




FONVCA 
Draft Minutes of Regular Meeting, Wednesday February 18th, 2015 
Place: DNV Hall 355 W. Queens Rd V7N 2K6 
Time: 7:00-9:00pm 
Chair: Eric Andersen Tel: 604-929-6849 Email: ericgandersen@shaw.ca 
 
Attendees: 
Eric Andersen (Chair Pro-tem)  Blueridge CA. 
Corrie Kost    Edgemont & Upper Capilano Comm. Assoc.  
Val Moller    Assoc. of Woodcroft Councils 
Diana Belhouse    Delbrook CA and S.O.S. 
John Miller (notetaker)   Lower Capilano Comm. Res. Assoc. 
 
1. Order/content of Agenda 
a) Call to Order at ~7:04 pm 

b) Added LCCRA as 3d) and Woodcroft as 3e). 

2. Adoption of Minutes of Jan 21st, 2015 

a)  http://www.fonvca.org/agendas/feb2015/minutes-jan2015.pdf Minutes were adopted as 
circulated 

b) No business arising from Minutes 

3. Roundtable on ‘Current Affairs’ 

a) EUCCA – Corrie Kost 

Annual General Meeting took place at the Capilano Library on February 4th, 2015. Of note 
on the AGM agenda: the upcoming Capilano Road shutdown for the new watermain; 
developments in Edgemont Village; and the OCP limit of additional 500 units per year. For 
details see http://www.fonvca.org/Edgemont/Feb4-2015 

b) Delbrook – Diana Belhouse noted that the reports were received from the UBC 
students; Councillors Hanson and Bond have agreed to attend an upcoming meeting to 
hear the reports; and re SOS, they have obtained boats for the attendees to return to their 
vehicles at the June 14th annual shore walk. 

c) Blueridge C.A. – Eric Andersen reported there will be a meeting on March 24th 
regarding the upcoming transportation funding vote. Mayor Walton will be speaking for the 
YES vote. BCA is looking for a speaker to represent the NO vote.  
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The last newsletter had a small article that received a lot of attention regarding the bus 
being delayed by the new Seylynn tower project and residents missing their connections. 
The information was presented to Mayor Walton and a traffic planner, who have agreed to 
pass it on to Translink. 

d) LCCRA - John Miller reported on a proposed development to replace two motels on the 
east side of Capilano Road with a 22 storey tower and an 11 storey hotel (exceeds the 
OCP vision presented to the public). The proposed development exceeds the OCP FSR 
and is seeking underground parking below the new Curling Road extension as well as 
under the north end of the current property line that will become part of McGuire Avenue.  
Parking is a real concern in the neighbourhood. 

e) Woodcroft – Val Moller reported on the proposed 32 storey tower on the current Earl’s 
restaurant site (West Vancouver). FSR of 4.5; 199 units; open house will be on Feb. 25th 
at the Rugby Club between 4:30 – 7:30 pm. All traffic will be coming out Curling Road 
(DNV) as there will be no access allowed directly onto Marine Drive. 

4. Old business 

a) OCPIC – Corrie reported they are working to get measures/indicators for quality of life, 
etc. The committee has not reported back to a full Council in 2 years, which brings into 
question - what is their mandate? 

5. Correspondence issues 

a) 0 regular emails. 

b) Non-Posted Emails: 1 non-posted email – recommended and unanimously 
agreed to post it. 

6. New Business 

a) Proposal by BCA’s Eric Andersen – workshop proposed regarding the 
future role of FONVCA, similar to one held for restorative justice (Canlan 
proposed as a place to hold it). It was agreed that the workshop would not be 
open to the public and would be limited to two representatives per community 
association. Also, it was suggested that a pitch be made to attendees at the 
March 4th meeting for the DNV Budget Presentation. 

b) The FONVCA email list - to be updated at a later FONVCA meeting. 

c) Presentation by Jim Francis at next FONVCA meeting 



 on “How to Not Suck at Public Speaking” For more information see 
http://hownottosuckatpublicspeaking.blogspot.ca/p/seminarsworkshopspresentations.html 
It was agreed that he be allowed to make a presentation with Q/A ( ~ 1hr) 
 
d) March 4th DNV Annual Budget Presentation to CA’s   
Rick Danyluk (604-990-2302) of DNV to give annual presentation on DNV 
Budget to Community Associations 7-9pm Wed March 4th  
Note that budget will be presented to council  on Monday March 2nd  and that 
there will be a public input opportunity provided Monday March 23rd   
 
e) Pace of Development  
See pages 17-20 of                                                
http://www.dnv.org/upload/documents/Council_Agendas_Minutes/150216RC_AA.pdf  
as well as video clip from Monday Feb 16th  Council meeting at 
http://www.dnv.org/article.asp?a=5885&start=6205&end=11976&filename=20150216edit  
.  
f) Feb 15th Response of LVCA to Oct 17th 2014 FONVCA request – included 
in the agenda package.  
 
g) News-Clips of the month– included in the agenda package.  

7. Any Other Business 

a) Shirt-sleeve meeting with the new Council – suggested/agreed  that one 
be arranged and the suggested topic is ‘Pace of Development’. 

8. For Your Information Items: 

Details of these items are listed in the agenda – with some items -marked with 
an (*) having the linked material included in the distributed full agenda 
package. Corrie provided a short overview of these items. No discussion. 

9. Chair and Date of next FONVCA meeting: 

7pm Wed. March 18
th 2015 – Chair Pro-tem – John Miller, 

Location: DNV Hall.  

Meeting declared Closed: ~ 9:10 pm 
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Robert's Rules and
Starting a New
Organization

How to Relax Robert's
Rules
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By C. Alan Jennings, PRP from Robert's Rules For Dummies

The motion to amend is perhaps the single most-used of the subsidiary motions allowed by
Robert's Rules. You use this motion when you want to change the wording of the motion
under consideration. You can use it to make a good idea better or a bad idea more palatable.
Amendments are really at the heart of the process of perfecting motions before a final vote,
and the importance of understanding the basics of amending can't be overstated.

If an amendment is adopted, the motion it's applied to changes. However, the amended
motion itself is not adopted until the motion, as amended, is voted on and passes. If a motion
to amend fails, the original motion is not changed in any way.

In making a motion to amend, be aware of its key characteristics; the motion

Can't interrupt a speaker who has the floor.

Must be seconded.

Is debatable if the motion to which it is applied is debatable. (Permissible debate is
restricted to the pros and cons of the amendment, and not to whether the main motion
has merit.)

Can be amended, but only one amendment to an amendment can be considered at any
one time.

Requires a majority vote for adoption, even if the main motion requires a different vote for
its adoption.

Can be reconsidered.

One big rule for using amendments is this: An amendment must be relevant (or, as
Robert's Rules describes, "germane") to the motion it seeks to amend. Another

Robert's Rules for Amending a Motion - For Dummies http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:wOz011m...
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important rule to remember is that an amendment that does nothing but make the
motion a rejection of the original motion is not proper and not in order.

Amendments enable you to affect changes to pending questions in the following four ways:

By inserting (or adding, if placing at the end) words, sentences, or paragraphs

By striking out words, sentences, or paragraphs

By striking out and inserting words (with the words inserted replacing the words struck
out)

By amending by substitution (a form of strike out and insert applied to paragraphs or
entire motions)

For example, suppose an amendment is offered to insert words to a motion. It only
complicates your life to try to amend the amendment into a motion to strike out
words. If you're in a situation where that seems like the thing to do, encourage the
group to defeat the first amendment (to insert words) and consider another
amendment to accomplish the desired result.

