Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX

From: Tracey Butler [TraceyButler@rossland.caj

Sent: Friday, February 3, 2012 11:22 AM

To: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX; Saunders, Michele CSCD:EX
Ce: Deb Timm; Victor Kumar

Subject: RE: Repeal bylaw

Hi Deb,

The Gity of Rossland is considering changing to a Cost Recovery/Cennection charges type of bylaw instead of DCC's.
In'the DCC bylaw in the WHEREAS clauses it mentions that the DCC bylaw will not deter development or discourage
the construction of reasonably price housing. The fact fs, it is doing exactly that, so Council is considering opticns to
amend this situation. We have a large project proposed for this building season that will be using most if not all the
monies collected under the DCC bylaw so far.

I have CC'd Victor with this email strand and when he returns on Monday we wilf discuss.
Thank you.

Tracey Butler

Corporate Officer,City of Rossiand
(250)362-2321

Fax (250)362-5451

This e-mall contains Information Infended only for the use of the Indidual or enfity named above and Js considsred confidential priviteged, or otherwise profected from
disciosure upfess stated olhenwise. If the reader of this e-mait Is not the /ntendad recitlent or tha empicyee or agent respensible for dafivarng it to the Infended reciplent,
&ny dissemination, publication or copying of this e-mai js strctly prohibited. If you havs recelved this communication in error, please nolily us fmmediately by replying fo
the message and deleling fromn your computer permanenily.

Sent: Friday, February 03, 2012 9:46 AM
To; Saunders, Michele CSCD:EX

Cc: Tracey Butler; Deb Timm

Subject: RE: Repeal bylaw

Hi Tracey (and Deb too — I'll bring you in the loap o this):
The issue here is that you can’t simply repesal a DCC bylaw.

Are there any monies in the DCC reserves? They can only be expended on the projects in the DCC works plan under
the BCC bylaw,

Are you proposing to give back DCC's collected to people who have been paying?
t think we need to have a discussion about what is geing an up there? Piease give me a call.

Deh

From: Saunders, Michele CSCD:EX

Sent: Thursday, February 2, 2012 1:24 PM
To: Humphrey, Deborah CSCDIEX

Cc: 'Tracey Butler'

Subject: FW: Repeal bylaw

Hi Deb — wondering if you could provide some input here? I'm hesitant to comment on these bylaws, since these
are not bylaws that ever come across our desks in Advisory Services.
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I've copied Tracey on the email, just ta keep everyone in the loop.
Please let us know how Tracey should proceed —and let me know if you want to discuss.
Thanks]

Michele

Michele Saunders | Advisory Officer
P 250.387.4313 | F 250.387.7972

s% Please consider the environment before printing this e-mall

Sent: Wednesday, February 1, 2012 11:27 AM
To: Saunders, Michele CSCDHEX
Subject: Repeal bylaw

Hi Michele,
| have a question about repeal bylaw for a bylaw that required approval from the Inspector of Municipalities when

adopted.

If a bylaw was approved by the Inspector of Municipalities when adopted, and then a repeal bylaw was drafted fo
rescind that bylaw must the rescinding bylaw get approval 7 (is that as ciear as mud?)

| have attached the two bylaws for your comment.
Thank you

P8 and if you are not the right person to ask could you please forward to someone who ¢an help.... Thank you

Tracey Butler

Gaorporate Officer,City of Rossland
{260)362-2321

Fax (260)362-5451

vy 1assland. ca

This e-mail confalns Information latended only for the use of the individust or enlity named above and Is considered confidential, privileged, or ofhenwise profected from
disclosure unfess staled ofherwise. If the reader of this e-mall [s nol the Infended recipien! or the employes or sgent responsitle for defiverng it to the intended reciplent,
any dissemination, publicatfon or copying of this e mail Is sticlly prohibited. If you have recelved this communicalion In errcy, plesse notify us fmmediately by rephing fo
the message and defeling from your compuler permanently.
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Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX

From: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX

Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 2:41 PM
To: 'vkumar@rossland.ca’; ‘Tracey Bufler'
Subject: Bylaw format

Victor & Tracey

| have been doing some digging since our discussion this afternoon Victor, and Tracey | remember you had earlier
guestions with respect to this so | will inclide you in the information. I've been trying to find the most recent DCC
repeal bylaw and it turns out it was a neighbour of yours. The format they used can be found at
http://www.mgntrose ca/municipality/bylaws/561.him!

