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BACKGROUND

» Indicators are a way to assess the extent
to which community goals are being
achieved

» This Is the fourth OCP Indicators report
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UPDATED REPORT FORMAT

» A new approach in 2014 to
make the OCP Indicators
more accessible

» Improved data consistency In
2015
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COMPARISON TO PREVIOUS YEARS

Indicator

Performance

Positive ' 39% 52% 58% 60%

Direction

Negative ‘ 25% 15% 17% 16%

Direction

Minimal 14% 22% 17% 12%

Change

Not Enough 21% 11% 8% 12%

Data
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EMERGING TRENDS & ISSUES
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PROPORTION OF MULTI-FAMILY HOUSING
CONTINUES TO INCREASE (INDICATOR 2)

Housing Breakdown by Type (Units)
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RECREATIONAL OPPORTUNITIES REMAIN
CONSISTENT (INDICATOR 13)

Year Prog ergg;\idle—rllgurs
2011 0.3
2012 0.3
2013 0.3
2014 0.3
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PARKS AND TRANSPORTATION DOLLAR
SPENT IN THE URBAN CORE CONTINUES
TO INCREASE (INDICATOR 14)

Parks and Transportation Capital Projects
(% of dollars spent)
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Parks and Transportation Capital Projects 

(% of dollars spent)

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



Base

		OCP INDICATORS (Attachment 1)

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

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



		Legend: 

				Performance moving in right direction

				Performance moving in wrong direction

				Yearly difference in performance is minimal

				Not enough data to determine performance



		Total 				51				14		14		11		12

		Idea for scoring: 

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

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

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

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

		Criteria: 

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

		*		relevant (listed in OCP and important to community)

		*		measurable now and every year

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

		Other things to consider: 

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

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





1 - urban growth

		Goal 1

		Containment of Growth

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

		Year		BC Assessment

				Within Urban Core						Outside Urban Core

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

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

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

		2013

		2014

		2015

		Data for 2011:

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

		Data for 2012:

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

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

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

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



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





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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

		2014

		2015

		Data:

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

		Notes:

		Included Village Centres as part of 'Outside Urban Centres'







		Changes to PGB



		2011		PGB adopted as part of OCP 2030

		2012		no changes to PGB

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

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







		Annual Report Graph:

		Residential

		Year

				Urban Centre				Urban Core				Outside Urban Core				Total

		2010		128		13%				0%		828		87%		956

		2011		25		6%				0%		398		94%		423

		2012		20		4%		98		18%		441		79%		559

		2013		152		21%		294		41%		278		38%		724









		Annual Report Graph:

		Commercial

		Year

				Urban Centre		%		Outside Urban Centre		Total

		2010		222,712		86%		35939		258,651

		2011		242,435		82%		52331		294,766

		2012		309,491		66%		162302		471,793

		2013		194,506		76%		60406		254,912



Location of New Residential Units

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

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

 82% 

 66% 

 76 

2010	2011	2012	2013	222712	242435	309491	194506	

2 - complete suburbs

		Goal 2

		Complete Communities

																		All Land Outside Urban Core																Year

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

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

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

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

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

		630		Works Yards														2015																2015

		640		Hopsitals

		642		Cemeteries

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

		652		Churches & Bible Schools

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

																																																6,021.0		5,138.8		362.2		520.0

		Special Needs Housing ACT_USE_CODE:																																																85.3%		6.0%		8.6%

		284		Seniors Strata - Care, Independent or Assisted Living

		285		Seniors Licensed Care

		286		Seniors Independent & Assisted Living

		287		Group Home

		Exclude Agricultural ACT_USE_CODE:

		100 to 199

		ACTUAL_USE_CLASS = FARM

		Suburban = anything outside of Core Area

		Select all BCAA outside Urban Core

		Remove all "FARM" from selection

		Total surburban (minus FARM) = 

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

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

																		Then remove all 'FARM' land

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

																		Remove all vacant from subset

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



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

2014 Suburban Land Breakdown

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



Criteria 3

		Goal 3

		Compact Urban Form

		TransportationZones2008 data from Andrew Albiston

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

		Data:

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

		Did not include South Pandosy KLO Sector in this analysis.  

