
CITY OF MERRITT 

AGENDA FOR THE REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING OF THE CITY OF 
MERRITT COUNCIL, TUESDAY, AUGUST 11, 1998 AT 7:30p.m., CITY HALL 
COUNCIL CHAMBERS, 2185 VOGl:fT STREET, MERRITT, B.C. 

AGENDA 
PAGE 

1. PRESENT: 

2. CALL TO ORDER: 

3. ADOPTION OF THE AGENDA: 

a) Regular Council Meeting, August 11, 1998 1-2 

4. ADOPTION OF THE MINUTES/BUSINESS ARISING FROM MINUTES: Nil. 

5. PUBLIC HEARINGS: Nil. 

6. PETITIONS/DELEGATIONS: 

a) 

b) 

Interior Lumber Manufacturer's Association, 
- Mr. Bob Friesen, President 

Crime Prevention Committee, Mr. Michael Towers, Chairman 

7. BYLAWS: 

3 

4-6 

a) Memo, July 28, 1998- Bylaw Amendment to Restrict Open Burning 7-9 
- CITY OF MERRITT FIRE AND RESCUE DEPARTMENT 
ESTABLISHMENT AND FIRE AND SAFETY REGULATION AMENDMENT 
BYLAW NO. 1697, 1998 - Submitted for first, second and third reading. 

8. UNFINISHED BUSINESS: 

a) 

b) 

Interior Lumber Manufacturer's Association, July 28, 1998 

Crime Prevention Committee 

9. REPORTS: 

a) 

b) 

Mayor's Reports: 

Liaison and Commission/Committee Reports: 
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CITY OF MERRITT REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING, DECEMBER 23, 1997 
9. REPORTS: - Cont'd. 

c) Administration Reports: 

1. Requires Council Action: 

i. Memo, August 4, 1998 _- Merritt Cool and Quiet, 10-14 
July 30, 1998 

ii. Memo, August 5, 1998 - DVP1998-08 15-21 

iii. Memo, August 5, 1998- Mobile Vending 22-23 

iv. Memo, August 6, 1998 - Canada World Youth 24-25 
- Work Placement Proposal. 

2. Receive for Information: 

i. Water Conservation Program Progress Report 26 

ii. Building Permit Summary, July, 1998 27-29 

iii. Bylaw Services Statistics, April, 1998 30 

iv. Bylaw Services Statistics, May, 1998 31 

V. Bylaw Services Statistics, June, 1998 32 

10. CORRESPONDENCE: 

Potential Responses: Nil. 

Receive for Information: 

a) 

b) 
1. City of Burnaby, July 15, 1998 - Barrett Commission of 33-39 

Inquiry into the Quality of Condominium Construction in British Columbia 

2. Canadian Red Cross, July 20, 21 5
\ 1998 40-45 

3. Urban Systems Ltd., July 29, 1998 - Status Report on USL 46-51 
Projects to June 30, 1998. 

4. 

5. 

Union of B.C. Municipalities, July 31, 1998 - Legislative 
Recognition Finally Achieved. 

Canada Post, Vote by Mail. 

11. NEW BUSINESS: 

12. ADJOURNMENT: 
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'NTERIOR LUMBER 
MANUFACTURERS' ASSOCIATION 
#360 • 1855 KIRSCHNER ROAD, KELOWNA, BC V1Y 4N7 
TELEPHONE (250) 860-9663 FAX: (250) 860-0009 
E-mail: lwhite@silk.net 

To: Bobbie Harrison City of Merritt 

Fax: 378-2600 

From: Theresa White Manager, Community Relations 

. Date: 28 July 1998 

Re: Forestiy presentation to Merritt City Council 

Our president, Bob Friesen, and the president of Cariboo Lumber Manufacturers' Association, Dave 
Peterson attended a recent meeting of the Thompson-Nicola Regional District board to provide 
background and insight into the Price Waterhouse report on the state of the B.C. forest industry. 

Following that presentation Mayor Norgaard asked Mr. Friesen about the possibility of a similar 
... presentation to Merritt City Council. You have advised that Mr. Friesen will be given a place on the 

agenda of the next meeting of Council, at 7:30 p.m. on August 11. 

Thank you for creating this opportunity to discuss important forestry issues with elected leaders of 
Merritt, a major timber-producing community. 

3 



From Michael Towers 
Chairman, Crime Prevention 
Committee 
Merritt and District 
Chamber of Commerce. 

To The Merritt City Council and Mayor: 

Purpose: 
- To update City Council on the progress of the Merritt and District 

Community Justice Center Initiative. 
- To put forward a specific request for gifts in kind and seed money to 

complete the necessary work needed to open the Justice Center. 

Incredible progress has been made over the last seven months toward seeing the 
Justice Center become a reality. A lot of credit has to be given to the judicial 
agencies for their expertise and time commitments to get the groundwork 
completed. A big thanks goes out to the Merritt and District Chamber of 
Commerce for offering all available resources, spear-heading this initiative, and 
offering to be the society to receive and disperse all funds for the Justice Center 
until such time that the Justice Center can become a separate society. 

From my meetings with the Attorney General of British Columbia and with Reform 
Justice Critic Jim Hart I have come to a rather disturbing conclusion. It would 
seem that if the center was up and running then getting funding for the center 
would not be a problem. Ongoing funding is also not a problem. Where we are 
running into problems is finding the seed money to open up the Center. 

Our application from the Attorney General's office for the implementation of the 
Restorative Justice Component is in its final stages. Vince Stancato from the 
Attorney General's office will be coming to Merritt on August 13th to discuss the 
whole project and receive the fmal documentation needed to make his decision. We 
have the potential to receive $5000 through this grant application. This money is to 
be used exclusively for the implementation of the Restorative Justice Component. 
The good news is that the Restorative Justice Component is fully integrated within 
the Community Justice Center and while we work toward establishing the 
restorative justice program we would be establishing the justice center as well. I 
look forward to his meeting at which time we can clearly outline the absolute need 
for this center and to build on the case to establish this as a pilot project for Merritt 
and the rest of the country. 
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A study released in April of this year from the BC coalition for safer communities 
agency talked about the next steps in comnfunity accountability and crime 
prevention programs within individual communities. They involved 10 
communities from BC;md S communities from the rest of the country. The 
conclusion of the study outlined the necessity to find a model that networks with all 
judicial agencies and also allows a way to share information amongst these agencies 
and ultimately with other communities. The good news is that we have already 
created this model and informally have it working right now. We have not 
established contact with this agency for fear that they would adopt the model as 
their own and most importantly leave Merritt out of the loop for potential funding 
or support. We have to concentrate on making sure that this is signed, sealed and 
delivered with all details in place before presenting it to groups such as the above 
agency. 

Traditionally Merritt has had to fight for any type of recognition and help of any 
sort in order to draw on the resources that other smaller communities would easily 
obtain. To illustrate this point we can look to the recent BC Tel switch upgrade that 
brought us to the same level of service that Cache Creek had been enjoying for quite 
awhile prior. Another example is with ICBC where up until the last few months no 
relationship had been established with our city whereas in a small community such 
as Clearwater, ICBC has had a long time relationship with them. This illustrates 
the uphill battle that we have ahead ofus to finally see the Community Justice 
Center open and the necessity to see this initiative wholly a Merritt idea with our 
stamp of approval on it. 

I appeal to our City now, not to show support for you have done that, but to step up 
with a sign of leadership and commitment to get us over the last few hurdles 
remaining. On behalf of the Justice Center Steering Committee I put before you a 
list of needs specific to our next steps. This final step of completion for the project 
will take to the end of the year at which time we hope to have enough funding in 
place to open and run the center full-time with a one-year commitment. A realistic 
start date would be the 8th of September. 

It is important to note that this is a community initiative and since the Chamber of 
Commerce is spearheading and leading this project it remains neutral politically 
and will take its direction from the community. We do not look to our city as a 
political steering force but more as another resource that we can go to for help to 
establish this much needed center. 
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We would require office space equipped with a computer, printer, phone, desk, 
chair, filing cabinet and some seed money for administration costs. We ask for a 
four-month commitment of rent-free space in order to complete the final tasks. Our 
first month would be dedicated toward completing final research necessary for our 
major grant application from the Federal government worth $50,000. This research 
includes meeting individually with each of the agencies, programs and/or businesses 
that are represented within the Community Justice Center. As an example because 
the City of Merritt is one of these components we would have to meet and establish 
exactly what type of relationship we would have. What resources would we share 
on-going? What information would be shared? How can the Center help the City 
of Merritt? We would also have to establish contact names and phone numbers 
necessary to our database that we would be developing along with a list of any 
applicable programs that the City of Merritt might be administrating currently that 
would fit within our portfolio. The last part of the information gathered is to 
prepare a report of all services in kind, monetary grants or donations, or other gifts 
in kind putting a total dollar amount to it so we can prove to the government the 
level of "commitment" that we have received from the community toward this 
project. 

Step two would be to organize several fundraising efforts to be held before the end 
of December. One of these we hope to be a fundraising dinner with guest speakers 
and a reverse draw. All of these would be coordinated through the Chamber of 
Commerce. Step three would be to establish the job requirements and posting for 
the position of a fnll-time coordinator that we would hire when funding to open the 
center for one-year has been secured. Step four would be to create all training 
programs necessary for all volunteers including the coordinator to go through prior 
to their direct involvement within the Center. We have a couple possible 
"permanent" locations in town that would have the space required for the center to 
be set up and that would be included in step five as we find a location and obtain all 
necessary equipment and furnishings for the center. The fmal step would be to put 
together a marketing and awareness campaign to inform the community of what we 
are and what we can offer for services; this would include the surrounding 
communities such as Logan Lake and Spences Bridge. We hope to have secured a 
1-888 number that would allow all long-distance users in the surrounding area to 
fully utilize our services. 

Your generous contribution to the above not only clearly illustrates your whole 
hearted commitment to this project but also helps us in identifying what services in 
kind and financial commitments we have received from the community. This is a 
great and necessary selling point on all grant applications that we have received 
especially the one for $50,000 from the federal government. Since we as a 
community first recoguized the importance of such a center then we need to 
embrace this with our financial commitment showing to the rest of the province and 
country that this is indeed a Community Justice Center created by, working for, 
and run by the community, to make a safer community for all to enjoy. 



