
AGENDA 

 
Regional District of Nanaimo 

Electoral Area 'A' Official Community Plan Review Citizen's Committee 

 

Monday September 13, 2010 @ 6:30 pm 

(North Cedar Improvement District – 2100 Yellow Point Road) 

 

 

 

 

1. Minutes 

  Adoption of the July 19, 2010 meeting notes  

 

2. Official Community Plan Implementation 

 

  Options for reducing development potential on lands outside the GCB's 

Discussion and Committee recommendation 

 

5. Draft Official Community Plan  

 

  Discussion – Comments on the draft 

 

6. Other 

 

  Open House Schedule 

October 2010 meeting date selection 
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Regional District of Nanaimo 

Summary of the Electoral Area ‘A’ Official Community Plan Review 

Citizen’s Committee Meeting Held on Monday, July 19
th

, 2010 at 6:30pm 

At the North Cedar Improvement District Hall 

2100 Yellow Point Road 

 

Joe Burnett    Committee Chair 

Mike Hooper    Committee Member  

Geoffrey Macaulay  Committee Member 

Anne Fiddick   Committee Member 

Chris Pagan   Committee Member 

Garry Laird   Committee Member 

Jack Anderson   Committee Member 

Donna Sweeney   Committee Member  

Joanne McLeod   Committee Member 

Jill Maibach   Committee Member 

Ray Digby   Committee Member 

Ting Pan   Sustainability Coordinator 

Greg Keller    Senior Planner  

Stephen Boogaards  Recording Secretary 

 

 

CALL TO ORDER 

 

The meeting was called to order at 6:32 pm by the Chair.  There were approximately 4 people in 

attendance. 

 

MINUTES 

 

The Chair asked the Committee for a motion to adopt the summary of the May 10, 2010 meeting.  

 

MOVED Donna Sweeney, SECONDED Geoffrey Macaulay, that the summary of the Area ‘A’ Citizen’s 

Committee meeting held on June 14, 2010 be adopted. 

                               

CARRIED 

 

SUSTAINABILITY CHECKLIST 

 

The Chair introduced Ting Pan, the RDN’s new sustainability coordinator.  Ms. Pan explained that the 

RDN was open to comments from the community and the Mid Island Sustainable Stewardship Initiative 

on the revised sustainability checklist.  Her preliminary thoughts are that there is a strong desire to have a 

land use component in the checklist.  This may mean that there will be two components that make up the 

checklist: land use and building.  Each component may have different weighting.  She also explained that 

another consideration in a revised checklist is the incentives to make green building effective.   

 

The committee discussed the focus group and organisations that should be consulted for the sustainability 

checklist.  The members thought farmers would be an important stakeholder to be part of the focus group.  

Ms. Pan explained that the suggestions have been for the RDN to consult with people in different 
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electoral areas since the checklist will be region wide.   The process will be open to everyone in the 

community and will parallel the Official Community Plan (OCP) review process.   

 

NANAIMO AIRPORT UPDATE 

 

Greg Keller provided an update on the airport section of the OCP.  At the last Citizen’s Committee 

meeting the Board recommendations on the airport were not well received.  New recommendations went 

to the Committee of the Whole in July which suggested removing the airport section and the Urban 

Containment Boundary around the airport lands.  It still must be approved by the Board, but if approved it 

will allow for a separate process to deal with the airport lands.  The process reflects the comments 

received from the Citizen’s Committee meetings. In particular the RDN will first seek a new legal 

opinion.  Based on the outcome of the legal opinion there will be the same process but different actions 

depending on if the RDN has jurisdiction on airport lands.  The process for the airport lands would be 

budgeted for 2011, as the resources are not available in the current budget.  Mr. Keller could not commit 

to releasing the new legal opinion to the committee.   

 

OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN IMPLEMENTATION 

 

Greg Keller reviewed the discussions on implementation over the past couple of meetings.  He explained 

that the policies of the current OCP are not consistent with the zoning for land outside of the Urban 

Containment Boundary.   The community has also made many statements about protecting rural integrity 

and the environment which could not accomplished if growth continues outside of the Growth 

Containment Boundaries.  