The preambies would have to be 2 jittle different for Rosstand should the decision be made to go this route hut this
was a bylaw format that was approved befare,

Debionah Humphrey

Finance Officer
Local Government Infrastructure & Finance
(250) 387-4026
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Humphrey, Deborah CSCD;EX

From: Victor Kumar [vkumar@rossiand.ca)
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 3:48 PM
To: Humphrey, Deborah CSCDIEX
Subject: RE: Naote on News Article

Hi Deb

Whaoever wrote the article didn't understand it. My written reports that are on the City's website
state otherwise,

Regards

Yietor Fatwan

City ManageriCAQ

Office Direct Line; 250-362-2324
City Hall Main Line: 250-352-7396
Fax Line: 250-362-5451

1899 Columbia Avenue

Box 1178, Rossland, BC. VOG 1Y0

"Be pre-active, be prepared, be accountable, be positive-you woke up!”

This e-maif contains information Intended only for the use of the individual or entdy Named above snd Is considered confidenitial, privileged, or othenvise
proleclod from disclosure unfess stated olhenvise. If the reader of this e-mall /s nof the intended reciplent or s employea or sgen! respunsibie for delivering
1t ta the infendad reciplent, any disseminafion, publication or copying of this e-mail s sircty prohibited. if you have recelved this cormunicetion in error,
please notify us frmediately by raplying lo the message and defeling from your cormputer permanently.

fa—

From: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX [mailto:D h.Humphre ov.bc.ca
Sent: March-09-12 3:34 PM

Ta: Victor Kumar

Subject: Note on News Article

Hi Victor

I've just been forwarded this article and I'm very concerned at your comment at the end. tt1s NOT possible to take DCC maney
and use It for any other purpose than those speciically iaid out In the development works plan that accompanied the
establishment bylaw. To do sois not legal. There are very few cases In the Province where any municipality has devolved their
development cost charge program and in no case has, or would, the Minlstry permit those funds to be moved far any other
purpose.

Delioraf Fmpley

Finance Officer

Local Gavernment infrastructure & Finance
{250} 387-4025

Rassland looks to replace DCCs
Rosstand News

Thursday, March 08, 2012
Pagex

By Arne Petryshen
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Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX

From: Katnhy Mocre 522

Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 1:02 PM

To: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD.EX
Subject: RE: Repealing DCCs- proper procedure

Thanks Deb- that is interesting info that | will share with council. | appreciate you faking the time to respond to these
inquiries.

Take care

km

Kafhy Moore

Box §73

Rossland, BC VOGIYD
telephone; 250-362-3319
fax: 250-362-3335

Cell: 408-608-9106

Goal#1: For the greater good of the communityl

From: Humphrey, Debarah CSCD:EX [mailte:Deborah.Humphrey@gov.be.ca)
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 12:57 PM

To: 'Kathy Moore'

Subject: RE: Repealing DCCs- proper procedure

t should probably also mention that some DCC programs are not simply 20 year horizon but to “buitd out” as well -
which can be any number of years, even fo the 40 or 50 range.

I've never actually heard of a “Capacity” Connection Charge, | tried searching for it in the Civicinfo document site
but there were no examples there. interesting idea.

From Kathy Moore [mai[to 522

Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 12:38 PM

To: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX

Subject: RE: Repealing DCCs- proper procedure

Hi Deh-
Yes, thank you, this has been very heipful.

Just ta clarify, the CCCs | referred to in my email are Capacify Connection Charges proposed by our CAQ. They
seem to fit most appropriately into the guidelines for Fees and Charges from the Development Flnance Guide. The
CCC proposal was that a fee would be charged on all new development, calcuiated on the valuation of our existing
infrastructure then appiying 3% to it and dividing that by the projected number of units for 15 years. (I am not actually
sure of the rationale for the ¢alculation but | do have some questions into our CAD for clarification). From your
comments it sounds like this might have been a good tool for a small caommunity like Rossland to use instead of going
down the DCGC route. However, i doesn't address the issus of what to do with the DCCs that we have already
collected.