MEMORANDUM 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

MAYOR AND COUNCIL 

ADMINISTRATION 

July 28, 1998 

RE: BYLAW AMENDMENT TO RESTRICT OPEN BURNING 

Further to direction from Council earlier in the Spring, a draft amendment 
has been prepared to Bylaw 1488, the Fire and Rescue Department 
Establishment, and Fire and Safety Regulation Bylaw. This purpose of this 
amendment is to eliminate the open burning of yard and garden waste that 
has been traditionally allowed in th,e spring and fall along with the burning 
of land clearing debris. 

Council will note that open air burning for community events or rituals has 
been retained in the amending bylaw. This was provided for (subject to 
permit) in Bylaw No. 1674 adopted in February of this year. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council give City of Merritt Fire and Rescue Department 
Establishment, and Fire and Safety Regulation Amendment Bylaw No. 
1697, 1998 first, second and third reading. 

Respectfully submitted, 

R.Harrison, Acting Clerk 
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CITY OF MERRITT 

BYLAW NO. 1697 

DRAFT 

A BYLAW TO AMEND CITY OF MERRITT FIRE AND RESCUE DEPARTMENT 
ESTABLISHMENT, AND FIRE AND SAFETY REGULATION BYLAW NO. 

1488, 1995. 

WHEREAS, the Council of the City of Merritt deems it desirable to amend its Fire 
and Rescue Department Establishment, and Fire and Safety Regulation Bylaw; 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Council of the City of Merritt in 
open meeting assembled, enacts as follows: 

A. This bylaw shall be cited as "CITY OF MERRITT FIRE AND RESCUE 
DEPARTMENT ESTABLISHMENT, AND FIRE AND SAFETY 
REGULATION AMENDMENT BYLAW NO.1697, 1998." 

B. That City of Merritt Fire and Rescue Department Establishment, and Fire 
and Safety Regulation Bylaw No. 1488, 1995 is hereby AMENDED as 
follows: 

1. That PART IV. - Outdoor Fires - Burning Permits and Fees be 
hereby DELETED in its entirety. 

2. That PART IV. - Outdoor Fires - Burning Permits and Fees be 
hereby SUBSTITUTED in its place. 

"PART IV - OUTDOOR FIRES - BURNING PERMITS AND FEES 

401 OUTDOOR FIRES 

1. No open burning of any kind will be permitted during any period 
with the exception of the following: 

a) small confined fires used for cooking food on grills and 
barbecues using charcoal briquettes or pressurized gas for 
fuel. 

b) Open air burning under special permit for community events 
or rituals. This special permit shall be as set out in Schedule 
"E-1". 
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I City of Merritt 
Bylaw 1697 
Page2 

DRAFT 

"PART IV - OUTDOOR FIRES - BURNING PERMITS AND FEES 
402 OUTDOOR FIRES - Cont'd. 

1. c) Interface burning to prevent the spread of fire. This burning 
shall be permitted only on the prior approval of Council in 
consultation with the Ministry of Forests and shall be 
supervised by the Fire Chief or his designate. 

d) Fire Department training exercises on the prior approval of 
Council." 

2. That Schedule "E", "Burning Permit" be hereby DELETED in its 
entirety. 

READ A FIRST TIME this 

READ A SECOND TIME this 

READ A THIRD TIME this 

ADOPTED this 

C.R.Norgaard, MAYOR 

9 

day of 

day of 

day of 

day of 

, 1998. 

, 1998. 

, 1998. 

, 1998. 

RM.Harrison, ACTING CLERK 



DATE: 

TO: 

FROM: 

RE: 

M E M O R A N D U M 

August 4th
, 1998 

Administrator 

City Planner 

Merritt Cool and Quiet July 30th
, 1998 

Attached for Council's review is a letter submitted by Merritt Cool and Quiet. This letter was 
written in response to our Bylaw Enforcement Officer's request that Merritt Cool and Quiet remove 
their general advertising sign located on Nicola Avenue (East of the Road Runner Motel). 

Council may recall that in September of 1996 general advertising signs were removed as 
permitted signs from Bylaw No. 1265, 1989. Council of the day removed this type of sign, as the 
City had received complaints about the number offsite signs cluttering the main thoroughfares of 
Merritt. The Planner of the day and Bylaw Enforcement Officer were to review our existing Sign 
Bylaw and draft a new bylaw (to make the bylaw easier to interpret, reflect current trends and 
functional with new zoning regulations). Unfortunately, this review did not occur. As such, I have 
placed this task in the Planning Department's review file and will attempt to bring a draft Bylaw to 
Council in the very near future. 

In August of 1997 Council added general advertising signs back into Sign Bylaw No. 1265, on a 
site-specific basis. This site was the Seniors Lawn Bowling Green; the amendment allowed the 
seniors to place advertising signs within the existing lawn bowling green area. 

The issue with Merritt Cool and Quiet is that their sign is not permitted in the sign Bylaw, a sign 
permit was neither applied for nor issued by the City. This sign is also located on private property 
(owned by Donald Garcia) and we do not have confirmation that this property will allow this sign 
on the property. The existing signs (referred to in the letter) on this property were legally existing 
prior to the bylaw amendment which made the signs pre-existing non-conforming. The rationale 
for removing advertising signs remains an outstanding issue and the Planing Department does 
not support allowing general advertising signs to be located offsite from the premises of 
businesses. All businesses have the opportunity of placing a sign on the building in which they 
ar, lo ed to advertise their existence. 
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June 19th, 1990 

Mr. Don Garcia 
P.O. Box 1592 
Merritt, B.C. 
V0K 2B0 

Dear Mr. Garcia: 

RE: 
171 

CANADA CAFE 
K.D.Y.D. 

CITY OF MERRITT 

SIGN, NICOLA AVENUE, LOT 2, PLAN 30933, D.L. 

Thank you for your letter of May 25th, 1990 regarding the above
noted. 

Couincil considered your letter and have decided to take no 
further action regarding the placement of this sign. It will 
remain a non-conforming use on this lot. 

Yours truly, 

H.C. Ellens, 
Clerk-Administrator 

HCE:gvz 

P.O. BOX 189 - MERRITT, B.C. - V0K 2B0-2101 GRANITE AVE. - PHONE (604) 378-4224-FAX (604) 378-2600 



August 5, 1998 

Dear Sir or Madam 

My name is Mark Texmo, and I am the owner of T&T Automotive. 
I received a phone call from Leslie Simpson informing me that my 
sign on Nicola Street by the Road Runner Motel is in violation of 
city by-law 12-65. When I paid for this sign and installed it 
there were two other signs on this property. I was told by the 
owner there would not be any problems from the city because the 
other signs had been there for over five years. I was told by 
Leslie Simpson that this by-law is not enforced unless someone 
complains. This makes absolutely no sense at all! The person who 
complained to you also complained to me that my sign would 
obstruct his motel to the point that customers would not see his 
motel when they came into town. I invite you to go look at my 
sign, and you tell me if this is the case. In my opinion, and my 
customers opinion, it does not! This sign was not made by a kid 
with a paint brush. It was done by a professional at a cost of 
$1200.00. 

My business is located at 2152 Houston street. It is 
basically hidden from view from potential customers coming into 
town. Like any other business in town, I need all the tourist 
traffic I can get, to ensure the long term success and viability 
of my business! I need that sign there! There is no other place I 
can put that sign. I am applying for an amendment to By-law 
12-65. Lets all work together to insure that Merritt stays a good 
place to do business and where business owners are the heart of 
this cities survival. 

Thank you for taking the time to read this letter, and I 
look forward to hearing from you in the near future. 

Yours Truly, 

~ 
Mark Texmo 

AUG-:- 51998 
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To: 

From: 

Date: 

History 

PLANNING DEPARTMENT REPORT 
Development Variance Permit Application 

DVP1~98-08 

Administrator 

Planning Department 

August 5, 1998 

The Planning Department initially received this application to vary the area and height of a proposed 
accessory building on July 17, 1998 as the result of a building permit inquiry. This application has been 
placed on Council's agenda for their regularly scheduled meeting of August 11, 1998. 

Relevant Information 

The property is situated at 1970 Hill Street (please see the attached subject property map for a visual 
representation). The parcel previously consisted of two lots, which have now been consolidated into a 
single lot with an area of 0.171 hectares. An existing single family dwelling is currently sited on the 
southern portion of the lot. The Zoning for this property is R2 (Low Density Residential}; the surrounding 
land uses consist of single family dwellings to the south, east and north and open space across Hill street 
to the west. 

The applicant is requesting a variance from Council to vary the City of Merritt Zoning Bylaw No. 1530, 
1995; Section 6.2.2(2).3 and Section 6.2.2(2).4 to allow the construction of an accessory building with an 
area of 139.3m2 and a height of 5.18m (please see attached Schedule A for a site ~Ian). The current 
maximum allowable area for an accessory building in this zone is the lessor of 65m or 10% of the lot 
area. In this instance the lessor of the two is 65m2

• The current maximum allowable height for an 
accessory building in this zone is 4.85m. 

The applicant is requesting these variances in order to construct a garage that would be used to store a 
truck, two cars, and trailers that are currently parked in the driveway or on the lot. There is an existing 
attached garage that is used to store snowmobiles. Concern over vehicle theft and the appearance of the 
property is the rationale behind the application. The applicant has stated that the proposed structure 
would conform to the form and character of the existing 114m2 residence on the property. 

Agency Referrals 

Public notices were sent to property owners within a 100' radius of the property. The Planning 
Department has received no written submissions. Should we receive any submissions we will forward 
these to Council at the regularly scheduled meeting. 

Planning Department Comments 

The Planning Department does not support this application. The proposed garage is more than twice the 
allowable area for an accessory building in this zone and it would have greater site coverage than the 
existing 114m2 residence on the property. An accessory building is defined in the bylaw as a 
·subordinate non-residential building", given the size of this proposed structure in relation to the existing 
residence it can clearly not be considered a subordinate structure. 
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Planning Department 
Page2 
August 5, 1998 

Although Council has recently granted a variance for a large accessory building, in that case the fact that 
the structure would not be visible from neighbouring properties and the size of the property - 0.66 
hectares - were mitigating factors. In this particular instance the structure would be visible from three 
sides of the property and the lot is 0.171 hectares in size. The Planning Department is concerned about 
setting a precedent for a structure of this magnitude in Collettville and in other areas of the City. 