 

The group discussed some of the other options to achieve the community objectives without changing the 

zoning.  The group discussed making the development rules more ridged through the sustainability 

checklist so only green developers are attracted to the area.   Mr. Keller reminded the committee that not 

all the policies have to be implemented; there may be an intermediate amount of zoning changes that 

might not remove all the subdivision potential.   

 

The group discussed how much of the land was in the Agricultural Land Reserve, and if that could be a 

sufficient deterrent to new subdivisions. Mr. Keller suggested that it may not be a sufficient deterrent 

since the commission does allow development if it can be proven that there is a benefit to agriculture or 

there is no agricultural potential on the land.  The group also discussed if the zoning was not changed if 

people would farm the 5 acre parcels. 

 

One of the committee members suggested that the high growth in the rural areas may be because there is 

not sufficient land within the Growth Containment Boundaries.  Some in attendance felt there were 

development constraints, such as floodplain, that were not considered in the development build-out of the 

Cedar Village Centre.  Because it was not considered the number of units within the boundaries was 

overstated.  Mr. Keller explained that they have considered these constraints, though the GIS analysis 

may be affected by the quality of the data available. Mr. Keller also explained that the figures provided 

were an estimate and are based on the best available information. 
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The group discussed the possible reaction from the community if the zoning was changed. Mr. Keller 

explained that it would be legal to change the zoning.  He suggested that implementation is essential to 

realising the goals of the OCP, but any change to zoning would still have a full consultation process 

separate from the OCP review. The group discussed compensation for people who may be affected by the 

changes in zoning.  Mr. Keller suggested that RDN staff have looked into the transfer of development 

rights, but believe that it may be too complex to apply it within the RDN in the near future. The group 

also discussed phasing in the zoning changes or only applying the zoning changes to new property 

owners.   

 

The committee reviewed what goals the implementation of the OCP would accomplish.  Implementation 

can protect rural integrity, protect groundwater, create compact forms of development, reduce 

infrastructure costs or reduce greenhouse gas emissions.  The committee emphasized the broader benefits 

of implementation and not focussing solely on protecting rural integrity.  Mr. Keller agreed to look into 

the feasibility of other options to achieve OCP goals and report back to the committee.   

 

OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN DRAFT 

 

Greg Keller explained that an internal review of the draft was done through the RDN office and some 

changes have been made.  One was to the Kirkstone way designation. The proposed Agricultural Lands 

designation was no longer appropriate as the property has been removed from the Agricultural Land 

Reserve.  The other change was to the land use designation in Cassidy.  The centre has been renamed to 

the Cassidy Rural Village Expansion Area and the airport section was removed.  

 

The draft will be on the RDN website shortly and will go out for public consultation in September. Mr. 

Keller also explained that prior to the adoption of the OCP, he would also like to initiate the Cedar village 

planning process in November and the OCP implementation around January.  The OCP should be 

adopted around March 2011.  The group discussed a possible consultation strategy, including using 

mailouts or displays that have a synopsis of the differences between the old OCP and the new one.   

 

ROUNDTABLE 

 

One of the committee members identified a piece of property that was proposed to be included in the 

Urban Containment Boundary but was not specifically discussed by the Citizen’s Committee.  Greg 

Keller explained that the property currently has significant development potential under the current 

zoning so it made sense to consider it for inclusion into the Urban Containment Boundary.  

 

ADJOURNMENT 

 

The meeting was adjourned at 8:47 pm. 

 

Certified correct by: 

 

 

Director Joe Burnett, Committee Chairperson 
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er 
create 

a 
stan

d
ard

 

trad
itio

n
al su

b
d

iv
isio

n
 b

ased
 

o
n
 

th
e 

larg
er 

m
in

im
u

m
 

 
F

ro
m

 
a 

p
ro

p
erty

 
o
w

n
er's 

p
ersp

ectiv
e, 

d
o
es 

n
o
t 

red
u
ce 

su
b
d
iv

isio
n
 p

o
ten

tial. 

 
E

n
co

u
rag

es g
reen

 d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t b

y
 

p
ro

v
id

in
g
 

a 
sig

n
ifican

t 
d
en

sity
 

b
o
n
u
s. 

