Monday, April 15, 2019

1:30 pm

City of Kelowna
Regular Council Meeting
AGENDA

Council Chamber

City Hall, 1435 Water Street

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 and video feed is being broadcast and recorded by CastaNet and a
delayed broadcast is shown on Shaw Cable.

2. Confirmation of Minutes

Regular PM Meeting - April 8, 2019

3. Development Application Reports & Related Bylaws

3.1

33

3.4

1989 and 2087 Ward Road - A18-0005

To consider an application for subdivision (lot line adjustment) of land within the
Agricultural Land Reserve under Section 21(2) of the Agricultural Land Commission
Act.

Rutland Rd S 330, Z18-0115 - Keith Robertson

To rezone the subject property from the RU1 - Large Lot Housing zone to the RU1c -
Large Lot Housing with Carriage House zone.

Rutland Rd S 330, Z18-0115 (BL11794) - Keith Robertson

To give Bylaw No. 11794 first reading in order to rezone the subject property from the
RU1 - Large Lot Housing zone to the RU1c - Large Lot Housing with Carriage House
zone.

Farris Rd 454, Z19-0048 - Scott Cramp and Lei Zhang

To rezone the subject property from RU1 - Large Lot Housing to RUi1c — Large Lot
Housing with Carriage House to facilitate the development of a carriage house.
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3.5

3.6

3.7

Farris Rd 454, Z19-0048 (BL11812) - Scott Cramp and Lei Zhang

To give Bylaw No. 11812 first reading in order to rezone the subject property from
RU1 - Large Lot Housing to RU1c — Large Lot Housing with Carriage House to
facilitate the development of a carriage house.

Froelich Rd 540, Z18-0125 - Gurvinder Singh Dhanwant

To rezone the subject property from the RU1 - Large Lot Housing zone to the RM3 -
Low Density Multiple Housing zone to facilitate the development of four-unit row
housing.

Froelich Rd 540, Z18-0125 (BL11813) - Gurvinder Singh Dhanwant

To give Bylaw No. 11813 first reading in order to rezone the subject property from the
RU1 - Large Lot Housing zone to the RM3 - Low Density Multiple Housing zone to
facilitate the development of four-unit row housing.

Bylaws for Adoption (Development Related)

4.1

4.2

Glenmore Rd 401, BL11778 (Z19-0006) - 653332 BC Ltd, Inc. No. 653332

To adopt Bylaw No. 11778 in order to rezone the subject property from the C3 -
Community Commercial zone to the C3rcs - Community Commercial (Retail Cannabis
Sales) zone.

Kyndree Ct 1222, BL11787 (Z19-0042) - Hans and Krystyna Schubel

To adopt Bylaw No. 11787 in order to rezone the subject property from the A1 —
Agriculture 1 zone to the RR3 — Rural Residential 3 zone to facilitate a future 2 lot
subdivision.

Non-Development Reports & Related Bylaws

5.1

53

2019 Public Safety and Crime Survey

To present the results of the 2019 Public Safety and Crime Survey.

H20 Adventure + Fitness Centre Energy Efficiency Project

To receive Council’'s endorsement of an application to the CleanBC Communities
Fund for energy efficiency upgrades at the H20 Adventure + Fitness Centre.

Consolidated Sidewalk Seating Program Guidelines

To obtain Council endorsement for the Consolidated Sidewalk Seating Program
Guidelines governing patio seating programs in the Downtown, Pandosy Village and
Rutland town centers.
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5.4

55

5.6
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5.8

5.9

5.10

BL11658 - Amendment No. 32 to the Traffic Bylaw No. 8120

To give Bylaw No. 11658 first, second and third reading to amend Traffic Bylaw No.
8120.

Amendment No. 1 to the Five Year Financial Plan 2018-2022

To amend the Five Year Financial Plan 2018-2022 as required by the Community
Charter so that it includes the authorized transfers and amendments that occurred
throughout the year.

BL11795 - Amendment No. 1 to Five Year Financial Plan 2018-2022

To give bylaw No. 11795 first second and third reading.

2019 Tax Distribution Policy

To establish tax class ratios that will be used in the preparation of the 2019 tax rates.

2019 Sterile Insect Release (SIR) parcel tax

To authorize the 2019 Sterile Insect Release parcel tax levy on specified property tax
rolls within the City of Kelowna.

BL11803 - Sterile Insect Release Program Parcel Tax Bylaw 2019

To give Bylaw No. 11803 first, second and third reading.

Revitalization Tax Exemption Agreements - Amendments

To amend two approved Revitalization Tax Exemption Agreements for rental housing
in accordance with Revitalization Tax Exemption Program Bylaw No. g561.

Mayor and Councillor ltems

Termination
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Date:
Location:

Members Present

Staff Present

City of Kelown
Regular Council Meeting
Minutes

Monday, April 8, 2019
Council Chamber
City Hall, 1435 Water Street

Mayor Colin Basran, Councillors Maxine DeHart*, Ryan Donn, Gail Given,
Charlie Hodge, Brad Sieben, Mohini Singh, Luke Stack* and Loyal
Wooldridge

City Manager, Doug Gilchrist; Deputy City Clerk, Karen Needham;
Community Planning Department Manager, Ryan Smith*; Urban Planning
Manager, Terry Barton*; Planner, Barbara Crawford*; Planner Specialist,
Adam Cseke*; Acting Divisional Director, Community Planning & Strategic
Investments, Derek Edstrom*; Acting Director, Community Safety, Lance
Kayfish*; Divisional Director, Human Resources & Community Safety, Stu
Leatherdale*; Social Development Manager, Sue Wheeler*, Legislative
Coordinator (Confidential), Arlene McClelland

(* Denotes partial attendance)

1. Call to Order

Mayor Basran called the meeting to order at 1:33 p.m.

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

2. Confirmation of Minutes

Moved By Councillor Hodge/Seconded By Councillor Wooldridge

R368/19/04/08 THAT the Minutes of the Regular Meetings of April 1, 2019 be confirmed as

circulated.

Carried

B- Development Application Reports & Related Bylaws

3.1 Commercial Frontage Amendment, TA1g9-o00o05 - City of Kelowna



Staff:
- Displayed a PowerPoint Presentation summarizing the application and responded to questions
from Council.

Moved By Councillor Given/Seconded By Councillor Sieben

R369/19/04/08 THAT Zoning Bylaw Text Amendment Application No. TA1g-0005 to amend
City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8000 as outlined in Schedule A, attached to the Report from
the Community Planning Department dated April 1, 2019 be considered by Council;

AND THAT the Zoning Bylaw Text Amending Bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing for
further consideration;

AND THAT Council directs Staff to send notification to all affected property owners and
occupiers within
5o m of the subject property in advance of the Public Hearing;

AND THAT final adoption of the Zoning Bylaw Text Amendment Application No. TA19-0005 be
considered subsequent to the approval of the Ministry of Transportation;

AND FURTHER THAT final adoption of the Zoning Bylaw Text Amending Bylaw be considered
in conjunction with Council’'s consideration of a Development Permit and Development
Variance Permit for the subject property.

Carried
3.2 Commercial Frontage Amendment, BL11796 (TA19-0005) - City of Kelowna
Moved By Councillor Wooldridge/Seconded By Councillor Hodge
R370/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11796 be read a first time.
Carried

3.3 Kelly Rd 1050, Z18-0112 - Jonathan D.C. Tyre and Heather E. Tyre

Staff:
- Displayed a PowerPoint Presentation summarizing the application.

Moved By Councillor Stack/Seconded By Councillor Singh

R371/19/04/08 THAT Rezoning Application No. Z18-0112 to amend the City of Kelowna Zoning
Bylaw No. 8000 by changing the zoning classification of Lot 3, District Lot 135, Osoyoos
Division, Yale District, Plan 18974, located at 1050 Kelly Road, Kelowna, BC from the RU1 —
Large Lot Housing zone to the RU2 — Medium Lot Housing zone, be considered by Council;

AND FURTHER THAT the Rezoning Bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing for further
consideration.

Carried
3.4 Kelly Rd 1050, Z18-0112 (BL11797) - Jonathan D.C. Tyre and Heather E. Tyre

Moved By Councillor Wooldridge/Seconded By Councillor Hodge

R372/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11797 be read a first time.
Carried



3.5 Laurier Ave 934, Z18-0103 - 1079687 B.C. Ltd, Inc.No. BC1079687

Staff:
- Displayed a PowerPoint Presentation summarizing the application.

Moved By Councillor DeHart/Seconded By Councillor Given

R373/19/04/08 THAT Rezoning Application No. Z18-0103 to amend the City of Kelowna Zoning
Bylaw No. 8000 by changing the zoning classification of Lot 4 District Lot 188, ODYD, Plan 2819
located at 934 Laurier Avenue, Kelowna, BC from the RU6 — Two Dwelling Housing zone to the
RMz1 — Four Dwelling Housing Zone, be considered by Council;

AND THAT the Rezoning Bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing for further consideration;
AND THAT the final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the
outstanding conditions of approval as set out in Attachment “"A” attached to the Report from
the Community Planning Department dated April 8, 2019;

AND THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the approval of
the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure.

AND FURTHER THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered in conjunction with
Council’s consideration of a Development Permit and Development Variance Permit for the
subject property.

Carried

3.6 Laurier Ave 934, Z18-0103 (BL11799) - 1079687 B.C. Ltd, Inc.No. BC1079687

Moved By Councillor Hodge/Seconded By Councillor Wooldridge

R374/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11799 be read a first time.
Carried
3.7 Laurier Ave 913, Z18-0105 - 1128826 B.C. Ltd, Inc.No. BC1128826

Staff:
- Displayed a PowerPoint Presentation summarizing the application.

Moved By Councillor Donn/Seconded By Councillor Wooldridge

R375/19/04/08 THAT Rezoning Application No. Z18-0105 to amend the City of Kelowna Zoning
Bylaw No. 8000 by changing the zoning classification of Lot A District Lot 138, ODYD, Plan
2255 located at 913 Laurier Avenue, Kelowna, BC from the RU6 — Two Dwelling Housing zone
to the RM3 — Low Density Multiple Housing zone be considered by Council;

AND THAT the Rezoning 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 Attachment “A” attached to the Report from the
Community Planning Department dated April 8, 2019;

AND THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the approval of
the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure;



4

AND THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the regis’tration
on the subject property of a Section 219 Tree Protection Covenant to ensure the preservation of
two trees located on the subject property as identified in Schedule “A”;

AND FURTHER THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered in conjunction with
Council’s Consideration of a Development Permit for the subject property.

Carried
3.8 Laurier Ave 913, Z18-0105 (BL11798) - 1128826 B.C. Ltd, Inc.No. BC1128826

Moved By Councillor Hodge/Seconded By Councillor Wooldridge

R376/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11798 be read a first time.
Carried

3.9 Groves Ave 448,458 and 460, OCP18-0019 and Z17-0032 - Abbott Park Holdings
Inc., Inc. No. BC1096096

Staff:
- Displayed a PowerPoint Presentation summarizing the application and responded to questions
from Council.

Moved By Councillor Donn/Seconded By Councillor Sieben

R377/19/04/08 THAT Official Community Plan Map Amendment Application No. OCP18-0019
to amend Map 4.1 in the Kelowna 2030 — Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 10500 by changing
the Future Land Use designation of lots 6, 7, and 8, District Lot 14, ODYD, Plan 3856 located at
448, 458, & 460 Groves Ave Kelowna, BC from the MRM- Multiple Unit Residential (Medium
Density) designation to the MRH- Multiple Unit Residential (High Density) designation, be
considered by Council;

AND THAT the Official Community Plan Map Amending Bylaw be forwarded to a Public
Hearing for further consideration;

THAT Rezoning Application No. Z17-0032 to amend the City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No.
8000 by changing the zoning classification of lots 6, 7, and 8, District Lot 14, ODYD, Plan 3856,
located at 448, 458, & 460 Groves Ave, Kelowna, BC from the RU1- Large Lot Housing zone to
the RM6- High Rise Apartment Housing zone be considered by Council;

AND THAT the Rezoning Bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing for further consideration;

AND THAT final adoption of the Official Community Plan Map Amending Bylaw and the
Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the outstanding conditions of approval as set out
in Attachment “A” attached to the Report from the Community Planning Department dated
March 26, 2018;

AND THAT final adoption of the Official Community Plan Map Amending Bylaw and the
Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the registration of a height restriction covenant
to a maximum of six (6) storeys and a land use restriction covenant limiting the types of
allowable commercial on the subject property;

AND FURTHER THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered in conjunction with
Council’s consideration of a Development Permit and a Development Variance Permit for the
subject properties.

