
 

 

INFRASTRUCTURE SERVICES COMMITTEE 

Thursday April 3, 2014 
SCRD Board Room, 1975 Field Road, Sechelt, BC 

AGENDA 

CALL TO ORDER 1:30 p.m. 

AGENDA 

1. Adoption of the Agenda. 

REPORTS 

2.  Manager of Waste Reduction and Recovery and Treasurer 
Pender Harbour Transfer Station and Resource Recovery – 
Construction Capital Funding Options 
 

Annex A 
pp 1 – 12   
 

3.  Manager of Transit and Fleet 
Funding Ports  
 

Annex B  
pp 13 – 14  

4.  Environmental Technician and Sustainability & Education Coordinator 
Drought Management Plan 
 

Annex C 
pp 15 – 32  

 
5.  Environmental Technician 

Water Sustainability Act – Water Pricing Principles 
 

Annex D 
pp 33 – 41  

6.  Corporate Energy Manager 
Fleet / Maintenance Facility Energy Efficiency  
 

Annex E 
pp 42  

 
7.  Administrative Assistant 

Monthly Report for March, 2014 
 

Annex F 
pp 43 – 44  

 
8.  Transportation Advisory Committee Minutes of March 3, 2014 Annex G 

pp 45 – 51  

COMMUNICATIONS 

9.  COF  Excellence in Water Stewardship Award - shíshálh Nation’s 
Strategic Land Use Plan 

Annex H 
pp 52 

IN CAMERA 
 
That the public be excluded from attendance at the meeting in accordance with section 90(1) 
(a) of the Community Charter “personal information about an identifiable individual who holds 
or is being considered for a position as an officer, employee or agent of the municipality or 
another position appointed by the municipality; and (k) “negotiations and related discussions 
respecting the proposed provision of a municipal service...”  

 

ADJOURNMENT        
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE:  March 20, 2014 
TO:  Infrastructure Services Committee – April 3, 2014 

FROM: Jeremy Valeriote, Manager, Waste Reduction and Recovery 

  Tina Perreault, Treasurer 

RE: PENDER HARBOUR TRANSFER STATION AND RESOURCE RECOVERY –  
CONSTRUCTION CAPITAL FUNDING OPTIONS 

 

RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the Manager of Waste Reduction and Recovery’s report ‘Pender Harbour Transfer 
Station and Resource Recovery – Funding Options’ be received; 
 
AND THAT the transfer station and resource recovery centre sites and funding models be 
separated;  
 
AND THAT the SCRD borrow up to $200,000 over 5 years from Liability Under Agreement, 
to be repaid from tipping fees under the existing base budget, for transfer station capital 
costs;  
 
AND THAT staff proceed with detailed design and tender for construction of the transfer 
station in 2014; 
 
AND THAT a decision on capital funding for a new resource recovery centre site, to be 
repaid from taxation, be deferred to the 2015 budget.  
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The SCRD’s Solid Waste Management Plan (SWMP) adopted in September 2011 indicates 
conversion of the Pender Harbour landfill to a transfer station, while continuing to offer resource 
recovery services.  Discharge of waste to the landfill must cease by the end of 2014 as a 
condition of provincial approval of the SWMP. 
 
The results of a 2011 multi-stakeholder conceptual design workshop concluded that a resource 
recovery facility should be located at the landfill site along with a transfer station for bulky landfill 
diversion materials and residual waste.  Staff are in discussions with the existing bottle and 
recycling depot contractor GRIPS (selected through the 2013 Request for Information process) 
to continue to provide resource recovery services, with the understanding that the operation will 
move from its current site to a new location at the landfill site once constructed. 
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DISCUSSION 
 
A high-level cost comparison (Attachment A) was completed by the SCRD’s landfill engineering 
consultant for three different options associated with the Pender Harbour transfer station and 
resource recovery centre.   
 
The comparison indicates that the most cost-effective option is to separate the transfer station 
and resource recovery centre into two sites: 

1. renovation of the existing landfill dropoff area into a transfer station; and, 

2. construction of a new resource recovery centre on a separate SCRD lease area about 
800m south of the landfill site, near the landfill access road intersection with Garden Bay 
Road.  

 
The comparison supports general feedback that siting both operations at the landfill site would 
be challenging due to space constraints and resulting traffic flow issues, and cost of weigh scale 
relocation and earthworks required for site and foundation preparation. 
 
Two sites separated by 800m of landfill access road still meet the required resource recovery 
attributes of accessibility and flow-through design, although co-location is not perfectly 
achieved.    
 
Separation of the two sites also allows for continued separation of capital and operational 
funding models: 
 

• the transfer station would be funded from tipping fees; as previously reported, savings in 
operating costs are expected to fund capital loan repayment for the transfer station over 
5 years under the existing base budget.  

• the resource recovery centre would be funded from taxation under the Regional Solid 
Waste function; staff propose that design and consultation work continue in 2014, but 
that a decision on capital funding be deferred until the taxation requirement can be 
further defined with a detailed design cost estimate and better understanding of the 
impacts of MMBC and resource recovery operating contracts on annual operating costs. 

 
TRANSFER STATION CAPITAL FUNDING OPTIONS 
 
The lead time required to secure funding for transfer station construction is dependent on the 
funding instrument selected.  Options and associated timelines for funding capital costs for 
detailed design, tender, construction and construction management are listed below. 
 
Option 1: Liability Under Agreement (LUA) 
 
One option for funding is a Liability or Loan Under Agreement.  The Municipal Finance Authority 
(MFA) has clearly outlined the legislation and process for securing an LUA as follows: 
 
“The MFA makes available short term loans (maximum 5 year terms) under section 819 of the 
Local Government Act (Sec. 175 of the Community Charter).  These loans must be of a capital 
nature and cannot be transferred to debenture or long term debt. The board must pass a 
resolution authorizing the debt for the project and specifying the principal repayment terms. Part 
of the application for a loan under this section includes the MFA receiving applicable Board 
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reports discussing the project and a certificate of the finance officer certifying that they have 
read and understood this section of the Local Government Act (Charter). This type of borrowing 
is not reviewed or approved by the Ministry.” 
 
Currently, the short term variable rate with MFA is 1.72%. The repayment schedule for a loan of 
$200,000 over five years, using 2%, would be $42,150 per year for a total of $210,750. 
 
Option 2: Alternative Approval Process 
 
The purpose of an Alternative Approval Process is to borrow for the capital costs for more than 
the five year limit under the LUA.  A reasonable timeframe to borrow for this type of civil 
infrastructure (lock blocks, earthworks, buildings) based on its projected useful life is at least 10 
years.  The MFA long term rate for a 10 year debenture is currently 3.70%.  The repayment 
schedule for a loan of $200,000 over 10 years, using 3.7%, would be $24,100 per year for a 
total of $241,000.  
 
For comparison, the repayment schedule for $260,000 (conceptual cost estimate for the 
resource recovery centre on a separate site) over 10 years, is $31,300 per year for a total of 
$313,000. 
 
An Alternative Approval Process would be regional and would take about three to four (3-4) 
months to complete, depending on staff capacity.  Conducting an AAP during the summer is 
challenging as electors are often away or focused on other matters.  Staff capacity will be 
limited in the fall due to election administration, so this process would need to be initiated as 
soon as possible.  The AAP borrowing amount would then need to be based on the provisional 
transfer station cost estimate of $200,000, as it would be defined prior to detailed design and 
tender. 
 
Given the timing and work to be completed, decisions will need to be made quickly if the Board 
wishes to pursue this option. 
 
The following steps would be required for an AAP: 

• Draft Loan Authorization Bylaw  
 Bylaw must receive 3 readings and be approved by the Inspector of Municipalities 

prior to commencing AAP (3-6 week turnaround time) 
• Public notification (requires preparation of voters lists, forms, information package, 

statutory advertising for 2 consecutive weeks, website updates, managing public 
inquiries and elector responses) (6 weeks) 

• Report on results of AAP 
• Adopting of Loan Authorization Bylaw (if less than required number of elector responses 

submitted) 
 
The amount of staff time required would depend on the level of elector response.  Given our 
past experience with matters related to solid waste, it would be reasonable to expect a high 
level of community interest.  Legislative Services staff would address elector response forms 
and inquiries about process.  Solid Waste staff would address technical inquiries.  The 
estimated cost of an AAP, to be charged to Regional Solid Waste function, would be about 
$7,000. 
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Methods of Recovery 
 
The initial financial analysis of the Pender Harbour Transfer Station and Resource Recovery 
impacts was done in 2008.  At that time, it was assumed debt payments would be recovered 
through tipping fees, but other sources such as taxation may be required.  Recent analysis 
estimates a $50,000 reduction in operating costs by moving from landfill to transfer station 
operations, conditional on a number of cost factors to be determined as the new transfer station 
nears operational status.  The estimated reduction in operating costs would cover the transfer 
station capital debt payments presented above, but not the resource recovery centre capital 
debt payments; more information on landfill funding requirements will be forthcoming later in 
2014. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Given the expected useful life of the proposed transfer station and the expected reduction in 
operating costs in shifting from landfill to transfer station, a 5-year amortization for transfer 
station capital costs is reasonable.  Staff recommend that transfer station construction capital 
costs be funded through Liability under Agreement over 5 years. 
 
Staff also recommend that a decision on how to fund resource recovery centre capital costs be 
deferred until the taxation requirement can be better defined with detailed design work, and 
evaluation of changes to the regional recycling budget in 2014. 
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March 24, 2014 XCG File No. 4-2111-02-09 

 

Mr. Jeremy Valeriote, P.Eng. 
Sunshine Coast Regional District 
1975 Field Road 
Sechelt, British Columbia  V0N 3A1 

Re: Pender Harbour Transfer Station Options – Cost Comparison  
Dear Mr. Valeriote: 

XCG Consultants Ltd. (XCG) is pleased to provide the following letter to the Sunshine 
Coast Regional District (SCRD) comparing capital costs for the construction of different 
transfer station facilities at Pender Harbour.  

XCG understands that the SCRD is interested in comparing high level capital cost 
estimates for the construction of the following three transfer station facility options: 

• Option 1: Resource Recovery Centre and Transfer Station located at Pender Harbour 
Landfill; 

• Option 2: Resource Recovery Centre located at SCRD leased property (north of the 
intersection of Garden Bay Road and Pender Harbour Landfill Site Road); and 

• Option 3: Transfer Station located at the Pender Harbour Landfill. 

Conceptual facility layouts were prepared for the above three options in order to provide 
a basis for the capital costs provided herein (Figures 1 to 3).  