It Tooks like your suggestion of amending our existing DCC bylaw ta increase the assist factor and perhaps amend our
list of projects would be the most straighiforward way ta go. it was suggested as an alternative in one of our GAO's
reports. You are precisely correct to say that the intent is to lower development costs so as to be more attractive. If's
just how we go about it that is the question. While we are anticipating growth from our current population of 3,500 to
5,600 (which might be optimistic within 20 years anyway), we have other projections based on our OCP and zoning
bylaw that project wildly optimistic increases up to 17,000 people at "fult build out.” This creates problems when we
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are looking at future infrastructure needs- not just locally but aiso with our regional pariners for liguid waste
management projects. Just now we are planning an infrastructure project and (| think} the plan is to upsize the pipes
to handle 10,000 people. This increase should definitely be handled by contributions from DCC funds singe future
development that is the only reascn we need the increase. But the reality s, based on recent activity we don't actually
anticipate that level of growth far a couple hundred years. So what do we do? Keep upsizing as we refurhish pipes
and such without collecting DCCs or change the projections back to something more earthbound.

If you have any cther comments or suggestions they would be very welcome. | will share this exchange with council,
Thank you very much.
km

Kathy Moore

Box 973

Rassland, BC VOGIYO
telephone: 250-362-3319
{ax: 250-%62-3335

Cell: 408-608-9106

Goal#1: For the greater good of the community)

From: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX [mailto: Deborah.Humphrey@gov.bc.ca]
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 12:06 PM

To: 'Kathy Moore! .

Subject: RE: Repealing DCCs- proper procedure

Hi Councillor — | am perfectly happy to have you share my information in this emall with anyone else on Council or
on staff. As a rule we talk with staff, or once in g blue moan with a Mayor, but 1 don’t mind providing clarification to
anyone when mare thorny issues come up. | received an article from our Communications clipping service on Friday
about this (the Rossland News) so was aware there was an issue.

| will preface all of this with some additionzl information on DCCs, and on other alternatives that we have an our
webpage on DCCs, at http://www.cscd.geov.be.ca/lgd/finance/development _cost charges.htm We not only have
the DCC Best Practices Guide and an Elected Officials Guide there, but also a Development Finance Choices Guide
and a listing of ali the (relatively current) DCC rates for communities throughout the Province, if you're looking at
the rates sheet, please bear in mind that not all lacal governments have DCCs for all the eligible functions
{water/sewer/drainage/roads/parks).

’m not sure exactly what you are referring to as a CCC below and what 1s intended to have that entail....

As to the repeal of DCC bylaws, this is an uncommon occurrence. | do remember two cases in the past where this
has occurred but it's been some time, and you are correct that there are rules around it. Money in the BCC fund can
only be expended on specific capital projects that are contained in the capltal infrastructure programin the
engineering repert that accompanied the establishment of the DCC bylaw. If the project was not on the list of
approved capital items, those funds cannat be used for it unless the bylaw is amended and the capital infrastructure
pragram amengded ~ and this requires Ministry approval as do all bylaws relating to the creation or change of a DCC,

The repeal of a DCC bylaw has occurred where a small cammunity has had little or no development and does not
expect to have any future significant growth, beyond the occasional single home addition. What | have seen more
frequently is where development has iagged in a community and council hopes that by reducing the DCC they might
appear mare attractive. In thase cases they have increased the assist factor an the projects, in some or ali of the
eligible functions, to reduce the DCC while retaining the bylaw and the capital infrastructure program for a time
when development rebounds. Other councils have chosen to nat use DCCs in the first place and instead look into
the other alternatives available in the Development Finance Choices Guide,

it 15 always the choice of council as to which of these options they will take, 1will say that if Rossiand decides to
repeal it’s DCC bylaw, this is 2 bylaw that will require Ministry approval. If Rossland decides to change the assist

2
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factor, the bylaw will require Ministry approval. n any case the money in the DCC reserve must only be used for
projects in the approved capital infrastructure program.

From my review memos | note that the last update for costs on the Rossland BCC bylaw was back in December
2005, so if the decision of council is to retain the bylaw | would strongly recommend that the projects and costs on
the capital program be reviewed.