		Do a density calculation per Sector.

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

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

		Update methodology:

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

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

		2008		Central City		4120, 4110		762		69		294.0		2.6		0.2

				McKinley		4530		537		15		215.6		2.5		0.1

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

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

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

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

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

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

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





3 - affordable housing

		Goal 5

		Affordable Housing

		Get median labour force income from BC Stats

		Get median house price from CMHC

		BC Stats

		use census data as well as taxation information

		do not do projections so no current data for median income

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

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

		CMHC

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

		Use CMHC Housing Now - Kelowna publication

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

		Result:

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



		A) 

		Talk to Theresa Eichler about more recent numbers

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

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

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





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

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

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

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

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

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

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

		2012								4.0%		$927

		2013								1.8%		$970

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

		B) Rental Market Info:

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

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

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

		Data:

		Use BCAA20120415 for < $10,000

		Use S2RES and S2RESH for designated

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

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

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

		Data:

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

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

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

		E) What is the single-family lot inventory?

		Data:

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

		Answer: 224 lots

		Year

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

		2012		19.8		77.4

		2013		17.3		73.1

		2014		18.5		61.7



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

4 - streets for pedestrians

		Goal 6

		Streets the provide for pedestrians

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

		New Sidewalk Constructed:

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

		2010		no base inventory						798.0				Sidewalk		Road

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

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

		2013		2960		3.0		From Mahesh		17		0.17:1		0.17		1.0

		2014

		2015

		2016

		2017

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

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



New km of Sidewalk for 1km of Road

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



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

5 - streets for cyclists

		Goal 7

		Streets that provide for cyclists

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

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

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

		on side streets and not actual marked lanes or paths.



		OCP Indicator Bike lanes Summary

		Status		Kms		Percentage

		Bike Lanes and Paths		226		22%

		Roads 2012		803		78%

		Total		1029		100%





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

		Year		Status		New Kms		Total Kms		Percentage		Layer

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

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

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

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

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

				Bike		0.5		226.5		22%		Data from Mahesh

		2013		Road		17.0		830.66				Data from Mike Rout

				Bike		2.4		228.875		22%		Data from Mahesh

		2014		Road

				Bike

		2015		Road

				Bike

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

		Multiply both sides times 2 so that true distance is accurate

		2011 bike lane projects completed (from Mike Kittmer)

		Project		Distance

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

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

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

		Hwy 33		4000m (4k) 

		Sutherland		300 meters

		2012 bike lane projects completed (from Mahesh)

		Project		Distance

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

		streets with bke lanes		0 m

		year

				bike		road

		2011		5.4		4.2

		2012		0.5		11.56

		2013		2.4		17.0



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

6 - Modal Split

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



		Use Average Annual Daily Traffic Count sheet





		Year		Traffic Counts		Intersection

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

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

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

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

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

		2012		count

				%

		2013		count

				%

		2014		count

				%

		2015		count

				%







				2006 Census								2011 NHS

				total		male		female				total		male		female

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



Mode of Transportation to Work

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

7 - 400m of transit

		Goal 8

		Development withing 400m of transit



		Stree Network

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



		Environics data was used for this analysis

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

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

		DATA SOURCE:

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

		GIS Data Source:

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

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

		Environics Data Summary:

		Cynthia Thomas - Communications City of Kelowna

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

		Total Population' from this table was used:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

8 - energy use

		Goal 9

		Efficient energy use (electricity and gas)

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



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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

		2015

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

		Corix data from Matt Friesen

		Matt provided 2010, 2011 and 2012 data:

		2010:00:00

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

		Fortis Electric data from Carol Suhan

		Fortis Gas data from Shelley Thomson

																Gas

																Yeas

																		Average Household (GJ)

																2010		73.2

																2011		78.4

																2012		74.0

																2013		74.7

																Electricity

																Yeas

																		Average Household (KwH)

																2010		12,031.6

																2011		12,147.8

																2012		11,875.8

																2013		11,108.0



Average Household Gas Consumption (GJ)

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

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

9 - well paying jobs

		Goal 11

		Well paying jobs

		Talk with Theresa when she gets back.