 
R

ezo
n
in

g
 

to
 

o
b
tain

 
th

e 
sm

aller 

m
in

im
u

m
 

p
arcel 

size 
is 

n
o
t 

req
u
ired

 as it w
o
u
ld

 b
e sp

ecified
 in

 

th
e zo

n
e. 

  

 
F

ro
m

 
th

e 
co

m
m

u
n

ity
 
p

ersp
ectiv

e, 

it 
m

ay
 

n
o

t 
resu

lt 
few

er 

su
b
d
iv

isio
n
s in

 th
e ru

ral areas.  

 
In

tro
d
u
ces m

o
re strin

g
en

t co
n

tro
ls 

o
n
 n

ew
 su

b
d
iv

isio
n
 

 
M

ay
 

m
ak

e 
it 

m
o

re 
d

ifficu
lt 

fo
r 

p
ro

p
erty

 
o
w

n
ers 

to
 

su
b

d
iv

id
e 

as 

th
ey

 w
o
u
ld

 b
e req

u
ired

 to
 d

o
 ex

tra 

w
o
rk

 in
 th

e d
esig

n
 p

ro
cess an

d
 in

 

p
ro

v
in

g
 

th
at 

th
ey

 
m

et 
th

e 
n

ew
 

stan
d
ard

s. 

 
F

o
r 

th
o
se 

n
o
t 

in
terested

 
in

 
g
reen

 

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t, su

b
d
iv

isio
n

 p
o

ten
tial 

is red
u
ced

. 

 
D

o
es 

n
o
t 

n
ecessarily

 
red

u
ce 

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t p

o
ten

tial. 

 
R

elies o
n
 p

ro
p
erty

 o
w

n
ers m

a
k
in

g
 

th
e rig

h
t ch

o
ices. 

 
C

o
n
tin

u
e 

to
 

b
e 

in
elig

ib
le 

fo
r 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 serv
icin

g
 g

ran
ts. 

A
 

m
o

re 
th

o
ro

u
g
h

 

rev
iew

 
o

n
 

th
e 

u
se 

o
f 

A
m

en
ity

 Z
o

n
in

g
 fo

r th
is 

p
u

rp
o

se 
w

o
u

ld
 
n

eed
 
to

 

b
e 

d
o

n
e 

p
rio

r 
to

 

im
p

lem
en

tin
g
 

th
is 

o
p

tio
n

. 
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4
 

  
O

p
tio

n
 D

escrip
tio

n
 

P
ro

s 
C

o
n

s 
O

b
serv

a
tio

n
s 

p
arcel size su

p
p

o
rted

 b
y
 th

e 

O
C

P
 

o
r 

create 
a 

g
reen

 

su
b
d
iv

isio
n

 
an

d
 

b
e 

allo
w

ed
 

to
 h

av
e a sm

aller m
in

im
u

m
 

p
arcel size. 

 

5
 

In
ce

n
tiv

es 
a

n
d

 

D
isin

cen
tiv

es 

 T
h
is 

ap
p
ro

ach
 

w
o

u
ld

 

estab
lish

 
d
isin

cen
tiv

es 
fo

r 

su
b
d
iv

id
in

g
 lan

d
 o

u
tsid

e th
e 

G
C

B
 

w
h

ich
 

co
u

ld
 

in
clu

d
e 

in
creased

 
fees, 

m
o

re 

strin
g
en

t 
req

u
irem

en
ts 

fo
r 

p
ro

v
in

g
 

w
ater 

su
p

p
ly

. 
T

h
is 

ap
p
ro

ach
 

w
o

u
ld

 
create 

in
cen

tiv
es 

fo
r 

d
ev

elo
p

m
en

t 

lo
cated

 
o

n
 

lan
d

 
in

sid
e 

th
e 

G
C

B
. 

 
M

ay
 

n
o
t 

affect 
lo

n
g

-term
 

su
b
d
iv

isio
n
 p

o
ten

tial 

 
D

isco
u
rag

es 
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t 

w
h
ich

 

d
o
es 

n
o
t 

h
elp

 
th

e 
co

m
m

u
n
ity

 

ach
iev

e its v
isio

n
. 