I hope this has been helpful

beb

Deborah Humphiney

Finance Officer

Local Government Infrastructure & Finance
(250) 387-4026

Fram: Kathy Moaore [mailtc: 522
Sent: Monday, March 12, 2012 9:58 AM
To: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX
Subject: Repealing DCCs- proper procedure

Dear Ms Humphries

| am a councillor in Rossland and ! got your name whan | spgke with Michelle in your office sometime ago about
another issue in Rossland concerning council's ability to provide grants-in-aid to our citizens for use at another
municipality's facilities. | think Michelle spoke with you about it before getting back to me. S22

522

Quick recap: Rossland currently has DCCs for specific projects. The CAQ is suggesting that we repeai the DCCs and
astablish CCCs at a lower rate. The justification is that the growth we anticipated is not going to happen so the
projects on the list are not needed within the 15-20 year period contemplated by a DCC bylaw. This is true, however,
the question was raised: what happens to the DCC money already coliected? And what is the proper pracedure ic
repeal the bylaw? [ suggested in council that we get an opinion from your office but the CAC and mayor insisted that
was not necessary. We were told this sort of thing happens all the time. So the idea did not move forward. | brought it
up as a suggestion in a COW meeting, not a moticn in a council meeting. | will try again tonight, to bringitup asa
motion but if you have any comments on it | would greaily appreciate them in advance of tonight's 5:30pm meeting.

In reading the legislation and the Davelopment Finance Guide it seems quite clear that DCCs are to be established
for specific purposes and no others. The guide also suggests that while it's probably ok io use the CCCs for future
projects, beyond just recovary of actual operating expenses, we should check with the inspector's office. | am also
unclear on the ramifications of repealing a bylaw for which we have collected money for many years. We have
significant infrastructure needs, to which new development will be contributing an exira burden over time so | do not
want to be in a position where we have to refund money for pie-in-the-sky projects when some more pedestrian needs
do not receive any contribution {(Such as the future upsizing of all water and sewer pipes for instance). | read that
changes toc a DCC bylaw could result in a minor or major review of our hylaw by your office. | am uncomfortable
preceeding without canfirmation from your office that we are operating correcily.

Along this same line, there is a road project in the financial plan that was not included in cur DCC project list but
council is now being told it wilt mostly be paid from DCCs. | don't see how that is possible since it wasn't identified as
a DCC project (though other roads have been) and | believe the waier and sewer pipes were put in by the current
developers and sized for their growth projections. And in any case, wouldn't the only allowable portion of that road be
the improvements due to development? This bit of road is located our at our ski hill which is where most development
is anticipated but | am nat sure if that makes a difference.

t would like your advice as 6 how | should proceed with these concerns.
i have not copied our city staff er council on this emall but | am very willing to share it and your rasponse if that is
appropriate.
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Thank you very much.
Kathy Moors

Kathy Moore

Box 973

Rossland, BC VOGIYO
telephone: 250-362-3319
fax; 250-362-3335

Cell; 408-608-9106

Goalit1: For the greater good of the community!
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Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX

Fromt: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX

Senf: Wednesday, March 28, 2012 10:00 AM
To: '"Tracey Butler'

Subject: RE: Bylaw 2524

Thanks Tracey. What | had hoped was somewhere in the package was the actual wording saying that all money
currently in the DCC fund would only be used an the approved projects listed XXX, | realize there will not be a huge
amount of money in the DCC and as a resuft only certain projects will receive the funding, but | may have to deal
with it by putting a specific restriction in the Inspector’s letter instead.

Thanks

Deh

From: Tracey Butler [maillo:Trac ler@ro
Sent: Wednesday, March 28, 2012 9:14 AM
To: Humphrey, Deborah CSCDEX

Subject: RE: Bylaw 2524

Hi Deb,
Altached is the page of the AECOM report that should have had a nice litile flag attached. Sorry about that. The
“existing DCC Bylaw” is the column being referred to.

Hope this helps. | will be away for the next two days so any further questions il get back to you asap or sorry they will
have to wait till tomorrow or you can contact Victor at 250-362-2324 or vkumar@rossiand.ca. Thank you.