Planning Department Recommendation 

1. That Development Variance Permit application DVP1998-08 be refused by resolution. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Robert of a 
Devel ent Officer 



■ 

July 30, 1998 

Dear Ownerrr enant, 

(C(Q)f~ 
CITY OF MERRITT 

2185 VOGHT STREET 
P.O. Box 189 

MERRITr, B.C. VIK !BS 

File 3090: DVP1998-08 (250) 378-4224 
PUBLIC NOTICE FAX (250) 378-2600 

RE: PROPOSED DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMIT - DVP1998-08 

The City of Merritt is considering issuing a Development Variance Permit for the property situated at: 

1970 Hill Street 
and legally described as: 

Lot A, Section 16, Township 91, Kamloops Division 
Yale District, Plan KAP57209 

The purpose of the proposed Development Variance Permit is to vary the City of Merritt Zoning Bylaw No. 
1530, 1995, Section 6.2.2(2).3 and Section 6.2.2(2).4 to allow the construction of the applicant's proposed 
accessory building. The applicant requests the following variances: 

1. The proposed garage would have a build area of 139.3m2
• An accessory building is limited under 

the existing bylaw to the lessor of 10% of the area of the lot or a maximum of 65m2 • 

2. The proposed structure would have a height of 5.18m; the existing bylaw limits an accessory building 
to a maximum height of 4.85m. 

This variance would allow the applicant to construct a garage that has an area 139.3m2 and is 5.18m in 
height. Please see the attached Schedule "A" for a schematic representation of the site. 

A copy of the proposed permit is attached or copies are available for inspection at City Hall, 2185 Voght 
Street, Merritt, B.C. on regular working days between the hours of8:30 AM and 4:30 PM from July 30th

, 1998 
to August 11 th

, 1998. 

If you have any comments pertaining to the permtt please submit them in writing to the undersigned prior to 
4:30 PM, August 10th

, 1998, at Merritt City Hall. 

RK/a 
Attachments 

A:DVP9808-PU8(26) 
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CITY OF MERRITT 

DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMIT NO. DVP1998-08 

AUTHORIZATION BY CITY COUNCIL, MEETING OF ____ _ 

1.0 LEGAL DESCRIPTION 
& CIVIC ADDRESS 

2.0 HOLDER & ADDRESS 

Lot A. Section 16. Township 91. 
Kamloops Division Yale District. 
Plan KAP57209 

1970 Hill Street 

Andre Mikita 
1970 Hill Street 
Merritt B.C. 
V1K 1L4 

3.0 CONDITIONS TO BE VARIED OR SUPPLEMENTED: 

3.1 This permit varies the City of Merritt Zoning Bylaw No. 1530. 
1995: 
Section 6.2.2 (2).3 to allow an accessory building with an 
area of 139m2

• the current maximum allowable area is 65m2
; 

and 
Section 6.2.2 (2).4 to allow an accessory building with a 
height of 5.18m. the current allowable maximum height is 
4.85m. 

This permit allows the construction of an accessory building 
with an area of 139m2 and a height of 5.18m. 

4.0 SPECIAL PROVISIONS: 

4.1 

5.0 SECURITY REQUIRED: YES _2LNO 



- 2 -

DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMIT 

6.0 GENERAL NOTES: 

6.1 This Development Variance Permit is issued subject to compliance with all 
of the By-Laws of the City of Merritt applicable thereto, except as 
specifically varied or supplemented by this Permit. 

6.2 This Permit applies to and only those lands within the City of Merritt 
described in 1.0 above, and any and all buildings, structures and other 
development thereon. 

6.3 The lands described herein shall be developed strictly in accordance with 
the terms and conditions and provisions of this Permit and any plans and 
specifications attached to this Permit which shall form a part hereof. 

6.4 If the Holder of this Permit does not substantially commence any 
construction with respect to which the Permit was issued within two years 
after the date of issuance, the Permit shall lapse. 

6.5 Where a Permit lapses, the City will return all security required less the 
cost of any works undertaken by the City or its agents. 

6.6 This permit is not a building permit. 

7.0 APPROVALS REQUIRED BY MINISTRY OF TRANSPORTATION AND 
HIGHWAYS: 

YES X NO 
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CITY OF MERRITT 

DVP1998-08 

SUBJECT PROPERTY 
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Memorandum 

To: Administrator 

From: Development Officer 

Date: August 5, 1998 

Re: Mobile Vending 

History 

At Council's workshop meeting of July 7, 1998 staff presented a brief report summarizing the powers 
available to a municipality to regulate mobile vendors and some examples of the regulatory measures 
taken in other jurisdictions. Following this Council requested staff to consult wtth the Chamber of 
Commerce regarding the issue of mobile vending in the City. 

A meeting was held between Kelly Reid of the Chamber of Commerce, the Development Officer, and 
the Bylaw Officer on July 30. While it was clear that there was a mix of opinion among Chamber 
members on this issue, their main concern was that a "level playing field" exist for all businesses in 
Merritt. The Chamber feels that it is important that mobile vendors be required to obtain the same 
permits and conform to the same regulations as established businesses. 

Relevant Information 

The City of Merritt's current regulations pertaining to this issue are summarized below: 

1. Bylaw 1414 (Mobile Food Concession): Regulates the operation of mobile food concession 
businesses located on public land only. This bylaw defines such vendors as any operator holding 
a valid business licence that is mobile and sells food. It limits such vendors to 3 hours at any one 
sidewalk location (on public property only) in Commercial zones, wtth limited hours of operation. It 
also defines mobile food concessions which are continuously mobile (e.g. ice cream carts) as a 
separate use, such businesses are limited to Residential zones. 

2. The Zoning Bylaw does not make specific mention of mobile vending; however, any mobile vendor 
on private property is expected to conform to the same zoning regulations that a non-mobile 
business is (i.e. use, parking, setbacks, etc). 

3. Business Licencing Bylaw 1359: Specifies mobile food concessions as a business ciass, and 
defines these as "any business in which food stuffs from a mobile food concession are offered for 
sale on public land." This bylaw also specifies a Farmers' Market and a Street Mall as separate 
categories. 

Planning Department Comments 

The existing regulations are sufficient to regulate mobile vendors on private property and mobile food 
vendors on public property. The recent issue concerning mobile vending on private property was 
related to the enforcement of the existing regulations rather than an absence of regulation. The current 
zoning bylaw requires that a mobile vendor on private property conform to the same regulations as a 
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Planning Department 
Page2 
August 5, 1998 

non-mobile business. Mobile food concessions cin public property are currently regulated through 
Bylaw 1414 (Mobile Food Concession). 

While the current regulations adequately address the regulation of mobile food vending on public 
property, Council may wish to consider amending Bylaw 1414 (Mobile Food Concession) to address 
the regulation of the vending of non-food items and performing on public property. The City of 
Revelstoke has drafted a policy resolution to regulate the following: 

• The definition of "mobile vendor'' in Revelstoke's draft incorporates vendors selling all types of 
merchandise, not just food. This would provide for the regulation of a mobile vendor seeking to sell 
any type of good on public property. 

• Revelstoke's policy also creates a separate temporary street vendor category for temporary stalls 
and buskers. While this situation has not yet arisen in Merritt, the presence of temporary vendors 
selling items such as crafts or jewelery and buskers could prove to be either a welcome addition to 
the City's street life or a public nuisance. An amendment of this type would allow Council to 
regulate such activities as the selling of crafts from stalls or street displays and performances by 
street musicians, should the need arise. 

• Finally the policy creates specific regulations and guidelines for buskers which seeks to limit 
potential conflict between buskers and merchants or the public. 

Should Council wish to pursue any of the above options, staff will prepare the appropriate bylaw 
amendments. 

Respectfully submitted, 

• Page2 



MEMOTO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

MAYOR AND COUNCIL 

DALYCE BRANDT 
RECREATION MANAGER 

AUGUST 6, 1998 

CANADA WORLD YOUTH 
WORK PLACEMENT PROPOSAL 

Canada World Youth is an International Exchange Program for youth around the world. 
Merritt has had the opportunity to be a host community to the Canadian - Indonesian ex
change during the fall of 1997 and again for the fall of 1998. Merritt has been a host 
community in previous years to a Canada- Jamaica exchange and Canada- India 
exchange. The exchange program will be in a Canadian city for 3 months before going to 
the reciprocal foreign country for a 3 month period. The program is geared towards both 
education and work experience. Participants are teamed together in pairs, one Canadian 
and one Indonesian for each work placement and they work on a voluntary basis. 

WORK EXPERIENCE PROPOSAL: 

The start date of the work placement would be September 10 and complete November 19, 
1998. The following describes the proposal for days of work, tasks and supervision. 

Days of Work: 

Tasks: 

Supervision: 

Two days a week - Thursday and Friday 

Coordinate Special Events 

1. Movie Nights - New Release Movies 
Will be used as a fundraiser for other special events 
- admission charged 
- concession open 

2. Hallowe' en Party 
- $.50 admission charged 

3. Cultural Show 
- Invite the schools for an afternoon show and 

general public for an evening performance. 
Admission by donation. 

4. Children's Fall Festival and Indonesian Food Fair 
- $ .50 admission charged 

The two participants would be under the direct supervision of the 
Recreation Manager. 



Canada World Youth - Work Placement Proposal 
Page2 ... 

CONCLUSION: 

The benefits to the community and the participants presented in the proposal are 
numerous. The community will have the opportunity of participating in some fun special 
events with an educational component. The exchange participants will learn many 
valuable skills in event planning, coordination, promotion, budgeting, supervision and 
evaluation. 

The proposal has been reviewed by C.U.P.E. The Union has responded that there are no 
concerns at this time. 

RECOMMENDATION: 

That Council approve the implementation of the proposed work experience program for 
the Canada World Youth Exchange Program as presented. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Dalyce Brandt 
Recreation Manager 



Water Conservation Program Progress Report 

Katie Harrison 
Water Conservation Co-ordinator 

Although the Water Conservation effort continues through August and September I felt the 
submittal of a mid-term progress report would be a valuable tool to inform council of the results 
thus far of such a program including the current water use restrictions. I encourage open 
discussion of this topic and will submit a detailed final report at the end of my term. 

Water Restrictions have been in effect for four months as of August 15th
. Over the four months 

there has been a definite and obvious increase in awareness of the restrictions in place, and why 
they exist 

As per the increased awareness and the implementation of restrictions to lower water use during 
peak periods we have thus far met two objectives. We have seen both decreased water 
consumption during peak time periods, as well as lower average consumption during higher 
temperatures in comparison to past years. 