 
E

n
co

u
rag

es 
d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t 

in
 

ap
p
ro

p
riate lo

catio
n
s. 

 

 
N

o
 

g
u
aran

tee 
th

at 
it 

w
o

u
ld

 
h

av
e 

d
esirab

le 
resu

lts 
as 

it 
relies 

o
n
 

p
erso

n
al ch

o
ice. 

 
It 

w
o
u
ld

 
co

st 
m

o
re 

to
 

su
b

d
iv

id
e 

lan
d
 in

 areas w
h

ere th
e co

m
m

u
n

ity
 

d
o
es n

o
t su

p
p
o
rt m

o
re su

b
d
iv

isio
n

. 

 
C

o
n
tin

u
e 

to
 

b
e 

in
elig

ib
le 

fo
r 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 serv
icin

g
 g

ran
ts. 

 
M

ay
 

h
elp

 
p

ro
tect 

g
ro

u
n

d
w

ater 

reso
u
rces 

b
y
 

en
su

rin
g
 

th
at 

n
ew

 

su
b

d
iv

isio
n
s 

are 

o
n

ly
 

created
 

w
h

ere 

th
ey

 
can

 
b

e 

p
ro

v
id

ed
 

w
ith

 
a 

su
stain

ab
le 

w
ater 

su
p

p
ly

 
w

h
ich

 
d

o
es 

n
o

t h
av

e a n
eg

ativ
e 

im
p

act 
o

n
 

g
ro

u
n

d
w

ater 

reso
u
rces. 

6
 

D
o
 n

o
th

in
g
 (S

ta
tu

s Q
u

o
) 

 T
h
is ap

p
ro

ach
 w

o
u

ld
 in

v
o

lv
e 

m
ain

tain
in

g
 

th
e 

statu
s 

q
u
o

. 

T
h
e O

C
P

 w
o

u
ld

 co
n

tin
u
e to

 

su
p
p
o
rt 

larg
er 

m
in

im
u

m
 

p
arcel sizes th

an
 th

e cu
rren

t 

zo
n
in

g
 

p
erm

its. 
T

h
e 

O
C

P
 

co
u
ld

 
n

o
te th

at in
creases to

 

m
in

im
u

m
 

p
arcel 

sizes 
are 

im
p
o
rtan

t 
in

 
ach

iev
in

g
 

th
e 

co
m

m
u

n
ity

 
v
isio

n
, 

b
u
t 

are 

n
o
t 

b
ein

g
 

p
ro

p
o

sed
 

at 
th

is 

tim
e.  

 
W

o
u
ld

 
n
o
t 

affect 
an

y
 

p
ro

p
erty

 

o
w

n
ers 

 
C

o
u
ld

 b
e co

n
sid

ered
 at a later d

ate 

 

 W
o
u
ld

 
n
o
t 

h
elp

 
to

 
ach

iev
e 

th
e 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 v
isio

n
, 

 Im
p
ed

es 
ab

ility
 
o

f 
v
illag

e 
cen

tres 

to
 th

riv
e. 

 In
creased

 
co

st 
o
f 

p
ro

v
in

cial 

serv
ices 

to
 

frag
m

en
ted

 
an

d
 

scattered
 d

ev
elo

p
m

en
t. 

 R
isk

 
o

f 
lo

sin
g
 

ru
ral 

q
u
alities 

o
f 

E
lecto

ral A
rea 'A

'.  

 C
o
n
tin

u
ed

 
lo

ss 
o
f 

p
ro

d
u

ctiv
e 

ag
ricu

ltu
ral 

lan
d

 
an

d
 

ag
ricu

ltu
ral 

p
ro

d
u
ctiv

ity
 

 Z
o
n
in

g
 w

o
u
ld

 co
n

tin
u

e to
 su

p
p

o
rt 

sig
n
ifican

t 
d
ev

elo
p

m
en

t 
p

o
ten

tial 

in
 th

e ru
ral areas. 