Robert's Rules for Amending a Motion - For Dummies http://webcache.googleusercontent.com/search?q=cache:wOz011m...
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 Parliamentary Motions Guide 
Based on Robert's Rules of Order Newly Revised (11

th
 Edition)  

 

The motions below are listed in order of precedence.  Any motion can be introduced if it is higher on the chart than the pending motion.  
 

 YOU WANT TO:  YOU SAY: INTERRUPT? 2
ND

? DEBATE? AMEND? VOTE? 

§21 Close meeting I move to adjourn No Yes No No Majority 

§20 Take break I move to recess for No Yes No Yes Majority 

§19 Register 

complaint 

I rise to a question of 

privilege 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

No 

 

No 

 

None 

§18 Make follow 

agenda 

I call for the orders 

of the day 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

No 

 

No 

 

None 

§17 Lay aside 

temporarily 

I move to lay the 

question on the table 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

No 

 

Majority 

 

§16 Close debate 

I move the previous 

question 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

No 

 

2/3 

§15 Limit or extend 

debate 

I move that debate be 

limited to ... 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

2/3 

§14 Postpone to a 

certain time 

I move to postpone 

the motion to ... 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Majority 

§13 Refer to 

committee 

I move to refer the 

motion to …  

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Majority 

§12 Modify wording 

of motion 

I move to amend the 

motion by ... 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Majority 

  

§11 Kill main motion 

I move that the 

motion be postponed 

indefinitely  

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

Majority 

§10 Bring business 

before assembly 

(a main motion) 

 

I move that [or "to"] 

... 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Majority 

 

 

 

Jim Slaughter, Certified Professional Parliamentarian-Teacher  & Professional Registered Parliamentarian 

336-378-1899(W)   336-378-1850(F)        P.O. Box 41027, Greensboro 27404                           web site: www.jimslaughter.com          Side 1 
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Parliamentary Motions Guide 
Based on Robert's Rules of Order Newly Revised (11

th
 Edition)  

 

Incidental Motions - No order of precedence.  Arise incidentally and decided immediately.  
 

 YOU WANT TO:  YOU SAY:  INTERRUPT?  2
ND

?  DEBATE?  AMEND?  VOTE? 

§23 Enforce rules Point of order Yes No No No None 

§24 Submit matter to 

assembly 

I appeal from the 

decision of the chair 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Varies 

 

No 

 

Majority 

 

§25 Suspend rules 

I move to suspend the 

rules which … 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

No 

 

2/3 

 

§26 Avoid main motion 

altogether 

I object to the 

consideration of the 

question 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

No 

 

No 

 

2/3 

 

§27 Divide motion  

I move to divide the 

question 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

Majority 

§29 Demand rising vote I call for a division Yes No No No None 

§33 Parliamentary law 

question 

Parliamentary 

inquiry 

 

Yes (if urgent) 

 

No 

 

No 

 

No 

 

None 

 

§33 Request information  

Request for 

information 

 

Yes (if urgent) 

 

No 

 

No 

 

No 

 

None 

 

Motions That Bring a Question Again Before the Assembly - no order of precedence.  Introduce only when nothing else pending. 
 

§34 Take matter from 

table 

I move to take from 

the table … 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

No 

 

Majority 

 

§35 Cancel or change 

previous action 

I move to rescind/ 

amend something 

previously adopted... 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

Yes 

 

2/3 or 

maj. w/ notice 

 

§37 Reconsider motion 

I move to reconsider 

the vote ... 

 

No 

 

Yes 

 

Varies 

 

No 

 

Majority 

 

 

Jim Slaughter, Certified Professional Parliamentarian-Teacher  & Professional Registered Parliamentarian                                                     9/2011 
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                                                                                          February 16/2015 

Your Worship & Members of Council, 

This is what the average public sees as Monday’s Feb 16/2015 agenda item 9.9. 

9.9.     Proposed UBCM Resolution to Change the Local Government Act   
and the Community Charter Requirements for Public Notification 
File No.   
Recommendation: 
THAT the following resolution be forwarded to the LMLGA for consideration of inclusion in the list of resolutions to 
the 2015 UBCM Conference:   

WHEREAS the Local Government Act and the Community Charter require that all Public 
Notices be published in a newspaper;   

AND WHEREAS printed newspapers are no longer the only or most effective means of 
giving Public Notice;  

THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that UBCM request the provincial government amend the 
Local Government Act and the Community Charter to allow statutorily required Public 
Notices to the published using a variety of media channels, including but not limited to: 
newspapers, social media, web sites and online advertising, as long as reasonably equivalent 
or better reach than that of solely using printed newspapers can be demonstrated.   

Note that all the above stated media are currently already allowed by the LGA and CC. It is 
just that currently the printed newspaper is required for all formal communication. This is as 
it should be, since this allows for access by our many seniors (and others) who are not 
computer/web literate. The agenda notice does not imply that it intends to allow 
municipalities to do away with printed newspaper notification.  That can only be 
determined by reading the detailed report on this agenda item.  

To not clearly state that the DNV is asking the authority of the province (via a UBCM 
resolution) to do away with the currently required newspaper notification, is to me, and with 
all due respect, deceptive. It should also be noted that, to my knowledge, all Provincial and 
Federal legislation must be printed in a newspaper. I thus find it ironic that for local 
governments, who are allegedly closest to the people, it is now proposed to allow them to 
no longer provide notification by the local newspaper.  Note also that the public has not 
been consulted on this matter, nor has council discussed this matter at any previous public 
meeting. 

This proposal should be shelved till such time when essentially all our citizens can 
readily access the intention of our local government without the need of 
newspapers. That time is not yet here – by a long shot. 

Yours truly, 

Corrie Kost, 2851 Colwood Dr, North Vancouver, V7R2R3, Tel: 604-988-6615 
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With population growth on the rise, many urban areas are growing faster than their city’s
infrastructure and transportation networks. Last year the world’s population exceeded
seven billion people [/?p=6657] and many large cities are already encountering
overcrowding on public transit, increased pollution levels, and longer traffic delays.

The GPS manufacturer, Tom Tom, published its latest Congestion Index
[http://www.tomtom.com/lib/doc/congestionindex/2012-0704-TomTom-Congestion-index-
2012Q1namerica-mi.pdf] , which measures congestion as a percentage difference when
compared to free-flow traffic.  This percentage indicates how much longer it will take to
travel through the city with the normal amount of traffic than if there were no vehicles or
congestion on the road.

North American congestion is rated at 20%. This week, we’ll review the top 5 congested
cities in North America.

 

Tampa is tied with Seattle for congestion index, but has slightly lighter congestion overall.
According to the report, Tampa’s congestion increased from last year’s sixth position. The
commuter traffic in the morning is fairly low at 31% in comparison to the afternoon
commute at 59%. About 30 minutes is spent in traffic during one hour in peak periods.

Seattle is tied in fourth place with a congestion index of 25%. This has risen 4% since the
last year where it was ranked as #12. Seattle drivers spend about 84 hours in traffic jams
or about 3.5 days. During peak periods, drivers spent 35 minutes of one hour in traffic.