Regards,

Tracey Butler

Gorporate Officer,City of Rossland
{260)362-2321 '

Fax {250)362-5451

wwnw.rossiand.ca

This e-mall conlaing information Intended only for the use of the individual or entity named abave and s consMered confidential privileged, or otherwise prolected from
tisclosure undess staled othervise. If the raader of this e-malt fs not ke Intended recipient or the employee or agant rasponsibie for dalivering i to ihe Intanded recipient,
any dissemination, publicalion or copying of this e-mall fs striclly prohiblted, If you have received this communication in eror, pleasa notly us mmedialely by replying to
the message and defeling from your compuier permanently,

From: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX [mailto:Deborah, Humphrey@gpy.be.cal
Sent: Tuesday, March 27, 2012 11:20 AM

- To: Tracey Butler

Subject: Bylaw 2524

Hi Tracey

Just starting my review of bylaw 2524 and in the cover letter it refers to a “tagged page” of the AECOM report — 1 can’t see any
pages that have heen tagged or otherwlse marked — can you tell me which page that was?

Thanks

Ceb

Deboxah Humphrey
Finance Cfficer
Local Government Infrastructure & Finance

(250) 387-4026
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Miller, Natalia CSCD:EX

From: Saunders, Michele JAGEX

Sent: Friday, March 30, 2012 11:59 AM

To: Mifler, Natalia CSCD.EX

Cc: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX

Subject: RE FO! Reguest/Rossland

Attachments: 2241 DCC Bylaw 2004.doc; 2524 - Development Cost Charge Repeal Bylaw,2012.doc
Nat:

Here is the original request...Deb spoke to them about this, so you may want to speak to her. I'll check to see what else
| have,

Michele Saunders
250.356.6518

From: Tracey Butler ilto:Ti

Sent: Wednesday, February 1, 2012 11:27 AM
To: Saunders, Michele CSCD:EX

Subject: Repea! bylaw

Hi Michele,
| have a question about repeal bylaw for a bylaw that required approval from the Inspector of Municipalities when

adopted.

If a bylaw was approved by the Inspector of Municipalities when adopted, and then a repeal bylaw was drafted to rescind
that bylaw must the rescinding bylaw get approval ? (is that as clear as mud?)

{ have attached the two bylaws for your comment.

Thank you

PS and if you are not the right person to ask could you please forward fo someone who c¢an help....Thank you

Tracey Butler

Corporate Officer,City of Rossland
(260)362-2321

Fax (250)362-5451

wyn.rosstand ca

This e-maif contains Information Intended enly for tire use of the Individual or entily named above and is considerad confidential, privileged, or othervise protected from
disclostre unless stated cthanvise. If the reader of this e-maft is not the Infended recipient or the employee or ageni responsible for delivering i to the Intended reclpfent, any
dissemination, publication or copying of this e-mail is strclly probibiled. If your have received this communication In erfor, please nolify us immediately by replying fo the
message and defeting from your compitter permanently.
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF ROSSL.AND

BYLAW #2524

ABYLAW TO REPEAL BYLAW NO. 2241 “CITY OF ROSSLAND DEVELOPMENT COST
CHARGES”

WHEREAS usnder Division 10 of the LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT (RS Chap. 323) the Council
of the City of Rossland on December 20, 2004, adopted Bylaw No. 2241 the “City of Rossland
Development Cost Charges Rylaw” to provide funds to assist the City of Rossland (the “City™) in paying
the capital cost of providing, constructing, altering, or expanding sewage, water, drainage, highway
facilities, and providing and improving park iand in order to serve, dircctly or indirectly, the development
in respect of which the charges are imposed;

AND WIIEREAS the Council of the City of Rossland has deemed it necessary to repeai Bylaw
No. 2241 the “City of Rossland Development Cost Charges Bylaw” and establish under separate bylaw
Service Capacity Connection Charges For New Construction.

NOW THEREFORE the Council of the City of Rossland, in open meeting assembled, ENACTS
AS FOLLOWS:

SHORT TITLE
l (1) This bylaw may be cited as the “City of Rossland Development Cost Charges (Bylaw
2241) Repeal Bylaw.”
ENACTMENT
2. {H That Bylaw No. 2241 “CITY OF ROSSLAND DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES
BYLAW?”, given final adoption on December 20, 2004 and amendment thereto be
repealed.
(2) If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this Bylaw is for any reason held

to be invalid by the decision of a court of competent jurisdiction, the invalid portion shall
be severed and the part that is invalid shall not affect the validity of the remainder,

(3) This Bylaw shall comne into full force and effect on the fina! adoption thereof.