 
T

h
is 

ap
p

ro
ach

 
is 

co
n

sisten
t 

w
ith

 

w
h

at 
h

as 
h
ap

p
en

ed
 

sin
ce th

e first O
C

P
 

w
as 

ad
o
p

ted
 

w
h

ich
 

su
p

p
o

rted
 

larg
er 

m
in

im
u

m
 

p
arcel 

sizes th
an

 w
h

at th
e 

cu
rren

t 
zo

n
in

g
 

su
p

p
o

rts. 

 
T

h
e zo

n
in

g
 h

as n
o
t 

ch
an

g
ed

 
sin

ce 
it 

w
as 

ap
p

lied
 

in
 

th
e 

m
id

 1
9

7
0

's at a tim
e 

w
h

en
 

th
e 

issu
es 
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5
 

  
O

p
tio

n
 D

escrip
tio

n
 

P
ro

s 
C

o
n

s 
O

b
serv

a
tio

n
s 

 C
o
n
tin

u
e 

to
 

b
e 

in
elig

ib
le 

fo
r 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 serv
icin

g
 g

ran
ts. 

 In
creasin

g
 

th
reats 

to
 

g
ro

u
n

d
w

ater 

q
u
an

tity
 an

d
 q

u
ality

. 

 In
creasin

g
 

co
n

flicts 
b

etw
een

 

resid
en

tial 
an

d
 

ru
ral 

reso
u
rce/ag

ricu
ltu

ral lan
d

s. 

 

facin
g
 

th
e 

co
m

m
u

n
ity

 
w

ere 

m
u

ch
 d

ifferen
t. 

7
 

P
h

a
se

d
 

A
p

p
ro

a
ch

 
to

 

In
cr

ea
sin

g
 

M
in

im
u

m
 

P
a
rcel S

izes 

 In
 

th
is 

o
p

tio
n

, 
m

in
im

u
m

 

p
arcel 

sizes 
w

o
u
ld

 

in
crem

en
tally

 
b

e 
in

creased
 

o
v
er tim

e (5
-1

0
 y

ears?) to
 b

e 

co
n
sisten

t 
w

ith
 

w
h

at 
is 

su
p
p
o
rted

 
b

y
 

th
e 

O
C

P
. 

A
 

sch
ed

u
le 

w
o

u
ld

 
b

e 
created

 

th
at 

sp
ecified

 
w

h
en

 
each

 

in
crem

en
tal 

in
crease 

w
o

u
ld

 

tak
e 

effect. 
A

 
len

ien
t 

tim
efram

e 
co

u
ld

 b
e b

u
ilt in

 

to
 

p
ro

v
id

e 
p

ro
p
erty

 
o

w
n

ers 

ad
eq

u
ate n

o
tice o

f u
p
co

m
in

g
 

ch
an

g
es.  

  

 
P

rep
ares 

p
ro

p
erty

 
o
w

n
ers 

fo
r 

ch
an

g
e. 

 
T

h
e 

ch
an

g
e 

is 
p
red

ictab
le 

an
d
 

p
ro

p
erty

 
o
w

n
ers 

co
u
ld

 
p
lan

 

acco
rd

in
g
ly

. 

 
R

ed
u
ces 

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t 

p
o
ten

tial 

o
v
er tim

e. 

 
T

h
o
se 

serio
u
s 

ab
o
u
t 

su
b
d
iv

id
in

g
 

w
o
u
ld

 h
av

e ad
eq

u
ate tim

e to
 m

ak
e 

a su
b
d
iv

isio
n
 ap

p
licatio

n
. 

 
W

o
u
ld

 
h
elp

 
ach

iev
e 

th
e 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 
v
isio

n
 

b
y
 

p
reserv

in
g
 

ru
ral 

ch
aracter 

o
v
er 

tim
e 

th
ro

u
g
h
 

sm
all in

crem
en

tal step
s. 

 
W

o
u
ld

 
h
elp

 
p
reserv

e 
lan

d
 

fo
r 

ag
ricu

ltu
re an

d
 reso

u
rce u

se. 

 
C

h
an

g
es co

u
ld

 b
e lo

catio
n
 sp

ecific 

(i.e. 
ch

an
g
es 

o
n
ly

 
in

 
certain

 
lan

d
 

u
se 

d
esig

n
atio

n
s 

su
ch

 
as 

A
g
ricu

ltu
ral L

an
d
s). 