Miami’s congestion has been increasing over time. Last

August 15, 2012 / 0 Comments / in Data Collection, Traffic Insights / by akulik

You are here: Home / Street Sense Blog / Data Collection / North America’s Most Congested Cities

North America’s Most Congested Cities - Miovision Technologies http://miovision.com/blog/north-americas-most-congested-cities/
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year, congestion was ranked at 24% and has increased
to 26%. For every hour on the road in peak periods,
nearly 30 minutes are spent wasted in traffic. However,
congestion would be a lot worse within Miami if not for
the highways. There is only 12% congestion on
highways, while 37% on local and arterial roads.

Although Toronto has a larger population, Vancouver is ranked as the most congested
Canadian city two years in a row by Tom Tom. Drivers spend 83 hours annually waiting in
traffic and 35 minutes of every hour (in rush hour) is spent in traffic. As with Miami,
congestion levels are worse on local and arterial roads than on highways.

Residents of Los Angeles are well aware about the traffic
nightmares that can come about on the city’s roads. The
city that came up with the well-deserved nickname,
“Carmageddon”, has the highest congestion index at
33%. Drivers spend about 92 hours sitting in traffic
annually and for every hour spent on the road in rush
hour traffic; about 40 of those minutes are spent sitting in traffic.

 

Congestion will always be present in a city in a manner of speaking. Construction, car
crashes, road closures have an impact on congestion levels in a given area, especially if
it’s during peak travel periods in urban locations.

However, cities are able to make the most of their transportation networks by
understanding the current usage and future needs of arterial roads and major highways.
Various traffic studies can be executed to better understand where infrastructure dollars
can be spent to make the network as efficient and effective as possible.

(ADT) studies and Turning
Movement Counts
[/?page_id=1356] (TMC) can be
utilized to understand the total
volume as well as the traffic movements on a given roadway or intersection. This can be
applied to signal timing, construction, road expansion and other transportation planning.

and Travel Time studies
[/?page_id=2534] can be applied to
understand the most heavily travelled
routes and the amount of time it takes
to travel to a destination point. This can be applied to construction and infrastructure
expansion projects in order to alleviate congestion and improve overall traffic flow.

 

Miovision provides the ability to execute all of these traffic studies [/?page_id=257] and
more using an automated process. Collect traffic movements, volumes and time-stamped
license plate data using Miovision’s data collection solutions that can be applied to

Average Daily Traffic [/?page_id=1322]

Origin Destination [/?page_id=2531]

North America’s Most Congested Cities - Miovision Technologies http://miovision.com/blog/north-americas-most-congested-cities/
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planning-level and operational-level transportation projects.

You’ll receive accurate data in a fast turnaround time which will allow you to save time and
cost. These savings can lower your bottom line or can be allocated to expand your data
collection programs.

 

Tags: 7 Billion, Accuracy, ADT, ALPR, ANPR, Arterial Roads, automatic license plate
recognition, Average Annual Daily Traffic, British Columbia, California, congestion,
Congestion Index, Florida, Highways, infrastructure, Intersection Count, los-angeles,
Miami, Miovision, origin-destination, Population Growth, Roads, Seattle, Signal Timing,
Tampa, TMC, Tom Tom, traffic, traffic data collection equipment, Traffic Delays, traffic
engineers, traffic flow, Transportation, Transportation Network, Travel Time, turning
Movement Counts, Urban, Vancouver, Vehicles, Washington
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Major Private Developments 
Grosvenor  2015 - 2018*   

Edgemont Seniors - Edgemont 2015 - 2017    

Larco - Lower Capilano 2015 - 2023   

Earl's Towers - Lower Capilano (West Van)  2017 - 2020*   

Grouse Inn - Lower Capilano  2015 - 2018*   

Comfort Inn - Lower Capilano  2017 - 2020*   

White Spot Towers (West Van)  unknown    

1041 Marine Drive - Marine Drive  2016 - 2017*   

1591 Bowser Ave 2015 - 2017   

The Av - Marine Drive 2015 2018*   

1700 Marine Drive - Marine Drive  2015 - 2017*   

Onni 3 - Marine Drive  2016 - 2018*   

Northwoods Village - Maplewood 2014 - 2018   

Maplewood Plaza - Maplewood 2017 - 2020*   

Riverside Mews - Maplewood 2019 - 2020*    

Maplewoods - Maplewood  2014 - 2016   

Loden Green - Maplewood 2014 - 2015   

Zellers Redevelopment - Lynn Valley  2015 - 2017   

Safeway Redevelopment - Lynn Valley  2016 - 2018*    

Canyon Springs - Lynn Valley  2014 - 2015   

Mountain Court - Lynn Valley  2016 - 2018*   

Draycott - Lynn Valley  2015 - 2017    

2855 Mountain Highway - Lynn Valley  2018 - 2020*   

Mountain and Harold - Lynn Valley  2015 - 2017    

Seylynn - Lower Lynn  2014 - 2018    

Led-Mac - Lower Lynn  2017 - 2020*   

Oxford - Lower Lynn  2015 - 2017    

* denotes estimated dates 
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Attachment 1 

University of British Columbia 

Public Hearing Procedural Rules for Development or Amendment of the Land 

Use Plan  

Overview 

Under the provisions of Ministerial Order M229 dated August 18, 2010, and consistent with the 

provisions of the Municipalities Enabling and Validating Act (No.3), Part 10 -2010 (the MEVA), the UBC 

Board of Governors (the “Board”) must ensure that a public hearing is held respecting a new Land Use 

Plan or any proposed amendments to the Land Use Plan for UBC’s Point Grey campus lands.    

The purpose of the public hearing is to ensure that all persons who believe that their interest in property 

is affected by proposed amendments to the Land Use Plan or by a new Land Use Plan are provided a 

reasonable opportunity to be heard or to present written submissions respecting matters contained in 

the proposed amendments to the Land Use Plan, or in a new Land Use Plan that is the subject of the 

public hearing.   

The Board has delegated the holding of the public hearing to the Public Hearing Committee (the 

“Committee”), as permitted by Ministerial Order M229.   

The Board is required to establish procedural rules for the conduct of the public hearing.  These rules, 

adopted by the Board on November 9, 2010, are as follows.   

Public Hearing Procedural Rules 

Definitions 

 

a) public hearing record means the written record of the public hearing maintained as a public 

record, certified as being fair and accurate by the person preparing the report, and including: 

i. a summary of the nature of the representations respecting the new Land Use Plan or 

amendment to the Land Use Plan that were made at the public hearing,  

ii. the written submissions received from the date of the first publication of the notice of 

public hearing to the final conclusion of the public hearing, and 

iii. plans or documents that are the subject of the public hearing.  

 

b) interim record means the submissions, reports, reference documents and other documents the 

Board has officially received at Board meetings up until the date of the first publication of the 

notice of public hearing and that are either available on UBC’s Board of Governors’ website, 

available by specific request, or that the Committee will make best efforts to make available to 

the public at the public hearing.  

 

c) reference documents means any relevant report, document, information or other written 

material considered by the Board before it makes a final decision on the matter under 

consideration.  
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Attachment 1 

 

d) Official record means the public hearing record, the interim record, the Committee report 

should one be submitted and the final staff report on the matter under consideration.  The 

official record is the written information received by the Board prior to making a final decision 

on the matter under consideration.  The Committee and staff reports may not include any new 

substantive information related to the matter under consideration.  

 

General Procedures  

 

1. Written submissions will be received from the day of the first publication of the first notice of 

public hearing up until and including the time at which the public hearing is finally concluded.  

