2 of SW 

1/4 

Central Okanagan Land 

Trust / Central Okanagan 

(Regional District) Land Conservation (Parkland) 

16  6961000  

Lot Fr E 1/2 Sec 

17, Twp 28 exc 

Plan B4553 Nature Trust of BC Land Conservation (Parkland) 

17  6962004  

Fr NE 1/4 Sec 17, 

Twp 28 SDYD, 

shown Amended 

Plan B4553, exc 

Plan 26911 

Crown Provincial/ Nature 

Trust of BC  Land Conservation (Parkland) 

18  6962006  

Lot A, Sec 17, 

Twp 28, Plan 

41403 Nature Trust of BC Land Conservation (Parkland) 

19  6962008  Lot B, Plan 41403 Nature Trust of BC Land Conservation (Parkland) 

20  6974000  

Lot 11, Sec. 22, 

Plan 4080 

Scout Properties 

(BC/Yukon) Ltd    

21  6976000  

Lot 11, Sec. 22, 

Plan 4080 

Scout Properties 

(BC/Yukon) Ltd  Criteria #9: Caretaker Agreement in place 
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

22  9461001  

Lot B, DL 14, LD 

41, KAP 10727 

Kelowna Outrigger 

Racing Canoe Club 

Society/City of Kelowna  

23  9472588  

Lot 2, DL 14, LD 

41, KAP53240 

Kelowna Outrigger 

Racing Canoe Club 

Society/City of Kelowna Criteria #9: Caretaker Agreement in place 

24  10776000  Plan 9359, Lot 2 Kelowna Riding Club Criteria #9: Caretaker Agreement in place 

25  11029007  

That part of Plan 

37018, DL 136, 

shown as park 

Central Okanagan 

Heritage Society/City of 

Kelowna 

Criterion #9: 566 Sq ft taxable as residences 

will be excluded from otherwise tax exempt 

property. (Rental Unit) 

26  11151000  Lot 1, Plan 11796 

Kelowna Minor Fastball 

Society/City of Kelowna  

27 11501989  Lot 1, Plan 35229 

Central Okanagan Small 

Boat Association / City 

of Kelowna Criteria #9: Caretaker Agreement in place 

28 12184556  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP69898 

Okanagan Mission 

Community Hall 

Association   

 

158



 

 

Schedule G – Cultural 

 

Tax Exempt Properties for 2016 Tax Year 

NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

1  950  

Lot 1, Block 12, 

Plan 202 

Centre Cultural François 

De L' Okanagan   

2  1830  

Lot 49, Plan 262, 

Blk 15 

Kelowna Canadian Italian 

Club   

3  38641  Lot A, Plan 5438 

Okanagan Military 

Museum Society / City of 

Kelowna   

4  38644  

Plan 5438, D.L. 

139 

Kelowna Centennial 

Museum Association / 

City of Kelowna   

5  75959  Lot 2, Plan 37880 Kelowna Music Society  

6  77062  Lot 1, Plan 42511 

City of Kelowna/Kelowna 

Museums Society 

Change in Status. Criterion # 3: 1,300 sq ft 

20% exempt (4th year of the 5 year phase out 

program) as area’s primary purpose are 

commercial liquor sales. 

Per Policy 327: ”Non-profit organizations 

conducting retail and/or commercial activity 

and charging rates or fees at market value are 

considered to be in competition with for-profit 

businesses and will not be eligible for tax 

exemption.” Note: The portion of the Wine 

Museum which is a VQA Wines store would be 

taxable – Approx. 60% of the Wine Museum 

area (1,300 sq. ft.). 

7  79055  

Lot 3, Plan KAP 

57837, DL 139 

Okanagan Regional 

Library / City of Kelowna 

Library Society   

8  79932  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP67454 

Kelowna Art Gallery/City 

of Kelowna  
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

9  80250  Lot A, KAP67454 

Kelowna Visual & 

Performing Arts Centre 

Society / City of Kelowna 

The following areas will be Exempt areas - 

(80250)                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                 

Centre Society area 37,034 

Theatre Kelowna 892 sq ft 

Okanagan Artists Alternative 

Association (2 areas) 2,058 sq ft 

Ponderosa Spinners and Weavers area 409 sq ft 

Music Room 520 sq. ft. 