Carried
Councillors Hodge and Stack — Opposed



3.10  Groves Ave 448,458 and 460, OCP18-0019 (BL11801) - Abbott Park Holdings Inc.,
Inc. No. BC1096096

Moved By Councillor Wooldridge/Seconded By Councillor Sieben

R378/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11801 be read a first time.

Carried
Councillor Hodge and Stack - Opposed

3.11  Groves Ave 448,458 and 460, Z17-0032 (BL11802) - Abbott Park Holdings Inc., Inc.
No. BC1096096

Moved By Councillor Wooldridge/Seconded By Councillor Singh

R379/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11802 be read a first time.

Carried
Councillors Hodge and Stack — Opposed

3.12  Byrns Rd 2089, OCP18-0018 Z18-0094 - Mohammed Maizal Munif

Moved By Councillor Sieben/Seconded By Councillor Donn

R380/19/04/08 THAT Official Community Plan Bylaw No 11810 and Rezoning Bylaw No.11811
be given first reading as approved by Council at the April 01, 2019 Regular PM Meeting.

Carried
Mayor Basran and Councillors Hodge and Stack — Opposed

3.13 Byrns Rd 2089, OCP18-0018 (BL11810) - Mohammed Maizal Munif

Moved By Councillor Wooldridge/Seconded By Councillor Sieben

R381/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11810 be read a first time.

Carried
Mayor Basran and Councillors Hodge and Stack — Opposed

3.14 Byrns Rd 2089, Z18-0094 (BL11811) - Mohammed Maizal Munif

Moved By Councillor Given/Seconded By Councillor Wooldridge

R382/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11811 be read a first time.

Carried
Mayor Basran and Councillors Hodge and Stack — Opposed

4. Bylaws for Adoption (Development Related)
4.1 Highland Dr N 1720, Z18-0065 (BL11699) - Lidia Bozena Baumgart

Moved By Councillor Singh/Seconded By Councillor Wooldridge

R383/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11699 be adopted.

Carried



4.2 Short Term Rental Accommodation, BL11766 (TA19-0007) - City of Kelowna

Councillor DeHart declared a conflict of interest on items 4.2, 4.3 and 4.4 as it is in direct competition
with her hotel employer and she also owns property on Sunset Drive and left the meeting at 2:07 p.m.

Moved By Councillor Stack/Seconded By Councillor Donn

R384/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11766 be adopted.

Carried
Councillor Hodge - Opposed

4.3 Short-Term Rental Accommodation Business Licence and Regulation Bylaw No.
11720

Moved By Councillor Stack/Seconded By Councillor Donn

R385/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11720 be adopted.

Carried
Councillor Hodge - Opposed

YA BL11771 - Amendment No. 23 to Bylaw Notice Enforcement Bylaw No.10475 Bylaw

Moved By Councillor Stack/Seconded By Councillor Given

R386/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11771 be adopted.

Carried
Councillor Hodge and Donn - Opposed

Councillor DeHart rejoined the meeting at 2:09 p.m.
5. Non-Development Reports & Related Bylaws
5.1 Public Safety Liaison Report — Update & Action Plan
Staff:
- Displayed a PowerPoint Presentation providing an overview of the Public Safety Action Plan and

responded to questions from Council.

Moved By Councillor Wooldridge/Seconded By Councillor Sieben

R387/19/04/08 THAT council receive for information the report of the Acting Director of
Community Safety dated April 8, 2019 regarding the Update & Action Plan in response to the
recommendations within the Public Safety Report;

AND THAT Council direct staff to report back by November 30, 2019 to provide an update
regarding community safety and well-being initiatives;

AND THAT Council direct the Mayor to meet with other regional Mayors and the Regional
District Chair to discuss ways we can work together to address the opioid crisis, homelessness
and complex social issues in the region cooperatively;

AND FURTHER THAT Council direct the Mayor to send a letter to the BC Attorney General
outlining support for an Integrated Court to operate in Kelowna.
Carried



6. Bylaws for Adoption (Non-Development Related)

6.1 BL11745 - South Okanagan Mission Agricultural Users Local Area Service
Establishment Bylaw

Moved By Councillor DeHart/Seconded By Councillor Donn

R388/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11745 be adopted.
Carried
6.2 BL11746 - South Okanagan Mission Agricultural Users Loan Authorization Bylaw

Moved By Councillor Sieben/Seconded By Councillor Donn

R389/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11746 be adopted.
Carried
6.3 BL11755 - Amendment No. 4 to Development Cost Charge Bylaw No. 10515

Moved By Councillor Sieben/Seconded By Councillor Donn

R390/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11755 be adopted.

Carried
6.4 BL11800, Rescind Housing Agreement for Lakeshore Rd 3477-3499

Councillor Stack declared a perceived conflict of interest as his employer applies
for housing agreements and left the meeting at 3:26 p.m.

Moved By Councillor DeHart/Seconded By Councillor Sieben

R391/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11800 be adopted.

Carried
Councillor Donn - Opposed

Councillor Stack rejoined the meeting at 3:27 p.m.
6.5 BL11774 - Amendment No. g to Water Regulation Bylaw No. 10480

Moved By Councillor Donn/Seconded By Councillor Sieben

R392/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11774 be adopted.

Carried
6.6 BL11788 - Amendment No. 36 to Sewerage System User Bylaw No. 3480
Moved By Councillor Donn/Seconded By Councillor DeHart
R393/19/04/08 THAT Bylaw No. 11788 be adopted.
Carried

10



7- Mayor and Councillor Items

Councillor Given:

- Represented Council and read a Proclamation at the Global Meeting Industry Day.

- Spoke to her attendance at the UBCO Heat Athletic Scholarship Breakfast on Friday, April 5%

- Spoke to the upcoming public engagement event regarding transportation on April 24" at UBCO.

Councillor Singh:
- Spoke to the upcoming Vaisakhi Celebration at the Sikh Temple on Sunday, April 14™.

Councillor Hodge:

- Spoke to the upcoming DKA Board meeting on Wednesday April 10", the Lutheran Church Senior
Chorfest Gala Concert on April 12" and the Okanagan Historical Society dinner at the Recreation
Centre on April 23" that he will attend as the Deputy Mayor.

Councillor DeHart:

- Commented that she has been a judge on the Hospitality Award for the Motel/Hotel Association
and made comment on the growth of the City and tourism.

- Spoke to her attendance at the Mayor's Address.

Councillor Stack:
- Kudos to staff for starting work on the Glenmore Park.

Mayor Basran:

- Reminder of the Civic Award Nominees Reception on Sunday afternoon at the Recreation Centre at
3:00 p.m.

8. Termination

This meeting was declared terminated at 3:33 p.m.

A e

Mayor Basran Deputy City Clerk

lacm
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REPORT TO COUNCIL

City of
Date: April 15, 2019 KEIowna.

RIM No. 1210-21

To: City Manager

From: Community Planning Department (WM)

Application: A18-0005 Owner: James Martin Walker
Address: 1989 & 2087 Ward Road Applicant: g;?;?ti)ptions Planning &
Subject: Application to the ALC for a Subdivision of Agricultural Land Reserve

Existing OCP Designation: REP — Resource Protection

Existing Zone: A1 - Agriculture 1

1.0 Recommendation

THAT Agricultural Land Reserve Application No. A18-0005 for Lots 10 and 11, Section 5 Township 26,
ODYD, Plan 2243 located at 1989 & 2087 Ward Road, Kelowna, BC to subdivide land within the Agricultural
Land Reserve, pursuant to Section 21(2) of the Agricultural Land Commission Act, be supported by Council;

AND THAT Council directs staff to forward the subject application to the Agricultural Land Commission for
consideration.

2.0 Purpose

To consider an application for subdivision (lot line adjustment) of land within the Agricultural Land Reserve
under Section 21(2) of the Agricultural Land Commission Act.

3.0 Community Planning

Community Planning supports the application for a subdivision within the Agricultural Land Reserve to
accommodate the lot line adjustment between two existing parcels. Given the nature of the existing
parcels and agricultural operation, the change in lot configuration is not anticipated to have any negative
impact on agricultural land, and it resolves servicing and access between the existing properties.

4.0 Proposal

4.1 Background

The application includes two subject properties, 1989 Ward Road and 2087 Ward Road. The properties have
been owned by the same family for over 100 years. Initially they were used for cattle farming and grazing.

12



A18-0005 - Page 2

In the 1970s, the use changed to grapes and most recently to apple and cherry production. The applicant
has indicated the intent that the agriculture currently occurring on the properties will continue.

1989 Ward Road is 23.3 acres in size and is in cherry and apple production (50 % cherries, 50 % apples).
Approximately one acre is unplanted and is used at harvest time for the storage of harvest boxes and
vehicle movements for loading. The applicant has indicated this unplanted area also contains bee hives,
which were recently added to the site. The existing single family dwelling on the east side of the property
was constructed in the 1950s. It is currently accessed through 2087 Ward Road. There is also a pump
building and a worker/packing box shelter near the centre of the property.

The other property, 2087 Ward Road, is 1.0 acre in size and is approximately 66% in apple orchard
production. A farm implement storage building is located on site. There are no dwellings currently located
on 2087 Ward Road. The services (water and electrical) for the dwelling located on 1989 Ward Road run
through 2087 Ward Road, and the dwelling can be accessed through this property.

4.2 Project Description

The application is to adjust the boundary between the two existing properties. The lot line adjustment
would transfer the existing dwelling from the larger parcel, 1989 Ward Road, to the smaller parcel, 2087
Ward Road. The proposed 2087 Ward Road would be just under one acre (0.95 acres / 3,876 m?) include an
accessory building and a small cleared area which is occupied by the existing onsite septic disposal system.
The adjustment would allow all of the existing cherry and apple orchard to be completely located on 1989
Ward Road.

The proposal would leave 2087 Ward Road without a principal dwelling and essentially allow for the
construction of a single family dwelling in the future. At that time, any proposed construction would have
to meet current Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) and City regulations and policies, which would help
reduce any potential impact to the active agricultural operation.

The applicants have worked with staff and considered feedback from the Agricultural Advisory Committee
to reduce the overall size of 2087 Ward Road and reduce the potential impact to the agricultural operation.
If the application is supported by Council and the ALC, a technical subdivision application will be required
prior to final subdivision approval.

4.3 Site Context

The subject properties are located in the City’s Southeast Kelowna Sector. The Future Land Use is REP —
Resource Protection and it is within the Agricultural Land Reserve. It is located outside of the Permanent
Growth Boundary. 1989 Ward Road is 9.4 ha (23.3 acres) in area and 2087 Ward Road is 0.4 ha (1.0 acres) in
area. All surrounding properties are zoned A1 — Agriculture and in the ALR.

13



A18-0005 - Page 3

Map 1 - Subject Properties
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5.0 Current Development Policies
5.1 Kelowna Official Community Plan (OCP)
Chapter 4 — Land Use Designation Definitions

Resource Protection Area

Generally, land areas within this designation (whether they are within the permanent growth boundary or
not) will not be supported for exclusion from the ALR or for more intensive development than that allowed
under current zoning regulations, except in specific circumstances where the City of Kelowna will allow
exceptions to satisfy civic objectives for the provision of park/recreation uses.

Chapter 5 - Development Process
Agricultural Land Use Policies
Objective 5.33 Protect and enhance local agriculture.

Policy .1 Protect Agricultural Land. Retain the agricultural land base by supporting the ALR and by
protecting agricultural lands from development, except as otherwise noted in the City of Kelowna
Agricultural Plan. Ensure that the primary use of agricultural land is agriculture, regardless of parcel
size.