After the Board refers materials to public hearing, the materials will be shared with the 

Committee and included in the interim record.  Written submissions received at the public 

hearing and minutes of summarized oral submissions made at the public hearing will be 

included in the public hearing record.   

 

2. The Committee will use best efforts to make the interim record available in hard copy at the 

public hearing.  

 

3. More than one proposed amendment may be included in one notice of public hearing, and 

more than one proposed amendment may be considered at the public hearing.   

 

4. A roll call of Committee members will be completed at the beginning of the public hearing.  A 

quorum of 50% plus one of the Committee must be present at the public hearing.  The 

Chairperson will not permit the Committee to begin the public hearing’s agenda without a 

quorum.   

 

5. The Committee Chairperson will begin the public hearing with a review of the procedures and 

agenda for the public hearing.   

 

6. Staff may be invited to make a presentation regarding the proposed amendment (s) to the Land 

Use Plan or new Land Use Plan.  Committee members may ask questions for clarification 

purposes.   

 

7. The Committee Chairperson will then proceed with calling forward speakers to address the 

Committee, in order, using the list of names on the Speakers’ List.   

 

8. The public hearing may be recessed every 2 hours or at the discretion of the Committee 

Chairperson. 

 

9. At the discretion of the Committee Chairperson, Committee members may ask questions of the 

speaker for clarification only.  Committee members must not make submissions or debate the 

merits of the proposed Land Use Plan amendments or new Land Use Plan or enter into dialogue 



Attachment 1 

with speakers at the public hearing.   

 

10. The Committee Chairperson may invite staff to correct obvious errors and to provide 

clarifications at any time during the public hearing.  If staff do provide correction or clarification, 

those in attendance at the public hearing must be given reasonable opportunity to respond to 

such corrections or clarifications.    

 

11. If the Speakers’ Lists are not concluded at a reasonable hour as determined by the Committee 

Chairperson, the public hearing may be adjourned and no further notice of the public hearing is 

necessary if the time and place for the resumption is stated to those present at the time the 

public hearing is adjourned.   

 

Speaker Registration and Speaking Order 

 

12. Members of the public must register to speak at the public hearing at the sign-up table at the 

door to the room in which the public hearing will be held.  The sign-up table for the Speakers’ 

List will be available beginning approximately thirty minutes prior to the scheduled start of the 

public hearing.   The Speakers’ List will be provided to the Chairperson of the Committee at the 

scheduled start of the public hearing.  A staff person will remain at the door to the room to add 

to the Speakers’ List those people who have not yet spoken and who would like to.  If someone 

has already spoken and would like to speak again for a second time, a second round Speakers’ 

List will be kept.  A third round Speakers’ List and so on will be kept until all present have had a 

fair opportunity to make submissions.   

 

13. Each person on the Speakers’ List will be given an initial five minutes to make a submission.  A 

one minute warning will be issued by the Committee Clerk.  This rule will be rigorously followed 

to ensure fairness to all speakers.   

 

14. Once the persons on the first round Speaker’s List have had an opportunity to make 

submissions, any persons wishing to make further submissions will have an opportunity to speak 

for a further five minutes if they have placed their name on a second round Speaker’s List.  After 

everyone on the second round Speaker’s List has had an opportunity to speak for a second time, 

the process will be repeated for those wishing to speak for a third time and so on.  There is no 

limit to the number of times that any person may speak to the matters under consideration.  No 

one will be discouraged or prevented from making their views known.  However, it is important 

that remarks be limited to relevant matters and that an individual not repeat things he or she 

has already said.  

 

15. Speakers will begin by stating their name, address, and whether they are currently a member of 

the university community as a faculty member, student, staff member, alumna(e), or campus 

resident.  Submissions made orally may include supporting written materials to be submitted to 

the Committee via the Committee Clerk.  Written submissions will also be accepted, but the 

Committee encourages everyone making a submission to briefly speak to it so that all present 

Owner
Highlight

Owner
Highlight

Owner
Highlight

Owner
Highlight

Owner
Highlight



Attachment 1 

are aware of points raised.  If a speaker wishes to have copies of supporting written materials 

submitted to the Committee members, the speaker must bring ten (10) copies to the public 

hearing and provide those copies to the Committee Clerk at the beginning of the speaker’s five 

minute presentation.  Multi-media presentations are not permitted unless they are from or on 

behalf of the Board, the Committee or staff in Campus and Community Planning.   

 

16. At the discretion of the Committee Chairperson, if a member of the public appears to be 

speaking to a topic unrelated to the proposed Land Use Plan amendments or new Land Use Plan 

under consideration, the speaker will be asked limit any subsequent remarks to the matter 

under consideration.  The Committee is not able to and will not consider comments that are not 

related to the proposed amendments to the Land Use Plan or new Land Use Plan that is the 

subject of the public hearing.   

 

17. If any member of the public is disrupting the public hearing, the Committee Chairperson may 

order that the person depart or be removed from the public hearing and/or may order that the 

public hearing be recessed until the matter is resolved.   Speakers must address the topic at 

hand, must not debate unrelated points raised by other speakers, and must not make 

comments about individuals or organizations.   

 

18. At the conclusion of the Speakers’ Lists, the Committee Chairperson will ask three times if there 

are persons who wish to speak to the proposed Land Use Plan amendments or new Land Use 

Plan.  Once these speakers are heard, the Committee Chairperson will deem the public hearing 

concluded.   

 

Public Hearing Reporting and Consideration 

 

19. The Committee Clerk will prepare the public hearing record and it will be presented to the Board 

at the next practical opportunity.  The Committee may submit a report to the Board regarding 

the conduct and procedure of the public hearing and may make comments for the Board’s 

consideration, but may not include any new substantive remarks or new comments in relation 

to the matter under consideration.   

 

20. Following conclusion of the public hearing, the Committee Clerk, Committee members and 

Board members must not receive additional information related to the proposed Land Use Plan 

amendments or new Land Use Plan.   Additional information includes but is not limited to: 

emails, phone calls, informal conversations, reports, studies, and letters.  In the event that 

additional information is received by a Committee or Board member, they must not consider it.  

If they do consider it, they must recuse themselves from any further discussions, deliberations 

or votes related to the proposed amendments to the Land Use Plan or new Land Use Plan until 

the matter under consideration has been finally decided.   

 

21. After the public hearing, and following receipt of the official record, without further notice or 

hearing, the Board, in accordable with the MEVA and Ministerial Order M229, may:   
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a) endorse the proposed Land Use Plan amendments or new Land Use Plan and recommend 

that the Minister adopt them, or  

b) amend the proposed Land Use Plan amendments or new Land Use Plan in response to the 

public hearing record or to the contents of the official record, endorse the plan or 

amendments, and recommend that the Minister adopt them, provided that any amendment 

does not: 

i. alter the use of any area, or   

ii. increase the density of a family housing area  

from that specified in the proposed Land Use Plan amendments or new Land Use Plan, or  

c) decline to endorse the proposed Land Use Plan amendments or new Land Use Plan.   



1.	 Site Planning

B1.1: Context:  New development should fit the neighbourhood context.  Consideration should be given to 
the local topography, vegetation and environmental features and to the established character of the built form 
including heritage buildings and local choices of colours, architectural styling and building materials (see Figure 
43).

B1.2: Connectivity:  The siting of new development should take into consideration how to enhance the 
pedestrian, bicycle and vehicle connections in the area, particularly those that lead to key destinations (see Figure 
44).  