OPTION 1 
Option 1 includes a Resource Recovery Centre and Transfer Station located at the Pender 
Harbour Landfill. The facility is divided into two areas (Figure 1): 

• Free traffic stream (resource recovery centre) – including bottle depot and all 
recyclables; and 

• Paid traffic stream (transfer station) – including a minimum of ten 40-cubic yard bins 
designated for (at a minimum) municipal solid waste, wood, brush and yard waste, 
gypsum, roofing material, concrete and brick, tires, and white goods. 

It is noted that Option 1 requires permitting, British Columbia Ministry of the 
Environment (BC MOE) approvals, geotechnical assessment, clearing and grubbing, 
grading, new entrances/exits, temporary scale house and bin area, relocation of the 
existing scale and scale house, demolition of the existing share shed, removal of existing 
stockpiles, construction of new bin area and crush pad, construction of bottle depot, 
construction of recycling area, installation of fencing.  

As indicated in Table 1, construction of Option 1 would result in a capital cost of 
approximately $690,032 (excluding GST). 

Sent via Email: jeremy.valeriote@scrd.ca 

4-2111-02-09/L421110209001.docx 
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 Mr. Jeremy Valeriote, P.Eng. 
 Sunshine Coast Regional District 

 
March 24, 2014 

Page 2 of 2 
 

OPTION 2 
Option 2 includes a Resource Recovery Centre (bottle depot and recycling) located at the 
SCRD leased property situated north of the intersection of Garden Bay Road and Pender 
Harbour Landfill Site Road (Figure 2). 

This property is currently undeveloped, and is zoned Rural Resource 2 (RU-2). The property 
would require rezoning to allow for “landfill, refuse transfer station and recycling depot”  
(I-4). 

It is noted that Option 2 requires rezoning, permitting, BC MOE approvals, surveying, 
geotechnical assessment, clearing and grubbing, grading, new entrances/exits, construction of 
bottle depot, construction of recycling area, and fencing. 

As indicated in Table 1, construction of Option 2 would result in a capital cost of 
approximately $258,835 (excluding GST). 

OPTION 3 
Option 3 includes a Transfer Station located at the Pender Harbour Landfill (Figure 3). The 
Transfer Station includes a minimum of six 40-cubic yard bins and various stockpile areas 
for (at a minimum) municipal solid waste, wood, brush and yard waste, gypsum, roofing 
material, concrete and brick, tires, and white goods. 

It is noted that Option 3 requires permitting, BC MOE approvals, new entrance, temporary 
bin area, stockpile relocation, construction of bin area and crush pad, and fencing. 

As indicated in Table 1, construction of Option 3 would result in a capital cost of 
approximately $194,777 (excluding GST). 

CLOSING 
Should you have any questions or require additional information, please do not hesitate to 
contact us. 

Yours very truly, 

XCG CONSULTANTS LTD. 

DRAFT 
Elisabeth Mance, M.Sc., P. Eng. 
Project Manager 

DRAFT 
Michel Lefebvre, M.Sc., P.Eng. 
Senior Project Manager 

Attachments: Table 
  Figures 

 

4-2111-02-09/L421110209001.docx 

Draf
t

6



  
  

 

 
ATTACHMENTS 

 

TABLE 
  

4-2111-02-09/L421110209001.docx 

Draf
t

7



Sechelt, British Columbia

 4-2111-01-29/L421110209001tbls.xls

Table 1   Cost Comparison

Option 1: Resource 
Recovery Centre and 

Transfer Station

Option 2: Resource 
Recovery Centre Option 3: Transfer Station

Administration and Execution 
Requirements

Bonds, Insurance, Mobilization, Demobilization, Temporary Controls, and Closeout 
(15%) $56,235 $11,965 $18,819

Zoning Zoned I-4 to permit "landfill, refuse transfer station and recycling depot" $0 $2,000 $0
Permits Building, demolition, tree clearing, driveway access, etc. $2,000 $4,000 $0
MOE Approvals Approval/permit to operate facility from BC Ministry of the Environment $2,000 $2,000 $2,000
Survey Survey of existing conditions (0.5 metre contours), where this information is 

currently unavailable $2,500 $6,000 $0

Geotechnical Assessment Slope stability, investigation for the presence of fill/waste $3,500 $6,000 $3,500
Clearing and Grubbing Clearing and grubbing of undeveloped areas $5,000 $4,625 $0
Grading of New Areas Grading of undeveloped areas $40,000 $23,500 $0
New Entrance/Exit Includes entrance/exit roads and culverts $15,000 $5,000 $500
Temporary Scale House and 
Electrical Service

Allowance for temporary scale house and electrical service to allow continued solid 
waste services during scale and scale house relocation $15,000 $0 $0

Scale House and Scale Relocation Includes foundations,  scale and scale house relocation and scale calibration $30,000 $0 $0
Preparation of Recycling Area Includes demolition of Share Shed, grading, temporary fencing, and entrance/exit $25,750 $5,000 $0

Establish Temporary Bin Area Move bins temporarily to recycling area to allow for continued solid waste services 
during construction of transfer station area $3,000 $0 $3,000

Fence Perimeter fencing, including double swing gates and man gates (as applicable) $37,400 $21,640 $11,960
Stockpile Removal/Relocation Removal or relocation of existing stockpiles (as applicable) $25,000 $0 $10,000
Transfer Station Includes lock block walls, crush pad, public and contractor access $165,750 $0 $91,500
Transfer Station Set Up Install bins and equipment in transfer station area $3,000 $0 $3,000
Bottle Depot Includes foundation, building, and electrical services $80,000 $100,000 $0

$511,135 $191,730 $144,279
$76,670 $28,759 $21,642

$102,227 $38,346 $28,856
$690,032 $258,835 $194,777

Subtotal
Engineering (15%)
Contingency (20%)

Total (Excluding GST)

Capital Cost

Item Description
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE:  March 26, 2014 
TO:  Infrastructure Services Committee – April 3, 2014 
FROM: Rob Williams, Manager of Transit and Fleet 

RE: 2015 Ports [345] Funding  

 

RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the Manager of Transit and Fleets’ report titled “2015 Ports [345] Funding” 
be received for information; 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The SCRD Board adopted the following resolution at their regular March 13, 2014 meeting: 

 

164/14  Recommendation No. 1  Funding Ports 

 
THAT a report on the means of mitigating financial contributions to the 
ports function from Areas D & E be brought forward to the April 
Infrastructure Services Committee. 

 
DISCUSSION 
 
Previous Board discussions on Ports cost controls and funding have indicated a preference to 
only fund operation and maintenance of the existing docks and not support service 
enhancements, however the Board has not formalized this direction by policy resolution.  The 
current operation and 2014 Ports Budget reflect this direction.     
 
There has been ongoing concerns from staff, elected officials, and general stakeholders 
regarding the overall management, financial situation, and direction of the Ports Function [345].  
A budget proposal was brought forward to the Round 1 Budget meeting requesting funds to 
update the Ports Business Plan in order to help address these issues and provide a strategic 
plan for the future management of the Ports Function [345]; the Board resolved at their February 
27, 2014 meeting to defer this project until 2015.  However, the funding issue is still a priority for 
Electoral Area Directors D & E who requested further discussion on the current ports funding 
model with the goal of implementing cost controls to ensure their financial contributions are 
minimized.   
 
Possible alternate funding model options could include fixed apportionment of budget or set 
annual contribution by each funding partner, establish separate service functions, or create a 
new funding calculation based on various factors i.e. (property assessment, population, number 
of ports in each area, etc.).   
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Staff Report to Corporate and administrative Services Committee Page 2 of 2 
Regarding 2015 Ports Funding Options 
 
 
The Ports service was established by Bylaw No. 1038, which states that the annual cost of 
providing the service shall be recovered by: 
 

(a) a property value tax to be levied on the net taxable value of land and 
improvements; and 

 
(b) the imposition of fees and other charges. 

 
Any change to the apportionment of costs would necessitate an amendment to the establishing 
bylaw which would require, at a minimum, the written consent of 2/3 of the participants and the 
approval of the Inspector of Municipalities.  If the change was a significant departure from what 
was contemplated when the service was established, the Minister could order that an elector 
approval process be undertaken. 
 
Ministry staff have previously advised that while apportionment could be based on percentages 
or population, etc., the method chosen should be clearly defined (transparent), defensible (using 
some reasonable statistics) and agreed to by the participants. 
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE:  March 13, 2014 
TO:  SCRD Infrastructure Services Committee - April 3, 2014 

FROM: Beth Brooks, Environmental Technician 

 Julie Clark, Sustainability and Education Coordinator 

RE:  DROUGHT MANAGEMENT PLAN UPDATE  

 

RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the report Drought Management Plan Update be received for information; 
AND THAT the updated Drought Management Plan be adopted; 
AND THAT bylaws No. 422 Water Rates and Regulations and No. 638 Bylaw Enforcement 
Notification be amended to reflect the update. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
A Drought Management Plan (DMP) is a technical guide that provides direction for managing 
water supply during times of supply challenges or seasonal droughts.  The Sunshine Coast 
Regional District’s Drought Management Plan (DMP) was originally created in 2003 for the 
Regional Water Supply System served by Chapman Creek. 
 
Changes to the DMP are necessary in order to: 
 

• Incorporate the lessons learned from the summer drought conditions of 2012 and 2013, 
which provided the first opportunity to put the SCRD’s Drought Management Plan into 
action; 

• Recognize that climate variability and global climate change is predicted to place 
significant stress on regional water supplies in the future; 

• Include all SCRD water systems in the plan; and 
• Ensure that the DMP is consistent with current policy-level plans, including the Regional 

Sustainability Plan, and the Comprehensive Regional Water Plan.  
 
A public survey was conducted by the SCRD during spring and summer months of 2013 in 
order to inform some of the changes to the Drought Management Plan.  The survey objectives 
and corresponding response themes are summarized in the table below, based on the 312 
submitted surveys. 
 
Changes to the DMP were also informed by feedback collected from staff at the Town of 
Gibsons, District of Sechelt, Sechelt Indian Government District, North Pender Water Advisory 
Committee and South Pender Water Advisory Committee. SCRD staff has worked with staff at 
each of the organizations above, to ensure DMP updates can be implemented in collaboration. 
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Survey Objectives: Survey Response Themes 
Gauge the level of public 
support for more stringent 
water use restrictions 

• Although most people support some form of water use 
restrictions, there is tension between how people want to 
use water for personal convenience and the need to 
ensure adequate drinking water supplies for all. 

 
Determine preferred times 
and days for watering 
schedules 

• Preference for days and times was highly varied. There 
was a high level of support for providing a weekend day 
for both even addresses and odd addresses.  