		Census has not realeased data yet

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

		EDC uses above stats and does not do projections

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

		Average Income:

		Median Income:

		Theresa Eichler's recommedation

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

		2014												2014

		2015												2015





		CPI 

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

		Consumer Price Index Annual Averages - pdf

		City of Kelowna Home Sales Analysis 2010 - Summer 2011

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

		year

				Kelowna Median Income Relative to Provincial		Provinvcial Median

		2010		96%		100%

		2011		97%		100%

		2012		97%		100%

		2014		97%		100%



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

10 - growing business

		Goal 18

		Growing businesses

		EDC gets stats from BC Stats for business size.  

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

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

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

		August is when report will be released next by BC Stats

		This is Kelowna CMA data

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

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

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

				2010		2011		2012		2013		2014		2015

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

		% change				-2.7%		3.8%		2.5%



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

11 - sensitive ecosystems

		Goal 12

		Protected sensitive ecosystems

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

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

		Use GIS to locate all designated as PARK

		Data Used:

		SEI layer

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

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

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

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

		KID		Address

		100053		(S of) Lakeshore Rd

		197549		(S of) Lakeshore Rd

		356790		(End of) Lakeshore Rd

		3568020		5902 Lakeshore Rd



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

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

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

		KID		Address

		103655		(S of) Lakeshore Rd

		197501		Chute Lake Rd



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

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





		Geoprocessing:

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

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

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

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

		Annual Update:

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

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

		2012		858		1193.7		21527		5.5%

		2013		874		1237.3		21527		5.7%

		2014		888		1266.0		21527		5.9%

		2015

		2013

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



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

12 - steep slopes

		Goal 12

		Protection of steep slopes

		Darren Genge worked on this one.

		Criteria:

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

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

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

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



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

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

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

		2011		0

		2012		6

		2013		0

		2014

		2015



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

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



13 - parks close to pop

		Indicator 13

		Parks close to population centres

		Methodology:

		Take a snapshot of PARKS_LOCATION_WW_DEV feature class

		Create a buffer of 400m

		Export to shapefile

		Provide the shapefile to Cynthia Thomas to be run using Environics

		A trade area estimate is created for areas within the buffer



				Environics

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

		2007		95,271		112,688		84.5%		15.5%

		2012		102,508		122,580		83.6%		16.4%

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

		2014		110,936		126,508		87.7%		12.3%









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



Criteria 14

		Goal 14

		Tree canopy

		Use the SUFS to get tree canopy %.

		OCP set canopy cover target at 20%

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

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





14 - recreational opportunities

		Goal 19

		Increased recreational opportunities

		Data:

		LEGALPARCEL_BL

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

		How many City offered programs; 

		Our department offered:

		 2008 we offered 3,542 programs

		2009 we offered 3,908 programs

		2010 we offered 4,669 programs

		2011 we offered 4,642 programs 

		Number of Facilities:

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

		2010		34,790		115,817		0.30										2010		0.30

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

		2012		35,881		118,242		0.30										2012		0.30

		2013		32,556		119,445		0.27										2013		0.27

		2014

		2015

		* Population from: 

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

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

		From Louise Roberts-Taylor:

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

swoods: swoods:

6405PRC            9040H2O		15,062

swoods: swoods:
H2O 8005
PRC 7057 


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





		Program Outcomes 

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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



		Efficiency Measures 

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

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

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

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

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

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



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

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

		* Note: drop in program attendence includes: 