B1.3: Solar Orientation:  When siting development, careful consideration should be given to maximizing the 
benefits of sunshine exposure to public open spaces, and to minimizing the impacts of shading on adjacent 
properties (see Figure 45).  To this end, applications should be accompanied by a shadow analysis that illustrates 
the impacts on March 21st, June 21st, and September 21st (spring and fall equinox and summer solstice) at 10 
am, 12 noon, 2pm and 6pm (see Figure 45).  (For high rises, also see related guideline B 4.4 Solar Orientation.)
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B4.2 Maximum Building Frontage:  Further to section B2.3 Maximum Building Width, mid and high rise 
buildings should not have tower frontages in excess of 30 metres (98.5 feet) (see Figure 74).

B4.3 Building Separation:  In order to minimize overlook between residential units, there should be a minimum 
separation between high rise buildings of at least 30 metres (98.5 feet) (see Figure 75).

B4.4:  Solar Orientation:  Further to section B1.3 Solar Orientation, which also highlights the need to maximize 
the benefits of sunshine and minimize the impacts of overshadowing, where towers are proposed that have a long 
side, that long side is encouraged to have a north-south orientation to reduce the impacts of shading on adjacent 
areas (See Figure 76).

It is also important for towers to reduce the potential for heat gain on southern and western exposures to both 
ensure units are liveable and reduce energy consumption.  This may result in southern and western elevations 
having different but complementary treatments that may include: reduced glazing, larger balconies, louvers, and 
cross ventilation.
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TABLE 1: TOP 10 MUNICIPALITIES (5,000+) RANKED BY 
POPULATION GROWTH (%), 2013 TO 2014 

 
Source: BC Stats 2014 sub-provincial population estimates 

Among municipalities with populations fewer than 5,000 

people, Sun Peaks Mountain reported the highest growth 

rate from 2013 to 2014 (+4.9% or an addition of 21 per-
sons). 

Of the ten largest (100,000+) municipalities in the prov-

ince, Saanich and Delta showed declines of 0.4% 

and 0.3% respectively. Amid municipalities with greater 

than 5,000 persons, Prince Rupert and Smithers reported 
the fastest rates of decline (−2.9% and −2.7% respectively). 

TABLE 2: BOTTOM 10 MUNICIPALITIES (5,000+) RANKED BY 
POPULATION GROWTH (%), 2013 TO 2014 

 
Source: BC Stats 2014 sub-provincial population estimates 

 

 

 

ESTIMATING POPULATION FOR SUB-PROVINCIAL  
AREAS 

On an annual basis, BC Stats produces sub-provincial 

population estimates using the Generalized Estimation 

System (GES).1 This regression model uses symptomatic 

indicators such as health client registry and residential hy-

dro hook-ups to gauge population growth from one year to 

the next. These estimates assist in local and provincial gov-
ernment planning processes. 

The coverage of British Columbia’s geographies using GES 

focuses on 189 areas comprised of 162 municipalities 

and 27 unique aggregations of unincorporated areas. Most 

of the province’s residents (almost 9 in every 10 persons) 
live in municipalities. 

These sub-provincial population estimates are based on 

the 2011 Census counts adjusted for census net undercov-

erage2 and incompletely enumerated Indian Reserves to 

which is added the estimated demographic growth for the 
period from May 10, 2011, to July 1, 2014.  

Sub-provincial estimates back to 2012 have been revised to 

reflect the updated B.C. level population estimates released 

in September 2014. The revised estimates are available on 

the BC Stats website. 

 

                                                      
1 For more information on how the sub-provincial population estimates 
are produced, please see the BC Stats technical report "Total Population 
Estimates (GES)". 
2 For more information on census net undercoverage, please see the BC 
Stats analysitcal report “2011 Census Net Undercoverage and the New 
Base Population”. 

2013 pop'n 2014 pop'n Level Change % Growth
Lake Country 12,330 13,015 685 5.6%
Fort St. John 20,553 21,523 970 4.7%
Sechelt (District Mun.) 9,569 9,983 414 4.3%
Langford 33,390 34,677 1,287 3.9%
Kimberley 6,532 6,735 203 3.1%
Dawson Creek 12,289 12,653 364 3.0%
North Vancouver 50,845 52,346 1,501 3.0%
Langley (District Mun.) 111,595 114,647 3,052 2.7%
Squamish 18,789 19,294 505 2.7%
Whistler 10,194 10,447 253 2.5%

2013 pop'n 2014 pop'n Level Change % Growth
Prince Rupert 12,275 11,918 -357 -2.9%
Smithers 5,246 5,103 -143 -2.7%
Terrace 11,458 11,265 -193 -1.7%
Hope 5,776 5,701 -75 -1.3%
Port Alberni 16,897 16,683 -214 -1.3%
Creston 5,089 5,030 -59 -1.2%
Sooke 12,390 12,257 -133 -1.1%
Oak Bay 17,618 17,448 -170 -1.0%
Prince George 74,227 73,590 -637 -0.9%
Esquimalt 16,337 16,207 -130 -0.8%
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B.C. MUNICIPALITIES– CONTINUED... 

Compared to all municipalities and in terms of rates, Zeballos saw the largest decline in population between 2013 and 2014 

(−6.8%, or −8 persons). In terms of volume, Prince George experienced the largest decline (−0.9%, or −637 persons). Table 3 
provides a complete listing of B.C. regional district and municipal population estimates from 2011 to 2014. 

TABLE 3: BRITISH COLUMBIA REGIONAL DISTRICT AND MUNICIPAL POPULATION ESTIMATES 

 

SGC Name
Area 
Type 2011 2012 2013 2014

2011-12 
Changes

2012-13 
Changes

2013-14 
Changes

23000 Alberni-Clayoquot RD 31,581 31,256 30,863 30,876 -1.0% -1.3% 0.0%
23008      Port Alberni CY 17,934 17,427 16,897 16,683 -2.8% -3.0% -1.3%
23025      Tofino DM 2,019 2,056 2,097 2,119 1.8% 2.0% 1.0%
23019      Ucluelet DM 1,660 1,646 1,637 1,622 -0.8% -0.5% -0.9%
23999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 9,968 10,127 10,232 10,452 1.6% 1.0% 2.2%
 

51000 Bulkley-Nechako RD 39,905 39,989 40,066 40,387 0.2% 0.2% 0.8%
51022      Burns Lake VL 2,066 2,048 2,026 1,999 -0.9% -1.1% -1.3%
51013      Fort St. James DM 1,726 1,751 1,791 1,808 1.4% 2.3% 0.9%
51009      Fraser Lake VL 1,178 1,172 1,157 1,171 -0.5% -1.3% 1.2%
51032      Granisle VL 301 303 301 304 0.7% -0.7% 1.0%
51034      Houston DM 3,216 3,170 3,157 3,142 -1.4% -0.4% -0.5%
51043      Smithers T 5,490 5,399 5,246 5,103 -1.7% -2.8% -2.7%
51038      Telkwa VL 1,397 1,385 1,384 1,377 -0.9% -0.1% -0.5%
51007      Vanderhoof DM 4,596 4,595 4,607 4,539 0.0% 0.3% -1.5%
51999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 19,935 20,166 20,397 20,944 1.2% 1.1% 2.7%
 