To date of August 5, 1998 close to 25%of the approximately 2000 residential properties have 
been visited at least once, as the result of their watering during an undesignated time or in an 
excessive or wasteful manner. 

Of those visited at least once, 15 have received letters of final notice due to their continued 
disregard of the water by-law after multiple notification. 

The month of July serves as the City of Merritt's annual Water Conservation Month. This 
promotional month provides an excellent opportunity for advertising and promotion of the Blue 
Thumb Program. Although the promotional month is over the water conservation effort continues 
in full effect through October or until necessary. 

The water patrol continues as long as watering restrictions are in effect. This patrol has been 
operating since May and is primarily to credit with the enforcement of the watering regulations. 
The patrol operates daily as well as night patrols. Since May there has been a substantial 
increase in confidential reports of neighbors watering outside the times or wastefully. This has 
been encouraged. 

Peak water use is lower than in past years, however during times of continuous high 
temperatures and no precipitation, the number of properties violating the time restraints rises 
greatly. This result was expected but is a major concern to the program. These hot, dry days 
have become of great importance to the water patrol, as they are the ones that affect reservoir 
levels and pumping demand the most. 

The concentrated conservation effort will continue throughout August and into September. A final 
report, including recommendations and water consumption tables will be completed at the end of 
my term. I invite your comments and concerns. 

Jlo 
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CITY OF MERRITT - BUILDING PERMITS - JULY -1998 (Pg 1 of 2) 

PERIVIIT If. ?:~ml ir,,,, 
NO. 

98090 I July 15/98 Etchart 2802 Ransom Addition - Resi. · $6,500 $ 83.00 

Lot 1, DL 122, Plan 24891 {detached access. bldg) 

98091 I July2 I Ahuja 11590 Voght Street Additions - Resi. 7,000 86.00 

Lot A, DL 125, Plan 28190 ( detached garage) 

98092 I July 7 I Leaves Book Nook I 2051 Quilchena Miscellaneous 1,300 53.00 

(sign) 

98093 I July 13 Keller 2571 Coldwater Additions >, Resi. 10,000 166.00 

' 
98094 I July.9 H. Kneller 1510 Bann Street Single Family Dwelling 110,000 804.00 r-

Lot 5, KAP57960 Co 
98096 I July 13 I Darch Oborne 11751 Armstrong Street Additions - Resi. 5,000 74.00 

Lot 3, DL 122, Plan 28080 (carport) 

98097 I July 15 I Jeff Swanson 11410 Spruce Additions - Resi. I 8,000 I 92.00 

Lot 16, Blk 2, Plan 799 {detached garage) 

98098 I July 23 I Clifford Campbell I 2943 Telemon Place Additions - Resi. I 8,700 I 95,00 

(mobile) 

98099 I July 29 I Mohinder Sidhu I 2540 Clapperton Avenue Renovation - Resi. I 1.000 I 50.00 

LotA,DL123,KAP47194 (secondary suite) 

98100 I July 29 I Baljit Ahuja I 2552 Jackson Renovation - Resi. 1,000 50.00 

Lot 3, Block 39, Plan 717 (reconstruct veranda) 



PERMIT 
NO: 

CITY OF MERRITT - BUILDING PERMITS - JULY -1998 (Pg. 2 of 2) 

1998 JULY 

YEAR TO DATE 

1997 ,JULY 

YEAR TO DATE 

TOTAL 

TOTAL 

$ 158,500 

$3,555,523 

$ 578,500 

$8,610,820 

A:BLDPRJuly.98(E) 

$ 1,553.00 

$27,294.50 

$ 4,581.00 

$59,404.00 

00 
I l(o 



CITY OF MERRITT 
BUILDING PERMITS BY CLASSIFICATION FOR THE MONTH ENDING 

JULY, 1998 

· .. •. · ·~"" ~ ·· .,.,.,.,, .. •· . .,,, ... 3"'1" - --- ---- - -· ,_ . , < · ·--- · date -_ -,-- -- -_ - •-- Ci: -- ' .date ,---, . . . ' -. - . .: :._,_ .. ·· ';·· 

TYPE ---- -•- 'If _ ---- ff} < V/:l;l:(JE 7 < / F .-. # 
- .- • ... -. - <-•'•\ /;1J[9J!- • -J,998°· ---•- -_ •· .. --- ·------~ ,_19·97\--

1. Single Family Dwelling 1 $110,000 $ 804 16 $2,064,710 $14,361.00 21 

2. Mobiles -- -- -- 3 123,600 872.00 4 

3. Multiple Family Dwelling -- -- -- -- -- -- 1 

4. Commercial -- -- -- 1 400,000 2,438.00 6 

5. Gov'!/ Institutional -- -- -- -- -- -- 2 

6. Industrial -- -- -- 1 125,000 769.00 --

7. Miscellaneous · 1 1,300 53 13 60,700 789.00 15 

8. Renovation - Resi. 2 2,000 100 23 57,500 1,416.00 10 

-Comm. -- -- -- 16 310,400 2,642.00 12 

- Industrial -- -- -- -- -- --
9. Additions - Resi. 6 45,200 596 23 223,613 2,606.50 13 

-Comm. -- -- -- 3 172,500 1,253.00 2 

- Industrial -- -- -- 1 17,500 148.00 

1 o. Solid Fuel Burning -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Appliances 

11. Renewal -- -- -- -- -- -- 2 

TOTAL 10 $158,500 $1,553.00 100 $3,555,523 $27,294.50 88 

-_- ---" .-. 
•-. 

- - -.. ·•-•·-· 
,. ,•J;J\,I I C ---• FEE ,_ 

_- •c~ ;\•/-'-··-·, :,;;_::;:•., c:,-:_ 

$3,054,820 $21,037 

140,400 909 

2,200,000 13.594 

2,669,000 17,846 

6,000 125 

-- -- ~ 
75,500 1,200 

51,500 728 
142,500 1,456 

159,100 1,591 
112,000 776 

-- --

-- 142 

$8,610,820 $59,404 

A:BLDPRJuly98YR3(E)/aac 



VIOLATION TICKETS ISSUED: 
(Parking Offences) 

VEHICLES TOWED: (Via Violation Ticket) 

UNINSURED VEHICLES TOWED: 

INQUIRIES: 

INCIDENT FILES: 
(Incidents relayed to the Department which require 
investigation - includes site identification) 

OFFENCE NOTICES: 

OFFENCE NOTICES PAID: 

ANIMALS IMPOUNDED: 

ANIMALS ADOPTED OUT OF POUND: 

ANIMALS EUTHANIZED: 

1998 DOG LICENCES ISSUED TO DATE: 

DOG LICENCE RENEWALS: 

1998 BUSINESS LICENCES ISSUED TO DATE: 

NEW BUSINESS LICENCES 

BUSINESS LICENCE RENEWALS: 

All renewed and paid. 

SECONDARY SUITES: 

22 

2 

1 

Phone 128/Waik-ins 47 

52 

19 

11 

13 

2 

8 

228 

490 

17 

Letters to owners that had not responded went out. 54 letters. 

c:\bylaw\Statistics {Monthly)\STATS-98.Jan 
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VIOLATION TICKETS ISSUED: 
(Parking Offences) 

VEHICLES TOWED: (Via Violation Ticket) 

UNINSURED VEHICLES TOWED: 

INQUIRIES: 

INCIDENT FILES: 
(Incidents relayed to the Department which require 
investigation - includes site identification) 

OFFENCE NOTICES: 

OFFENCE NOTICES PAID: 

ANIMALS IMPOUNDED: 

ANIMALS ADOPTED OUT OF POUND: 

ANIMALS EUTHANIZED: 

1998 DOG LICENCES ISSUED TO DATE: 

DOG LICENCE RENEWALS: 

1998 BUSINESS LICENCES ISSUED TO DATE: 

NEW BUSINESS LICENCES 

BUSINESS LICENCE RENEWALS: 

All renewed and paid. 

SECONDARY SUITES: 

Still trying to get owners to comply. 

c:\bylaw\Statistics (Monthly)\STATS~98.Jan 

31 

23 

0 

1 

Phone 110/Walk-ins 42 

56 

5 

2 

24 

3 

9 

228 

520 

13 



VIOLATION TICKETS ISSUED: 
(Parking Offences) 

VEHICLES TOWED: (Via Violation Ticket) 

UNINSURED VEHICLES TOWED: . 

INQUIRIES: 

INCIDENT FILES: 
(Incidents relayed to the Department which require 
investigation - includes site identification) 

OFFENCE NOTICES: 

OFFENCE NOTICES PAID: 

ANIMALS IMPOUNDED: 

ANIMALS ADOPTED OUT OF POUND: 

ANIMALS EUTHANIZED: 

1998 DOG LICENCES ISSUED TO DATE: 

DOG LICENCE RENEWALS: 

1998 BUSINESS LICENCES ISSUED TO DATE: 

NEW BUSINESS LICENCES 

BUSINESS LICENCE RENEWALS: 

All renewed and paid. 

SECONDARY SUITES: 

27 

0 

3 

Phone 84/Walk-ins 31 

47 

3 

1 

21 

3 

14 

228 

531 

11 

28 Suites need notice on title. Numerous requests from City to comply. 

c:\bylaw\Statistics (Monthly}\STATS-98.Jan 



Mayor Clara Norgaard 
City of Merritt 
Box 189, 2185 Voight Street 
Merritt, BC 
V1K 1B8 

Dear Mayor and Councillors: 

CITY OF BURNABY 
OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 

DOUGLAS P. DRUMMOND 

MAYOR 

Re: Barrett Commission of Inquiry into the Quality 

'-''--"t"' IU .. l\.. - l;_)L(; , 

CITY OF MERRITI 

AUG- 41998 

~[E~[E~W/[E!ID 

1998 July 15 

of Condominium Construction in British Columbia 

Burnaby City Council received the attached staff report responding to recommendations 
contained in the Barrett Commission report which may directly or indirectly affect the 
planning, permitting, inspection and finance processes within the City of Burnaby. 

Arising from consideration of this report, it was Burnaby Council's wish to share this 
information with other cities and municipalities throughout the Province in the event that 
the analysis may be of benefit to other local governments in their roles in the Building 
Regulatory System. 