 
W

o
u
ld

 
b
eco

m
e 

elig
ib

le 
fo

r 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 
serv

icin
g
 

g
ran

ts 
o
v
er 

tim
e. 

 

 C
o
u
ld

 
h
av

e 
a 

ru
sh

 
o

f 
p

ro
p

erty
 

o
w

n
ers ap

p
ly

in
g
 to

 su
b

d
iv

id
e lan

d
/ 

 M
ay

 h
av

e sim
ilar fin

an
cial im

p
acts 

as d
o
w

n
zo

n
in

g
 all at o

n
ce. 

 A
 

lo
n
g
er 

tim
efram

e 
to

 
o

b
tain

 

co
n
sisten

cy
 

w
ith

 
th

e 
O

fficial 

C
o
m

m
u
n
ity

 P
lan

. 

 M
ay

 fo
rce su

b
d

iv
isio

n
, w

h
ich

 m
ay

 

h
av

e 
an

 
effect 

o
n

 
lan

d
 
v
alu

es 
as 

m
o
re lo

ts b
eco

m
e av

ailab
le in

 th
e 

ru
ral areas. 

 

 
M

ay
 b

e a ch
allen

g
e 

to
 

d
raft 

an
 

ap
p

ro
p
riate 

zo
n

in
g
 

d
esig

n
atio

n
 

to
 

cap
tu

re 
th

e 
essen

ce 

o
f th

is o
p

tio
n

. 

 
M

ay
 

b
e 

ch
allen

g
es 

asso
ciated

 
w

ith
 

d
ev

elo
p

in
g
 

an
 

ap
p

ro
p
riate 

sch
ed

u
le 

fo
r 

in
creasin

g
 

m
in

im
u

m
 

p
arcel 

size. 

8
 

P
ro

v
id

e C
o

m
p

en
sa

tio
n

 

 T
h
is 

o
p
tio

n
 

su
p

p
o
rts 

 
R

u
ral 

p
ro

p
erty

 
o
w

n
ers 

w
o
u

ld
 

b
e 

co
m

p
en

sated
 

fo
r 

an
y
 

lo
ss 

o
f 

p
ro

p
erty

 v
alu

e w
h
ich

 is a resu
lt o

f 

 It 
w

o
u

ld
 

b
e 

d
ifficu

lt 
to

 
if 

n
o
t 

im
p
o
ssib

le to
 acco

u
n

t fo
r all co

sts 

an
d
 

b
en

efits 
asso

ciated
 

w
ith

 

 
T

h
is 

o
p
tio

n
 

is 
n

o
t 

co
n

sid
ered

 
feasib

le. 

H
o

w
ev

er, 
th

e 
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6
 

  
O

p
tio

n
 D

escrip
tio

n
 

P
ro

s 
C

o
n

s 
O

b
serv

a
tio

n
s 

p
ro

v
id

in
g
 

co
m

p
en

satio
n

 
to

 

p
ro

p
erty

 o
w

n
ers w

h
o
 w

o
u
ld

 

b
e 

affected
 

b
y
 

red
u

ced
 

p
ro

p
erty

 v
alu

es as a resu
lt o

f 

in
creasin

g
 

m
in

im
u

m
 

p
arcel 

sizes. 
T

h
is 

is 
b

ased
 

o
n

 
th

e 

p
rem

ise th
at th

e co
m

m
u

n
ity

 

at 
larg

e 
b

en
efits 

fro
m

 

red
u
cin

g
 

th
e 

su
b

d
iv

isio
n
 

p
o
ten

tial 
o

f 
lan

d
s 

lo
cated

 

o
u
tsid

e th
e G

C
B

. 

in
creases to

 m
in

im
u

m
 p

arcel sizes. 

 
H

elp
s 

red
u
ce 

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t 

p
o
ten

tial 
an

d
 

ach
iev

e 
th

e 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 v
isio

n
.  

 
D

istrib
u
tes 

th
e 

co
sts 

o
f 

red
u
ced

 

d
ev

elo
p
m

en
t p

o
ten

tial ev
en

ly
. 

in
creasin

g
 

th
e 

m
in

im
u

m
 

p
arcel 

size. 