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

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

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

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

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

		Community Walks		750		1,100		1,500		529

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

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

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

		Dancing in the Park		-		-		-		2,500

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



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

15 - Distinctive Neighbourhoods

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

																										Assessed Value

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

																								2011		50%		50%

		Criteria: 																						2012		49%		51%

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

																								2014		49%		51%

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



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



																				Parks Capital - Priority 1										Transportation Capital - Priority 1

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

																																2687R		$88,130		out

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

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

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

																																282702		$284,320		in

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

																																2915		$196,730		out

																																2961		$499,610		out

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

																						301901		$100,000		in

																						3021		$615,000		out

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

																																2084XX		$   251,530		out

																																3023		$   820,000		out

																																3024		$   120,000		in

																																3025		$   95,000		out

																																2091T		$   9,040		out

																																2517XX		$   1,476,000		in

																																208538		$   1,595,000		in

																																219804		$   2,418,850		in

																																219801		$   250,000		in

																																208449		$   200,000		out

																																3092		$   50,000		out

																																2915		$   100,000		out

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

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

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

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

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

																						3137		$   - 0		in						208608		$   600,000		out

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

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

																						2047		$   110,000		out

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

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

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

																																2620D		$   750,000		out

																																3144		$   700,000		in

																																3127		$   415,000		in

																																308101		$   500,000		out

																																251704		$   454,660		in

																																2517R		$   3,467,010		in

																																2667R		$   3,534,900		in

																																219801		$   5,423,870		in

																																3159		$   800,000		out

																																total:		$   26,391,510		in

																																total:		$   3,060,000		out











































Transportatin Capital

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

Parks Capital

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

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

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



16 - food production

		Goal 16

		Food production

		use: 

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

		Actual_Use_Class of 'FARM'

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

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

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

		2012 BCAA data:  GIS_LAND_SPV_LEGALPARCEL_BCAA_20120415

		2011 BCAA data:  LEGALPARCEL_BCAA_2011

		Definition Query to get 'FARM'

		Then to get actively farmed land:

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

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

		2011		4,867		866		21,527		22.6%		8

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

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

		2014		4,950		857		21,527		23.0%		11

		2015

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

		Community Garden list from: 

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

		count		Garden Name		Year Added		location

		1		Cawston Avenue Commuity Garden		pre 2011		Church property

		2		St. Paul Community Garden		pre 2011		City property

		3		Sutton Glen Community Garden		pre 2011		City property

		4		Gibbs Road Community Garden		pre 2011		Church property

		5		Hartman Road Community Garden		pre 2011		City property

		6		Barlee Road Community Garden		pre 2011		City property

		7		Michaelbrook Community Garden		2011		City property

		8		Willow Park Community Garden		2012		Church property

		9		Lindahl Community Garden		2012		City property

		10		DeHart Garden		2013		City property

		11		Parkinson Rec. Centre Garden		2013		City property

		2014 none



% of Kelowna's land base Actively Farmed

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

17 - safety

		Goal 17

		Safety

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

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

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

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

		Violent Crimes										Year		Crime Rate

		Year		Number of Offences		Crime Rate						2009		120.9

		2009		2,550		21.1						2010		112.6

		2010		2,414		19.9						2011		98.8

		2011		2,250		18.5						2012		104.0

		2012										2013

		2013										2014

		2014

		2015

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

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

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

		Violent Crimes definition source:

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

		Motor Vehicle Crashes - Reported by ICBC

		Data provided by ICBC via Mahesh

		Kelowna Traffic Incidences by Year



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

		Population numbers taken from 'Interim Population Estimates - Gray Stephen)

		Year		Number of Incidents (ICBC)		Population		Incidents per 1000 people

		2009		8,555		115,072		74.3

		2010		7,980		115,817		68.9

		2011		7,597		117,312		64.8

		2012		7,745		118,242		65.5		Population estimate for 2012: P:\Policy_Planning\1200 COMMUNITY PLANNING\1200-30 Official Community Plan\2013-04-25 Growth Strategy - 2013.xls

		2013		8,148		119,445		68.2

		2014

		2015





Crime Rate 

(Number of criminal code offenses reported per 1,000 people)

Crime Rate	2009	2010	2011	2012	120.9	112.6	98.8	104	Traffic Collisions per 1000 people