17000 Capital RD 367,632 368,935 371,265 372,463 0.4% 0.6% 0.3%
17015      Central Saanich DM 16,022 15,937 15,814 15,794 -0.5% -0.8% -0.1%
17041      Colwood CY 16,515 16,628 16,624 16,636 0.7% 0.0% 0.1%
17040      Esquimalt DM 16,616 16,339 16,337 16,207 -1.7% 0.0% -0.8%
17049      Highlands DM 2,181 2,199 2,187 2,221 0.8% -0.5% 1.6%
17044      Langford CY 30,430 31,651 33,390 34,677 4.0% 5.5% 3.9%
17042      Metchosin DM 4,870 4,906 4,916 4,968 0.7% 0.2% 1.1%
17005      North Saanich DM 11,109 11,007 11,007 10,941 -0.9% 0.0% -0.6%
17030      Oak Bay DM 18,037 17,787 17,618 17,448 -1.4% -1.0% -1.0%
17021      Saanich DM 111,981 111,637 111,233 110,767 -0.3% -0.4% -0.4%
17010      Sidney T 11,197 11,173 11,125 11,153 -0.2% -0.4% 0.3%
17052      Sooke DM 11,684 11,913 12,390 12,257 2.0% 4.0% -1.1%
17034      Victoria CY 82,259 82,508 82,859 83,200 0.3% 0.4% 0.4%
17047      View Royal T 9,558 10,025 10,524 10,714 4.9% 5.0% 1.8%
17999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 25,173 25,225 25,241 25,480 0.2% 0.1% 0.9%
 

41000 Cariboo RD 63,314 63,091 62,885 63,111 -0.4% -0.3% 0.4%
41005      One Hundred Mile House DM 1,912 1,890 1,884 1,889 -1.2% -0.3% 0.3%
41013      Quesnel CY 10,185 10,097 9,801 9,806 -0.9% -2.9% 0.1%
41025      Wells DM 245 235 234 234 -4.1% -0.4% 0.0%
41009      Williams Lake CY 11,164 11,038 10,943 11,003 -1.1% -0.9% 0.5%
41999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 39,808 39,831 40,023 40,179 0.1% 0.5% 0.4%
 

45000 Central Coast RD 3,277 3,310 3,263 3,240 1.0% -1.4% -0.7%
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SGC Name
Area 
Type 2011 2012 2013 2014

2011-12 
Changes

2012-13 
Changes

2013-14 
Changes

3000 Central Kootenay RD 59,297 59,450 59,385 60,013 0.3% -0.1% 1.1%
3045      Castlegar CY 7,941 7,972 7,891 7,864 0.4% -1.0% -0.3%
3004      Creston T 5,332 5,316 5,089 5,030 -0.3% -4.3% -1.2%
3023      Kaslo VL 1,027 1,030 1,011 1,008 0.3% -1.8% -0.3%
3050      Nakusp VL 1,573 1,559 1,543 1,528 -0.9% -1.0% -1.0%
3015      Nelson CY 10,371 10,335 10,380 10,532 -0.3% 0.4% 1.5%
3032      New Denver VL 503 504 498 497 0.2% -1.2% -0.2%
3011      Salmo VL 1,144 1,163 1,136 1,187 1.7% -2.3% 4.5%
3027      Silverton VL 196 197 196 199 0.5% -0.5% 1.5%
3019      Slocan VL 297 298 302 301 0.3% 1.3% -0.3%
3999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 30,913 31,076 31,339 31,867 0.5% 0.8% 1.7%
 

35000 Central Okanagan RD 183,521 184,964 185,944 189,289 0.8% 0.5% 1.8%
35010      Kelowna CY 119,826 120,303 120,202 121,422 0.4% -0.1% 1.0%
35016      Lake Country DM 11,885 12,174 12,330 13,015 2.4% 1.3% 5.6%
35018      Peachland DM 5,217 5,118 5,102 5,094 -1.9% -0.3% -0.2%
35029      West Kelowna DM 31,669 31,517 31,931 32,699 -0.5% 1.3% 2.4%
35999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 14,924 15,852 16,379 17,059 6.2% 3.3% 4.2%
 

39000 Columbia-Shuswap RD 51,234 51,087 51,007 51,789 -0.3% -0.2% 1.5%
39007      Golden T 3,767 3,760 3,728 3,780 -0.2% -0.9% 1.4%
39019      Revelstoke CY 7,287 7,160 7,229 7,280 -1.7% 1.0% 0.7%
39032      Salmon Arm CY 17,772 17,591 17,438 17,749 -1.0% -0.9% 1.8%
39045      Sicamous DM 2,448 2,435 2,414 2,439 -0.5% -0.9% 1.0%
39999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 19,960 20,141 20,198 20,541 0.9% 0.3% 1.7%
 

26000 Comox RD 64,417 64,499 64,428 64,639 0.1% -0.1% 0.3%
26005      Comox T 13,785 13,678 13,731 13,862 -0.8% 0.4% 1.0%
26010      Courtenay CY 24,596 24,752 24,653 24,806 0.6% -0.4% 0.6%
26014      Cumberland VL 3,436 3,475 3,497 3,506 1.1% 0.6% 0.3%
26999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 22,600 22,594 22,547 22,465 0.0% -0.2% -0.4%
 

19000 Cowichan Valley RD 81,485 81,447 81,659 82,407 0.0% 0.3% 0.9%
19012      Duncan CY 4,962 4,954 4,806 4,770 -0.2% -3.0% -0.7%
19021      Ladysmith T 7,992 8,089 8,173 8,273 1.2% 1.0% 1.2%
19016      Lake Cowichan T 3,003 3,061 3,071 3,112 1.9% 0.3% 1.3%
19008      North Cowichan DM 29,401 29,318 29,392 29,760 -0.3% 0.3% 1.3%
19999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 36,127 36,025 36,217 36,492 -0.3% 0.5% 0.8%
 

1000 East Kootenay RD 57,679 57,779 57,642 58,059 0.2% -0.2% 0.7%
1043      Canal Flats VL 720 728 717 736 1.1% -1.5% 2.6%
1022      Cranbrook CY 19,737 19,857 19,707 19,785 0.6% -0.8% 0.4%
1003      Elkford DM 2,610 2,557 2,583 2,640 -2.0% 1.0% 2.2%
1012      Fernie CY 4,532 4,537 4,528 4,528 0.1% -0.2% 0.0%
1039      Invermere DM 2,983 2,967 2,959 2,993 -0.5% -0.3% 1.1%
1028      Kimberley CY 6,721 6,617 6,532 6,735 -1.5% -1.3% 3.1%
1040      Radium Hot Springs VL 781 779 769 766 -0.3% -1.3% -0.4%
1006      Sparwood DM 3,798 3,884 3,898 3,927 2.3% 0.4% 0.7%
1999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 15,797 15,853 15,949 15,949 0.4% 0.6% 0.0%
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SGC Name
Area 
Type 2011 2012 2013 2014

2011-12 
Changes

2012-13 
Changes

2013-14 
Changes

9000 Fraser Valley RD 283,905 284,791 286,980 288,682 0.3% 0.8% 0.6%
9052      Abbotsford CY 136,948 137,347 138,202 138,501 0.3% 0.6% 0.2%
9020      Chilliwack CY 79,850 80,403 81,607 82,918 0.7% 1.5% 1.6%
9027      Harrison Hot Springs VL 1,468 1,474 1,508 1,500 0.4% 2.3% -0.5%
9009      Hope DM 5,982 5,867 5,776 5,701 -1.9% -1.6% -1.3%
9032      Kent DM 5,792 5,823 5,855 5,890 0.5% 0.5% 0.6%
9056      Mission DM 37,101 37,319 37,332 37,539 0.6% 0.0% 0.6%
9999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 16,764 16,558 16,700 16,633 -1.2% 0.9% -0.4%
 