Potters Addict 1589 sq ft 

Cool Arts Society 429 sq ft 

New Vintage Theatre (non-profit) 1,185 sq ft 

                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                     

Non-exempt areas – total 3178 ft. 

80251 KVPACS Bistro 1,236 sq ft     

80255 Angie Bonten, Trina Ganson, Sara 

Parsons studio 350 sq ft 

80256  Mal Gagnon studio area   428 sq ft 

80257 Aunaray Clusiau studio area 370 sq ft 

80258 Blind Eye Photography 444 sq. ft.  

80260 Brandy Marsh 350 sq ft 

10  83355  Lot 1, KAP92254 

Okanagan Symphony 

Society/City of Kelowna  

11  7212624  Lot 10, KAP72245 Westbank First Nation   

12  10349220  Lot B, Plan 28112 

German - Canadian 

Harmonie Club 

Criteria #7:  4,413 sq ft taxable as areas 

primary purpose is liquor and or meal services 

13  10768001  Lot A, Plan 6710 

Roman Catholic Bishop of 

Nelson Pandosy Mission   
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Schedule H – Other Non-Profit Societies 

 

Tax Exempt Properties for 2016 Tax Year 

NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

1  16670  Lot 16, Plan 1303 

Kelowna Yoga House 

Society 

Criteria #4: No Change in Status. Per Policy 

327: house on property used by society & 

similar programs offered at Sport & Rec.  

2  23360  Lot 7, Plan 2498 

Columbus Holding 

Society   

3  28740  Lot 8, Plan 3398 

Kelowna Centre for 

Positive Living Society   

4  70030  Lot A, Plan 28311 

Columbus Holding 

Society 

Criteria #5: Upper floor & main floor fully 

taxable as primary use of property not the 

principal purpose of the organization owning 

the property (lease/rental upper floor - Inn 

From the Cold, main floor Lease/Rental 

Taxable-Right to Life, basement 100% Exempt: 

Knights of Columbus  

5  77364  Lot A, Plan 43658 

Kelowna Sr. Citizens 

Society of BC Criteria #9: Caretaker agreement in place. 

6  5763001  

Lot A, Plan 

KAP82536 

Kelowna General 

Hospital Foundation    

7  6198706  

Lot 1, Plan 

KAP91112, Safety 

Village Lease only 

(.739 ac.) (Parent 

06198.702) 

Kelowna & District 

Safety Council Society / 

City of Kelowna   

8  6199682  Lot 2, Plan 39917 

Father DeLestre 

Columbus (2009) Society   

9  

6371365 - 

6371403 

Lot 1-39, Plan 

KAS384 

The Society of Housing 

Opportunities and 

Progressive Employment 

Partial Exemption based on difference - one 

parcel vs. individual strata units 

10  10759011  

Lot 11, Plan 515, 

Blk 1 

BC Society for 

Prevention of Cruelty to 

Animals   
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NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

11  12188047  Lot B Plan 40681 

Cowen, Saundra K & 

Heather I Henderson 

(Trustees: Arion 

Therapeutic Riding 

Association) 

 

Criteria #5: Carriage house above the barn is 

taxable as primary use of property not the 

principal purpose of the organization owning 

the property (Lease/Rental Unit). 
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Schedule I – Partnering, Heritage or Other Special Exemption Authority 

 

Tax Exempt Properties for 2016 Tax Year 

NO. ROLL NO. 

LEGAL 

DESCRIPTION 

REGISTERED 

OWNER/LESSEE RATIONALE/COMMENTS 

1  10388000  

Lots 15 and 16, 

Blk. 7, Plan 415B 

Central Okanagan 

Heritage Society Criteria #9: Caretaker agreement in place. 
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Schedule J – Estimated Municipal Property Tax Impact For the Years 2016 - 2018 

 

 

Schedule Property Classification 2016  2017  2018  

 

A - Places of Worship 

   

 

Class 01 - Residential 0  0  0  

 

Class 06 - Business 11,431  11,800  12,171  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 268,887  277,603  286,344  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $280,318  $289,403  $298,515  

 

B - Private Schools 

   

 

Class 01 - Residential 1,688  1,743  1,798  

 