Incidents per 1000 people	2009	2010	2011	2012	2013	74.344758064516128	68.901801980710957	64.758933442444089	65.501260127535062	68.215496672108515	http://www.pssg.gov.bc.ca/policeservices/statistics/index.htmhttp://www.pssg.gov.bc.ca/policeservices/shareddocs/crime-statistics.pdf../../../1200-30%20Official%20Community%20Plan/2013-04-25%20Growth%20Strategy%20-%202013.xls

18 - Cultural Opportunities

		Goal 20

		Increased cultural opportunities

		Cultural Services will be releasing there Curltural Report Card & Indicators in 2014.  We will defer until the report is published.

		2011 Cultural Plan (page 42):

		http://www.kelowna.ca/CityPage/Docs/PDFs//Cultural%20District/CulturalPlan-WEB.pdf

		Using the cultural indicators set out in Appendix

		7, and starting in 2014, prepare a cultural ‘Report

		Card’ to be shared with City Council and the community

		every three to five years. This report will be in addition

		to progress reports regarding implementation of

		recommendations in this Plan.

		The City of Toronto released its groundbreaking 10-year

		‘Culture Plan for the Creative City’ in 2003. The plan

		contained a recommendation that the Culture Division

		would report to Council every two years on a set of 11

		performance indicators relating to municipal cultural

		input/investment, cultural output and economic impact.

		When the City released its new plan in May 201128, these

		metrics assisted in renewing the mandate for continuing

		and increasing investment, and setting bold new targets.

		With improved data collection, and by using frameworks

		already established, the City of Kelowna will be well

		equipped to monitor and analyze its progress toward the

		cultural development goals in this plan, and to establish

		new visions in the future.

		Appendix 7 (page 101):

		Indicators for Kelowna' Cultural Report Card:

		Quantitative Data

		(accessible through existing and to-be-developed data sources)

		• Cultural FTEs and per capita municipal investment

		in culture, comparing Kelowna with other

		selected cities**

		• Funds leveraged by city investment in culture grants

		and facility operating funds***

		• Number of culture sector jobs, by sector and as a

		percentage of total employment*

		• Number of enterprises in the creative and cultural

		economic sector*

		• Number of cultural resources in each urban centre***

		• Number of hours public cultural spaces and facilities

		are in use as a percentage of the time they

		are available***

		• Impact of the creative/culture sector in Kelowna

		on GDP*

		• Number of and attendance at city-funded cultural

		facilities, programs and events***

		• Demographic info re: attendance, particularly by age

		and FSA (postal code)***

		• Number of city-funded cultural programs for youth***

		• Number of new arts and culture organizations funded

		by the City***

		• Number of outdoor event permits provided by

		the City*** and ratio of cultural event permits to

		total number***

		• Number of new events funded by the City***

		• Number of designated and protected heritage properties**

		• Number of seats in performing arts facilities per

		1,000 inhabitants**

		• Number of location permits for film and

		television productions***

		• Number of cultural visitors to Kelowna***

		and visitor spending***

		Qualitative Data

		(requiring use of public survey)

		• Level of engagement in cultural pursuits**

		• Potential barriers to participation in cultural programs**

		• Length of neighbourhood residency**

		• Factors making a neighbourhood a good place to live**

		• Importance of arts and culture to quality of life**

		• Average per capita or household spending on arts

		and culture**

		• Number of performing art events attended**

		• Perceptions/loyalty/attachment to community***



http://www.kelowna.ca/CityPage/Docs/PDFs/Cultural%20District/CulturalPlan-WEB.pdf
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ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENT
DECREASED IN 2014 (INDICATOR 4)

Transportation Infrastructure Constructed by Type
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NUMBER OF BUSINESSES WITH
EMPLOYEES IS GROWING (INDICATOR 9)

Number of Businesses with Employees - Kelowna
(CMA)
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MOVING FORWARD

» Continue to collect indicator data
annually

» Consider reporting on a two year cycle
» Monitor results and make any

necessary adjustments as trends _
become evident
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