Policy .3 Urban Uses. Direct urban uses to lands within the urban portion of the Permanent Growth
Boundary, in the interest of reducing development and speculative pressure on agricultural lands.

Policy .7 Subdivision. Maximize potential for the use of farmland by not allowing the subdivision
of agricultural land into smaller parcels (with the exception of Homesite Severances approved by
the ALC) except where significant positive benefits to agriculture can be demonstrated.

14



A18-0005 - Page 4

Objective 5.34 Preserve productive agricultural land

Policy .3 Homeplating. Locate buildings and structures, including farm help housing and farm
retail sales area and structures, on agricultural parcels in close proximity to one another and where
appropriate, near the existing road frontage. The goal should be to maximize use of existing
infrastructure and reduce impacts on productive agricultural lands.

6.0 Technical Comments

6.1 Development Engineering Department

This application has no impact on existing City of Kelowna infrastructure. Dedicate a corner rounding of 6m
radius at the property corner.

7.0 Application Chronology
Date of Application Received: April 17, 2018

Agricultural Advisory Committee July 12, 2018

The above noted application was reviewed by the Agricultural Advisory Committee at the meeting held
on July 12, 2018 and the following recommendations were passed:

THAT the Agricultural Advisory Committee recommends that Council support the Agricultural
Land Reserve Application No. A18-o005 for the properties located at 1989 & 2087 Ward Road to
request permission from the Agricultural Land Commission for a “Subdivision of Agricultural Land
Reserve” under Section 21(2) of the Agricultural Land Commission Act for the purpose of lot line
adjustment.

Anecdotal comments were that the Agricultural Advisory Committee recommended that Council support
the subdivision of the subject property however, it was given reluctantly as land is being taken out of viable
agricultural parcel to be added to a nonviable parcel with the boundary shape being an issue for future use
of the agricultural parcel.

Updated Site Plan Received: January 28, 2019

Report prepared by: Wesley Miles, Planner Specialist

Reviewed by: Laura Bentley, Community Planning Supervisor
Approved for Inclusion: Ryan Smith, Community Planning Department Manager
Attachments:

Schedule A — Preliminary Site Plan
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REPORT TO COUNCIL

City of
Date: April 15, 2019 KEIowna.

RIM No. 1250-30

To: City Manager

From: Community Planning Department (AJ)

Application: Z18-0115 Owner: Keith Robertson
Address: 330 Rutland Road South Applicant:  Keith Robertson
Subject: Rezoning Application

Existing OCP Designation: MRL — Multiple Unit Residential — Low Density

Existing Zone: RUa - Large Lot Housing

Proposed Zone: RU1C - Large Lot Housing with Carriage House

1.0 Recommendation

THAT Rezoning Application No. Z18-0115 to amend the City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8ooo by
changing the zoning classification of Lot 5 Section 23 Township 26 ODYD Plan 12078 located at 330 Rutland
Road South, Kelowna, BC from the RU1 — Large Lot Housing zone to the RU1c — Large Lot Housing with
Carriage House Zone be considered by Council;

AND THAT the Rezoning Bylaw be forwarded to Public Hearing for further consideration;

AND FURTHER THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the approval of
the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure.

2.0 Purpose

To rezone the subject property from RU1 — Large Lot Housing to RU1c — Large Lot Housing with Carriage
House to facilitate the development of a carriage house.

3.0 Community Planning

Community Planning Staff support the proposed rezoning application from the RU1 — Large Lot Housing
zone to RU1c - Large Lot Housing with Carriage House to facilitate the development of a carriage house.
The Official Community Plan (OCP) Future Land Use designation of the subject property and neighbouring
properties is MRL - Multiple Unit Residential (Low Density). The proposed carriage house provides an
incremental density increase that is suitable for the neighbourhood and is consistent with policies for
Sensitive Infill.
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The concept of the carriage house is also aligned with the OCP Policies of Compact Urban Form —
increasing density where infrastructure already exists, and of Carriage Houses & Accessory Apartments —
supporting carriage houses and accessory apartments through appropriate zoning regulations. The
property is connected to City sanitary sewer and within the Permanent Growth Boundary of the City.

The applicant has confirmed the completion of public notification in accordance with Council Policy No.
367. To date, staff has received one neutral enquiry regarding the rezoning proposal.

4.0 Proposal

4.1 Project Description

The applicant has submitted conceptual drawings siting the carriage house on the property. The proposal
indicates that the carriage house can be constructed to meet all Zoning Bylaw Regulations without any
variances.

4.2 Site Context

The property is located in the Rutland area, north of Holbrook Road and east of Robson Road W. The
surrounding neighbourhood consists primarily of single family dwellings.

Specifically, adjacent land uses are as follows:

Orientation Zoning Land Use
North RU1 - Large Lot Housing Single Family Dwelling
East RU2 — Medium Lot Housing Single Family Dwelling
South RU1 - Large Lot Housing Single Family Dwelling
West RU1 - Large Lot Housing Single Family Dwelling

Subject Property Map: 330 Rutland Road South

el X O !
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5.0 Current Development Policies
5.1 Kelowna Official Community Plan (OCP)

Development Process
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Compact Urban Form.* 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.2 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.

Carriage Houses & Accessory Apartments.3 Support carriage houses and accessory apartments through
appropriate zoning regulations.
6.0 Application Chronology

Date of Application Received: November 19, 2019
Date Public Consultation Completed: January 29, 2019

Report prepared by: Arlene Janousek, Planner

Reviewed by: Dean Strachan, Suburban and Rural Planning Manager
Approved for Inclusion: Ryan Smith, Community Planning Department Manager
Attachments:

Schedule A: Site Plan
Schedule B: Conceptual Elevations

1 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.2.3 (Chapter 5).
2 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.22.6 (Chapter 5).
3 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.22.12 (Chapter 5).
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LOT #5

928.8m’

*NOTE*

CURRENT ZONING IS RU1, RU1C
ZONING REQUIRED FOR
CARRIAGE HOUSE

PLOT PLAN

SCALE: 1/8" = 1'

*NOTE*

SITE PLAN SUBJECT
TO CHANGE, SURVEY

LOT COVERAGE
EXISTING HOUSE = 1,162 SQ.FT.
EXISTING CARPORT = 315 SQ.FT.
CARRIAGE HOUSE = 1,056 SQ.FT.
COVERED PATIO (CARRIAGE HOUSE) = 128 SQ.FT.
TOTAL FOOTPRINT 2,661 SQ.FT.

TOTAL LOT SQ.FT.

9,998.36 SQ.FT.

TOTAL COVERAGE = 26.61%
LOT COVERAGE
EXISTING HOUSE = 1,162 SQ.FT.
EXISTING CARPORT = 315 SQ.FT.
CARRIAGE HOUSE = 1,056 SQ.FT.
COVERED PATIO (CARRIAGE HOUSE) = 128 SQ.FT.
DRIVEWAY = 1,685 SQ.FT.
PARKING = 427 SQ.FT.
TOTAL FOOTPRINT = 4,773 SQ.FT.
TOTAL LOT SQ.FT. = 9,998.36 SQ.FT.
TOTAL COVERAGE = 47.73%
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SCHEDULE

This forms part of application Af’fv\h
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City of ““’
Plamner [ Kelowna
Initials

COMMUNITY PLANNING

RADON GAS

*NOTE*

DRAINAGE LAYER REQUIRED AS PER
BCBC 9.16.2.1, ALLOWS FOR THE
EFFECTIVE DEPRESSURIZATION OF
THAT SPACE. SEAL AIR BARRIER
SYSTEM TO RADON VENT PIPE.

VENTING

7

.. . Attic Space | ‘.

L}Ving Area L;vlng Area
Crawlspace l Basement
2 L
+»~——Raden

vent pipe

Seal air barrier
system to radon
vent pipe

Gas permeable
layer

REFER TO SECTIONS FOR
HEEL HEIGHTS

l
l *NOTE*
i ENSURE ATTIC PERIMETER WALL
i 'y ] MAINTAINS THE SAME RSI VALUE AS THE
[ WALL ASSEMBLY, FOR A MAXIMUM OF 4'.
| AFTER 48", CEILINGS BELOW ATTIC
i SPACE REQUIRE R-50. MINIMUM 12"
l BLOWN IN OR EQUIVALENT.

9.36

MECHANICAL, ELECTRICAL, AND PLUMBING
COMPONENTS PLACED WITHIN AN EXTERIOR WALL
MUST BE INSULATED BEHIND TO THE EFFECTIVE
THERMAL RESISTANCE REQUIRED FOR THE ABOVE
OR BELOW GRADE WALL ASSEMBLY.

iR

[
=
|
|

L.

*NOTE*
ROVIDE min RSI VALUE
2.97 OR R-16.86 INSUL.

*NOTE*

SPRAY FOAM REQ'D IN
BOX JOIST ENDS. ENSURE
CONTINUOUS (AVB)

EXPOSED FOAM PLASTICS TO
BE PROTECTED AS PER BCBC
9.25.2

SHEET NUMBER

s

~

./ SCALE:14"=1 " |

DATE : MAR-18-2019 2 /3

PROPOSED PROJECT FOR
330 RUTLAND ROAD
KEITH ROBERTSON

UNIT 203 - 1889 SPALL RD.
(250) 717-3415
. (250) 258-7819

Kelowna BC V1Y 4R2

Dises 1

DRAFTING & DESIGN

MULLINS.

20


ajanouse
Schedule 1


/ Ny N BO'Meys@bulelpsuljjnw :jlew-o

NOSLd390d HLIaM 618/2-85¢ (052) ‘119D
S1¥e-21.2(0G2) :sng NS

avod ANV1LNY 0€€ ZHY ALA D8 BUMOIBY . {05 » ONILAVEQ

./mm_ms_:z 133HS b= b/l i3TVOS AN /| y04 193rodd a3sodoyd @4 T1vdS 6881 - £0¢ 1INN m NITINOWNW