 
Understand community 
priorities for water use during 
water shortage periods 

• Priority use of water for commercial and personal food 
production/food security; and secondly for landscaping 
(trees, shrubs and flowers) through the dry summer.   
o During the Agriculture Area Plan and 

Comprehensive Regional Water Plan public 
consultation process residents also voiced their 
concern regarding food production and water 
restrictions. 

• Less priority was expressed for lawns, qualified by the 
fact that turf may go dormant during dry spells and will 
revive when the rains come.  

• Some comments allude to priorities already included in 
the 2013 Comprehensive Regional Water Plan, such as 
implementing universal water metering and increasing 
water supply storage.  

 
Assess general water use 
behaviours. 
 

• Responses were generally in favour of enforcement to 
ensure fairness and compliance. 
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DISCUSSION 
 
The following is a summary of 1) content that has been updated in the plan, 2) new content 
added to the plan. See Attachment A for the updated Drought Management Plan  
 
1. Drought Management Plan Updates 
 
The DMP is now applicable to all SCRD water systems, including, North and South Pender 
Harbour water systems, which were not previously included. 
 
Sprinkling Schedule 
 

Stage 1 
Current New 
3 mornings – 7-10 am 3 mornings – 7-9 am 
2 evenings - 7-9 pm 3 evenings - 7-9 pm 
Total hours per week – 13  Total hours per week – 12  
Even days – Tues, Thurs, Sat 
Odd days – Mon, Wed, Fri 

Even days – Tues, Thurs, Sun 
Odd days – Mon, Wed, Sat 

New Exceptions:  
Micro and drip irrigation 
Commercial Operations 
 

Stage 2 
Current  New 
2 evenings – 7-9 pm  2 mornings – 7-9 am  
Total hours per week – 4  Total hours per week - 4  
Even days – Tues, Thurs 
Odd days – Mon, Wed 

Even days – Thurs, Sun 
Odd days – Wed, Sat 

New Exceptions:  
Micro and drip irrigation 
Commercial Operations 
 

Stage 3  
Current  New 
No sprinkling, hand watering only No changes from current DMP 
New Exceptions:  
Micro and drip irrigation 
Commercial Operations – will be contacted to reduce water use 
 

Stage 4  
Current  New 
No watering No changes from current DMP 
New Exceptions: 
None 
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2. New Content 

Commercial Operations and Water Restrictions 
 
A definition for “Commercial Operations” has been added and is as follows, “a business which is 
connected directly or indirectly to the SCRD Water supply and is reliant on that supply as part of 
their primary business product or process; including but not limited to nurseries in which flowers, 
plants, trees or shrubs are grown or displayed for sale; commercial farms (metered); turf farms 
and car washes.” Commercial operations that rely on water are exempted from the residential 
watering restrictions. This addition addresses the concern regarding commercial farms having 
restrictions on irrigating crops  
 
Temporary Lawn Watering Permits 
 
During Stage 1, a person who has installed a new lawn, newly seeded or sodded, may apply to 
the SCRD Water Services department for a Permit which will allow the new lawn to be sprinkled 
outside of the designated sprinkling days, but still within the restricted hours. Permits are valid 
for 21 days and will only be issued during Stage 1. If Stage 2 is implemented during the valid 
permit period the owner or occupier is still permitted to use a sprinkler to the end of their permit.  
The proposed permit fee is $35; the Town of Gibsons currently charges $25 but intends to 
increase their permit fee to match. 
 
3. Required Bylaw Changes: 
 No. 422 Water Rates and Regulations and No. 638 Bylaw Enforcement Notice 
 
The following are the additions and updates required in Bylaw No. 422 and Bylaw No. 638 to 
align with the updated DMP. 
 
New section: Temporary Lawn Watering Permit  
 
The following wording is proposed: 

“Notwithstanding Section 19.1, the Regional Water Authority may, upon request, 
issue a temporary lawn watering Permit upon receipt of an application and payment 
of a fee as set forth in Schedule “B”, “D”, and “E” as applicable. Permits are valid for 
21 days from date of issue. Permit cards can be picked up from the SCRD main 
office at 1975 Field Road at the time of payment, and must be displayed on the 
subject lawn for the duration of their valid period.  Permits will be issued to an Owner 
or Occupier one time only.  No permits will be issued during Stage 2, Stage 3 and 
Stage 4.” 

Wording will be also be added to the fee schedules to enable collection of the fee. This new 
section will be added as an offense to Bylaw No. 638 to enable ticketing for sprinkling without a 
permit outside of designated hours. 
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New section: Wasting Water 
 
Currently wasting water is referred to in Section 21.1 “Increasing Supply of Water”.  In order to 
reduce the amount of water wasted by irrigation systems that run while it rains this section will 
create the requirement of a rain sensor for all irrigation systems. The following wording is 
proposed: 
 

Subsection 1: 
“No person shall waste water, caused by, but not limited to, the damage or deterioration 
of any water using appliance that results in water waste, or use more water than 
required to provide a service or complete a task, or allow an irrigation system to run 
while raining. 
 
Subsection 2: 
“All irrigation systems must include the installation of a rain sensor.  This condition 
applies retroactively to currently installed systems and to all new installations.” 

 
Remove: Section 19.2 
 
Section 19.2 states “No dwelling unit shall have more than one (1) sprinkler in use at any given 
time during the hours allotted for sprinkling”. Multiple head irrigation systems cannot comply with 
this section and thus cannot be enforced. This section will also be removed from Bylaw No. 638. 
 
Add Section 21.1 to Bylaw No. 638. 
 
Adding Section 21.1 to the BEN system will enable ticketing for this offense. 
 

Section and 21.1 Increasing Supply of Water.  
“No person being an owner, occupant, tenant or inmate of any house supplied with water 
by the Regional District; shall increase the supply of water beyond that fixed by the 
rating of the premises, or shall wrongfully, negligently or improperly waste any water.” 

 
Update Bylaw No. 638: Fine Increases for Watering Infractions  
 
The following table outlines the proposed fine increases. One warning will still be given; multiple 
infractions at one residence or business will now result in increasing fine amounts. The offenses 
are documented per calendar year.  
 

 

 
  

Current New 

Warning Warning 
$50 fine  $50 for 1st offense  
  $100 for 2nd offense  

  $200 for 3rd offense 
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NEXT STEPS 
 
A communications and engagement plan will be implemented upon the adoption of the updated 
Drought Management Plan in order to inform all water users. 
 
Bylaws No. 422 and No. 638 will be amended to reflect the changes as presented in this report 
and brought to a future Committee meeting for adoption.  
 
 
Attachment A– Updated Drought Management Plan 
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1.0  Introduction 

The SCRD’s Drought Management Plan is the primary tool for minimizing impacts 
to water supplies caused by summer drought or unforeseen water shortage 
situations.  The Plan prescribes water use restrictions leading up to, during, and 
following periods of drought, with an emphasis on curbing outdoor water use.  
Restrictions follow four stages, reflecting the level of risk of a water shortage.  A 
detailed communications plan is implemented at each stage in order to reduce 
water consumption by changing behaviour.  
 

2.0 Purpose 
The purpose of the Drought Management Plan is to manage demand for drinking 
water during the summer months or during other unforeseen water shortage 
situations such as emergencies or major service disruptions. A Drought 
Management Plan is necessary in order to:   

•  Ensure drinking water can be delivered to all users during summer months 
when rainfall levels are lowest and demand for water is highest.    

• Guide local behaviour change to reduce the outdoor use of potable water 
• Ensure adequate water and pressure is maintained for fire protection during 

peak use periods.   
• Ensure  water sources continue to support fish and ecosystem functions. 
• Be prepared for further uncertainties associated with climate change 

including increasing severity and frequency of drought situations. 
 

3.0   Definitions    
• “Commercial Operation” means a business which is connected directly or 

indirectly to the SCRD Water supply and is reliant on that supply as part of 
their primary business product or process; including, but not limited to 
nurseries in which flowers, plants, trees or shrubs are grown or displayed for 
sale; commercial farms (metered); turf farms and car washes.   

• “Drought” is a recurrent feature of climate involving a deficiency of 
precipitation over an extended period of time, resulting in a water shortage 
for activities, communities or aquatic ecosystems. Locally, drought may be 
caused by combinations of insufficient snow accumulation, hot and dry 
weather, or a delay in rainfall.   

• “General Manager” means the General Manager of Infrastructure Services, 
or designate. 

• “Micro-irrigation or Drip-irrigation System” means a system using irrigation 
components which consume less than 20 gallons per hour and operate at 
less than 25 psi to deliver Water to the root zone of the plant material being 
irrigated. 

• “Permit” means a Permit issued under Section 10 of this Plan.  
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• “Person” means and shall include not only an individual, but also a 
corporation, firm or partnership. 

• "Public Sector Entity" means federal and provincial government agencies, 
municipalities, school districts, universities, colleges and other schools.  

• "Sprinkler" means a hose-connected or other sprinkler system, including 
automatic in-ground systems and weeper/soaker hoses, but excludes a 
Micro-irrigation or Drip-irrigation System (see definition above).  

• "Stage" means the Stages 1, 2, 3 and 4 of Water Use Restrictions 
prescribed by Section 6 of this Plan. 

o “Stage 1” water supply conditions shall also be known as Normal. 
o “Stage 2” water supply conditions shall also be known as Moderate. 
o “Stage 3” water supply conditions shall also be known as Acute. 
o “Stage 4” water supply conditions shall also be known as Severe. 

• "Water" means water supplied by the SCRD to an Owner or Occupier of a 
property.  (“Owner” and “Occupier” have the same definitions as in the 
Community Charter). 

• "Water Use Restrictions" means the restrictions on water use prescribed by 
Section 6 of this Plan. 
 

4.0  Applicability 
Based on local conditions, and as determined by the General Manager, any stage 
of Water Use Restrictions may apply to any SCRD water supply system, at any 
given time. 
 
Water Use Restrictions as set out herein are applicable to all water users serviced 
by SCRD water, and to the use of any water supplies that have been mixed with 
any amount of SCRD water. 
 