Sincerely, 

Dou . Drummond 
MAYOR 

33 

4949 Canada Way, Burnaby, British Columbia, V50 1M2 "'> Telephone (604) 294~7340 Facsimile (604) 294~7724 



Item 03 
-Manager's Report No. 19 
Council Meeting 98/07 /13 

TO: CITY MANAGER 1998 Jllil.e 30 

FROM: DIRECTOR PLANNING & BUILDING . 

SUBJECT: Barrett Commission of Inquiry.into the Quality of Condominium Construction in 
B.C. 

PURPOSE: To provide Council with information regarding recommendations contained in the 
Commission Report which may impact the City. 

Recommendations: 

1. THAT a copy of this report be forwarded to the Honorable Jenny Kwan, Minister of 
Municipal Affairs and Housing. 

REPORT 

1.0 Background: 

Council, at the regular Council meeting held on 1998 June 22, requested a staff report responding 
to those recommendations contained in the Barrett Commission Report entitled " The Renewal of 
Trust in Residential Construction", released on 1998 June 18, which are considered to have a 
bearing on the City of Burnaby's role and responsibilities. 

On 1998 April 17, the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing announced the appointment of 
former B. C. Premier Dave Barrett to head a commission of inquiry into the quality . of 
condominium construction in British Columbia, with particular focus on the issue of leaky 
condominiums. Mr. Barrett subsequently announced on 1998 April 20 that Peter Leask, Q.C., a 
prominent Vancouver lawyer and former treasurer of the Law Society, would provide legal 
counsel, and Robyn Allen, an economist and President of CYF Consulting Ltd., would provide 
Economic advice to the Commissioner. 

Terms of Reference: 
• L To inquire into the quality of condominium construction in British Columbia, and in 

particular the adequacy of protection for, and accountability to consumers, for faulty 
condominium construction. 

• 2. To determine the reasons for, and the factors contributing, to faulty condominium 
construction, with particular focus on the issue of leaky condominiums. 

• 3. To submit a report by 1998 May 29 to the Lieutenant-Governor-In-Council through the 
Minister of Municipal Affairs, recommending any measures, including but not limited to 
changes to legislation, regulations or administrative practices that the commissioner 
determines are necessary. 

The reporting date was subsequently changed to June 19, 1998. 



TO: City Manager 1998 June 30 
-Page 3. RE: Barrett Commission of Inquiry 

2.2 Analysis of Recommendations: 
The report contained a number of recommendations which may directly or indirectly affect 
the Planning, Permitting, Inspection, and Finance processes within the City of Burnaby. The 
Chief Building · Inspector was fortunate to be able to meet with Robyn Allen of the 
Commission on 1998 June 25, in order to not only obtain clarification of the wording and 
intent of the recommendations, but to further provide input on the issues involved. 

It is important to note, that the recommendations which must still be adopted by the 
Province, provide a direction only, and do not outline a work plan for actual implementation. 
For this reason, an accurate estimation of impact on staff workload will follow the Provincial 
review, and creation of the necessary framework for implementation of the 
recommendations. 

The following is a summary of the recommendations of the Commission that are 
considered to potentially involve the City or have a possible impact on staff, and where 
applicable, the initiatives which have been implemented by the Planning and Building 
Department. The recommendations are numbered to correspond to the numbering in the 
Commission report. 

• Recommendation #1: 
That the definition of "leaky condo"_ be expanded to include: 
A leaky building is any residential building within British Columbia, for which construction was 
completed in 1983 through 1998, and which experienced building envelope failures, requiring 
repairs in excess of $2,000 per unit, for multi-family construction, and $10,000 for single-family 
units or duplexes. 

Comments: 
This definition has expanded the scope to which proposed legislation will apply, and will therefore increase 
the permitting, inspection and monitoring role to be assumed by Building Department staff. 

• Recommendation #2: 
That the provincial government introduce, as quickly as possible, legislation to establish the 
Homeowner Protection Act and create the Homeowner Protection Office to: 

a) strengthen consumer protection through implementing mandatory, private sector home 
warranty and statutory implied warranty for residential construction; 

b) improve the quality of resitj,ential construction by regulating and licensing the residential 
construction industry; 

c) undertake research and disseminate i,iformation; 
d) provide access to dispute resolution for issues concerning residential construction; and 
e) establish a reconstruction ftuui as a source of support for residential homeowners hardest hit 

by problems with construction quality. 

Comments: _ 
This Office would report directly to the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing. - It is expected that 
the responsibilities as outlined in a) and b) above would result in some additional monitoring responsibilities 
for City Building and perhaps Licensing staff. If warranty coverage is not provided to a home builder, 
building permits would not be issued by the City: 



TO: City Manager 
RE: Barrett Commission of Inquiry 

• Recommendation #7: 

1998 June 30 
Page 5. 

All Part 5 (Wmd, Water and Vapour) requirements of the B. C. Building Code be applied to all 
multi-unit, residential buildings, greater than two stories in building h~ight, or larger than 6QO 
square metres in building area (regardless of firewalls). 

• Recommendation #8: 
All multi-famify buildings facing renovations to the building envelope be renovated under the 
provisions of Part 5 of the B. C. Building Code. 

Comments: 
The report states that the Commission was unable to find evidence that the Building Code, per se, had 
caused the problems. Rain penetration results from a combination of water on a wall, openings to permit 
its passage and forces to drive it inwards. It can be prevented by eliminating any one· of the three 

. conditions. 

Expansion of the Part 5 requirements to include a majority of Part 9 residential buildings will have a minor 
effect on enforcement procedures and administrative process. However, it is unclear to what extent the 
recommendation for all renovations to the building envelope comply with Part 5, will affect staff workload. 
Currently most municipalities, including Burnaby, do not require permits or inspections unless repairs or 
renovations involve structural work. Additional permits and inspections for items such as changing exterior 
cladding from wood siding to stucco or aluminum siding would involve additional staff time during both 
the permitting and inspection process. 

• Recommendation # 10: 
That all Municipalities review their zoning bylaws, and the calculation of FSR, with a view to 
promoting sound building envelope design practices. In particular the following revisions should 
be reviewed: 

a) FSR calculations to be taken only to the inside far:e of the principal structural elements of the 
exterior walls necessary to support the building and inside walls; 

a) exclude from FSR, walkways and top floor balconies protected by roofs; and 
b) ways and means for promoting overhangs which does not conflict with other municipal 

planning objectives. 

Comments: 
The report suggests that the failures were the result of numerous factors, including design features 
inappropriate for our climate; a reliance on face-sealed wall systems; and a fundamental lack of awareness. 
regarding the principles of enclosure design suitable for our climate. In General, Burnaby does not appear 
to have experienced the level of building water penetration difficulties of other municipalities although there 
are a number of such projects identified in Burnaby. 

The Assistant Director Current Planning provided the following comments: 

a) Regarding the suggestion of FSR calculations being made to the inside face of the principal 
structural elements of the exterior walls, it needs to be determined whether such calculations 
are practically feasible and do not become too intricate. Such FSR calculations could result 
in the. manipulation of building designs to exclude larger than reasonable area from the 
calculated FSR, creating larger than expected densities. 

3(o 
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TO: City Manager 
RE: Barrett Commission of Inquiry 

1998 June 30 
Page 7. 

Staff are currently reviewing opportunities to provide the public with information clarifying the role of City 
staff. Some of the avenues being explored are; providing information on the Web Page, preparing an 
information handout and submitting an article to "Infomiation Burnaby". It should be noted, that the 
Building Officials' Association are also looking at providing similar information on their Web Page. 

• Recommendation #18: 
That the Municipal Act be modified to remove the joint and several liability of a Municipality while 
retaining proportionate liability. 

Comments: 
This issue has been of prime concern for Burnaby and other municipalities, and has also been the topic of 
several requests to the Provincial government for change. The Commission agreed with the position that 
the joint and several responsibility for municipalities is too onerous. Because of both a perceived and a 
real obligation on behalf of municipalities to carry out the enforcement of the Building Code, there have 

· been and continues to be, a significant number of litigation claims naming the City as a defendant. 
Currently, the City is liable on a "joint and several" basis, for inspection activity that may not have been 
properly carried out. This means that the City could be held responsible for 100% of the costs of a 
successful judgment even though it may actually be less than 1 % liable. 

The Commission also recognized that this change would significantly reduce municipal litigation costs and 
the cost of liability insurance, and recommended that the savings be passed along in the form of lower 
permit fees or an increase in inspection services. It is suggested that any cost savings would be offset by 
increased workload on staff in the carrying out of their expected responsibilities implied in other 
recommendations, and in expanding their-plan checking and inspection role with regards to the building 
envelope. 

• Recommendation #20: 
That Municipal Councils review their building pennit process with a view to enhancing the 
inspection of work, related to an effective building envelope, and that inspectors become more 
conversant with the role and effectiveness of building science issues related to the building 
envelope. The Union of BC Municipalities and the Homeowners Protection Office to provide 
direction in this regard. 

Comments: 
The Commission suggested that existing inspections could be reorganized to reflect a building envelope 
approach rather than creating a separate, additional inspection. Staff will be reviewing current practices 
to determine what changes would be effective in dealing with this concern. Staff have recently attended 
training seminars on the science of the building envelope and will attend the training curriculum for 
Building Envelope Specialists scheduled for the Fall of 1998. 

• Recommendation #21: 
That Municipalities waive building and pennit fees on repairs related ro the building envelope. 

Comments: 
It should be noted that the recommendation is to waive all permit fees including electrical and plumbing. 
Currently, City bylaws do not require a building permit or inspections for repairs to building envelopes 

unless the repairs are of a structural nature. This recommendation would require a permit in all cases in 
order to properly record the extent of work, and the process resulting in the successful conclusion of the 
repairs. The recommendation to waive the permit fees is a concern to staff, relative to cost recovery for 

services provided. ~ 7 



TO: City Manager 
RE: Barrett Commission of Inquiry 

• Recommendation #34: 

1998 June 30 
Page 9. 

Immediate and definite steps be taken, to ensure that all compulsory trades required by law to-be 
on site in a residential project, be enforced. · 

• Recommendation #35: 
That the Homeowner Protection Legislation include the authority for the Homeowner Protection 
Office to recommend compulsory trade certification related to multi-family residential construction. 