~_ _ \ // - : S~

6102-81-dVI - 31vd

8

~

\\\\\ /,//
[ A /
\Lﬂi}ﬂ?u
I N (™2
| =
Ve §
& Wm
B r.nw OW W ws - owuw
VJIW o _ulnnln n_._.w ANnOB
- 2¥ . 5 55 By peb
s OX o © & go 8¢ Lg%
< g 2 So S . Ly S2 . wlR saf
o z S .5 2 BF « w 2y =% pou Fa 09z
Ll g s6 BZ9 73 38 g g zs £ 252 8% Hup =
o 29 o 52 O z 2 MBYM = 2 o SO aong L« W_.“m_m @ o ] (1'4
| © - 23 Hwa F[3x2g o 3w 4 48z ©co NEL xB °oF z3 3 ==
3 % EEREHERIIEREE Y wi EEE SU fuo 52 L
X ou cws o 4 9>2 Z=uU (75 Fo WO ow o« 8 .
= WWRO&M Zlzxez? O =253 £ IS T2 I (7} 2 o035z %0 o O_l
@ N T.S.DOWG UmwmwNou_R g £=® LLl T3z TmD MH L=k > n
: : O ©SE0c gl oz - E wnZo F = Qo o
- WB 2 Ol Zir sz =284 ol «5s ol <55 o 33 c£52 3% mams £z 3 MnNu
E P4 00 wdxg ©Os = ol
c o - 26 @I Lz 26529 Z2 4 o O
€ d | | -l <4 OkFw IO W=59 god "
nHu S s, | | I . o ¥ &3 %8 L3 533: 28 8y SQ
| | nEL &S | | Q i 4 8 o 2 2l 82 8%y .o :up A T BT
+* o = w 81" LL oz G -, £ 0 w -u 2%X3 ER xZ0g 0 g we  x
| | wgy | | L gEs  Be ez GE.E o Z8 382 322 S48 , BzE L 8F E 3 F
| | bl L | : O e8cd, , J ES82E _ S¥23»>. 20 g0 23 wzugp Hss: REuf BB
HHHHHHHHAAHARHARAARA R AN Tonaok 4 a0 w7 nyzZzA- - oF O5>5 =uw o uw QL
_ | TRHHHRHHHR HHRR HEA {HHHH oo § LLl huBJO0T ¥ 02qus g FonZ20% 3z E2D 23 EI-»> O 888 Q9 5x =
““““““““““ I T N o o < = 17} - Qo < [ 2 w 2 Z 0 2 o< Z O —_—
| T T | (N e R ol wiob3z: 5 =53 3 933ks: 53 25% 4% 2083 £E8F fiz f o0
Wi ERRAREE RO Nk | (TR T N Fieoggs & £252 K zeonzn 0 Cob wu HLED
| N M 2 R NN € IRfcon O bX&J&5 W RIS Sd mmm mm mmmm
““““““““““ UL H S EHY = nz
_\ \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ ik c Bl ikl pladill; QL Jf HANUW —E U%WM
HHHHHHERREHEHHHHHRERH - i Qg I mO0< E®w <III
| HHHAHHHR AR {HHHA ©[S R HHHRHHHHHRHHEH HHHHE ] .
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ < N \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ \\\\\\\\\ - N ™ <
RULRGEREERRGGGRE ihlE S RhGREERGRD ik}
| ikl 31 N il
| it g s Ao
It adete e il 5 I il hhhidhhhb Lilrlilily W bC ) [ mo
UGRGIRELLRRORREEERRGRT 2 ~ | HHHRHHRRHARHRHAR HHHAR vG.'6 \ oo )
_ |ttt bt hhl _ ooy ‘_ \\\\\ :Ol.Nm /\\
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ =] O - - - - -
Rk kbt ptt m& Wil lhlsbhlehl hhilihl [ (wzes, Wz/SZ W EvE'Z _ wlrpez W ees ) |
[ilihlhbRGhERGhhlhGhE] R 3 G RRGRRhGRRRh bk Z Il 68 Wil 8L -] Il 8-G
_ ‘_ = O |
I R aRnaann o [ : —
e . - . 1 S 1y _
““““““““““ = T Innhhnnhaaanhnnn 2 =0 B l — — — —
W iirinnnnnnidddid il 7 8_% It i fn_m _Aln US| : W w /g9’ w 1 |
TR i [¢ - 2Z| | il LTS wyeee— 1 3 L89Y Al eel} b |
UYL L LU Y EY 8 w IR V = £ 0 JJ/ =01 ¥ o WCll ¥-S1 JJ/L 8-.8
Y GERRLRERREER el P e YRR TRERERERR HHHE LL] < 2 e - 5 | :
HHHHHHHHHHHHHHHH U H Y _ I3 - (HHHOOOOHHHHHH Y = EM,O m L ~ m lO_ M m
B REh R ERRRRRRELL ikt T | HHHHHHHHHEHREHEHHHHHEH 1 _3nﬂ<w - m X x9) © Ob | ™0
Bl bl b i R RE bk m ERE S5 ) S 8 =2 NI
AR R R R <C| ' W . 01 I8 L & P 2 Ol
| UL il o ittt i | Z5% |® b= o || -
\\\\\\\\\\\\ o Uy T o g¥ T = Wwo
| HULHTHHHHHH w THHHHHH _ o [ -0 - I~ - < _
““““““ ahhibhhn E ihihhhbhbhhEEhhhlik ok N E . s
V) HHHHHHHHHHHHF 4 HHHHHHH O H — o
| HHHHIHHHHHE 2 JUHLLLHL | N o L A\ & ol X3 |
B b 5 ol 1 = ; FERE O == 93 ————
| =Rt et et = A eRE ~ )
““““““ < UL 2 T DO~ O Y 890¢ £
| LT & N | | Rkl 59 | | © I =1l £
= ikl LL| | i 2 & | | 5o i 5 gl E 8
Wi Ghblkhihlhblkh il . c L _ HHHHHHHHHHHHHHH] {HHHA _w/m ] PHvX NMQmu ? < = | R W
hilihhhhhihhhiibhhhahhl RS HAHAAHAAR AT AR iy ™ z o - : = 2\ .
| (T il LEog) e =l | [ i g N Bl ) ESR | 2=l o) v Qlg
oo dgdouddodydyugud o)) = < \\ A \ T |e---—-———-— KO Iy — ! 6 A
| IHHHHHHRHHIH (L P27 ® || ol | U i oz _/Aw T - 1nidhE . O ™IS iwAw - O %
R @ N gL o g . I a - _
| A N 7, | T L o8 SRl . 25 E g | oz E
| i 3 R it DL gl 2 W /90'L |W 0LQW /G S — 5.9 £ir |8 LL| —
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ Juw HHHHHHHHHHHHHHHHRBHHEHH Ue - s | = 4 ° - = Ao ~o-1! - S ~ = = ™N|~
\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ Oz _ MUl ML H L H Y <= m O_ :@.M” :O.N :@.P = R — O |M~ o m
| HHHHHHHHHHEH (At o THHRRHHHAREHHHAHRHHAH < <olg oI~ |7 Q8 GWA 8 |l |- |5~ prd
| HHHHHHHHEHERHHHAH UL .A.Ew L LT (i 2 &L EIN Tmﬂluj ||||| wiey __s»>o Nwllllwl-u |3-mv.||-_./_ﬂ — ..
| mmmw | H AR TR (il Mmmm o< | A | e LLLE) i > —oe8 || L ol <L 5
Rk bl 9" £3589 Wk RRERERRERAR Nl 5556 A BN | ] wory W eg3'y =7 £ TOS|%
“““““““““““ o J22Ww TR hnm FHFAQ N IV@AJ\@\/|||| 434.0¢€ _ _ I
_ 1inhhaihaihnihninahhnh W AWAQW% _ \\\\\\\\\\\\\\\\ ‘_\\\\ _ | o | S - :N\FN..V :.V\M.V.MF | mn_u6
| il N 2227 Y il | i "l
Bt okt ot et 556 Bttt i - | = IN3ANOQVY = |E 3 -
| THULL i FEFEQ = I g 2 : ol S Qw 8l =ic
B il RhbERRRER kil =T | IHHHHHRHHHHHEAHHH] {HHHH] =|E | & -l |© S =, RPN i
Ltk — 1 =|< 10} ™| oO° e Ll -0
| WL HHH LT THIHH og § N | WL ! v _SA_M ] uw - Ob go0e 1 x =1
| (HHHHHHHHHHHHHEHE U N o _ _ [ e & i 1] - WM S \ HONZ9 .81 x| E
m_ o W 08'E w_ a_ = 08rE _ S w o | <2 "F 7wy > 5 0|
H_ .Wu_/ ._ml_FF m .Wu ._m_FF N Emﬂ 01 _/ o | = m Rm/__ N m«u/l
0| 2 o| S| | 5 @ g/ |l EMU@ 528 Y5 2X =y [t
= . = . H Q
3B 9| wypees | o  wpgzg REIIE me ©©9 8 || 328 o2 2% ~U
o AT 3| AT folo I 8 M- ~S o, g ol JN - |E
5 2 2 5| N Lo N s
al w | % w i BE \ D <™
F_ A_ F_ A_ < " =
S my 3| L | | os0e | | E—
(@) = = = 7 = =
) | oy 2| . W 1/2¢€ W 29/ wgeo L | weerl | W /S0C |
1 " 5| & : qm = YIE 801 .9-C W2/l ¥-G U9 18- " .6-9 < . |E
- o | M < m LI X ubi-g nP/E bl ~ 'NIV¥0 0L 3dOTS o M m
_ | J o : OlLVd GRIN0O W g | T
| | | | Ll | ol e | Gl v
| | RS Wv3g ON3 DI (N Wv3g ON3 TR, Wv38 ON3 A
| | | | | c#m|%w \ .8X8 O1 1NO 11Ing / @ o 0¢ .8Xg OL 1NO L1Ind Emw
| | T 1S0d .9XZ A1d-€ } . 1S0d .9XZ Ad-€ 8 |
_ e T T T T T e e T | T 5 e
| | | | W 968°¢ W 296°¢ W 968°¢C welLel
:@I-@ _-OI-m F . B ° \ :@I-@ _-OI-.V
Wweeo [ 9
.0-9€ Ny
Ebm,w.
tV\N
6
e omn o/
. S /
_ S e W $5/°6 Nl
= ko m.o W //8¥ 4 L w8 )
\
_—
B |
2 =% N
» | =% _ m
> | mw . | a-
|
— & 32 1| .
/N S5 mmw 5 0/0 .91 © SLSIOr-1.8/L L1
N | 3z B85 12¢ _
= = O o> =
3 | By 258 |25 N
/ _ O_nvm CWO _NN _ ~
| g ~z “%g z8 / AN
/ \ _ moO _%mo / o _ Y]
Z | |$ & . 3ze | =
O — 3 i
o o WHM_ @)
: = ; ] L
; > p | _ R O\
< | IR - I
@) | | T <| o
V ) N L L i
" _ N O. O. zz3 _ 0 N
2 LL] / o <K e I O& : ©
S ] = . |E e ., o Ly T ol o 2%0 _ . |E ANl 3
< 22 255 & AT 4 o a2t 28 | | =
LLI > ®|8 | 232 4 % 38 8l L 255 | T8 2
§ E] | SF% 4 =t &< q  =SK 852 | ®|o, |E
| = W s~ 7 fh ¢ 28 © 5 & S el 2
g g — Y 7 O &) Y% | N ¢
) N Q P I | ™| A M
| O LL] - | _ - Y|
_ <
| Y Y | | O
| g LL < | [ 1 )
| ® N\ LL] | z 3= _ w
| 3 nd | g =¢ | 5
| S _ /0.9 ® SLSIOM | .8/L L S z | 2
= ~ T T OO T e
" _ M WnNu _ Hi
| > ok 5
_ NIvda o _ w
| Y0074 3AINOYd 52 =
° | . « 03 |
= = O
" m _ M o 3% |
= X
mj | s e _ 7
_ _ O - % .XW
| | = / | w 0 |
» / _ 7 _
_ _ e ‘ i
| | o
Q
| | : P - |
5! w_ - |E ok = 0-91 avd "ONOD .8XP2XPZ NO - |E
m_ el e M m e «0-9} 7 38N.L ONOS .¥2X0L NO M m 7
5| | i L _ _ \A 1S0d .9XZ A1d-€ | !
Dt o 5] ry T Wil |
| | L] W 968°Z h%\l_ W z96°€ Ll W 9682 L_|_|
|
" _ W /0v w96 W0-Cl 7 w9-6
w .
WViL v-€l eI 1
_ ) :Ol.Nm \\//
| _ WzLL's m
-\ | il 6-91 /B\ / )
/// /ﬁ - /

21


ajanouse
Schedule 1
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v/ \
o 5 |
CODES AND STANDARDS ABOVE GRADE MASONRY INSULATION / VENTILATION m
2"0" 4'_0" E
GE 09 mE 1 21 9 m i bA‘I:IIxz;k:rzr;::Lp is to be of a standard equal in all respects to good All above grade masonry is to conform to the BC Building Code. Minimum insulation requirements: D
If brick veneer is to be installed, counter flashing shall be installed up to Roof/Ceiling — R 50 z
At the time of preparation, this plan was drawn in accordance with the 8” (200 mm) behind the building felt and below the bottom course with Walls -2 x 6 - R 22 I_
current edition of the B.C. Building Code. It is the responsibility of the vertical joints raked clean. Weep holes 24” (600 mm) o.c.. Garage Ceiling - R 32 Lu
owner/builder to insure that changes made to the code are complied with |.IJ
and all amendments are incorporated in the construction of this plan. All Ceiling insulation may be loose fill type or batt type. Wall and floor
S P E CI F I CATI O N S work :hall conform to local building codes and bylaws which may take CARPENTRY insulation must be batt type. (%
precedence. /
CEILINGS Walls and ceilings between residence and attached garage shall be \, /
50 EFFECTIVE R-VALUE Prior to proceeding with construction, the owner/builder must verify all Framing lumber shall be number two (2) or better Spruce unless insulated. - P
s ~ aYaYs) N OO OO N NN aTale) ) aTela aTelalalela) alela aTelalalale) information, dimensions and specifications of this plan. Written otherwise specified on the plan. All beam and lintel sizes shown on the —t -
q | P 7 | m | rq | P? | q | pq | p | r q |/ P 7 | q | Pq | P | v q |/ p 7 | m | r q | P I\ q | P 7 | m | v q | P I\ q | ( ROOF M dimensions always take precedence over scale measurements. drawings to be reviewed & confirmed by truss manufacturer and Insulation requirements may vary with heating systems and with local T —
AVAVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVAY) ICIVAVIVIVIVIVIVIVIVIW) ISAVAVAVAIVAGIWAWAWA! " contractor. Any beam or lintel sizes provided by truss/floor manufacturer conditions. / » \
= ASPlI'-IALT SHINGLES (35 YR) 2x4 STUDS 16" olc Any variance from structural drawings and specifications or from take precedence. / -—
= 7/16" ROOF SHEATHING 1/2" DRYWALL BOTH SIDES conditions encountered at the job site, shall be resolved by the owner/ All roof spaces shall be ventilated with soffit, roof or gable vents or a i ;_ () \
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CITY OF KELOWNA