Water Use Restrictions do not apply to the use of private well water, rain water, grey 
water, any forms of recycled water, or other sources of water outside of the SCRD 
water supply system,   although, other water supply systems may choose to adopt the 
SCRD Water Use Restrictions.   
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5.0  Determining Stage Restrictions 

Stage 1 Water Use Restrictions are in effect from May 1 to September 30, unless 
otherwise directed by the General Manager.  Decisions about which Stage to 
implement are based on a set of criteria and guidelines used to assess the risk of 
drought or water shortage and trigger the appropriate stage of Water Use 
Restrictions.  In making a determination to increase the restrictions to Stages 2, 3 
or 4 the General Manager will consider the following: 

i. Time of year and typical seasonal trends 
ii. Snow pack assessments and snowmelt forecasts 
iii. Storage volume of water sources and draw down rates 
iv. Stream flows and monitoring data 
v. Weather, recent conditions and forecasts 
vi. Water usage, recent consumption and trends 
vii. Water supply system performance 

 
Any stage of Water Use Restrictions may be declared or delayed at any time or in 
any order, as the General Manager deems necessary. Extenuating circumstances 
include but are not limited to: 

• Unusual weather conditions 
• Supply disruption  
• Excessive water consumption 
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6.0 Water Use Restrictions  
 

6.1 STAGE 1 - Water Supply Conditions: “Normal” 
 
The following water use restrictions for Stage 1 are in effect from May 1 to 
September 30 each year, unless otherwise determined by the General Manager.   
During Stage 1 a person may 

a) use a sprinkler to water a lawn, trees, shrubs, flowers or vegetables only 
during the following scheduled times:  
i. on a property with an even numbered address on Tuesday, Thursday 

and Sunday between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. 
and 9:00 p.m.; and  

ii. on a property with an odd numbered address on Monday, Wednesday 
and Saturday between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. and 7:00 
p.m. and 9:00 p.m. 

 
b) at any time water trees, shrubs, flowers and vegetables by hose equipped 

with a spray-trigger nozzle, or a hand-held container; 
 

c) under the authority of a Permit, water a newly seeded or sodded 
(unestablished) lawn upon installation and any day during the following 21 
day period.  Permits shall be displayed on the lawn; 

 
d) at any time use water to wash a vehicle or boat, but must use a hose 

equipped with a spray-trigger nozzle, or a hand-held container;  
 

e) at any time use water to wash sidewalks and driveways, windows or exterior 
building surfaces, but must use a hose equipped with a spray-trigger nozzle, 
or a hand-held container; and 

 
f) at any time use water to fill a swimming pool, spa, garden pond, or 

decorative fountain. 
 
Exceptions 
• Sprinkling of public sports fields, public swimming pool maintenance and 

operation of public water parks are under a separate schedule.  Public 
sector sprinkling of other landscaped areas and ornamental gardens 
shall follow the same schedule as in Section 6.1 (a).   

• Commercial operations which rely on SCRD water and are currently, or 
are scheduled to be, metered for water use.    Commercial sprinkling of 
landscaped areas, including lawns, trees, shrubs, flowers, shall follow 
the same schedule as in Section 6.1 (a).   
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• Micro-irrigation or drip-irrigation systems are not restricted during Stage 
1, however water waste resulting from damaged equipment or over 
watering is a ticketable offense.    

 
Enforcement Approach 
First time offenders will receive a warning.  If an owner or occupier of a premise 
has received a warning at any time in the past, fines during Stage 1 will be 
issued as follows:  
 
First offense - $50; Second offense - $100; Third offense - $200. 

 
6.2 STAGE 2 - Water Supply Conditions: “Moderate” 

 
During Stage 2, a person may: 
 

a) use a sprinkler to water a lawn, trees, shrubs, flowers or vegetables only 
during the following scheduled times:  
iii. on a property with an even numbered address on Thursday and Sunday 

between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m.; and  
iv. on a property with an odd numbered address on Wednesday and 

Saturday between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. 
 

b) at any time water trees, shrubs, flowers and vegetables by hose equipped 
with a spray-trigger nozzle, or a hand-held container; 
 

c) under the authority of an existing Permit issued under Stage 1, continue to 
water a recently seeded or sodded (unestablished) lawn any day during the 
valid period of the Permit.  No new Permits will be issued during Stage 2; 

 
d) at any time use water to wash a vehicle or boat, but must use a hose 

equipped with a spray-trigger nozzle, or a hand-held container; 
 

e) not; 
i. use water to wash sidewalks, driveways or parking lots, or exterior 

windows or building surfaces, except as necessary for applying a 
product such as paint, preservative and stucco, preparing a surface prior 
to paving or repointing bricks, or if required by law to comply with health 
or safety regulations. 
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Exceptions 
• Sprinkling of public sports fields, public swimming pool maintenance and 

operation of public water parks are under a separate schedule, to avoid 
heavy water use during designated residential sprinkling times  

• Commercial operations which rely on SCRD water and are currently, or 
are scheduled to be, metered for water use.  Commercial sprinkling of 
landscaped areas, including lawns, trees, shrubs, flowers, shall follow 
the same schedule as in Section 6.1 (a). 

• Micro-irrigation or drip-irrigation systems are not restricted during Stage 
2, however water waste resulting from damaged equipment or over 
watering is a ticketable offense. 
 

Enforcement Approach 
First time offenders will receive a warning.  If an owner or occupier of a premise 
has received a warning at any time in the past, fines during Stage 2 will be 
issued as follows:  
 
First offense - $100; Second offense - $200; Third offense - $300. 

 
6.3 STAGE 3 - Water Supply Conditions: “Acute” 
 
During Stage 3, a person may: 

 
a) water trees, shrubs, flowers or vegetables by hand-held container only;  

 
b) not use a sprinkler to water a lawn, including newly seeded or sodded 

lawns, trees, shrubs, flowers or vegetables, at any time; 
 

c) not use a hose to wash sidewalks, driveways or parking lots, or exterior 
windows or building surfaces, at any time; 
 

d) not use a hose to wash a vehicle, boat or equipment; and 
 

e) not use water to fill a swimming pool, spa, garden pond, or decorative 
fountain.  

 

Exceptions 
• Commercial operations will be contacted by SCRD staff to reduce their 

water use. 
• Micro-irrigation or drip-irrigation systems are not restricted during Stage 3, 

however water waste resulting from damaged equipment or over watering is 
a ticketable offense.   
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Enforcement Approach 
First time offenders will receive a warning.  If an owner or occupier of a premise 
has received a warning at any time in the current calendar year, fines for an 
offense during Stage 3 will be $300. 

 
6.4 STAGE 4 - Water Supply Conditions: “Severe” 
 
During Stage 4, all outdoor water use is banned, unless otherwise determined by the 
General Manager.   Main line water pressures will also be reduced where possible. 
  

Enforcement Approach 
First time offenders will receive a warning.  If an owner or occupier of a premise 
has received a warning at any time in the current calendar year, fines for an 
offense during Stage 4 will be $300.  

 
7.0 Vacant Land 

 
On vacant land where an address number does not exist, the water use restrictions for 
that property will match those of the abutting, same side of road, properties.   

 
8.0   Communications   

 
Water shortage can result in economic and social hardship.  It is therefore critical 
to ensure timely communications with water users and relevant government 
agencies.  Detailed communications plans exist for each Stage.   
Water shortages can be actively reduced by effective communications and 
engagement with water users.  The communications plans associated with each of the 
stages are critical tools to be utilized early, monitored and adjusted as needed. 

 
9.0 Permits 
 

During Stage 1, a person who has installed a new lawn, either newly seeded or 
sodded, may apply to the SCRD Water Services department, for a Permit, which 
will allow the new lawn to be sprinkled with water outside of the designated 
sprinkling days, but still within the restricted hours described in Section 6.   
Sprinkling may occur upon installation and any day during the following 21 day 
period under Stage 1 or 2.   
The SCRD Water Services department shall issue a Permit upon payment of a fee 
as determined by Bylaw No. 422 Schedule B, D, and E. Permit cards can be 
picked up from the SCRD main office at 1975 Field Road at the time of payment, 
and must be displayed on the lawn for the duration of their valid period.  Permits 
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will be issued to an owner or occupier one time only.  No permits will be issued 
during Stage 2, Stage 3 and Stage 4. 
 

10.0   Waste of water 
 

Notwithstanding the Water Use Restrictions prescribed in Section 6, no person 
shall at any time waste water, caused by, but not limited to, the damage or 
deterioration of any sprinkler, micro-irrigation or drip-irrigation system, or plumbing 
fixture that results in water waste, or use more water than required to provide a 
service or complete a task, including over watering plants or lawns, and allowing a 
tap or hose to run unnecessarily.  This is consistent with the Water Rates and 
Regulations Bylaw 422 and is enforceable. 

 
11.0  Enforcement  
 

The water use restrictions contained herein are enforced by of the Water Rates 
and Regulations Bylaw No. 422.  Fines range from $50 to $300.  Patrols will be 
stepped up as the Stages progress. 

 
12.0 Schedules 
 

Schedule “A”: Water Use Restrictions  
Schedule "B": Example of Lawn Watering Permit  
Schedule “C”: Summary of Communication Plan 
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Schedule A:  Water Use Restrictions  

  Stage 1 Stage 2 Stage 3 Stage 4 
Water Supply Level Normal Moderate Acute Severe 

Effective Dates: May 1 – Sept 30    

R
ES

ID
EN

TI
A

L 

Sprinkling of lawns, 
trees, shrubs, 
flowers or vegetables 

   
 
NO lawn 
sprinkling 
 
 

 
 
Not 
allowed 
 Even addresses  Tues, Thurs, Sun 

7-9 am and 7-9 pm  
Thurs, Sun 
7-9 am  

Odd addresses Mon, Wed, Sat 
7-9 am and 7-9 pm  

Wed, Sat  
7-9 am  

Unestablished new 
lawns 

By permit only, must 
be displayed on 
lawn. 

As per existing 
permit.  No new 
permits issued. 

 
Not allowed 

Not 
allowed  

Hand watering trees, 
shrubs, flowers and 
vegetables 

OK at any time, 
ONLY with spray-
trigger nozzle. 

OK at any time, 
ONLY with spray-
trigger nozzle. 

By hand-held 
container ONLY 

Not 
allowed 

Washing vehicles or 
boats 

ONLY with spray-
trigger nozzle 

ONLY with spray-
trigger nozzle 

Not allowed Not 
allowed 

Hosing of sidewalks 
and driveways, 
windows or exterior 
building surfaces 

ONLY with spray-
trigger nozzle or 
pressure washer 

Not allowed 
except to 
pressure wash 
surfaces to prep 
for paint, etc., or 
as required by 
law for safety. 

 
Not allowed 

 
Not 
allowed 

Filling swimming 
pools, spas, garden 
ponds, decorative 
fountains 

 
OK 

 
OK 

 
Not allowed 

 
Not 
allowed 

N
O

N
-R

ES
ID

EN
TI

A
L Sprinkling of lawns, 

trees, shrubs, 
flowers or vegetables 

Same as for 
Residential  

Same as for 
Residential  

Same as for 
Residential  

Not 
allowed 

 
Commercial 
Operations 

 
No restrictions 

 
No restrictions. 