READ A FIRST TIME this 13" day of February, 2012

READ A SECOND TIME this 13™ day of February, 2012

READ A THIRD TIME this . day of , 2012

FINALLY ADOPTED this . day of , 2012
h Maya- o Corporate Ofticer -

£ Wataimawordbylani 1950-550G2const.rev
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Miller, Natalia CSCD:EX

From: Saunders, Michele JAG.EX
Sent: Friday, March 30, 2012 12:05 PM
To: . Miiler, Nataliza CSCD:EX

Cc: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX
Subject: FW: Repeal bylaw

More on Rossland

Michele Saunders
250.356.6518

From: Tracey Butler [mailto:TraceyButler@rossland.cal

Sent: Friday, February 3, 2012 11:22 AM

Ta: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX; Saunders, Michele CSCD:EX
Cc: Deb Timm; Victor Kumar

Subject: RE: Repeal bylaw

Hi Deb,

The City of Rossland is considering changing to a Cost Recovery/Connection charges type of bylaw instead of DCC’s. in
the DCC bylaw in the WHEREAS clauses it mentions that the DCC bylaw will not deter development or discourage the
construction of reasonably price housing. The factis, it is doing exactly that, s Councll is considering options to amend
this situation. We have & large project proposed for this building season that will be using most if not all the monies
collected under the DCC bylaw so far.

| have CC'd Victor with this email strand and when he returns on Monday we will discuss,
Thank you.

Tracey Butler

Corporate Officer,City of Rossland
(250)362-2321

Fax (250)362-5451

s rossland.ca

This e-mail conlaing information Itended only for the Use of the individual or entily nemed above and is considered confidential, privifeged, or ptherwise proiecled from
disciosure unless staled otherwise. If the reader of tis e-mail is not the Intended recipient or the empioyee or agent responsivle for delivering i lo ihe Infended reclplent, any
tissentnation, cublication or copying of this e-mall fs strictly prohibiled If you have received this communication In errar, please nolify us immediately by replying to the
message and deleting from your computer parmanently.

From: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX [malito;Deborah, Humphrey@gov.be.cal
Sent: Friday, February 03, 2012 9:46 AM

To: Saunders, Michele CSCD:EX

Cc: Tracey Butler; Deb Timm

Subject: RE: Repeal bylaw

Hi Tracey (and Deb too — I'lt bring you in the loop on this):

The issue here is that you can’t simply repeal a DCC bylaw,
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Are there any monies in the DCC reserves? They can only be expended on the projects in the DCC works plan under the
DCC bylaw.

Are you proposing to give back DCC's collected to people who have been paying?
| think we need to have a discussion about what is going on up there? Please give me a call.

Deb

From: Saunders, Michele CSCDIEX

Sent: Thursday, February 2, 2012 1:24 PM
To: Humphrey, Deborah CSCD:EX

Cc; Tracey Butler'

Subject: FW: Repeal bylaw

Hi Deb —wondering if you could provide some input here? I'm hesitant to comment on these bylaws, since these are
not bylaws that ever come across our desks in Advisory Services.

I've copied Tracey on the emalil, just to keep everyone in the loop.
Please let us know how Tracey should proceed — and let me know if you want to discuss.
Thanks!

Michele

Michele Saunders | Advisory Officer
P 250.387.4313 | F 250.387.7977

ﬁPﬁease consider the environment before printing this e-mail

From: Tracey Butler [mailto: TraceyButler@rossland.ca]
Sent: Wednesday, February 1, 2012 11:27 AM

To: Saunders, Michele CSCD:EX

Subject: Repeal bylaw

Hi Michele,
I have a question about repeal bylaw for a bylaw that required approval from the Inspector of Municipalities when

adopted.

If 2 bylaw was approved by the Inspector of Municipalities when adopted, and then a repeal bylaw was drafted to rescind
that bylaw must the rescinding bylaw get approval ? (is that as clear as mud?)