BYLAW NO. 11794
Z18-0115- 330 Rutland 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. 8ooo be amended by changing the zoning classification
of Lot 5 Section 23 Township 26 ODYD Plan 12078 located on Rutland Road South, Kelowna, BC
from the RU1 — Large Lot Housing zone to the RU1c — Large Lot Housing with Carriage House
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
Considered at a Public Hearing on the

Read a second and third time by the Municipal Council this

Approved under the Transportation Act this

(Approving Officer — Ministry of Transportation)

Adopted by the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna this

Mayor

City Clerk

23



REPORT TO COUNCIL

City of
Date: April 15, 2019 KEIowna.

RIM No. 1250-30

To: City Manager

From: Community Planning Department (LK)

Application: Z19-0048 Owner: Scott Cramp & Lei Zhang
Address: 454 Farris Rd Applicant: ~ Protech Consulting
Subject: Rezoning Application

Existing OCP Designation: S2RES - Single/ Two unit Residential

Existing Zone: RU1 - Large Lot Housing

Proposed Zone: RU1c - Large Lot Housing with Carriage House

1.0 Recommendation

THAT Rezoning Application No. Z19- 0048 to amend the City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8ooo by
changing the zoning classification of Lot B Section 25 Township 28 SDYD Plan EPP82795, located at 454
Farris Road, Kelowna, BC from the RU1 - Large Lot Housing zone to the RU1c — Large Lot Housing with
Carriage House zone, be considered by Council;

AND THAT the Rezoning Bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing for further consideration;

2.0 Purpose

To rezone the subject property from RU1 - Large Lot Housing to RUic — Large Lot Housing with Carriage
House to facilitate the development of a carriage house.

3.0 Community Planning

Community Planning Staff support the proposed rezoning application from the RU1 — Large Lot Housing
zone to RU1c - Large Lot Housing with Carriage House zone to facilitate the development of a carriage
house. The Official Community Plan (OCP) Future Land Use designation of the subject property is S2RES —
Single/ Two Unit Residential, which supports this zoning change. The concept of the carriage house is
aligned with the OCP Policies of Compact Urban Form —increasing density where infrastructure already
exists, and of Carriage Houses & Accessory Apartments. The property is connected to City sanitary sewer
and within the Permanent Growth Boundary of the City.

The applicant has submitted preliminary drawings for a carriage house indicating that it can be constructed
to meet the Zoning Bylaw requirements without any variances. Should the rezoning application be
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719-0048 - Page 2

supported by Council, a Development Permit would not be required and the applicant could apply directly
for a Building Permit.

The applicant has confirmed the completion of public notification in accordance with Council Policy No.
367

4.0 Proposal

4.1 Background

This parcel was part of a two-lot subdivision which created the newly title lot 4620 Bellevue Rd and the
subject parcel 454 Farris Rd.

4.2 Project Description

Once the Rezoning is completed, the owner intends to subdivide the subject property, 454 Farris Rd into
two title lots. To facilitate this step, the existing dwelling would be demolished and a new house
constructed within the newly created property lines. For the proposed layout, refer to Schedule A and the
Future Subdivision Plan attached to this report.

4.3 Site Context

The 1100 m?Zsite is located in the Upper Mission area within the Permanent Growth Boundary.

5.0 Current Development Policies
5.1 Kelowna Official Community Plan (OCP)

Development Process
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719-0048 - Page 3

Compact Urban Form.* 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.2 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.

Carriage Houses & Accessory Apartments.3 Support carriage houses and accessory apartments through
appropriate zoning regulations.
6.0 Application Chronology

Date of Application Received: February 13, 2019
Date Public Consultation Completed: March 29, 2019

Report prepared by: Lydia Korolchuk, Planner

Reviewed by: Terry Barton, Urban Planning Manager

Approved for Inclusion: Ryan Smith, Community Planning Department Manager
Attachments:

Attachment A: Development Engineering Memorandum dated February 27, 2019
Schedule A: Site Plan
Future Subdivision Plan

' City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.2.3 (Development Process Chapter).
2 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.22.6 (Development Process Chapter).
3 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.22.12 (Development Process Chapter).
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CITY OF KELOWNA  IATTACHMENT A

M EMORAN DU M This forms part of application f“‘\t
4 ) :‘ _‘\
City lof N3 “4
ity p -
Date: February 27, 2019 Planner "~ Kelowna
File No.: Z19-0048 a2l COMMUNITY PLANNING
To: Land Use Management Department (LK)
From: Development Engineering Manager

Subject: 474 FARRIS RD LotB Plan EPP89749 RU1c Carriage House

Development Engineering has the following requirements associated with this application.

1. Domestic Water and Sanitary Sewer

All municipal servicing requirements with regards to this development were dealt with as
part of the Parent file S16-0078.

2. Electric Power and Telecommunication Services

It is the applicant’s responsibility to make a servicing application with the respective
electric power, telephone and cable transmission companies to arrange for service
upgrades to these services which would be at the applicant’s cost.

3. Access and Parking Requirements

The proposed parking module location for the Carriage House meets the bylaw
requirements.

o/

Jameg Kay, P. ZAQ.
DevglopmentEngineering Manager
JF/ff
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CITY OF KELOWNA

BYLAW NO. 11812
Z19-0048 — 454 Farris 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. 8ooo be amended by changing the zoning classification
of Lot B Section 25 Township 28 SDYD Plan EPP82795, located on Farris Road, Kelowna, BC from

the RU1 - Large Lot Housing zone to the RU1c - Large Lot Housing with Carriage House 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
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

City of
Date: April 15, 2019 KEIowna.

RIM No. 1250-30

To: City Manager

From: Community Planning Department (AJ)

Application: Z18-0125 Owner: Gurvinder Singh Dhanwant
Address: 540 Froelich Road Applicant:  Birte Decloux

Subject: Rezoning Application

Existing OCP Designation: MRL — Multiple Unit Residential (Low Density)

Existing Zone: RUa - Large Lot Housing

Proposed Zone: RM3 — Low Density Multiple Housing

1.0 Recommendation

THAT Rezoning Application No. Z18-0125 to amend the City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8000 by
changing the zoning classification of Lot 1, Section 26, Township 26, ODYD, Plan 17602, located at 540
Froelich Road, Kelowna, BC from the RU1 — Large Lot Housing zone to the RM3 — Low Density Multiple
Housing zone be considered by Council;

AND THAT the Rezoning Bylaw be forwarded to a Public Hearing for further consideration;

AND THAT the final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the outstanding
conditions of approval as set out in Attachment “"A” attached to the Report from the Community Planning
Department dated April 15, 2019;

AND THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered subsequent to the approval of the Ministry
of Transportation and Infrastructure;

AND FURTHER THAT final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw be considered in conjunction with Council’s
consideration of a Development Permit and Development Variance Permit for the subject property.
2.0 Purpose

To rezone the subject property to facilitate the development of four-unit row housing.

3.0 Community Planning

Community Planning staff are supportive of the proposed rezoning application to facilitate the
development of four dwelling units on the existing parcel in the form of row housing. The Official
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Community Plan (OCP) Future Land Use designation of the subject property is MRL — Multiple Unit
Residential (Low Density), which is consistent with building forms including townhouses, garden
apartments, and buildings containing three or more units such as proposed in this application.

Council Policy No. 367 with respect to public consultation was undertaken by the applicant.

4.0 Proposal
4.1 Background

Currently, the subject property has an existing single family dwelling, which would be demolished to allow
for the construction of the four-unit row housing project.

4.2 Project Description

The applicant has provided a conceptual site plan for a four-unit residential row housing development. To
meet the parking requirement of two parking stalls per unit, each row house is proposed to have a one car
garage and one parking stall provided in tandem. Staff are currently working with the applicant on a
number of items to be addressed prior to proceeding with the Development Permit and Development
Variance Permit application, including road dedications that are required on both Froelich Road and
Leathead Road. This application is currently tracking a variance to the number and widths of driveways, as
well as a potential variance to the west side yard setback to allow for longer driveways.

4.3 Site Context

Adjacent land uses are as follows:

Orientation Zoning Land Use
North RU1 - Large Lot Housing Single Family Dwelling
East RU1 - Large Lot Housing Single Family Dwelling
South RU1 - Large Lot Housing Single Family Dwelling
West RU1 - Large Lot Housing Single Family Dwelling

o Froelich Road

>4 8

Subject Property Map: 54
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5.0 Current Development Policies
5.1 Kelowna Official Community Plan (OCP)
Development Process

Compact Urban Form.* 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.

5.2 Zoning Bylaw No. 8000

RM3 - Low Density Multiple Housing.> The intent of this zone is to provide a land use for low density
multiple housing projects on urban services. Principal uses include multiple dwelling housing, supportive
housing, and congregate housing. The maximum floor area ratio is 0.75, the maximum building height is
the lesser of 20m or 3 storeys, and the maximum site coverage of buildings is 50%.

6.0 Technical Comments

6.1 Building & Permitting Department

e Comment will be provided at time of Development Permit.

6.2 Development Engineering Department

e See Attachment A.

7.0 Application Chronology

Date of Application Received: December 19, 2018
Date Public Consultation Completed: March 5, 2019

Report prepared by: Arlene Janousek, Planner

Reviewed by: Terry Barton, Urban Planning Manager

Approved for Inclusion: Ryan Smith, Community Planning Department Manager
Attachments:

Attachment A: Development Engineering Memorandum
Schedule A: Conceptual Site Plan
Conceptual Rendering

1 City of Kelowna Official Community Plan, Policy 5.2.3 (Chapter 5).
2 City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8000, Section 13.9.
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CITY OF KELOWNA

MEMORANDUM |ATTACHMENT A

oA

This forms part of application 47 s%‘
Z18-012
Date: January 11, 2019 # - "i ;‘
Cityof ‘“izr
File No.: Z18-0125 PI
To: Urban Planning Management (AJ)
From: Development Engineering Manager (JK)
Subject: 540 Froelich RU1 to RM3

The Development Engineering Department has the following comments and requirements
associated with this rezoning application to rezone the subject properties from RU1 — Large Lot
Housing to RM3 — Low Density Multiple Housing. The road and utility upgrading requirements
outlined in this report will be a requirement of this development and are subject to the review
and requirements from the Ministry of Transportation (MOTI).

The Development Engineering Technologist for this project is Andy Marshall.

1.

Domestic Water and Fire Protection

a)

b)

This development is within the service area of the Rutland Water District (RWD). The
developer is required to make satisfactory arrangements with the RWD for these
items. All charges for service connection and upgrading costs, as well as any costs
to decommission existing services are to be paid directly to RWD.

The developer must obtain the necessary permits and have all existing utility
services disconnected prior to removing or demolishing the existing structures.