Essential uses 
only.  
Will be 
contacted to cut 
back on use. 

 
Not 
allowed 

PU
B

LI
C

 
 

Sprinkling of 
landscaped areas, 
ornamental gardens 

Same as Residential 
schedule 

Same as 
Residential 
schedule 

 
Not allowed  

Not 
allowed 

Sprinkling of sports 
fields, maintaining 
public swimming 
pools, water parks 

 
Separate schedule 

 
Separate 
schedule 

 
Not allowed  

 
Not 
allowed 

Note:  This summary of water use restrictions is intended for convenience.   
Please refer to the Water Use Restrictions in the Plan for details.  
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Schedule B – EXAMPLE Temporary Lawn Watering Permit 
 
 
 Permit No. ___________ 
 
 

SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT 
1975 Field Rd, 

Sechelt, BC V0N3A1 
604-885-6800 

 
TEMPORARY LAWN SPRINKLING PERMIT 

 
Owner / Occupier Name (Please Print): _______________________________________________ 

Company Name (if applicable): _________________________________________________ 

House Address: _________________________________________________ 

Mailing Address: _________________________________________________ 

City/Province: _________________________________________________ 

Postal Code: ___________________ Telephone: ________________ 

Permission for Use: 
This permit is issued in accordance with Sunshine Coast Regional District Bylaw No. 422 to permit 

daily watering of newly seeded or sodded lawns to support their survival during water use restriction 

periods.  

Note: time of day watering restrictions still apply. 

Duration of Use: (21 day maximum) 

Today’s Date: _______________ Permit Expiry Date: _______________ 

Cash register impression constitutes your official receipt. 

Permit Fee: $35.00 

� Applicant (original) 

� Finance Department (copy) 

� Infrastructure - Water Services (Copy) 
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Schedule C - Communications Summary 
 
Stage 1 (Blue) 
Water supply conditions are “Normal” and emphasis is on drought preparedness.  Stage 1 is in effect 
from May 1 to September 30, unless otherwise declared by the General Manager.  

 
Water Conservation Goal:  Prevent water shortage. 
 
Messages:  

• Use water wisely. 
• How we use water now will determine how much we have for the remainder of the 

summer. 

Stage 2 (Yellow) 
Water supply conditions are “Moderate” and emphasis is on preventing a water shortage.  Stage 2 is 
in effect at the time it is declared by the General Manager. 
 

Water Conservation Goal:  Prevent water shortage. 
 
Messages:  

• Diligent water use now ensures adequate supplies later. 

• Please use only what you need. 
• Aim to reduce water use by an extra 20% 

Stage 3 (Orange) 
Water supply conditions are “Acute” and emphasis is on preserving existing supplies.  Stage 3 is in 
effect at the time it is declared by the General Manager. 
 

Water Conservation Goal:  Preserve existing water supplies. 
 
Messages:  

• No cosmetic uses of water. 
• Aim to reduce water use by further 20 - 40%. 

• Help spread the word. 

Stage 4 (Red) 
Water supply conditions are “Severe” and emphasis is on preparing for emergency water supplies.  
Stage 3 is in effect at the time it is declared by the General Manager. 
 

Water Conservation Goal:  Prepare for emergency supplies. 
 

Messages:  
• Ban on all outdoor water use. 

• Aim to reduce water use as much as possible indoors and outdoors. 
• Help spread the word. 
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE:  March 19, 2014 
TO:  SCRD Infrastructure Services Committee - April 3, 2014 

FROM: Beth Brooks, Environmental Technician 

RE:  WATER SUSTAINABILITY ACT – WATER PRICING PRINCIPLES 

 

RECOMMENDATION(S) 
 
THAT the report Water Sustainability Act – Water Pricing Principles be received for 
information; 
AND THAT the SCRD submit the feedback on the Pricing B.C.’s Water document to the 
Ministry of Environment as outlined in this report. 
 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The proposed Water Sustainability Act (WSA) was introduced into Legislature on March 11, 
2014, as per the attached News Release (Attachment A). The Province is now looking for 
feedback on the proposed Water Pricing Principles that will guide the revision of water licence 
pricing. These Principles have been refined from those contained in the Legislative Proposal 
based on the feedback received during the public consultation process.  
 
Process for Water Pricing Review 
 
The following diagram was provided in the Water Pricing Principles document outlining the 
process for the water pricing review (Attachment B). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Water pricing has two costs to consider: an application fee and a rental fee. The application fee 
applies to new licences and the cost is based on the quantity of water requested; the rental fee 
is an annual fee that is paid based on the allocated licence volume.  The total annual rental fee 
cost in 2013 was $12,500. New licensing costs will apply to the five SCRD groundwater well 
systems: Chaster, Soames, Eastbourne, Langdale and Granthams. 
  

o Current pricing 
o WSA goals/policies 
o Program costs 
o Previous public 

engagement 

Pricing 
Principles 

Pricing 
Model 

Review with 
Key User 
Groups 

Fee & 
Rental 

Options 

Gov’t 
Review/ 
Approval 

Update 
Water 

Regulation 
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The SCRD currently holds waterworks licences for the following water sources:  
• Chapman Lake 
• Chapman Creek 
• Edwards Lake 
• Gray Creek 
• Soames Creek, Grantham Spring 
• Dakota Creek 
• McNair Creek 
• Trout Lake 
• Irvine Creek 
• Garden Bay Lake 
• Hotel Lake 
• Haslam Creek, McNeill Lake, Upper Haslam Creek 
• Paq Lake 
• Ruby Lake 
• Waugh Lake 

 
DISCUSSION 
 
The following Principles are included verbatim from the Pricing B.C.’s Water document. 

NOTE: Suggested comments are provided inline as bullets. 
 

Simplicity: The approach and rationale for water pricing should be easy to understand and 
predictable. Individuals and businesses should also know how and when pricing could 
change so they can plan and budget their costs accordingly. 

 
Fairness and equity: Fairness is reflected in surface and groundwater being treated as one 
resource and subject to the same pricing structure.  In addition, similar uses of water 
should be subject to similar pricing.  Equitable pricing should reflect differences in the 
value of water based on the type of right granted, intended use, location or scarcity of the 
resource. 

o The SCRD requests that water pricing costs reflect the greater importance of water 
use for municipal drinking water than the commercial sale of water for drinking 
purposes. 

o The SCRD requests that water pricing costs should reflect raw water quality  
i.e. lower cost for lower quality water 

 
Implications for water users: All British Columbians benefit directly and indirectly from BC’s 
water resources. Pricing of water should distribute the costs of water management across 
users so that the effect on licensees and citizens is reasonable and manageable and 
enables business competiveness. 
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Impact on the water resource: Water pricing should reflect the impact of their intended 
purpose or activity on the resource. For example, water that is consumed and removed 
from the watershed or aquifer should be assessed differently than non-consumptive uses. 

o The SCRD requests that higher pricing should be considered for non-consumptive 
uses that cause a decline in the quality of water returned to the watershed which 
may then pose a cost to other licensees. 

 
Cost recovery: Water pricing should support sustainable water management and generate 
sufficient revenue to recover the costs of managing the water resource. This includes 
science, monitoring, planning and facilitating community involvement, regulation and 
enforcement. Costs to users should also reflect a fair return to the Crown for use of a 
public resource. 

o The SCRD requests that a set portion of the revenue generated from water fees 
are allocated to fund and support the development of Water Sustainability Plans in 
areas with water use conflicts. 

 
Efficiency: Water pricing should motivate users to demand only the amount of water that is 
required for the intended purpose. Pricing should incent the use of non-potable water, 
encourage freshwater conservation, promote innovation and facilitate government’s 
efficient administration and management of the resource. 
 
Food security and public health: Water pricing should recognize the essential contribution 
of water to food security. Food security is a prerequisite for healthy nutrition and 
foundational to human and community health. 
 

SUMMARY 
 

The new pricing structure will increase annual rental costs for the waterworks licences held by 
the SCRD; groundwater, which is not currently regulated, will be an additional cost. 
 
The recommendation is to submit the above highlighted comments to the Ministry of 
Environment in response to the Pricing BC’S Water document.  A general comment will also be 
submitted requesting that municipal/regional drinking water suppliers be included as a Key User 
Group for the review of the Pricing Model (when completed). 
 
 
Attachment A: Pricing B.C’s Water News Release 
Attachment B: Pricing B.C.’s Water document 
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BRITISH
CoLuMBIA

NEWS RELEASE
For Immediate Release Ministry of Environment
2O14ENVOO11-000286
March 11, 2014

Historic new water legislation introduced

VICTORIA— Environment Minister Mary Polak introduced legislation today that will update andreplace B.C.’s century-old Water Act with the new Water Sustainability Act.

Since 2009, the B.C. government has engaged widely, and received suggestions and ideas on an
unprecedented scale and quality. This input from individual British Columbians, First Nationsorganizations and stakeholder groups has helped shape the Water Sustainability Act.

The proposed act will make improvements in seven key areas, to:

• Protect stream health and aquatic environments.
• Consider water in land-use decisions.
• Regulate and protect groundwater.
• Regulate water use during times of scarcity.
• Improve security, water-use efficiency and conservation.
• Measure and report large-scale water use.
• Provide for a range of governance approaches.

The Water Sustairiability Act will be brought into effect in spring 2015, once supporting
regulations are developed and finalized. The B.C. government is also reviewing its approach towater pricing and has released a set of principles that will help inform a new fee and rental
structure to support the new act and sustainable water management.

Quotes:

Minister of Environment Mary Polak —

“Modernizing the Water Act was a key commitment in our election platform, and we have
delivered. The development of the new Water Sustainability Act is a historic achievement. The
actwill respond to current and future pressures on our fresh water — including groundwater —and position B.C. as a leader in water stewardship.”

Minister of Forests, Lands and Natural Resource Operations Steve Thomson —

“The Water Sustainability Act is an important step forward. Given our growing population,
changing climate and expanding development, we must take concrete steps to ensure our
supply of clean fresh water is sustainable. Our generation has a duty and an obligation to bewater stewards today, and for the generations that follow.”

Attachment A
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Mark Angelo, rivers chair, Outdoor Recreation Council of British Columbia —

“The new Water Sustainability Act modernizes the previous, century-old Water Act, which

didn’t reflect today’s norms orvalues,especiallyfrom an environmental perspective. This new

legislation is a welcomed, step forward and will improve our ability to better manage and care

for our rivers, aquifers and water resources in general.”