• Recommendation #36: 
That any developer, builder, general contractor, or sub-trade, who employ compulsory trades to 
work on a residential construction site, must file a report listing the names and trade qualifications 
of all .certified and apprentice tr1,1des on the job, and that this list form part of the necessary 
-documentation to be provided to future strata councils and homeowners. 

• Recommendation #37: 
That a system of inspection be designed whereby municipal inspectors and provincial inspectors, 
through the newly formed Homeowner Protection Office, enforce the employment of qualified 
building trades on site, and that a system of discipline be developed for employers violating the 
requirements for qualified trades on residential projects. 

Comments: 
These recommendations will require a .great deal of discussion in order to develop an adequate process to 
ensure success. City staff will undoubtedly play a large part in the monitoring process in conjunction with 
the proposed Homeowners Protection Office. However, City involvement on-site is only for a very short 
portion of the construction duration making it difficult to monitor all of the trades on-site. An existing 
analogy which emphasizes staff concern is the 'current Electrical and Plumbing trade qualifications which 
are enforced through the permitting and licencing processes for the general contractor, but not for all the 
workers in his/her employ. This has proven to be problematic where licensed trades obtain permits and 
then proceed to use unqualified people to do the work. 

• Recommendation #38: 
Under the authority of the Homeowner Protection Act, immediate mandatory warranty for all 
residential housing built, as well as units undergoing renovations for structural or building 
envelope purposes. All units to be enrolled prior to the start of construction or renovations to 
receive the benefit of inspections. 

Comments: 
This will require involvement of staff in cooperation with the Homeowners Protection Office to monitor 
registration in the warranty program, and coordinate this with the request for inspections. To include those 
involving repairs as identified in the recommendation and to provide an effective monitoring program will 
require amendments to existing permitting and inspection procedures. 

• Recommendation #68: 
That the time limitations under various legislation be reviewed.and amended, as appropriate, to 
accommodate the reasonable needs of residential property owners, including the Municipal Act, 
and the Real Estate Act, be amended to reflect the circumstances of the failure to perform by the 
municipality and the developer. Limitations under the Insurance Act should also be reviewed. 



TO: City Manager 1998 June 30 
Page 11. RE: Barrett Commission of Inquiry 

b) based on applications received to date, the majority of funding for leaky condo repairs in 
Burnaby's RR.AP service area (Burnaby, North Vancouver City and District, Port Moody, 
New Westminster, and Coquitlam) could go to applicants outside the City, and 

c) while a doubling of RRAP funding would help, such funding would be insufficient for 
meeting the needs of all eligible leaky condo owners in Burnaby's RRAP service area. 

• Recommendation #81: 
A procedure be established to use the pennissive exemption clause of the Municipal Act and 
Vancouver Charter, whereby exemption from taxes payable be provided to all homeowners 
undergoing repairs related to the leaky cond problem. 

Comment: 
The Director Finance advises that a property owner's share of property taxes is based on the Market Value 
of their property. The extent to which market value is negatively impacted by the water intrusion issue will 
automatically provide a decrease in taxes payable in respect of the property. Additional, permissive, tax 
exemptions are therefore not supportable. 

3.0 Next Steps: 

4.0 

The Commission report provides recommendations on directions (the what to) to be taken by the 
Provincial Government and now requires the development of detailed implementation strategy (the 
how to). Subsequent to a review of the Commission report, the various participants, including 
BOABC, will likely forward further comments to the Ministry for consideration. It is our 
understanding that the Commission recommendations are currently being reviewed by the Ministry 
of Municipal Affairs, with the intent to bring about legislation dealing with some of the 
recommendations during the current sitting of the Legislature. Other recommendations however, 
such as. those involving the creation of mandatory trades qualifications and certification, will 
require extensive review and discussion prior to establishing an implementation strategy. 

In keeping with the recommendations, the Building Policy Section of the Ministry is currently 
reviewing Part 5 of the code to include any necessary revisions within the 1998 B.C. Building 
Code proposed for implementation in 1998 November, and also intends to clarify the requirement 
for design and review of the building envelope within the existing Letters of Assurance. 

Conclusion: 

The major recommendations contained in the Commission report for changes to the Building 
Regulatory System are generally in keeping with previous requests by local government. There 
are aspects of some of the recommendations which are cause for concern and others which 
require further clarification of intent. Regardless, any of the changes recommended to the existing 
regulatory system will have a profound effect on all of the participants in the construction industry. 
Therefore, it will be imperative that the Ministry continue to explore and develop the 
recommendations, and any necessary amendments thereto, with the input and assistance of the 
participants, to adequately address their concerns. 
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+ Canadian Red Cross 

Croix-Rouge canadienne 
CITY OF MERRITT 

AUG- 41998 

July 20, 1998 i~[E@~~~J~f/jl 

Her Worship Mayor Clara Norgaard 
City of Merritt 
P.O. Box 189 
Merritt BC V0R 2B0 

Dear Mayor Norgaard, 

LA.4J.Y\llR - lu t . 
ACR.055 THE WOKLD. ACR.055 THE STR.EET. 

D_l._NS LE MONDE ENTIER.. _l._U COIN DE LA R.UE. 

The Canadian Red Cross has undertaken legal proceedings intended to achieve 
three objectives: 1) to ensure that victims of the blood tragedies of the 1980s 
receive the greatest financial assistance possible from the Red Cross, 2) to ensure 
the Red Cross will continue to exist in Canada to perform humanitarian service in 
the future, and 3) to assist governments in obtaining clear title to blood assets being 
transferred to new operators. 

Your support in particular, as a leader in your community, will help to ensure the 
success of the Red Cross in the future as a humanitarian aid organization. Our 
ability to respond recently to floods and storms in Canada demonstrated the 
uniqueness and usefulness of the Red Cross, not only to assist victims but also to 
provide a channel for Canadians to help others through the Red Cross. We know 
that Canadians are very strongly supportive of the humanitarian activities of the Red 
Cross. An independent poll conducted in April showed that 85 per cent of 
Canadians support the existence of the Red Cross to perform humanitarian work. 
Red Cross services in emergencies and our many other community-based activities 
are valuable contributions to our society. 

The legal proceeding proposes to effectively turn over to victims most of the money 
the Red Cross will receive when the new government operators take over our blood
related facilities across the country. In this way, victims will receive the greatest 
assistance possible from the Red Cross. 

Under the proposal, the Red Cross will be able to continue to operate as a 
charitable organization dedicated to providing humanitarian service to those in 
need. 

The court has appointed Ernst and Young Inc. to monitor the activities and affairs of 
the Red Cross as we proceed through the legal process. 

The Red Cross is one of Canada's longest-established charities, with a history 
stretching over more than 100 years. It has a Charter under an Act of Parliament to 
fulfill Canada's role as a signatory to the Geneva Conventions and additional 40 
The Canadian Red Cross Society / La Societe canadienne de la Croix-Rouge 
National Office / Siege social www.reclcross.ca 
1800 Alta Vista Drive, Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1G 4J5 Telephone: (613) 739-3000 FAXffELEC: (613) 731-1411 .. 



protocols, and to act as Canada's participant in the worldwide movement of Red 
Cross and Red Crescent humanitarian societies. In the past few years, we have 
been through some very difficult times as a result of the blood tragedies of the 
1980s and the lengthy inquiry that poinfed to errors and weaknesses throughout the 
blood system, including some by the Red Cross. 

While we cannot change the past, we can, with your support and understanding, 
ensure that the Red Cross will continue in the future to provide help to people in 
need, across the world and across the street. 

Red Cross humanitarian services save lives and relieve suffering when disasters 
strike. Our community-based services improve the quality of life for thousands of 
individuals. 

We fully intend to continue the good work of the Red Cross. I am counting on your 
support in these humanitarian efforts. 

For further information, please contact me or your local Red Cross office. 

Yours truly, 

Pierre Duplessis 
Secretary General 
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+ Canadian Red Cross 

Croix-Rouge canadienne 

),..CR.055 THE WOR.LD. ),..CR.OSS THE S1R.EE1. 

DANS LE MONDE ENTIER.. AU COIN DE LA R.UE. 

Special Red Cross Fund To Assist Blood Victims 
HUMANITARIAN SERVICES CONTINUE UNDER COURT SUPERVISION 

OTTAWA (July 20, 1998) -- The Canadian Red Cross initiated legal proceedings 
today intended to assist victims of the blood tragedy and to ensure that the Red 
Cross can continue its humanitarian service for the future. The legal action follows 
negotiated agreements to transfer the Red Cross blood program to new operators 
set up by the provinces. 

"Victims will get the most assistance possible from the Red Cross under this 
proposal," said Gene Durnin, President of the Board of Governors. "As our blood
program assets are transferred to the new blood operators, the net proceeds from 
the funds we receive for those assets will, with court approval, go into a trust for 
victims of the tragedy." 

By order granted today by the Ontario Court under the Companies' Creditors 
Arrangement Act, the Red Cross is allowed to pursue a restructuring by which it 
proposes to separate its blood-services assets and liabilities from the rest of the 
activities of the not-for-profit, humanitarian organization. The legal action was 
supported by the federal and provincial governments and by the Toronto-Dominion 
Bank, which has agreed to extend a line of credit to the Red Cross. As a further 
assurance to charitable donors and creditors, the court has appointed Ernst & 
Young Inc. to monitor the activities and affairs of the Red Cross. 

Under the terms of the agreement, subject to court approval, the Red Cross would 
receive $132,908,000 for its blood services buildings, equipment and related 
expertise, and an amount ranging from $28 to $38 million to reimburse the Red 
Cross for supplies and inventory that are being transferred with the blood system 
to the new operators. The Red Cross intends that the net proceeds, to be 
determined after providing for creditors, would be placed in a trust to provide 
financial assistance to victims. 

To assist the Red Cross in paying for transition costs and related expenses, 
governments are contributing up to $15 million. 

The Ganadian Red Cross Society/ La Societe canadienne de la Croix-Rouge 

(More) 

National Office / Siege social www.redcross.ca 
1800 Alta Vista Drive. Ottawa, Ontario, Canada K1G 4J5 Telephone: (613)739-3000 FAX/TlliC: (613)731-1411 
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"Our action today is consistent with a smooth transfer of vital blood services, 
including facilities and employees, to the new Canadian Blood Services and 
Hema-Quebec," said Bob Rae, a partner: with the law firm Goodman Phillips & 
Vineberg and the chief negotiator for the Red Cross. "That orderly transfer has 
been a principal focus of my mandate since the negotiations began." 