Sanitary Sewer

a)

540 Froelich Rd. is currently serviced with 100mm sanitary services. The developer’'s
consulting mechanical engineer will determine the development requirements of this
proposed development and establish the service needs. Only one service will be
permitted for this development. The applicant, at his cost, will arrange for the removal
and disconnection of the existing service and the installation of one new larger
service if necessary. Any service improvement and decommissioning works may be
included in an offsite servicing design package submission including an estimate for
bonding purposes.

540 Froelich Rd. is currently within Sanitary Sewer Specified Area # 21A. The
developer will be responsible to cash commute, pay in full, the specified area
charges for this development. The charge is currently set at $1,045.17 per Single
Family Equivalent (SFE). The original property is currently paying its Spec area fees
on their taxes and will require a payout of $1,045.17. The fee calculation for this
development is as follows: (4 unit's x 0.7 SFE/unit) — 1 SFE (credit for original
property) X $1,045.17 = $1881.31
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Z18-0125 540 Froelich Road 2

Storm Drainage

The developer must engage a consulting civil engineer to provide a storm water
management plan for the site, which meets the requirements of the Subdivision,
Development and Servicing Bylaw No. 7900. The storm water management plan must
also include provision of lot grading plan, minimum basement elevation (MBE), if
applicable, and provision of a storm drainage service for the development and / or
recommendations for onsite drainage containment and disposal systems. Only one
service will be permitted for this development. The applicant, at his cost, will arrange the
installation of one overflow service if required.

Road Improvements

a) Leathead Road sidewalk to tie-in to new Froelich sidewalk. Boulevard to be
completed to bylaw standard.

b) The applicant must have a civil engineering consultant submit a design for roadway
improvements along the entire frontages of the subject property. Froelich is to be
designed to a modified SS-R5 This will include curb and gutter, sidewalk, street
lighting, landscaped boulevard including trees, storm drainage system, pavement
removal and replacement and re-location or adjustment of utility appurtenances if
required to accommodate the upgrading construction. An estimate for public side
works will be required, for bonding purposes, to be submitted by the applicants civil
engineering consultant.

Road Dedication and Subdivision Requirements

a) Provide 3.0m of road dedication along Froelich Road.
b) Provide 1.9m of road dedication along Leathead Road.
c) Provide a 6.0m radius rounding at the NE corner.

d) Grant statutory rights-of-way if required for utility services.

Electric Power and Telecommunication Services

All proposed service connections are to be installed underground. It is the developer’s
responsibility to make a servicing application with the respective electric power,
telephone and cable transmission companies to arrange for these services, which would
be at the applicant’s cost.

Design and Construction

a) Design, construction supervision and inspection of all off-site civil works and site
servicing must be performed by a Consulting Civil Engineer and all such work is
subject to the approval of the City Engineer. Drawings must conform to City
standards and requirements.

b) Engineering drawing submissions are to be in accordance with the City’s
“Engineering Drawing Submission Requirements” Policy. Please note the number of
sets and drawings required for submissions.

c) Quality Control and Assurance Plans must be provided in accordance with the
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10.

Subdivision, Development & Servicing Bylaw No. 7900 (Part 5 and Schedule 3).

A “Consulting Engineering Confirmation Letter” (City document ‘C’) must be
completed prior to submission of any designs.

Before any construction related to the requirements of this subdivision application
commences, design drawings prepared by a professional engineer must be
submitted to the City’s Development Engineering Department. The design drawings
must first be “Issued for Construction” by the City Engineer. On examination of
design drawings, it may be determined that rights-of-way are required for current or
future needs.

Servicing Agreements for Works and Services

a)

A Servicing Agreement is required for all offsite works and services on City lands in
accordance with the Subdivision, Development & Servicing Bylaw No. 7900. The
applicant’s Engineer, prior to preparation of Servicing Agreements, must provide
adequate drawings and estimates for the required works. The Servicing Agreement
must be in the form as described in Schedule 2 of the bylaw.

Part 3, “Security for Works and Services”, of the Bylaw, describes the Bonding and
Insurance requirements of the Owner. The liability limit is not to be less than
$5,000,000 and the City is to be named on the insurance policy as an additional
insured.

Other Engineering Comments

a)

b)

Provide all necessary Statutory Rights-of-Way for any utility corridors as required.

If any road dedication affects lands encumbered by a Ultility right-of-way (such as
Fortis, etc.) please obtain the approval of the utility prior to application for final
subdivision approval. Any works required by the utility as a consequence of the road
dedication must be incorporated in the construction drawings submitted to the City’s
Development Manager.

Geotechnical Report

a)

Provide a comprehensive geotechnical report prepared by a Professional
Engineer competent in the field of hydro-geotechnical engineering to address the
items below: NOTE: The City is relying on the Geotechnical Engineer’s
report to prevent any damage to property and/or injury to persons from
occurring as a result of problems with soil slippage or soil instability
related to this proposed development.

- Overall site suitability for development.

- Presence of ground water and/or springs.

- Presence of fill areas.

- Presence of swelling clays.

- Presence of sulphates.

- Potential site erosion.

- Provide specific requirements for footings and foundation construction.

- Provide specific construction design sections for roads and utilities over and
above the City’s current construction standards
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1. Charges and Fees

a) Development Cost Charges (DCC'’s) are payable.
b) Fees per the “Development Application Fees Bylaw” include:

i) Engineering and Inspection Fee: 3.5% of construction value (plus GST).

c) Spec Area fees: $2,926.48

Qames Koy
James Kay, P.Eng.
Development Engineering Manager
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CITY OF KELOWNA

BYLAW NO. 11813
Z18-0125 - 540 Froelich 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. 8ooo be amended by changing the zoning classification
of Lot 1, Section 26, Township 26, ODYD, Plan 17602, located on Froelich Road, Kelowna, BC
from the RU1 - Large Lot Housing zone to the RM3 — Low Density Multiple 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
Considered at a Public Hearing on the

Read a second and third time by the Municipal Council this

Approved under the Transportation Act this

(Approving Officer — Ministry of Transportation)

Adopted by the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna this

Mayor

City Clerk
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CITY OF KELOWNA

BYLAW NO. 11778
Z19-0006 — 401 Glenmore Rd

A bylaw to amend the "City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8o00".
The Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna, in open meeting assembled, enacts as follows:

1. THAT City of Kelowna Zoning Bylaw No. 8ooo be amended by changing the zoning classification
of Strata Lot 1 Section 32 Township 26 Osoyoos Division Yale District Strata Plan KAS3545
Together With An Interest In The Common Property In Proportion To The Unit Entitlement Of
The Strata Lot As Shown On Form V, located on Glenmore Road, Kelowna, BC from the C3 -

Community Commercial zone to the C3rcs — Community Commercial (Retail Cannabis Sales)
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 25%" day of March, 2019.
Considered at a Public Hearing on the 9t day of April, 2019.

Read a second and third time by the Municipal Council this 9™ day of April, 2019.

Adopted by the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna this

Mayor

City Clerk
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CITY OF KELOWNA

BYLAW NO. 11787
Z19-0042 — 1222 Kyndree Ct

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. 8ooo be amended by changing the zoning classification
of Lot A, Section 8, Township 23, ODYD, Plan 33589 located on Kyndree Ct, Kelowna, BC from

the A1 — Agriculture 1 zone to the RR3 — Rural Residential 3 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 18™ day of March, 2019.
Considered at a Public Hearing on the 9t day of April, 2019.

Read a second and third time by the Municipal Council this g™ day of April, 2019.

Adopted by the Municipal Council of the City of Kelowna this

Mayor

City Clerk
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Report to Council

City of
Kelowna

Date: April 15, 2019

File: 0610-51

To: City Manager

From: Colleen Cornock, Crime Prevention Supervisor
Subject: 2019 Public Safety and Crime Survey

Prepared as supplemental to the presentation by NRG Research Group

Recommendation:

THAT Council receives for information, the Report from the Crime Prevention Supervisor, dated April
15, 2019 with respect to the results of the 2019 Public Safety and Crime Survey.

Purpose:
To present the results of the 2019 Public Safety and Crime Survey.
Background:

As part of a deeper dive into the 2018 Citizen Survey results around the topic of community safety, the
City of Kelowna commissioned NRG Research Group to conduct a statistically significant telephone
survey with Kelowna residents. The main purpose of the study was to better understand residents’
perception of crime and safety in the city of Kelowna as a whole and within specific regions and
neighbourhoods to help develop programs and services that will best serve the community.

The objectives of the survey were to:

e Determine Kelowna residents’ perceptions of their own neighbourhoods;

e Assess Kelowna residents’ perceptions of crime and feelings of safety in various regions within
the city;

e Assess changes in perceived levels of property crime within the last 12 months;

e Determine which crime-related problems cause worry;

e Assess the role the potential for crime and victimization and crime in general plays in residents’
daily lives;

e Determine the prevalence of criminal victimization of residents and the extent to which crimes
are reported to the police; and,

e Capture resident demographics.
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The 2019 telephone survey was conducted through cell phone and landline methodology with the final
sample size of 300 adult Kelowna residents. The data collection period was from February 27 through
March 6, 2019. The data was weighted to reflect the city’s demographics according to the 2016 Census.
The survey results are accurate within 5.7 %, at the 95% level of confidence.

Overall Results

Results are generally positive and nearly all residents feel very safe or somewhat safe in their
neighbourhood during the daytime (99%) and in their residence during the daytime (98%).

Open-ended responses from respondents mentions low crime rates as the primary reason for why they
feel their neighbourhood is safe relative to others in the city. Secondary issues mentioned include:

e Good neighbours/neighbourhood watch
e Residential area/Family oriented

e Secluded/rural area

e Gated community

e Police presence in area

Both the prospect of being victimized by a crime and crime in general never or rarely affects nearly seven-
in-ten residents citywide. For those who indicate that either the prospect of being victimized by a crime
or crime in general affects their life most or some of the time (31%), the top reason given was that it
causes them stress and worry or that they feel unsafe (29%).

Top community issues

The primary reason for residents in all regions rating their neighbourhood as unsafe is the presence of
people without homes and open drug use. In addition, citywide, residents think the most important
crime-related problems are breaking and entering/property crimes and drug use. Central Kelowna cited
these issues significantly more than those of North and North East Kelowna or East and East Central
Kelowna. One-quarter of residents citywide believe the property crime rate has risen in their
neighbourhood over the past 12 months and one-half believe property crime has increased in the city
overall. Of all residents who experienced crime in the city in the past 12 months, nine-in-ten had
experienced property crime. Based on this, staff will continue to developed programs within the City’s
Crime Prevention Unit that focus on addressing property crime.

Overall, nearly three-in-ten residents (28%) have been a victim of a crime in the city of Kelowna in the
past year. Of those, just over one-half (53%) say that they reported the crime to the police. This assists in
confirming staff’s current understanding of crime reporting frequency relative to actual incidents, staff
will continue to resource programs and strategies aimed at increasing reporting of incidents of crime and
building awareness in the community regarding ‘who to call, and when'.

The entire survey report is available to the pubic online, anyone that would like more details can visit:
Kelowna.ca/safety to see the Public Safety and Crime Survey Report.
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Internal Circulation:
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Acting Director of Community Safety

City Clerk
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Background
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Background and Objectives

The City of Kelowna commissioned NRG Research Group to conduct a statistically significant telephone
survey with residents of the City of Kelowna. The main purpose of the study is to better understand
residents’ perception of crime and safety in the City of Kelowna as a whole and within specific regions
and neighbourhoods to help develop programs and services that will best serve the community.

The primary objectives of the survey are to:

v Determine Kelowna residents’ perceptions of their own neighbourhoods;

v Assess Kelowna residents’ perceptions of crime and feelings of safety in various regions within
the City;

v Assess changes in perceived levels of property crime within the last 12 months;

v Determine which crime-related problems cause worry;

v Assess the role the potential for crime and victimization and crime in general plays in residents’
daily lives;

v Determine the prevalence of criminal victimization of residents and the extent to which crimes
are reported to the police; and,

v Capture resident demographics.
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Methodology, Weighting & Analysis
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Methodology

Approach: The survey was conducted by telephone (both landlines and cellular phones), with a pre-test
held on February 26, 2019 and the data collection period from February 27 through March 6, 2019. Of the
300 total respondents, 196 completed the survey via landline and 104 completed it via cell phone. The
survey instrument, available in Appendix 2, was developed by NRG Research Group in collaboration with
the City of Kelowna. The results were weighted to reflect the known age, gender and area parameters of
the City of Kelowna according to the 2016 Census.