Bruce Ingimundson, managing director, British Columbia Ground WaterAssociation —

“The B.C. Ground Water Association is very pleased to see the introduction of the Water

SustainabilityAct in the legislature. This landmark event has been anticipated for some time

and we are proud to have been a part of the creation process. The association looks forward to

the subsequent development of regulations to bring the new act into force.”

Paul Kariya, executive director, Clean Energy BC—

“Clean Energy BC commends Minister Polak and the government for introducing legislation to

modernize B.C.’s Water Act. As an industry that has been leading the way in protecting and

monitoring aquatic health, our members support the consideration of environmental flows.”

Learn More:

To learn more about the Water Sustainability Act, including the principles that will inform new

water fees and rentals, please visit: http://engage.gov.bc.ca/watersustainabflitvact/

Media Media Relations

Contact: Ministry of Environment
250 953-3834

Connect with the Province of B.C. at: www.gov.bc.ca/corinect
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Pricing B.C.’s Water         

March 2014

British Columbians consistently rank water as one of the prov-
ince’s most valuable natural assets.  This has been a consistent 
message since 2009 when government began engaging with 
the public on new water legislation. B.C.’s new Water Sustain-
ability Act will bring in a more comprehensive approach to 
managing water now and into the future. 

To implement the new Act and fully realize its benefits, the 
B.C. Government is contemplating changes to water pricing. 
This will likely mean increased costs for surface water users 
and new fees and rentals for large groundwater users.  While 
pricing changes will help improve services, support sustain-
able water management, improve program cost recovery and 
enable new programs and initiatives, any new pricing model 
must be easy to understand and implement. It must also take 
into account the implications for water users and the overall 
benefits to British Columbians.  

The government is taking a transparent approach to making 
changes to water pricing. Before these changes are made, we 
are seeking public feedback on the principles that will shape 
how government develops options for water pricing to sup-
port sustainable water management in B.C. Water rentals as-
sociated with major hydroelectric power generation are linked 
to B.C.’s energy policy and are not part of this water pricing 
review. 

Current approach to pricing water in B.C.
The current pricing structure and rates for water are laid out 
in B.C.’s Water Regulation. There are two components to water 
pricing: a one-time application fee and an annual rental pay-
ment. Water users currently pay fees for a new surface water 
licence application, an amendment to an existing licence, a 
short-term use approval, and an approval to make changes in
and about a stream. Fees and rentals are not  
currently assessed for using groundwater.

On March 11, 2014 the  
British Columbia Govern-
ment introduced, the Water 
Sustainability Act into the Leg-
islature. 
The proposed new Act will 
update and replace the exist-
ing Water Act, and respond to 
current and future pressures 
on water including a growing 
population, a changing cli-
mate and expanding resource 
development. 

Water Sustainability Act

Attachment B
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Application fees are typically based on the 
quantity of water in the licence application 

and the specific purpose of its use.  
Fees are not generally applied to 
provincial or federal ministries, 
or First Nations on Reserve land. 
Short-term water use approvals 
administered by the B.C. Oil and 
Gas Commission are also current-
ly exempt.  Application fees are  

specified in the Water Regulation.
Annual rentals are payments for the use of 

the resource. Licensees typically pay based 
on their allocated volume rather than how 
much they use.  Like application fees, annual 
rentals are set in the Water Regulation.  

Currently in B.C., annual rentals vary by water 
use purpose  and typically range from $0.01 
to $1.10 per thousand cubic metres.  The 
highest fees and rentals are charged for in-
dustrial purposes (e.g., water power, mining, 
pulp mills) and waterworks.  Lower fees and 

rentals are charged for uses such as do-
mestic, agriculture and conservation, e.g., 
wetland creation. B.C.’s highest annual 
rental rates are lower than most other Ca-
nadian jurisdictions. Most British Colum-
bians are connected to a municipal water 
system and pay a utility bill to their mu-
nicipality, which holds the water licence. 
The portion of the utility bill that reflects 
the municipality’s rental payment works 
out to about $1 per year per household.

“In principle water is 
“priceless” but in reality 
we all consume water, we 
waste water and we take 
it for granted.”       Citizen

PRICING BRITISH COLUMBIA’S WATER

Annual revenue and licensed volume by sector

1  Figures are for surface water and exclude water power, storage and conservation purposes. 
2 Revenue based on actual water use (about 43% of licensed annual volume).
3  Most domestic licensees pay a minimum annual rental of $25.

How much is 
1000 cubic metres?

 n 1,000,000 litres

n 50,000 five-gallon jugs

n Enough for  
15,000 showers

n Fills a 25m  
swimming pool

Typical use and costs for selected  
surface water users    

Purpose Volume Annual
Fee (1000m3) Costs ($)
Individual domestic   0.7/year 25
Small irrigator  24/year 25
Large municipality 23,000/year 25,000
Natural gas 800/pad 900
Mining   1,200/year 1,300
Water bottling 200/year 200

5 

4 Refers to individual licensed users not 
 those connected to a municipal system. 
5 Based on population of 87,000.

1

4 
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Pricing water is complex and involves many 
considerations. Government is taking a prin-
ciple-based approach to developing fees 
and rentals. The principles laid out in gov-
ernment’s Water Sustainablity Act  Legislative 
Proposal (October 2013) have been refined 
below based on public feedback.

Simplicity: The approach and ratio-
nale for water pricing should be easy 

to understand and predictable. Individuals 
and businesses should also know how and 
when pricing could change so they can 
plan and budget their costs accordingly. 

Fairness and equity:  Fairness is re-
flected in surface and groundwater 

being treated as one resource and subject 
to the same pricing structure.  In addition, 
similar uses of water should be subject to 
similar pricing.  Equitable pricing should re-

flect differences in the value of water based 
on the type of right granted, intended use, 
location or scarcity of the resource.

Implications for water users: All Brit-
ish Columbians benefit directly and in-

directly from B.C.’s water resources.  Pricing 
of water should distribute the costs of wa-
ter management across users so that the 
effect on licensees and citizens is reason-
able and manageable and enables busi-
ness competitiveness. 

Impact on the water resource: Wa-
ter pricing should reflect the impact 

of the intended purpose or activity on the 
resource. For example, water that is con-
sumed and removed from the watershed 
or aquifer should be assessed differently 
than non-consumptive uses.

continued on next page

“Government has  
a vital role in establishing  
appropriate price signals 
to influence citizen and 
corporate behaviour.”

Citizen

What you’ve said about water pricing

Last fall when we asked you to comment 
on the Legislative Proposal, we heard 
strong sentiments about water pricing.  
British Columbian’s clearly value their wa-
ter as a social, cultural, and economic good, 
and support sustainable management of 
this public resource. 
Many respondents suggested that wa-
ter is undervalued and current prices are 
too low, particularly for commercial and 
industrial uses. Other sectors, such as ag-
riculture, expressed concerns about their 
ability to absorb increases in fees and the 
implications of increasing fees on com-
petitiveness. Some respondents expressed 

that there should be a flat rate for all water 
use while others thought that water pricing 
should reflect the degree of impact on the re-
source or the profitability of the water usage.

We heard strong support for increasing 
water fees to fully realize the objectives 
of the new Water Sustainability Act. There 
was concern that increased water revenue 
might not be invested in improving water 
stewardship. Comments also supported us-
ing fees to incent efficient water use. Many 
believe that fees and rentals should ensure 
a comprehensive approach to fresh water 
management in B.C. including information 
gathering, compliance and enforcement. 

Principles to inform water pricing 

“Recover the full cost  
of administering the  
Water Sustainabllity Act  
by increasing fees and  
water rentals for consump-
tive use of surface and 
ground water licences.”

Water industry  
representative

“Water is essential  for 
life and a resource to be 
valued and protected first 
and foremost.”

First Nations  
organization 

“We are concerned  
that significant increases 
in costs could affect  
our farm companies’  
competitiveness in the 
market and threaten  
long-term viability.”

Agricultural  
producer

PRICING BRITISH COLUMBIA’S WATER
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Cost recovery: Water pricing should 
support sustainable water manage-

ment and generate sufficient revenue to 
recover the costs of managing the water 
resource.  This includes science, monitor-
ing, planning and facilitating community 
involvement, regulation and enforcement.  
Costs to users should also reflect a fair re-
turn to the Crown for use of a public re-
source.

Efficiency:  Water pricing should moti-
vate users to demand only the amount 

of water that is required for the intended 
purpose.  Pricing should incent the use of 
non-potable water, encourage freshwater 
conservation, promote innovation and fa-
cilitate government’s efficient administra-
tion and management of the resource. 

Food security and public health:   
Water pricing should recognize the 

essential contribution of water to food se-
curity.  Food security is a prerequisite for 
healthy nutrition and foundational to hu-
man and community health.

Which of these principles is most import-
ant to you? Are there some that matter 
more than others? Tell us about how you 
would like to see these principles shape 
how British Columbians use and protect 
our water in the future.

Your comments will help shape how we 
develop options for water fees and rent-
als that will be presented to Government  
for decision. Telling us what’s most import-
ant to you will help us develop balanced, 
practical options that have the potential to 
do the most good for British Columbia and 
our precious water supply. 

Over the next four weeks, we invite 
you to share your ideas by visiting the  
Water Sustainability Act Blog.  

Comments will be accepted until  
April 8, 2014.

PRICING BRITISH COLUMBIA’S WATER

Pricing
Model

Review with
Key User
Groups

Fee & Rental
Options

Government
Review /
Approval

Update
Water

Regulation

� Current pricing
� Water Sustainability Act
 goals and policies
� Other jurisdictions
� Program costs
� Previous engagement

Principles

Process for  
Water Pricing Review

Water for B.C. — safe, sustainable and valued by all

What do you think?Principles continued
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 

   
DATE:  March 18, 2014 
TO:  Infrastructure Services Committee – April 3, 2014 
FROM: Shane Laye, Corporate Energy Manager 
 
RE:  FLEET / MAINTENANCE FACILITY ENERGY EFFICIENCY 

 

 

RECOMMENDATION(S) 

THAT the Corporate Energy Manager’s report entitled “Fleet / Maintenance Facility 

Energy Efficiency” dated March 18, 2014 be received for information. 

 

 

BACKGROUND 

The following resolution was adopted by the Board on February 13, 2014: 

096/14 Recommendation No. 5 Fleet / Maintenance Facility 
 

THAT the topic of reviewing the overall operation of and achieving efficiencies (e.g. 
energy saving) in the Fleet / Maintenance Facility be referred to the April Infrastructure 
Services Committee Meeting. 