"Any money the Red Cross receives, through future charitable donations or for 
services other than for blood operations, will be spent on humanitarian efforts," 
said Pierre Duplessis, Secretary General of the Canadian Red Cross. "One of the 
reasons why we have made our proposal to the court is to assist the Red Cross in 
reorganizing for the future so that we can continue to provide humanitarian 
services to people in need." 

"The Red Cross needs the charitable support of Canadians now more than at any 
time in history," said Mr. Duplessis. "Canadians have always been generous in 
donating to the Red Cross to respond to emergencies such as floods and storms 
in Canada, to help the victims of war and natural disasters in other countries. The 
Red Cross needs Canadians' help to continue to fulfill those roles." 

Since it was established in Canada more than 100 years ago, the Canadian Red 
Cross has become part of the nation's social fabric, providing disaster relief, water 
safety programs, first aid training, community health care, abuse prevention 
services, and international aid. 

The Canadian Red Cross Society has a charter under an act of Parliament to fulfill 
Canada's role as a signatory to the Geneva Conventions and to act as Canada's 
participant in the worldwide movement of Red Cross and Red Crescent 
humanitarian societies. 

In addition to more than 130,000 volunteers across Canada, the Red Cross has 
more than 12,000 employees, including some 7,000 homemaker service workers 
in Ontario, New Brunswick and Nova Scotia. The more than 3,000 Red Cross staff 
members in blood services across Canada are being transferred to the new 
operating organizations. 

Information: 

-30-

Suzanne Meunier 
Public Affairs 
Canadian Red Cross 
613-739-2266 
Internet: www.redcross.ca 
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A<.:rO$$. th~ 5h·t•(;t 

Red Cross undertakes legal action 

r . .i...:,.-- .i.-. 

to ensure a future of serving those in need, 

The Canadian Red Cross is facing enonnoll,$ f~cial liabilities dµe to outstanding clainw 
related to the blood trag~y: Negotiations ~e cominuing to transfer bloodassets'from the 
Red Cross to the new operators. · · 

· To address these major changes, the R.ed Cross has undertaken legal action to ensure that it 
remains a going CQOOeill and continues to fulfill its role as a humanitarian orgaruzation. 

At the same time, we intend to create a trust fund to provide as much financial (iSSistuce·as we: 
can to yietilns of the blood tragedy from monies received from the tranSfer of the blood progroxn. 

All the blood services are being ~ferred smoothly and safely to new blood operators. 

For the future, the Red Cross will focus exclusively on r.s original role as a hw:nanitarian 
organization. 

• 
Tue Red Cross will continue to provide services such. as home care, abuse prevention, first llid, 
water saf<;ty. emergency services and intemational relief. 

More than ever, th~ Red Cross needs yaw- help - your continuing confidence and charitable 
donations for the future of the organization. 

Help the Red Cross continue to help others. 

For more information contact your local office of the Red 
Cro~s or visit our internet homep~ge at: · 

'www.redcross.ca' 4 4 



July 21, 1998 

Canadian 
Red Cross 

Croix-Rouge 
canadienne 

~ ik • 
1896 1- '.t 1996 

Friends for life 

CITY OF MERRITT 

JUL 241998 
Dear Red Cross Supporter: . :p If') TT° r WI ff' ' 
As you many know, the Canadian Red Cross has undertaken legal proceedings related io ti\e 't~a'nsf~r 'bitu,Blood 
Services program to two new entities: Canadian Blood SeNices and Hema Quebec. 

I am writing today to assure you that Red Cross is not closing its doors here - or anywhere else in Canada. In fact, 
we're busier than ever - preparing to transfer the blood program while continuing delivery of other programs and 
services here that residents have come to rely upon. 

The Canadian Red Cross applied under the Companies' Creditors Arrangement Act (CCM) with a view to separating 
assets and liabilities related to the blood program from those of other activities of the Society. This is a legal process 
to assist governments in obtaining clear title to blood assets being transferred to new operators. Through CCM, Red 
Cross also intends to meet our objectives of: 

Ensuring that victims of the blood tragedies of the 1980's receive the greatest financial assistance possible 
for the Society. 

• Ensuring Red Cross continues to exist in Canada to perform humanitarian service in the future. 

tie legal proceeding proposes to effectively turn over to victims most of the money the Red Cross will receive when 
cne new government operators take over our blood-related facilities across the country. In this way, victims receive 
the greatest assistance possible from Red Cross. 

At the same time, the proceeding allows Red Cross to continue delivering programs and services that, each year: 
• Assist the more than 30,000 Canadians in distress as a result of major disasters - such as flooding in 

Manitoba and Saguenay. 
• Prepare more than 9,000 Canadians to deal with emergency situations in their communities. 

Provide more than a million Canadians with skills that reduce drowning and injures in, on and around water. 
• Help more than 500,000 adolescents to identify and break the cycle of abuse, neglect and interpersonal 

violence. 
Prepare more than 200,000 Canadians for situations requiring First Aid or CPR. 

• Provide financial support, food, clothing, health care and personnel to help nearly 300 million people around 
the world who are affected by conflict or disaster. 

We fully intend to continue helping those in need - Across the World and Across the Street. And to make that 
happen, we're counting on your continued support. 

If you have any questions or concerns regarding the legal proceeding or continued operation of Red Cross in our 
community, please don't hesitate to call me at 1-800-761-0099. 

Sincerely, 

Patricia Marshall-Thompson 
Regional Director 
;c Southern Interior 

The Canadian Red Cross Society 

British Columbia - Yukon Division 

45 
Thompson-Ol<anagan Region: 212-1634 Ha,wy Ave., Kelowna, 8.C. Canada V1Y 6G2 Telephone: (604) 763-1859 Fax: (604) 763-6131 Toll Free: 1-1-3308 

Supported by your United Way or Red Cross campaign contribution 
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MEMORANDUM URB~NSYSTEMS 
Suite 200 • 286 SL Paul Stroot 
UMLOOPS, BC V2C 6G4 
Phone: 250-374-8311 

TO: 

FROM: 

City of Merritt 

Attn: MayorNorgaard& Council 
Tom Day, Administrator 

Brian Hobbs 

Fax: 250-374-5334 

DATE: July 29, 1998 

Fll.E#: 900-1-11 

SUBJECT: STATUS REPORT ON USL PROJECTS TO JUNE 30, 1998 

Col/ettville Water &. Sewer 

Collettville Water and Sewer - Deficiencies 

• 1 year maintenance period over 
• No deficiencies observed or reported 

Collettville.Drainage 

No Change Since Last Report 

• Conceptual design prepared for storm runoff .retention in the area north of Government Street and 
east of Main Street 

• Concept presented to Council on March 3, 1998 

i4J 002/009 

• Additional information regarding aquifer protection obtained based on question subsequent to March 3 
• J.>inal Report required 

Parker Drille Slippage Abatement 

No Change Since Last Report 

• Milligan recommends that final report not be completed until some movement is observed 
• Monitoring should re-commence when evidence movement reported 

·· Subdivision and Development Servicing Bylaw 

• Preparation of new bylaw is complete 
• Review required by City and Council 
• Preparation was very rushed due to grant constraint 
• Letter regarding budget overrun submitted to City 
• Several discussions with City Engineer regarding numerous items 

MEMORANDUM Page 1 
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To: City of Merritt 
File: 900-1-11 
Date: July 29, 1998 
Page: 2 

Genual Consultation 

URBAN S~SlelrlS 

• Reviews and ongoing liaison have been provided on the following developments: 
• Coyote Bluffs - numerous issues (Latecomers, storm and Road G, etc.) 
■ North Benc:h/NVIT Site -traffic 

• Active Mountain - various issues 
■ Acquifer mapping- map received and archived 

• Latecomers Policy and Specific Developments 
• Comments provided outlining numerous problems/issues with existing policy and each of the 

following specific developments: 
Klein, Merritt Plateau, Merritt Benchland 

■ Additic,nal comments and concerns expressed regarding Merritt Benchland and Latecomers 

• Collettville Water and Sewer Bylaws 

■ Mapping provided showing "actual frontages" 
• Internal review and liaison with City regarding Lidstone letter 
• Additional information obtained and provided regarding legal plans, frontages, etc. 

• Emergency Response Plan for Water System 
• Comments received from City 
• Final plan prepared to be submitted to Health 

Plamzing Mapping Update 

:No Change from Previous Report 

• Update required 
• Budget prepared - to be reviewed with City 
• For information on new subdivisions to be added to. legal base since last update - see Appendix 1 
• Direction required from City regarding status of other maps: 

• Zoning 
• OCP 
■ Address 
• Development Permit Areas 
• ALR 

As-Built Drawings 

No Change from Previous Report 

• 1997 update nearing completion with available data 

1'11 UUJ/UUB 

• Great difficulty being experienced in getting information on new subdivisions to be added as listed in 
Appendix2 

41 
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To: 
File: 
Date: 
Page: 

City of Merritt 
900-1-11 
July 29, 1998 
3 

URBAN SYSTEMS 

Water, Sanitary and Storm Composites and Garbage Route Mop 

• Water/sewer/storm 

➔➔➔ MERRIT CITY 

• will require updating to reflect boundazy expansion as well as new subdivisions 
• will be undertaken along with.as-build update 

• Garbage route amended and submitted to City for use 

Fire Department Mapping 

• Project complete 
• Final bound colour maps and wall map provided to City 
• Update will be required following planning mapping update 

Truck Route 

• Project complete 
• Only minor issues remai!:t 
• Draft completion report received and comments provided to Contractor 
· • Liaison with City and Contractor regarding project.closeout 

N.E. Sector Specified Area 

No Change from Previous Report 

• Review required for 1998 
• Effective date selected as December31 so no changes for 1997 
• Tracking of new subdivisions within specified area will be particularly important, recommend co

ordination between City Administration and Planning 

STPCAPACITYv.s'. GROWTH 

• Draft Report prepared and submitted to staff for discussion December 18, 1997 
• Discussed with Council March 3, 1998 
• Study being undertaken by Stanley Engineering 

Infiltration & Inflow 

• Piezometers installed by Alec 
• Groundwater readings taken by City staff; plotted and reviewed by USL 
• Liaison with City regarding target area for camera work, etc. 
• Project complete for 1998 
• Recommend City send letter to MOE regarding 199& actions and progress 

l4J 004/009 

MEMORANDUM Page3 
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To: 
File: 
Date: 
Page: 