53000 Fraser-Fort George RD 93,887 93,881 94,193 93,645 0.0% 0.3% -0.6%
53033      Mackenzie DM 3,544 3,539 3,513 3,538 -0.1% -0.7% 0.7%
53012      McBride VL 588 587 582 585 -0.2% -0.9% 0.5%
53023      Prince George CY 73,803 73,849 74,227 73,590 0.1% 0.5% -0.9%
53007      Valemount VL 1,019 1,048 1,033 1,021 2.8% -1.4% -1.2%
53999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 14,933 14,858 14,838 14,911 -0.5% -0.1% 0.5%
 

15000 Greater Vancouver RD 2,373,037 2,410,000 2,442,604 2,474,123 1.6% 1.4% 1.3%
15038      Anmore VL 2,159 2,222 2,231 2,272 2.9% 0.4% 1.8%
15036      Belcarra VL 645 644 633 637 -0.2% -1.7% 0.6%
15062      Bowen Island IM 3,405 3,453 3,468 3,479 1.4% 0.4% 0.3%
15025      Burnaby CY 229,228 232,345 233,833 233,734 1.4% 0.6% 0.0%
15034      Coquitlam CY 130,438 133,536 137,823 141,132 2.4% 3.2% 2.4%
15011      Delta DM 101,368 101,592 101,349 101,000 0.2% -0.2% -0.3%
15002      Langley, City of CY 25,845 26,503 26,584 26,652 2.5% 0.3% 0.3%
15001      Langley, District Municipality DM 106,234 108,568 111,595 114,647 2.2% 2.8% 2.7%
15065      Lions Bay VL 1,353 1,349 1,352 1,349 -0.3% 0.2% -0.2%
15075      Maple Ridge CY 77,730 78,586 79,015 80,434 1.1% 0.5% 1.8%
15029      New Westminster CY 67,545 68,342 68,956 69,860 1.2% 0.9% 1.3%
15051      North Vancouver, City of CY 49,396 50,130 50,845 52,346 1.5% 1.4% 3.0%
15046      North Vancouver, District Municipality DM 86,063 86,594 86,587 86,623 0.6% 0.0% 0.0%
15070      Pitt Meadows CY 18,224 18,457 18,640 18,673 1.3% 1.0% 0.2%
15039      Port Coquitlam CY 57,262 58,462 58,912 59,813 2.1% 0.8% 1.5%
15043      Port Moody CY 34,027 33,899 34,359 34,709 -0.4% 1.4% 1.0%
15015      Richmond CY 196,001 198,044 200,768 205,262 1.0% 1.4% 2.2%
15004      Surrey CY 482,659 493,377 504,331 513,322 2.2% 2.2% 1.8%
15022      Vancouver CY 619,366 629,128 635,660 640,469 1.6% 1.0% 0.8%
15055      West Vancouver DM 42,923 42,652 42,210 42,119 -0.6% -1.0% -0.2%
15007      White Rock CY 19,327 18,998 19,211 19,197 -1.7% 1.1% -0.1%
15999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 21,839 23,119 24,242 26,394 5.9% 4.9% 8.9%
 

49000 Kitimat-Stikine RD 38,066 38,417 38,687 39,169 0.9% 0.7% 1.2%
49022      Hazelton VL 297 288 275 268 -3.0% -4.5% -2.5%
49005      Kitimat DM 8,538 8,329 8,367 8,452 -2.4% 0.5% 1.0%
49024      New Hazelton DM 666 649 647 661 -2.6% -0.3% 2.2%
49032      Stewart DM 495 432 434 425 -12.7% 0.5% -2.1%
49011      Terrace CY 11,688 11,445 11,458 11,265 -2.1% 0.1% -1.7%
49999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 16,382 17,274 17,506 18,098 5.4% 1.3% 3.4%
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SGC Name
Area 
Type 2011 2012 2013 2014

2011-12 
Changes

2012-13 
Changes

2013-14 
Changes

5000 Kootenay-Boundary RD 31,494 31,205 30,563 30,307 -0.9% -2.1% -0.8%
5005      Fruitvale VL 2,065 2,076 2,073 2,088 0.5% -0.1% 0.7%
5032      Grand Forks CY 4,027 4,019 4,055 4,048 -0.2% 0.9% -0.2%
5042      Greenwood CY 710 705 700 695 -0.7% -0.7% -0.7%
5037      Midway VL 675 665 663 667 -1.5% -0.3% 0.6%
5009      Montrose VL 1,040 1,043 1,040 1,031 0.3% -0.3% -0.9%
5023      Rossland CY 3,614 3,632 3,638 3,650 0.5% 0.2% 0.3%
5014      Trail CY 7,801 7,748 7,526 7,527 -0.7% -2.9% 0.0%
5018      Warfield VL 1,720 1,716 1,687 1,691 -0.2% -1.7% 0.2%
5999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 9,842 9,601 9,181 8,910 -2.4% -4.4% -3.0%
 

43000 Mount Waddington RD 11,716 11,600 11,590 11,523 -1.0% -0.1% -0.6%
43008      Alert Bay VL 449 449 447 443 0.0% -0.4% -0.9%
43017      Port Alice VL 821 814 811 799 -0.9% -0.4% -1.5%
43023      Port Hardy DM 4,108 4,072 4,030 3,978 -0.9% -1.0% -1.3%
43012      Port McNeill T 2,552 2,514 2,537 2,518 -1.5% 0.9% -0.7%
43999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 3,786 3,751 3,765 3,785 -0.9% 0.4% 0.5%
 

21000 Nanaimo RD 148,770 149,621 150,806 152,518 0.6% 0.8% 1.1%
21008      Lantzville DM 3,624 3,659 3,505 3,496 1.0% -4.2% -0.3%
21007      Nanaimo CY 85,786 86,301 87,522 88,869 0.6% 1.4% 1.5%
21018      Parksville CY 12,002 12,028 12,153 12,227 0.2% 1.0% 0.6%
21023      Qualicum Beach T 8,663 8,590 8,541 8,500 -0.8% -0.6% -0.5%
21999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 38,695 39,043 39,085 39,426 0.9% 0.1% 0.9%
 

37000 North Okanagan RD 82,391 82,223 82,031 82,783 -0.2% -0.2% 0.9%
37028      Armstrong CY 4,878 4,965 4,957 4,879 1.8% -0.2% -1.6%
37010      Coldstream DM 10,415 10,324 10,320 10,551 -0.9% 0.0% 2.2%
37033      Enderby CY 2,961 2,883 2,922 2,887 -2.6% 1.4% -1.2%
37005      Lumby VL 1,745 1,754 1,756 1,773 0.5% 0.1% 1.0%
37024      Spallumcheen DM 5,105 5,106 5,083 5,185 0.0% -0.5% 2.0%
37014      Vernon CY 38,914 38,717 38,523 38,861 -0.5% -0.5% 0.9%
37999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 18,373 18,474 18,470 18,647 0.5% 0.0% 1.0%
 