 

DISCUSSION 

The lighting upgrade proposed for the Fleet / Maintenance (Transit Building) will incorporate best 
practice technologies to maximize energy savings and minimize life cycle costs.  Sticking to the cores 
of Energy and GHG management the project will include many measures to potentiate energy 
conservation and energy efficiency. 

As expected, new energy efficient fixtures will replace old fixtures.  The new fixtures will also have a 
greater efficacy to provide more light per watt than the old fixtures.  Therefore, fewer lights will be 
required to perform better than currently exists.  To ensure the most optimal use of the new lights the 
project scope also includes the redesigning of the lighting layout.    

Fixtures will also have controls in place to detect motion and sound to circumvent lights remaining 
‘turned on’ in areas not used/occupied.  Fixtures equipped with daylight sensors will be capable of 
dimming when the space is sufficiently illuminated by natural daylight.  The culmination of greater 
efficiency, improved efficacy, and better controllability will maximize the facility’s energy savings and 

extend the life of the system. 
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SCRD STAFF REPORT 
   

DATE: March 26, 2014 

TO:  Infrastructure Services Committee – April 3, 2014 

FROM: Administrative Assistant, Infrastructure Services 

RE:  MONTHLY REPORT FOR MARCH 2014 

RECOMMENDATION(S) 

THAT the Administrative Assistant, Infrastructure Services’ report titled “Monthly 
Report for March 2014” be received.    
 

BACKGROUND 
This report is prepared monthly as information for the Infrastructure Services Committee. 

UTILITIES DIVISION 

 WATER TREATMENT PLANT 
In February the Chapman Water Treatment Plant produced and supplied 317,752 m3, a 7% 
increase over the five year average.  
 
WATER DISTRIBUTION SYSTEM 
15 water meters were installed in February. 

 
CAPITAL WORKS 
Interior finishing, plumbing and equipment installation are ongoing at the South Pender 
Harbour Water Treatment Plant.  The project is approximately 75% complete. 
 
Water main upgrading along Nor West Bay Road between Mason Road and Wakefield 
Road is approximately 80% complete. 
 
Design for the water main upgrade along Beach Avenue between Flume Road and 
Marlene Road has been completed and submitted for permits. 
 

SUSTAINABILITY DIVISION 

SOLID WASTE 
A draft Closure Plan for Pender Harbour Landfill was submitted to Ministry of Environment 
(MOE) for review on March 18.  The closure plan recommends leaving the vegetated 
landfill slope intact, installing a granular cover system on the horizontal landfill surface, 
measures to promote drainage, and new surface water quality sampling locations.  MOE 
staff were verbally consulted on an implementation schedule that would cease discharge of 
waste to the landfill by the end of 2014 via a transfer station, and close the landfill portion of 
the site in early 2015.  MOE did not raise any objections to this schedule.   
 
The 30-day public notification period for the draft Sechelt Landfill Operational Certificate 
began on March 14, was advertised in the Coast Reporter, posted at the landfill and is 
available for viewing at SCRD Reception.   
 

43

Annex F



Infrastructure Services Monthly Report for March 2014       Page 2 
 

The first illegal dumping stakeholder meeting will be held on March 27. 

TRANSPORTATION AND FACILITIES DIVISION 

TRANSIT 
Staff are continuing to work with BC Transit on upcoming schedule changes, as well as 
confirming and coordinating logistics for the September service expansion.  
 
PORTS 
Staff are starting to coordinate and schedule Spring/Summer maintenance work at the 
various ports. 
 
FLEET 
There continues to be ongoing corrosion issues with the heavy-duty transit fleet as the 
vehicles approach the end of their lifecycle.   
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SUNSHINE COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT 
 TRANSPORTATION ADVISORY COMMITTEE  

 
March 3, 2014 

 

 
DRAFT MINUTES OF THE MEETING HELD IN THE CEDAR ROOM OF THE SUNSHINE 
COAST REGIONAL DISTRICT OFFICES, 1975 FIELD ROAD, SECHELT, BC. 
 
 
 PRESENT: Director, Electoral Area E, Chair  Lorne Lewis 
 (Voting Members) Director, Electoral Area A Frank Mauro 
 Director, Electoral Area B Garry Nohr  
 Director, Electoral Area D  Donna Shugar  
    Director, Electoral Area F    Lee Turnbull 
 Director, Town of Gibsons   Gerry Tretick 
 Alt. Director, District of Sechelt   Doug Hockley 
 
 Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure Don Legault 
 BC Ferries  Maureen Darragh 
 Progress Plan   Michelle Morton 
 Trustee, School District No. 46 Greg Russell 
 Transportation Choices (TraC)  Joe Vechter 
 
REGRETS: District of Sechelt, Director Darnelda Siegers 
    
ABSENT: SIGD Director Garry Feschuk 
 
ALSO PRESENT: Manager of Transit and Fleet  Rob Williams 
(Non-Voting) Parks Planning Coordinator  Sam Adams 
 Alt. Director, Area F  Joyce Clegg 
 RCMP  Todd Bozak 
 Capilano Highways  Tyler Lambert 
 Sunshine Coast Speed Watch  Jon Hird  
 Insurance Corporation of BC   Tom Webster  
 Ferry Advisory Committee  Barry Cavens 
 Recording Secretary  Amanda Walkey 
 Media  1 
  
 
CALL TO ORDER  10:18 a.m. 
 
AGENDA The Agenda was adopted.     
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Minutes of Transportation Advisory Committee Meeting March 3, 2014 Page 2 of 7 
 
 
MINUTES 
 
Recommendation No. 1  Minutes 
 
The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the minutes of the January 6, 2014 
meeting be adopted as amended. 
 
REPORTS 
 
Speed Watch  
 
Mr. Hird discussed the Pace Car program and explained that he had a copy of the Pace Car 
manual prepared for each Board member. 
 
Mr. Hird noted that Mr. Webster has been great to work with. 
 
Recommendation No. 2 Speed Watch Monthly Reports  
 
The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the Speed Watch Monthly Reports 
for December 2013 and January 2014 be received.  
 
Recommendation No. 3 Pace Car 
 
The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the Pace Car manual be received for 
information; 
 
AND THAT the topic of Pace Car; be included on the April 28, 2014 TAC agenda. 
 
Constable Bozak commented that Park Road and Gibsons Elementary are the areas where 
speeding is the greatest problem. 
 
Director Shugar questioned if the ‘New’ sign at Lysander Road and Kraus Road could be moved 
to Roberts Creek Road. 
 
Mr. Lambert and Mr. Legault acknowledged that they could relocate the sign. 
 
COMMUNICATIONS 
 
Recommendation No. 4 Correspondence 
 
The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the following correspondence be 
received: 
 

• Betty Baxter, School District No. 46 Board Chair regarding Crosswalk at Gonzales 
Road and Madeira Park Road 
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Minutes of Transportation Advisory Committee Meeting March 3, 2014 Page 3 of 7 
 
 

• D.J. (Jim) Cleghorn, BC Ferry Coalition, regarding BCFC Analysis of BC Ferries 
Financial Position 

• Barry Cavens, Ferry Advisory Committee, regarding BC Ferries’ Schedule Refinement 
Advertisement 

 
Crosswalk at Gonzales Road and Madeira Park Road 
 
Mr. Legault stated that there is an outdoor classroom across the road from the school near 
Gonzales Road in Madeira Park.  Students and tourists visiting the marina may use the 
crosswalk. Mr. Legault explained that a pedestrian/traffic count was required. 
 
Director Nohr left the meeting. 
 
Director Shugar inquired about the proximity of the proposed crosswalk to the music school and 
preschool. 
 
Cycle Lane Conditions 
 
Mr. Vechter thanked TAC for having TraC as part of the committee.  He introduced himself as 
an avid cyclist and one of the TraC alternates. 
 
Mr. Vechter completed a presentation depicting issues that are relevant to TraC including the 
bicycle lane cleanup in February 2014, effective use of road space, dangerous road conditions, 
obstructions and hazards to cyclists, the need for clear signage and the importance of noticeable 
bike stencils. Mr. Vechter discussed his recent trip to New Zealand and illustrated the large 
signs that are utilized there particularly around school zones advising drivers to share the road.   
 
Recommendation No. 5        Cycle Lane Conditions 
  
The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the correspondence entitled “Cycle 
Lane Conditions” from Transportation Choices be received for information; 
 
AND THAT the correspondence be forwarded to the Ministry of Transportation and 
Infrastructure, Town of Gibsons, District of Sechelt and the SCRD Parks and Recreation 
Department to respond to the requests listed. 
 
Recommendation No. 6        Bike Lane Signage 
 
The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that all Sunshine Coast agencies 
coordinate together and ensure that bike lane signage is standardized on the Sunshine Coast.   
 
Director Nohr returned to the meeting. 
 
Director Shugar questioned the possibility of installing warning signs indicating that bike lanes 
are ending. 
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Mr. Legault replied that there are signs on Redrooffs Road notifying cyclists that the bike lane is 
ending.  
 
Mr. Vechter commented that predictability and consistency in the placement of signs is vital. 
 
Mr. Russell noted that road shoulder maintenance should be increased to allow more room for 
cyclists. 
 
Director Shugar questioned the faded bike lane stenciling. 
 
Ms. Darragh noted that there is an alternate; however more expensive product that is available 
for stenciling that does not fade as quickly in our climate. 
 
BCFC Analysis of BC Ferries Financial Position 
 
Mr. Cavens stated that there is a financial concern that revenue is not enough to pay down the 
BC Ferries debt. 
 
BC Ferries’ Sailing Schedule Refinement Options 
 
Mr. Cavens explained that a survey had been completed by BC Ferries investigating Sunshine 
Coast residents preference for eliminating sailings other than the 6:20 a.m. sailing from 
Langdale to Horseshoe Bay and return Sunday mornings.  Mr. Cavens explained that the 6:20 
a.m. sailing is very popular for commuters and youth sports teams.  Mr. Cavens also explained 
that the survey had no option to retain the 6:20 a.m. sailing. Mr. Cavens stated that in a meeting 
that he had with BC Ferries last week BC Ferries agreed that the Sunday 6:20 a.m. Langdale to 
Horseshoe Bay and return sailing may be retained but that other morning sailings will be shifted 
slightly later and the afternoon sailings would remain the same.  He noted that BC Ferries will 
save $98,000 per year by eliminating a sailing.  
 
Alternate Director Clegg noted that BC Ferries has indicated that the priority will be given to 
route 3 at Horseshoe Bay for loading and unloading because route 3 can not make up lost time 
due to the tight schedule. 
 
Director Shugar questioned how the shifting ferry schedule will affect SCRD Transit.   
 