Class 06 - Business 142,992  147,623  152,273  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 14,497  14,966  15,437  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $159,177  $164,332  $169,508  

 

C - Hospitals 

    

 

Class 01 - Residential 0  0  0  

 

Class 06 - Business 15,789  16,301  16,814  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 0  0  0  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $15,789  $16,301  $16,814  

 

D - Special Needs Housing 

   

 

Class 01 - Residential 49,480  51,085  52,695  

 

Class 06 - Business 6,150  6,349  6,549  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 0  0  0  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $55,630  $57,434  $59,244  

 

E - Social ervices 

    

 

Class 01 - Residential 9,417  9,722  10,028  

 

Class 06 - Business 175,510  181,197  186,904  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 2,084  2,152  2,220  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $187,011  $193,071  $199,152  

 

F - Public Park or Recreation Ground, Public Athletic or ecreational 

  

 

Class 01 - Residential 66,631  68,791  70,958  

 

Class 06 - Business 73,754  76,144  78,543  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 300,296  310,026  319,792  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $440,681  $454,961  $469,293  

 

G - Cultural 

    

 

Class 01 - Residential 6  6  6  

 

Class 06 - Business 306,205  316,126  326,086  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 9,441  9,747  10,054  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $315,652  $325,879  $336,146  
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H - Other 

    

 

Class 01 - Residential 8,919  9,208  9,498  

 

Class 06 - Business 33,074  34,146  35,222  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 4,200  4,337  4,473  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $46,193  $47,691  $49,193  

 

I - Partnering, Heritage or Other Special Exemption Authority 

  

 

Class 01 - Residential 102  105  108  

 

Class 06 - Business 5,833  6,022  6,212  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 0  0  0  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $5,935  $6,127  $6,320  

 

Total Impact 

    

 

Class 01 - Residential 136,243  140,660  145,091  

 

Class 06 - Business 770,738  795,708  820,774  

 

Class 08 - Recreation/Non-Profit 599,406  618,831  638,320  

 
Total Municipal Taxes $1,506,387  $1,555,199  $1,604,185  
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CITY OF KELOWNA 
 

BYLAW NO. 11156 

Development Cost Charge Reserve Fund Expenditure Bylaw, 
2015 

 
 
WHEREAS, there is an unappropriated balance in the Development Cost Charge Reserve Fund 
established under Bylaw No. 7112, which has most recently been replaced by Bylaw No. 
10515, of Twenty Eight Million, Two Hundred and Sixteen Thousand, Nine Hundred and Fifty 
Eight dollars ($ 28,216,958.00) as at August 31st, 2015. 
 
AND WHEREAS, it is deemed desirable to expend a portion of the monies set aside under said 
Bylaw No. 7112, which has most recently been replaced by Bylaw No. 10515, for the purpose 
of utility, road and land improvement and additions; 
 
NOW THEREFORE, the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna, in open meeting assembled, 
enacts as follows: 
 
1. The sum of Twenty Eight Million, Two Hundred and Sixteen Thousand, Nine Hundred 

and Fifty Eight dollars ($ 28,216,958.00) is hereby appropriated from the Development 
Cost Charge Reserve Fund to be expended in 2015 for the following purposes: 

 
   
  Land for Park Purposes $ 8,947,945.00 
  Road Construction $10,742,754.00 
  Water Mains, Pump Stations & Reservoir Construction $1,832,377.00 
  Wastewater Trunks, Plant & Debt Repayment $  6,693,882.00 
        
   $ 28,216,958.00 
 
2. The expenditure to be carried out by the monies hereby appropriated shall be more 

particularly specified and authorized by resolution of Council. 
 
3. Should any of the above remain unexpended after the expenditures hereby authorized 

have been made, the unexpended balance shall be returned to the credit of the 
Development Cost Charge Reserve Fund. 

 
4. This bylaw may be cited as the "Development Cost Charge Reserve Fund Expenditure 

Bylaw, 2015, No. 11156". 
 
5. Development Cost Charge Reserve Fund Expenditure Bylaw, 2015, No. 11085 and all 

amendments thereto, are hereby repealed. 
 
Read a first, second and third time by the Municipal Council this 5th day of October, 2015. 
 
Adopted by the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna this   
 
 
 

 
Mayor 

 
 

 
City Clerk 
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