59000 Northern Rockies RD 6,054 6,094 6,053 6,032 0.7% -0.7% -0.3%
59007      Northern Rockies Regional Municipality RGM 5,457 5,498 5,460 5,440 0.8% -0.7% -0.4%
59999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 597 596 593 592 -0.2% -0.5% -0.2%
 

7000 Okanagan-Similkameen RD 81,639 81,634 81,152 81,940 0.0% -0.6% 1.0%
7009      Keremeos VL 1,329 1,343 1,328 1,340 1.1% -1.1% 0.9%
7014      Oliver T 4,829 4,792 4,763 4,622 -0.8% -0.6% -3.0%
7005      Osoyoos T 4,860 4,868 4,859 4,879 0.2% -0.2% 0.4%
7041      Penticton CY 33,553 33,881 33,620 34,233 1.0% -0.8% 1.8%
7024      Princeton T 2,747 2,766 2,758 2,770 0.7% -0.3% 0.4%
7035      Summerland DM 11,376 11,242 11,123 11,126 -1.2% -1.1% 0.0%
7999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 22,945 22,742 22,701 22,970 -0.9% -0.2% 1.2%
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SGC Name
Area 
Type 2011 2012 2013 2014

2011-12 
Changes

2012-13 
Changes

2013-14 
Changes

55000 Peace River RD 61,768 63,088 64,480 66,321 2.1% 2.2% 2.9%
55010      Chetwynd DM 2,742 2,788 2,777 2,793 1.7% -0.4% 0.6%
55014      Dawson Creek CY 11,785 12,019 12,289 12,653 2.0% 2.2% 3.0%
55034      Fort St. John CY 19,375 20,026 20,553 21,523 3.4% 2.6% 4.7%
55025      Hudson's Hope DM 973 987 1,040 1,037 1.4% 5.4% -0.3%
55005      Pouce Coupe VL 735 736 736 726 0.1% 0.0% -1.4%
55030      Taylor DM 1,404 1,461 1,504 1,490 4.1% 2.9% -0.9%
55003      Tumbler Ridge DM 2,814 2,868 2,897 2,983 1.9% 1.0% 3.0%
55999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 21,940 22,203 22,684 23,116 1.2% 2.2% 1.9%
 

27000 Powell River RD 20,106 19,925 19,910 19,921 -0.9% -0.1% 0.1%
27008      Powell River CY 13,303 13,109 13,094 13,108 -1.5% -0.1% 0.1%
27806      Sechelt Ind Gov Dist (Part-Powell River) IGD 22 22 22 22 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
27999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 6,781 6,794 6,794 6,791 0.2% 0.0% 0.0%
 

47000 Skeena-Queen Charlotte RD 19,135 18,892 18,536 18,165 -1.3% -1.9% -2.0%
47023      Masset VL 896 877 868 890 -2.1% -1.0% 2.5%
47030      Port Clements VL 379 371 370 371 -2.1% -0.3% 0.3%
47007      Port Edward DM 548 545 554 536 -0.5% 1.7% -3.2%
47012      Prince Rupert CY 12,802 12,608 12,275 11,918 -1.5% -2.6% -2.9%
47026      Queen Charlotte VL 955 949 938 941 -0.6% -1.2% 0.3%
47999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 3,555 3,542 3,531 3,509 -0.4% -0.3% -0.6%
 

31000 Squamish-Lillooet RD 39,513 40,618 40,867 41,496 2.8% 0.6% 1.5%
31026      Lillooet DM 2,324 2,337 2,335 2,344 0.6% -0.1% 0.4%
31012      Pemberton VL 2,485 2,513 2,579 2,601 1.1% 2.6% 0.9%
31006      Squamish DM 17,727 18,377 18,789 19,294 3.7% 2.2% 2.7%
31020      Whistler DM 10,333 10,409 10,194 10,447 0.7% -2.1% 2.5%
31999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 6,644 6,982 6,970 6,810 5.1% -0.2% -2.3%
 

57000 Stikine R 638 672 695 681 5.3% 3.4% -2.0%
 

24000 Strathcona RD 43,928 44,020 44,243 44,869 0.2% 0.5% 1.4%
24034      Campbell River CY 31,736 31,907 32,199 32,720 0.5% 0.9% 1.6%
24025      Gold River VL 1,277 1,257 1,257 1,261 -1.6% 0.0% 0.3%
24039      Sayward VL 319 313 309 307 -1.9% -1.3% -0.6%
24030      Tahsis VL 314 313 309 307 -0.3% -1.3% -0.6%
24029      Zeballos VL 126 119 118 110 -5.6% -0.8% -6.8%
24999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 10,156 10,111 10,051 10,164 -0.4% -0.6% 1.1%
 

29000 Sunshine Coast RD 28,918 29,118 29,098 29,584 0.7% -0.1% 1.7%
29005      Gibsons T 4,494 4,535 4,520 4,552 0.9% -0.3% 0.7%
29803      Sechelt Ind Gov Dist (Part-Sunshine Coast) IGD 801 783 779 792 -2.2% -0.5% 1.7%
29011      Sechelt District Municipality DM 9,393 9,585 9,569 9,983 2.0% -0.2% 4.3%
29999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 14,230 14,215 14,230 14,257 -0.1% 0.1% 0.2%
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NOTES: SGC = STANDARD GEOGRAPHICAL CLASSIFICATION, RD = REGIONAL DISTRICT, R = REGION, RDR = REGIONAL DISTRICT UNINCOR-
PORATED AREA, IGD = INDIAN GOVERNMENT DISTRICT, CY = CITY, T = TOWN, VL = VILLAGE, DM = DISTRICT MUNICIPALITY, IM = ISLAND 
MUNICIPALITY, RGM = REGIONAL MUNICIPALITY. 

All figures correspond to municipal boundaries as of July 1st of the year stated. 
Source: BC Stats 
 

SGC Name
Area 
Type 2011 2012 2013 2014

2011-12 
Changes

2012-13 
Changes

2013-14 
Changes

33000 Thompson-Nicola RD 130,832 130,902 131,730 133,270 0.1% 0.6% 1.2%
33019      Ashcroft VL 1,630 1,609 1,601 1,601 -1.3% -0.5% 0.0%
33074      Barriere DM 1,772 1,785 1,775 1,790 0.7% -0.6% 0.8%
33024      Cache Creek VL 1,045 1,019 1,010 1,014 -2.5% -0.9% 0.4%
33054      Chase VL 2,493 2,469 2,445 2,402 -1.0% -1.0% -1.8%
33067      Clearwater DM 2,334 2,358 2,358 2,368 1.0% 0.0% 0.4%
33028      Clinton VL 637 635 637 624 -0.3% 0.3% -2.0%
33042      Kamloops CY 87,852 87,759 88,394 89,417 -0.1% 0.7% 1.2%
33035      Logan Lake DM 2,078 2,063 2,082 2,070 -0.7% 0.9% -0.6%
33015      Lytton VL 228 231 233 242 1.3% 0.9% 3.9%
33006      Merritt CY 7,195 7,237 7,331 7,461 0.6% 1.3% 1.8%
33045      Sun Peaks Mountain VL 381 395 430 451 3.7% 8.9% 4.9%
33999      Unincorporated Areas RDR 23,187 23,342 23,434 23,830 0.7% 0.4% 1.7%

British Columbia 4,499,139 4,542,508 4,582,625 4,631,302 1.0% 0.9% 1.1%
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