Mr. Williams replied that he will not know the full impact to the SCRD Transit Schedule until he 
can review the completed BC Ferries schedule.  He noted that the May Transit schedule was 
submitted 2-3 weeks ago to BC Transit. 
 
Director Nohr commented that next Tuesday in Victoria there is a protest against BC Ferries. 
 
NEW BUSINESS 
 
Consolidating Transportation Activity  
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Recommendation No. 7 Consolidating Transportation Activity 
 
The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the topic of Consolidating 
Transportation Activity (e.g. Transportation Plan, Transportation Advisory Committee, Transit) 
and common issues in transportation activity on the Sunshine Coast be referred to the next 
Infrastructure Services Committee meeting. 
 
Langdale Docks and Proposing a Fee for Water Taxi Service 
 
Director Turnbull noted that that the Langdale Dock is used for the water taxi service and 
only Area F Islands are paying for it. 
 
Mr. Williams noted that staff have looked into this and that the current service establishment 
bylaw does not allow for costs to be covered through fees and charges, only taxation.  
Further, that the current agreement with BC Ferries is non-exclusive and would need their 
permission to charge fees. 
 
Discussion ensued about the need for water taxi service, the costs associated with the 
service, enforcing the dock use and the possible necessity of amending the contract 
regarding the water taxi.  
 
Recommendation No. 8 Langdale Dock 
 
The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the topic of the Langdale Dock and 
proposing a fee for water taxi service, be referred to the next Infrastructure Services Committee 
meeting for further discussions. 
 
Recommendation No. 9 Water Taxi Service 
 
The Transportation Advisory Committee recommended that the topic of charging for use of 
Langdale Dock for water taxi service be forwarded to the next Economic Development 
workshop. 
 
ROUNDTABLE 
 
Director Lewis thanked Mr. Webster for his contributions to TAC and wished him the best in 
Burnaby. 
 
Ms. Morton noted that Ms. McDougall will be an alternate representative for the Progress Plan 
at TAC meetings.  She commented that the Progress Plan is in the process of hiring a facilitator. 
 
Director Tretick questioned if traffic measurements are taken between the Langdale Ferry 
Terminal and Sechelt because he has noted an increase in traffic volume. 
 
Mr. Legault responded that traffic counts are recorded and that the results indicate a decline in 
traffic volume.   
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Alternate Director Clegg inquired if MoTI could repair delineators in New Brighton where a 
vehicle went in the ditch. 
McDougall 
Mr. Lambert and Mr. Legault responded that they knew the area she was referring to and that 
they would improve the delineators. 
 
Director Shugar questioned why there were school zone signs on Lower Road between Joe Road 
and Bayview Road. 
 
Mr. Legault replied that the school zone signs are used as a warning to indicate locations where 
the school bus stops. 
 
Director Shugar inquired if the Sun Haven School is a playground and if 30 km/h signs could be 
installed. 
 
Mr. Lambert noted that it is a playground and that it is marked with signs. 
 
Director Shugar questioned Mr. Legault about a plugged manhole on Roberts Creek Road that is 
blocking drainage. 
 
Mr. Legault replied that it will be cleaned after the snow has melted. 
 
Director Nohr thanked MoTI and Capilano Highways for their response during the recent 
snowfall.  
 
Mr. Williams noted that SCRD Transit was not able to service Halfmoon Bay during the recent 
snowfall due to road conditions on Redrooffs Road.  He requested quicker snow removal in 
Halfmoon Bay during snow events to improve SCRD Transit accessibility. 
 
Constable Bozak noted that Capilano Highways had done an effective job of pre snowfall road 
preparations.  
  
Mr. Vechter explained that Sunday April 6th 2014 is the annual BMO half marathon. He 
questioned if MoTI or Capilano Highways could clear debris along the shoulders of the roads to 
make it better for the runners and showcase the Sunshine Coast. 
 
Mr. Vechter was assured that Capilano Highways has always swept before the April Fools’ run 
and Capilano Highways will sweep again this year. 
 
Mr. Russell questioned if left turn arrow lights could be installed at the North Road/School Road 
and the Sunshine Coast Highway/Gibsons Way intersection. 
 
Mr. Legault replied that half of the North Road/School Road and the Sunshine Coast 
Highway/Gibsons Way intersection is the responsibility of MoTI, the other half is the 
responsibility of the Town of Gibsons.  He also noted that there is only a single lane in each 
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direction so putting in turn lanes does not work well.  Mr. Legault commented that he had a 
meeting with the contractors and the Principal of Gibsons Elementary.   
 
Mr. Hird noted that he would leave the Pace Car manual for the SCRD Directors to review. 
 
NEXT MEETING  April 28, 2014 
 
ADJOURNMENT  11:47 pm 
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Beth Brooks

Subject: COF Excellence in Water Stewardship Award

Hi Beth,

Thanks for this nomination of the ShIsnálh Nation for this year’s Exceflence in Water Stewardship Award. The ShIshálh
Naton’s Strategic Land Use Plan was not the successful nominee, but I wanted to thank you again for recognizing this
excellent work supporting water stewardship n BC. Please don’t hesitate to contact me if you have any questions.

Warmest,

Caitlin Brownrigg

Water Program Analyst \Water Protection and Sustainability Branch
Environmental Sustainahility & Strategic Policy Division I Ministry of Environment
4th Floor, 395 Waterfront Crescent I Victoria BC V8T 51(7
tel 250 387 9784 Caitlin.Brownrigggov.bc.ca

1
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	6.0 Water Use Restrictions
	a) use a sprinkler to water a lawn, trees, shrubs, flowers or vegetables only during the following scheduled times:
	i. on a property with an even numbered address on Tuesday, Thursday and Sunday between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. and 9:00 p.m.; and
	ii. on a property with an odd numbered address on Monday, Wednesday and Saturday between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. and 7:00 p.m. and 9:00 p.m.

	b) at any time water trees, shrubs, flowers and vegetables by hose equipped with a spray-trigger nozzle, or a hand-held container;
	c) under the authority of a Permit, water a newly seeded or sodded (unestablished) lawn upon installation and any day during the following 21 day period.  Permits shall be displayed on the lawn;
	d) at any time use water to wash a vehicle or boat, but must use a hose equipped with a spray-trigger nozzle, or a hand-held container;
	e) at any time use water to wash sidewalks and driveways, windows or exterior building surfaces, but must use a hose equipped with a spray-trigger nozzle, or a hand-held container; and
	f) at any time use water to fill a swimming pool, spa, garden pond, or decorative fountain.
	Exceptions
	 Sprinkling of public sports fields, public swimming pool maintenance and operation of public water parks are under a separate schedule.  Public sector sprinkling of other landscaped areas and ornamental gardens shall follow the same schedule as in S...
	 Commercial operations which rely on SCRD water and are currently, or are scheduled to be, metered for water use.    Commercial sprinkling of landscaped areas, including lawns, trees, shrubs, flowers, shall follow the same schedule as in Section 6.1 ...
	 Micro-irrigation or drip-irrigation systems are not restricted during Stage 1, however water waste resulting from damaged equipment or over watering is a ticketable offense.
	Enforcement Approach
	First time offenders will receive a warning.  If an owner or occupier of a premise has received a warning at any time in the past, fines during Stage 1 will be issued as follows:
	First offense - $50; Second offense - $100; Third offense - $200.
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	iv. on a property with an odd numbered address on Wednesday and Saturday between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m.
	b) at any time water trees, shrubs, flowers and vegetables by hose equipped with a spray-trigger nozzle, or a hand-held container;

	c) under the authority of an existing Permit issued under Stage 1, continue to water a recently seeded or sodded (unestablished) lawn any day during the valid period of the Permit.  No new Permits will be issued during Stage 2;
	d) at any time use water to wash a vehicle or boat, but must use a hose equipped with a spray-trigger nozzle, or a hand-held container;
	e) not;
	i. use water to wash sidewalks, driveways or parking lots, or exterior windows or building surfaces, except as necessary for applying a product such as paint, preservative and stucco, preparing a surface prior to paving or repointing bricks, or if req...

	Exceptions
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	 Commercial operations which rely on SCRD water and are currently, or are scheduled to be, metered for water use.  Commercial sprinkling of landscaped areas, including lawns, trees, shrubs, flowers, shall follow the same schedule as in Section 6.1 (a).
	 Micro-irrigation or drip-irrigation systems are not restricted during Stage 2, however water waste resulting from damaged equipment or over watering is a ticketable offense.
	First time offenders will receive a warning.  If an owner or occupier of a premise has received a warning at any time in the past, fines during Stage 2 will be issued as follows:
	First offense - $100; Second offense - $200; Third offense - $300.
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	Exceptions
	 Commercial operations will be contacted by SCRD staff to reduce their water use.
	 Micro-irrigation or drip-irrigation systems are not restricted during Stage 3, however water waste resulting from damaged equipment or over watering is a ticketable offense.
	Enforcement Approach
	First time offenders will receive a warning.  If an owner or occupier of a premise has received a warning at any time in the current calendar year, fines for an offense during Stage 3 will be $300.
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	Enforcement Approach
	First time offenders will receive a warning.  If an owner or occupier of a premise has received a warning at any time in the current calendar year, fines for an offense during Stage 4 will be $300.
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	During Stage 1, a person who has installed a new lawn, either newly seeded or sodded, may apply to the SCRD Water Services department, for a Permit, which will allow the new lawn to be sprinkled with water outside of the designated sprinkling days, bu...
	The SCRD Water Services department shall issue a Permit upon payment of a fee as determined by Bylaw No. 422 Schedule B, D, and E. Permit cards can be picked up from the SCRD main office at 1975 Field Road at the time of payment, and must be displayed...
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	Schedule A:  Water Use Restrictions
	Note:  This summary of water use restrictions is intended for convenience.
	Please refer to the Water Use Restrictions in the Plan for details.
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	Stage 1 (Blue)
	Water Conservation Goal:  Prevent water shortage.
	Messages:
	 How we use water now will determine how much we have for the remainder of the summer.
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	Water Conservation Goal:  Prevent water shortage.
	Messages:
	 Diligent water use now ensures adequate supplies later.
	 Please use only what you need.
	Stage 3 (Orange)
	Water Conservation Goal:  Preserve existing water supplies.
	Messages:
	 No cosmetic uses of water.
	 Aim to reduce water use by further 20 - 40%.
	Stage 4 (Red)
	Water Conservation Goal:  Prepare for emergency supplies.
	Messages:
	 Ban on all outdoor water use.
	 Aim to reduce water use as much as possible indoors and outdoors.
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