NRG surveyed City of Kelowna residents 18 years of age or older. The sample was obtained using random
digit dialing (RDD) and a next-birthday method of respondent selection. Prior to data collection, quotas

were established by age category, gender, and FSA Zones in accordance to their representation in the
population.

Response Rate: For the sample of 300 respondents from the City of Kelowna, the margin of error is +/-
5.7%, at the 95% level of confidence.

Notes for Interpretation: \Where more than one response is allowed for a single question (multiple
response), and percentages do not add to 100%, charts are marked. Responses for a single-response
qguestion may also not add to 100% due to rounding.

Cn rg RESEARCH GROUP 6 City of Kelowna — Public Safety & Crime $i2vey



Neighbourhood Comparisons

For the purposes of this study, neighbourhoods are defined by FSA (first three postal code
digits):

* V1IW - South West Kelowna (includes Lakeshore south of KLO, Guisachan, Benvoulin, Hall
Road, Southeast Kelowna, North Okanagan Mission, South Okanagan Mission).

* V1Y - Central Kelowna (includes Downtown, North End, South Glenmore, Orchard Park,
KGH, Okanagan College, Pandosy north of KLO).

* V1V — North Kelowna (includes Clifton, Glenmore Valley, Dilworth, McKinley, Quail Ridge,
Sexsmith).

* V1X/V1P — East Central Kelowna/East Kelowna (includes Hwy 97 North, Rutland, Toovey,
Belgo, Black Mountain, Rutland Bench).

See following page for a map of these neighbourhoods.
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Neighbourhoods
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Weighting

Weight parameters were developed for the entire dataset of completed surveys to reflect the
demographic profile of Kelowna residents.

Using 2016 Census data for the City of Kelowna, the appropriate proportions of sex (male and female)
and age (18-34, 35-54, 55+) groups were determined.

This results in a matrix of proportions that add up to 100%.
By dividing the survey obtained proportions into the Census proportions (parameters), weights for

each group were calculated. Each case was up or down-weighted in accordance with its under or over
representation in the sample so that the total weighted counts match the Census data.

| wis3se | wm3ssa | s | Fis3s | F3ssa | Fsse

City of Kelowna (parameter) 0.138 0.148 0.194 0.134 0.156 0.230
City of Kelowna (obtained) 0.093 0.150 0.210 0.043 0.183 0.320
City of Kelowna (Weights) 1.479 0.987 0.924 3.092 0.851 0.719
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The analysis contained in this report use the following guidelines:

» Most questions are reported as an overall total and also by the four neighbourhoods to highlight
any notable differences across these subgroups. Note that the Total or “Citywide” is a simple sum
of the four regions.

» Statistical testing determines if differences between subgroups are significant or, in contrast, fall
within the margin of error. Results in this report were tested using the 95% confidence level.
Essentially, this means that differences found to be statistically significant are considered ‘real’
differences (nineteen times out of twenty) and not a result of variability from sampling (margin of
error). Results found to be statistically significant are noted; values circled (C ) are significantly
different from the squared ((__] ) values.

» In some cases, the summary statistics (e.g., the total percent positive) when compared to the sum
of the individual percentages across the five point scales may not appear to be added correctly (i.e.,
off by +/- 1 percentage point). However these differences are due to rounding and the percentages
shown are correct. Note that “refused” responses are sometimes grouped with “don’t knows” to
simplify the presentation of results.

» Results with small base sizes in the neighbourhood sub-analysis should be interpreted with caution.
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Results:
Perceptions of Safety & Crime
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Neighbourhood Characteristics

» Overall, nine-in-ten (89%) residents agree (ratings of “strongly agree” and “somewhat agree” combined) their
neighbourhood is clean and well-maintained. Residents in North & North East Kelowna are significantly more likely to agree
with this neighbourhood characteristic than those in Central Kelowna and East & East Central Kelowna.

» Residents in East & East Central Kelowna are notably less likely than those in other regions to agree that their
neighbourhood is pretty and pleasant (72%).

» Those residing in Central Kelowna, which includes Downtown, are significantly more likely to agree (76%) that their region is
busy during the daytime than residents in any of the other regions.

P1. Please indicate whether you agree or disagree that each characteristic describes your

neighbourhood. Total Agree
(Rating of Strongly/
Somewhat Agree)

31% 2‘. 85%
b
N

Clean and well-maintained

Pretty and pleasant

Open and spacious

Well-lit during the night time

Busy during the daytime

Busy during the night time 44% 2% 23%
-
m Strongly agree Somewhat agree Neither agree nor disagree
= Somewhat disagree B Strongly disagree Don't know/ Refused

Base: Total sample, n=300
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Neighbourhood Characteristics

Central Kelowna

0,
- Cron)
—_— 61%
2% 2% o 3% ) ¥ ) 3% 2%

3

Clean and well-maintained Pretty and pleasant Open and spacious Well-lit during the night  Busy during the daytime Busy during the night time
time

East & East Central Kelowna

0, 0,
83% 81% 76%
169

8
\—/

% [} Sl — il
Clean and well-maintained Pretty and pleasant Open and spacious Well-lit during the night  Busy during the daytime Busy during the night time
time

orth & North East Kelowna
80% 80%
49%
0%

18%
o 9 9% 7% o 8%
0% 2% ,l | 0% ’ 2% =)

b F —
Clean and well-maintained Pretty and pleasant Open and spacious Well-lit during the night  Busy during the daytime Busy during the night time
time

9

South Kelowna
93% 93% 89%

— 77%

85%

19%
1% 0% I 2% I—ID 8% 4%
— b

r T T T T T 1
Clean and well-maintained Pretty and pleasant Open and spacious Well-lit during the night  Busy during the daytime Busy during the night time
time
Agree Neither Agree nor Disagree Disagree

Base: Central Kelowna, n= 81; East & East Central Kelowna, n=92; North & North East Kelowna, n=49; South Kelowna, n=78
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Neighbourhood Safety

» Nearly all residents feel very safe or somewhat safe in their neighbourhood during the daytime (99%) and in their residence
during the daytime (98%).

» Residents in Central Kelowna (69%) are significantly less likely than those in other regions to feel very or somewhat safe in
their neighbourhood during the night.

» Although the majority of those residing in Central Kelowna feel safe in all four of the scenarios presented, this region has
lower safety ratings for each of the four scenarios than the other regions.

» North & North East Kelowna residents feel safest in all four of the scenarios presented compared to other regions.

P2. Again, thinking about the neighbourhood you live in, please tell me whether you feel safe,
somewhat safe, somewhat unsafe, or very unsafe in the following situations. Safe

(Rating of Very/
Somewhat Safe)

In your neighbourhood during

0,
the daytime 27% ¥ 99%
L |
In your residence during the 0
daytime 20% 98%
L |
i ing th
In your resu::ie;:f during the 28% l% 93%
| L
In your nelghbogrhood during 39% 82%
the night
"
= Very safe Somewhat safe = Somewhat unsafe ® Very unsafe

Base: Total sample, n=300
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Neighbourhood Safety

Central Kelowna
97% 94% 90%

] [ = &

2% 5% 10% l
R

In your neighbourhood during the In your residence during the daytime In your residence during the night In your neighbourhood during the night
daytime

East & East Central Kelowna

100% 100% (7
92% o

< 83% )
(o)
0% 0% 8% =4

R C—
In your neighbourhood during the In your residence during the daytime In your residence during the night In your neighbourhood during the night
daytime
North & North East Kelowna
100% 100% 97%

0% 0% 3% 3%

In your neighbourhood during the In your residence during the daytime In your residence during the night In your neighbourhood during the night
daytime

South Kelowna

99% 99% 95%
' 0,
S
In your neighbourhood during the In your residence during the daytime In your residence during the night In your neighbourhood during the night
daytime Safe = Unsafe

Rase: Central Kelowna, n— 81; East & East Central Kelowna, n—=92; North & North East Kelowna, n=19; South Kelowna, n-78
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Impression of Neighbourhood Safety Compared to Other Neighbourhoods

» Residents in North & North East Kelowna are most likely to perceive their neighbourhood to be one of the safest in the City
(91% giving ratings of 4 or 5 out of 5) followed closely by those in South Kelowna (88% giving ratings of 4 or 5 out of 5).

» Those with an annual household income of $150,000 or more are significantly more likely than all other income levels to
give the highest safety rating of 5 out of 5.

» Males ages 18-34 are most likely to indicate that their neighbourhood is unsafe (ratings of 1 or 2 out of 5); conversely, males
ages 55+ are most likely to perceive their neighbourhood as safe compared to younger age groups.

P3. Now we would like to get your impression of how safe you feel your neighbourhood is compared to other
neighbourhoods in the city of Kelowna. Using a scale of one to five, where ‘5" means you feel that your

neighbourhood is one of the safest in the city and a ‘1’ means that you feel your neighbourhood is one of the Total Safe
most unsafe in the city, how safe do you feel your neighbourhood is? (Rating of 5&4)
Total 35% 33% 24% 4% %} 68%
S — — — -
North & North East Kelowna 57% D 7% 2%
|

South Kelowna @ D 9% 2%})

East & East Central Kelowna 21% 37% 33% 8%
59%

\ |

Central Kelowna 19% 31% 36% 4% 3%
50%

5, one of the safest in the city 4 3 2 B 1, one of the most unsafe in the city Don't know

Base: Total sample, n=300; Central Kelowna, n= 81; East & East Central Kelowna, n=92; North & North East Kelowna, n=49; South Kelowna, n=78

>
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Reasons for Perceived Level of Safety - Total Safe

» Low crime rates (52%) emerge as the top reason for residents feeling their neighbourhood is safe relative to other
neighbourhoods in the City. This was followed by comments relating to good neighbours or neighbourhood watch (23%),
and that it is a residential or family-oriented area (21%).

» Residents ages 18-24 are most likely to cite low crime rates as a reason for considering their neighbourhood safe relative to
other age groups.

P3a. Can you tell me the primary reason you feel this way? (Safe)

0,
. 64%
Low crime rates ;L/:

51%
23%
. . °27%
Good neighbours / neighbourhood watch 22223/4
71%
21%
. . . . 11%
Residential area / Family oriented > 24%’6‘7 w Citvwid
o, 267 itywide
— %A 11% = Central Kelowna
| | 0
Secluded / Rural area vy = East & East Central Kelowna
11%
6% ® North & North East Kelowna
. 4%
Gated community 3%’ 11% m South Kelowna
8%
0,
Individuals living without homes & people Osty 12%
who use drugs in the area 0
A%
19%

Police presence in area

Base: Those rating their neighbourhood as safe, Citywide n=206; Central Kelowna, n= 40;
East & East Central Kelowna, n=54; North & North East Kelowna, n=44; South Kelowna, n=68
*Multiple response question. Responses of 3% or less are now shown.
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Reasons for Perceived Level of Safety - Total Unsafe

» The primary reason overall for residents rating their neighbourhood as unsafe is “individuals living without homes and
people who use drugs in the area” (51%), followed by high crime rate in the area (46%).

» However, “individuals living without homes and people who use drugs in the area” is cited significantly more by Central
Kelowna residents (66%) than those in North & North East Kelowna (18%) or East & East Central Kelowna (40%). Please note
that regional results should be interpreted with caution and directional only due to small sample sizes.

» All residents in North & North East Kelowna mention “high crime rate in the area” as a reason for feeling unsafe.