 In
 th

e ab
sen

ce o
f sig

n
ifican

t g
ran

t 

fu
n
d
in

g
, 

th
is 

ap
p

ro
ach

 
is 

co
st 

p
ro

h
ib

itiv
e 

fo
r 

th
e 

tax
 

p
ay

ers 
in

 

E
lecto

ral A
rea 'A

' w
h

o
 w

o
u

ld
 h

av
e 

to
 fu

n
d
 th

is o
p
tio

n
. 

 T
h
e 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 
w

o
u

ld
 

n
o

t 
h

av
e 

access to
 an

y
 ad

d
itio

n
al lan

d
 

 T
h
e 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 
w

o
u

ld
 
b

e 
p

ay
in

g
 

fo
r a rig

h
t th

at d
o

es n
o

t ex
ist (i.e 

rig
h
t 

to
 

d
ev

elo
p
/su

b
d

iv
id

e 
an

d
 

p
ro

fit fro
m

 lan
d

) 

 C
o
n
tin

u
e 

to
 

b
e 

in
elig

ib
le 

fo
r 

co
m

m
u
n
ity

 serv
icin

g
 g

ran
ts. 

 

tran
sfer 

o
f 

d
ev

elo
p

m
en

t cred
its 

o
p

tio
n

 
sh

ares 
so

m
e 

sim
ilar 

ch
aracteristics.  

 
T

h
is 

ap
p

ro
ach

 
m

ay
 

w
o

rk
 

fo
r 

larg
e 

p
arcels 

th
at 

th
e 

co
m

m
u

n
ity

 
v
alu

es 

fo
r 

o
th

er 
p

u
rp

o
ses 

su
ch

 
as 

p
ark

, 

aq
u

ifer 
p

ro
tectio

n
, 

etc. 

9
 

C
lu

stered
 D

ev
elo

p
m

en
t 

 T
h
is 

o
p

tio
n
 

en
co

u
rag

es 

su
b
d
iv

isio
n

 to
 o

ccu
r w

ith
in

 a 

sm
aller 

fo
o
tp

rin
t. 

A
 
d
en

sity
 

n
eu

tral 
ap

p
ro

ach
 

w
o

u
ld

 
b

e 

tak
en

. 
F

o
r 

ex
am

p
le, 

if 
th

e 

cu
rren

t 
zo

n
in

g
 

su
p

p
o

rts 
th

e 

creatio
n
 o

f  fiv
e 2

.0
 h

a lo
ts, 

th
e 

O
C

P
 

co
u

ld
 

su
p

p
o
rt 

an
 

eq
u
al n

u
m

b
er o

f lo
ts w

ith
in

 

a slam
m

er fo
o

tp
rin

t su
ch

 as 

fo
u
r 1
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Electoral Area 'A' Official Community Plan Review 

A Shared Community Vision 
 

After two years of work and significant community effort, the RDN is seeking your input on the draft 
Electoral Area A Official Community Plan. The draft is available on the project website at 
www.asharedcommunityvision.ca and hardcopies may be requested by contacting our office at the 
number below.  
 
The draft will be presented at three Open Houses scheduled as follows: 
 

Electoral Area A Official Community Plan Review  
Open House Schedule Fall 2010 

Date Time Location  

Saturday, 
September 11th 

10am - 4pm Cranberry Community Hall 1555 Morden Road (South Wellington)  

Monday,  
September 20th 

3pm - 9pm Cedar Community Hall, 2388 Cedar Road  

Wednesday,  
September 22nd 

3pm - 9pm Western Maritime Institute 3519 Hallberg Road (Cassidy)  

 
Please direct any questions, comments, or ideas with respect to the draft OCP to the RDN Planning 
Department by email to areaaocpreview@rdn.bc.ca or by calling (250) 390-6510. RDN planning staff 
are available during regular business hours to discuss the draft Plan and to answer any questions 
you may have.  
 
Following the Open Houses, the draft Plan will be amended in response to the comments received. 
Once amended, the next step in the process is to proceed to the Regional Board to begin the 
adoption process for the draft Electoral Area A Official Community Plan. 
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