City of Merritt 
900-1-11 
July 29, 1998 
4 

DCCBylaw 

No Change from Previous Report 

• Project on hold 

1997 Airport Improvements 

• Edge grading completed 
• Project complete 

Peak Flow Pumping at STP 

➔➔➔ .Ml:.KKll L-lll 

• Liaison with City regarding need for immediate macerator .installation to address 1NRD 
requirements 

• Preferred options developed based on discussions with A.lee 

41JU05/009 

• Preferred option now reflects thefact facility will b.e used continuously in the long term 
• · City have investigated groundwater levels, which. may significantly impact cost of construction 
• Addition of grit chamber under review 
• More permanent facility, as well as potential groundwater may impact required budget 
• Detail drawings required prior to construction by City 

. Cleasby/Langley and 1st Avenue 

No Change froro Last Report 

• Drainage work along Cleasby, Langley and 1st Avenue completed by City crews 

Central Park-Site Plan and Drainage 

• Concept submitted to fisheries 
• Met with DFO and environment and reviewed concept 
• Letter received from DFO, additional information requested by DFO has been provided to City 
• Exploring options to avoid overflow pipe to river 

Water Sampling 

• Sample results continue to be inconclusive 
• Report prepared and submitted 
• No action recommended until lower water demands in fall 
• Sampling reduced to minimum Health requirements 

MEMORANDUM Page4 
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To: 
File: 
Date: 
Page: 

City of Merritt 
900-1-11 
July 29, 1998 
5 

CoUettvillel1'olko Looping 

URBAN SYSTEMS 

• Obtained additional information on water mains on Tolko.property 

➔➔➔ .MERRIT CITY 

• Information provided to City regarding alignment and flows for presentation to Tolko 
• MunicipalAffairs contacted and permission to realloca1e grant funds obtained 
• List of materials provided 
• Design of chambers complete 
• Plan and profile drawings in preparation 

Joeaska Servicing 

No Change from Previous Report 

• Review and discussion of letter and concept prepared by Civic Engineering 

141006/009 

• Met with representa1ives of Band and their Consultant and City to discuss opportunities, issu_es and 
general approach by City 

• Awaiting ma1erials from Band 

.. Teen Centre: 

• Project complete 
• Julie Taylor (Landscape Architect) met with Dalyce Brandt 
• Developed and submitted concept plan 
• Developed and submitted cost estimate 

VALUE ADDED ACTIVITIES 

• Coyote Storm Ponds: 

Activities: 

Staff l1lvolved: 

Estimated Cost to USL: 

• Water Conservation 

Activities; 

Staff Involved: 

Estimated Cost to USL: 

MEMORANDUM 

Liaise with Brian Hobbs in preparation for meeting with Council 
regarding underlying concepts and issues with developer's 
design, different outlet structures, etc. 

Glen Zachary(Stormwater Specialist) 

$100 

Liaise with City staff regarding activities in other communities 
( odd/even scheduling, etc.) 

John Dumbrell/Brian Hobbs 

$100 

50 
PageS 
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File: 
Date: 
Page: 

City ofMezritt 
900-1-11 
July 29, 1998 
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LIKJ::i.AN =>r=>!J:::..M.=> ➔➔➔ .M.t:.KK!l 1..,J.J..X 

• Collettville Water and Sewer Bylaws: 

Activities: 

Staff Involved: 

Estimated Cost to USL: 

• Subtib$ion Bylaw 

Activities: 

Staff Involved: 

Estimated Cost to USL: 

• Teen Centre 

Activities: 

Staff Involved: 

Estimated Cost to USL: 

URBAN SYSTEMS LTD. 

Brian H. Hobbs, P.Eng. 

/crb 

MEMORANDUM 

Review and internal discussion of Lidstone letter, and 
background material. 

Verbal comments relayed to City by Brian Hobbs. 

Bud Smith, Gord Petersen, Joel Short 

$300 

Liaise wi1h City Engineer regarding various points. 

Brian Hobbs 

$200 

Provide additional composite integrating two lots. 

Julie Taylor-Schooling, Shannon Unrau 

$60 

61 
Page 6 
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COL1.JM!JlA 
MUNICIPALITIES 

Sui&, 15 

10551 Shellbrldge Way 

Richmond 

British Columbia 
Canada V6X 2W9 

(604) 270-8226 
Fax (604) 660-2271 
uban@dvicnetgov.bc.ca 

U D 0!Vl 

TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

RE: 

!W. l I I U L ii l 

FAX BROADCAST 

MAYOR & COUNCIL I CHAIRPERSON & BOARD: 

The First Local Governments in Canada to be Recognized 
in Legislation as an Independent, Responsible and 
Accountable Order of Government 

Mayor Steve Wallace, UBCM President 

July 31, 1998 

LEGISLATIVE RECOGNITION FINALLY ACHIEVED 

Last night Bill 31, the Local Government Statutes Amendment Act, was 
approved by the BC Legislature. It is expected the legislation will be 
proclaimed into law sometime this fall. 

This legislation is the realization of years of work by UBCM members 
to have local government formally recognized as an order of 
government. We did it! This is a first in Canada and another example 
of how mayors, councillors, and directors working together through 
UBCM can achieve our goals. Thanks also goes to recent Ministers of 
Municipal Affairs for their support. 

Some say, and I can't disagree, that local government also needs 
recognition in the Canadian constitution. UBCM has supported this 
position, but we realized about a decade ago that what we needed to 
do was start at home with an incremental strategy - first, the Protocol 
on Sharing Environmental Responsibilities; leading to the Protocol of 
Recognition; and finally to Bill 31. But now we have one province on 
side about formal recognition of local government. Now we in British 
Columbia can turn up the heat federally at FCM to say local 
government is recognized under BC law and let's extend that federally. 

In the meantime let's take a moment to savour this achievement at the 
1998 UBCM Convention. I hope to see you there. 

810,ZO;:Lcg P..cc:og 



Dear valued customer 

One of the many changes being considered to the Municipal Act is the section regarding Municipal 
elections. At previous UBCM conventions, we have spoken to many Mayors, Councilors and 
Clerks about the concept of Vote by mail. 

Vote by mail allows for a Municipality to use the mail in place of or in conjunction with traditional 
balloting. It has the benefit of greatly reducing the cost of elections but more importantly of 
increasing voter participation. 

In fact, documented results in the USA indicate a 40% to 60% reduction in related expenses. 
Oregon set a new record in a 1996 state-wide election for a member of congress, 65.8% of 
eligible voters participated compared to 40% in the previous non-presidential primary. 
In Canada, the Canadian Wheat Board used Vote By Mail, out of a total of 77,437 eligible 
producers, 58,042 duly exercised their right to vote. That represented a turnout of 74.95%. 
Other Canadian examples are enclosed in your Vote By Mail Kit. 

In Canada we have two provinces that have amended their legislation, Ontario in 1996 and 
Quebec just recently. Newfoundland is considering changing their legislation in January, 1999. 
We, at Canada Post, would like to work with all of you to amend the British Columbia legislation to 

· allow Vote by Mail. We invite your suggestions and assistance with this process. 

Canada Post will once again be attending the UBCM convention this fall as delegates. Both of us 
look forward to meeting with you and discussing your individual requirements. · 1f you would like 
more information prior to the convention, please do not hesitate to call me in my Victoria office at 
250-953-1349 or Bill McWhinnie in Vancouver at 604-662-1536. 

Rhys Williams 
Manager, Major Accounts 
Canada Post, Victoria 

Bill Mc Whinnie 
Major Accounts Representative 
Canada Post, Vancouver 

Attached is a list of commonly asked questions and answers. 
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VOTE BY MAIL 
COMMONLY ASKED QUESTIONS 

Vote By Mail sounds very attractive to us, but we don't have the ability to print and produce the voting 
kits. What can Canada Post do to help us and how can we get started? 

Canada Post is ready to work for you in order to achieve your objectives. We can help design the Vote By 
Mail documents and then our reliable Volume Electronic Mail service will print, insert and deposit into the 
mail stream. It minimizes or omits the work involved in printing in-house. Our rates are competitive and 
you can reduce expenses by up to 60%. 

How can we be sure of the security and integrity of the voting process with "Vote By Mail"? 

There are two methods of preventing fraud in the vote by mail process; 

• Collect voter's signatures during the enumeration process and digitize them into a computer database. 
These signatures are referenced against a scan bar so they can be quickly recalled by the scrutineers. 
This scan bar is printed on the second envelope of the voter's kit and mailed out. The voter marks the 
ballot and places it in the blank "secrecy" envelope. This blank envelope is placed, intum; in the envelope 
bearing the scan bar and the voter signs on the line beside the scan bar. This envelope is then placed in 
the final addressed envelope to be mailed in to the elections officials. 

Upon opening by the elections officials, the scan bar is scanned and the signature compared to the 
digitized sample by the scrutineers. After marking the voter off the data base as having voted, the blank 
•secrecy" envelope is then removed from the scan bar envelope and placed in a ballot box for the counting 
process. 

• A less complicated and therefore less expensive solution is to provide a Personal Identification Number 
(PIN) to the registered voter in advance of the elections mailing. This method lends itself to a less 
automated process than the first method but serves the same purpose. 

• Canada Post is bound, by law, to the CANADA POST ACT. Canada Post has a security level "B" rating 
as designated by the RCMP. In addition to this we already handle and deliver large amounts of confidential 
and valuable materials daily. For example, we deliver the replacement credit cards for many of the major 
banks and they have enjoyed a reduction in the "shrinkage" they were experiencing with an outside private 
carrier. 

You say that Vote By Mail increases voter turnout. Will it also change the percentages of party 
turnout? 

In the United States they experienced the voter turn out as much as doubled the turn out of conventional 
balloting. There was not, however, a change in the percentage of voter participation between the 
Republicans and the Democrats. Both parties retained a similar representation as in a conventional 
balloting process. 

How does Canada Post identify the returning ballots in order to ensure timely delivery? 

In Municipal elections held in Ontario the returning ballot envelopes were a distinctive color and bore the 
Vote By Mail logo in the indicia. As well, the National Control Center (NCC) and the Regional Control 
Center (RCC) sent out bulletins about the elections mail in advance of the elections and monitored the flow 
throughout the election. · 
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