P3a. Can you tell me the primary reason you feel this way? (Unsafe)

Individuals living without homes & people
who use drugs in the area

High crime rate/area

. . . 9% . .
Personally been a victim of crime 7% = Citywide
F 12% Central Kelowna
5% East & East Central Kelowna
Low crime rates 12% ® North & North East Kelowna
B South Kelowna
B 3%
_ 4%
Lack of police presence in area
12% Base: Those rating their neighbourhood as unsafe, Citywide n=90; Central Kelowna, n= 38;
East & East Central Kelowna, n=38; North & North East Kelowna, n=5; South Kelowna, n=9

*Caution: Results at the regional level should be interpreted as directional only due to small base sizes
*Multiple response question. Responses of 2% or less are now shown.

en rg RESEARCH GROUP 18 City of Kelowna — Public Safety & Crime §4vey



Less Safe Neighbourhoods

» Not surprisingly, regional opinions differ in terms of which neighbourhoods they feel less safe in or believe to be less safe
relative to other neighbourhoods in Kelowna.

» Those who have been a victim of a crime in the last 12 months in the City of Kelowna are significantly more likely to
mention “Rutland Area” as an unsafe neighbourhood than those who have not been a victim of a crime (22% vs 10%).

» Residents in East & East Central Kelowna (46%) are significantly more likely than those in Central Kelowna (16%) or North &
North East Kelowna (24%) to mention “Downtown Kelowna” in general as an area they feel less safe or consider less safe.

» Residents ages 45 years and older are most likely to cite “Downtown Kelowna” in general as a less safe neighbourhood
compared to their younger counterparts.

P3b. Are there any particular areas or neighbourhoods in Kelowna that you do not feel safe in or that you consider
less safe relative to other neighbourhoods?

31%
16%
Downtown Kelowna (general) —J o — 46%
}.35%/
22%
Downtown Core / Leon Ave / Lawrence Ave (11% | \
- ¥ 24%
14%
1
Rutland Area (general) [ 5% | °
J 12% m Citywide
5%
. 8%
Downtown at night . 0 Central Kelowna
) 9% East & East Central Kelowna
30
Hein Road / Ben Lee Park ;(7/ 6% m North & North East Kelowna
% 8% m South Kelowna
()
11%
Other Z? 0
%
18
None m
) 11%
. 3é/t% Base: Citywide n=300; Central Kelowna, n=81;
Don't know o 5% East & East Central Kelowna, n=92; North & North East Kelowna, n=49; South Kelowna, n=78
) 6% *Multiple response question. Responses of 3% or less are now shown.
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Perceived Level of Neighbourhood Property Crime

» Only 4% of residents Citywide feel the level of property crime in their neighbourhood has decreased in the 12 months
preceding the survey, whereas nearly one-quarter (24%) believe property crime rates have increased.

» Those who indicate that the potential for crime and victimization affects their life and those who say their lives are affected
by crime in general are significantly more likely to believe that property crime rates have increased in their neighbourhood
in the past 12 months. Similarly, those who have been a victim of a crime in Kelowna in the past 12 months are also more
likely to indicate that property crime levels have risen in their neighbourhood than those who have not been a victim of a
crime (44% vs 17%).

P4. In the past 12 months, would you say the level of property crime in your neighbourhood has increased
significantly, increased somewhat, stayed about the same, decreased somewhat, or decreased
significantly?

Total<1% 4% 46% 19% 23%
% | L | L |
North & North East Kelowna 7% 51% 20% 22%
L | L |

East & East Central Kelowna 1%5% 44% 24% 18%
L | L | "

Central Kelowna | 5% 50% 17% 18%

South Kelowna 1% 40% 15% 36%

[N [

Decreased significantly Decreased somewhat Stayed about the same Increased somewhat

B Increased significantly Does not apply Don't know

(3 Base: Total sample, n=300; Central Kelowna, n= 81; East & East Central Kelowna, n=92; North & North East Kelowna,_n=49; South Keloyvna, n=7
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Perceived Level of Property Crime in the City Overall

» Residents Citywide are more likely to believe the level of property crime in the City overall (50%) has increased in the past
12 months compared to the level of property crime in their own neighbourhood (24%) during the same time period.

» Similar to property crime perceptions at the neighbourhood level, those who indicate that the potential for crime and
victimization affects their life and those who those who say their lives are affected by crime in general are significantly more
likely to believe that property crime rates have increased in the city in the past 12 months. As well, those who have been a
victim of a crime in Kelowna in the past 12 months are also more likely than those who haven’t to indicate that property
crime levels have risen.

» Residents age 18-24 years tend more to indicate that the level of property crime in the city has remained the same out of all
other age groups.

P5. In the past 12 months, would you say the level of property crime in the city has increased significantly,
increased somewhat, stayed about the same, decreased somewhat, or decreased significantly?

South Kelowna

East & East Central Kelowna

North & North East Kelowna

Central Kelowna 34% 36% 3%
— L] T T

Decreased significantly Decreased somewhat Stayed about the same Increased somewhat

B Increased significantly Does not apply Don't know/ Refused

6 Base: Total sample, n=300; Central Kelowna, n= 81; East & East Central Kelowna, n=92; North & North East Kelowna,_n=49; South Keloyvna, n=78
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Neighbourhood Areas of Worry

» Overall, eight-in-ten (81%) residents never or rarely worry about being robbed or mugged on the street, while two-thirds
(67%) each say they never or rarely worry about having their car stolen or their home burglarized.

» Residents in Central Kelowna and East & East Central Kelowna tend to worry more often than those in North & North East
Kelowna and South Kelowna about all of the neighbourhood crime-related activities listed.

» Not surprisingly, males (86%) are significantly more likely to indicate that they never or rarely worry about being robbed or
mugged on the street than females (76%).

» Residents with household incomes above $100,000 are significantly more likely than those with household incomes of less
than $100,000 to indicate that they never or rarely worry about being robbed or mugged on the street.

» Residents ages 45-54 are the most likely to worry about drug trafficking (52%) and burglary of their homes (47%) than all
other age groups.

. Rating of
P6. Thinking about your neighbourhood, how often do you worry about each of the following? Rating of Never/ Most/Some of
- Rarely the time
Being robbed or mugged on 5 P 0 o ET
the street 48% 33% 14% J 81% 18%
__ - L |
Having your car stolen 38% 30% 21% 9% 67% 30%
__ L | L] "N .
Burglary of your home 31% 37% 24% 67% 31%
__ L | L | L L |
Drug trafficking 37% 22% 25% 13% 59% 38%
] L ] L | "
Open drug use in public
pen drie P 34% 24% 24% ] 58% 40%
spaces
| L | L | L |
Having items from your car
& Y 24% 26% 25% 23% 1 so% 48%
stolen d
—__
Never Rarely Some of the time B Most of the time N/A/ Don't know

Base: Total sample, n=300
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Neighbourhood Areas of Worry - By Region

Central Kelowna

69% 65%
ﬁ - &

31% 32% 35%

I

Being robbed or mugged on  Having your car stolen Burglary of your home Drug trafficking Open drug use in public Having items from your car
the street spaces stolen
East & East Central Kelowna
77%
64% 64%
20% LI
Being robbed or mugged on  Having your car stolen Burglary of your home Drug trafficking Open drug use in public Having items from your car
the street spaces stolen
North & North East Kelowna
93% 82%
69% 73% @
| — — — am 5%
—_—

30%

6% I
——

27%
1

Being robbed or mugged on
the street

Having your car stolen Burglary of your home Drug trafficking

South Kelowna

I I 19%

—l 78% 70%
e T
6%

Having items from your car
stolen

Open drug use in public
spaces

<
| b 2s%
1

Being robbed or mugged on
the street

Having your car stolen Burglary of your home Drug trafficking

Never/Rarely Most/Some of the time

Having items from your car
stolen

Open drug use in public
spaces

Base: Central Kelowna, n= 81; East & East Central Kelowna, n=92; North & North East Kelowna, n=49; South Kelowna, n=78
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Other Neighbourhood Crime-Related Areas of Worry

» When asked if they have any other crime-related problems that they worry about in their neighbourhood, the majority
(76%) of residents do not mention any others.

» Of those who do, Citywide, 5% of residents each worry about theft of property left outdoors and various social issues.

» Residents in East & East Central Kelowna tend more to worry about social issues (8%) and trespassing (8%) than residents in
other regions.

P6other. Other than what we’ve already mentioned, are there any other crime-related problems that you worry
about in your neighbourhood?

i
Theft of property left outdoors { %

Social issues | 8%
30"
3% . .
Trespassing 8% m Citywide
! 5%
1% Central Kelowna
48
Vandalism / Graffiti 3°/<f’ m East & East Central Kelowna
0,
= 3(? B North & North East Kelowna
Traffic violations §o° ® South Kelowna

Violence / Assault 2%

Other 1%

4

None % oo
i - | 83 %

Base: Citywide, n=300; Central Kelowna, n= 81; East & East Central Kelowna, n=92; North & North East Kelowna, n=49; South Kelowna, n=78
*Multiple response question. Responses of 1% or less are not shown.
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Most Important Crime-Related Problem in the City

» Citywide, residents think the most important crime-related problems are breaking and entering/property crimes and drug
use (45% and 38% respectively of total residents).

» Those in Central Kelowna are more apt to mention assault/violence than those in North & North East Kelowna as the most
important crime-related problem in the city.

» Residents in North & North East Kelowna (60%) are significantly more likely than those in Central Kelowna (38%) and East &
East Central Kelowna (37%) to believe that breaking and entering/property crimes is the most important crime-related
problem in the city.

» Residents age 65+ (50%) are more likely to mention drug use as the top crime-related issue in the city than their younger
counter-parts.
P7. What do you think is the most important crime-related problem in the city of Kelowna?

( )
Feh 45%
g’ﬂﬁ

Breaking and entering / Property crimes

(90
Drug use 3 8%
%
0 70
Drug dealing / Trafficking 09;’% 15%
370 )
Assault / Violence =553 |6% @
sy 1 0%
O/
Social issues %
450" m Citywide
2 (]
Car theft 32;35% Central Kelowna
0
L . 0370 East & East Central Kelowna
Traffic violations % /5%
4% = North & North East Kelowna
h 6%04
Other w2089, m South Kelowna
4°o
None 306 te)//8
‘yS%
Don’t know/ Refused %= 8%

e 9%,
Base: Citywide, n=300; Central Kelowna, n= 81; East & East Central Kelowna, n=92; North & North East Kelowna, n=49; South Kelowna, n=78

e *Multiple response question.
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Affect of Prospect of Being Victimized by a Crime

» The prospect of being victimized by a crime never or rarely affects nearly seven-in-ten (68%) residents Citywide.

» Residents in South Kelowna (29%) are significantly more likely than those in East & East Central Kelowna (14%) to indicate
that the prospect of being victimized by a crime never affects their life.

» Males ages 55+ (83%) tend more than any other age/gender groupings to say that the prospect of crime never or rarely
affects their lives.

» Those who have been a victim of a crime in the last 12 months in Kelowna (42%) are significantly more likely than those
who have not (27%) to indicate that the prospect of being victimized by a crime affects their life most or some of the time.

P8. My next question is about how the prospect of being victimized by a crime affects your quality of life.
Here we’re not looking for the impact actual crime has on your life, but rather the impact the potential for
crime and victimization has on your life. Therefore, in what ways does the prospect of being victimized by a
crime affect your quality of life, does it...?

Rating of Never/
Rarely affects life

Citywide 23% 45% 24% 68%
| L |
.
North & North East Kelowna 25% 49% 19% 5% 2% 74%
| L | L | L |
South Kelowna 29% 44% 20% 73%
| L | L |
East & East Central Kelowna 14% 51% 65%
L . [ |
Central Kelowna 27% 36% 29% 63%
— T T
Never affect your life Rarely affect your life Affect your life some of the time
m Affect your life most of the time Don't know/ Refused

Base: Citywide, n=300; Central Kelowna, n= 81; East & East Central Kelowna, n=92; North & North East Kelowna, n=49; South Kelowna, n=78.

>
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Prospect of being Victimized

» For those indicating that the prospect of being victimized by a crime never or rarely affects their life, the top reason given is
that they have not been affected by a crime or have never been a victim of a crime (28%), followed closed by mentions of

“don’t think/worry about it” (26%).

» For those indicating that the prospect of being victimized by a crime affects their life most or some of the time, the top
reason given is “causes me stress and worry/ | feel unsafe” (29%)