I have attached the two bylaws for your comment.
Thank you

P8 and if you are not the right person to ask could you please forward to someone who can help.... Thank you

Tracey Builer

Corperate Officer,City of Rossland
(250)362-2321

Fax (250)362-5451

vavw.rossland.ca
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This e-mail cantalns information inlended only for the use of the Individual or eniify named above and Is considered confidential, privifeged, or otherwise prolected from
disclosure unless stated othenvise. If the reader of this e-mail is not the intended recipfent or the employee or aget respunsible for delivedng it o the infended recipien!, any
dissemination, publication or copying of this e-mail Is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, Dlease nolify us immediately by replying lo the
message and deleting from your computer permanently,
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THE CORPORATION OF THE CITY OF ROSSLAND

BYLAW # 2241

A BYLAW TO IMPOSE DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES PURSUANT
TO THE PROVISIONS OF THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT,

WHEREAS pursuant to the Local Government Act, and Regulations passed
pursuani thereto, the Council of the City of Rossland may, by Bylaw, impose
development cost charges;

AND WHEREAS the development cost charges may be imposed for the purpose
of providing funds to assist the City of Rossland (the “City”) in paying the capital cost of
providing, constructing, altering, or cxpanding sewage, water, drainage, highway
facilities, and providing and improving park land in order to scrve, directly or indirectly,
the development in respect of which the charges are imposed,

AND WHEREAS the Council of the City of Rossland has deemed the charges
imposed by this bylaw:
{(a) are not excessive in relation to the capital cost of prevailing standards of
service in the City;
(b)  will not deter development in the City; and
(¢}  will not discourage the construction of reasonably priced housing or the
provision of reasonably priced serviced land in the City;

NOW THEREFORE, the Council of the City of Rossland, in open mceting
assembled, enacts as follows:

PART 1 - SHORT TITLE

1.1 This Bylaw may be cited for all purposes as “City of Rossland Development Cost
Charge Bylaw No, 22417,

PART 2 - DEFINITIONS

2.1 In this Bylaw all words or phrases shall have their normal or common meaning
except where this is changed, modified or expanded by applicable legislation or
by the definitions set forth below:

“Apartment” means a Dwelling Unit with a separatc enfrancc from cntrance
facilitics shared with two or more other Dwelling Units and/or with Commercial

use.
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‘Building’ means a structure used or intended for supporting or sheltering any use
or occupancy by persons, animals or property and which is permanently affixed to
the land.

“Commercial” means a use which is identified as commercial in the City of
Rossland Zoning Bylaw, as amended, but does not include an Apartment,
Townhouse, Duplex or Single Detached Dwelling, even if used for short term
rental purposes.

“Duplex” mcans a Building that is divided horizontally or vertically into two
Dwelling Units, each of which has a separate entrance to the outside and separate
heating, plumbing and electrical systems.

“Duplex Use” means a parcel of land where a duplex is a permitted use.

“Dwelling Unit” means one or more habitable rooms, containing only one set of
cooking facilitics, which rooms are used for living and sleeping purposes and
which have a separate entrance either from outside or from a common interior
hall. A dwelling unit does not include a Iotel or Motel Unit.

“Gross Floor Area” with respect to a Building, means the total floor area of a
Building on a Parcel measured from the outside of the exterior walls. Gross Floor
Area with respect to Apartments, Townhouses, Duplexes, Hotel or Motel Units,
and Commercial use, means the total floor area measured from the mid-point of
common walls between the units or uses, or in the case that they do not share a
comumnon wall, the outside of the exterior walls.

“Hotel” means a Building with a common entrance lobby and shared corridors,
which provides sleeping accommodation which may include limited cooking
facilities. A Hotel caters primarily to traveling guests, based on rental periods of
less than one month. The hotel may inchude retail stores; restaurants; banquet
facilities, beverage facilities; public assembly facilities such as meeting and
convention rooms; entertainment facilities; recreation facilities; and pecrsonal
service estgblishments for the convenience of guests. A Hotel includes guest
registration facilities on the premises.

“Hotel or Motel Unit” means any unit that can be reserved for traveling gucsts in a
Hotel or Motel. A Hotel or Motcl Unit does not include a Dwelling Unit.

“Motel” means a building or group of buildings which provides sleeping
accommodation, which may contain limited cooking facilitics, each unit with a
separate exterior entrance and convenient access to on-site parking. A Motel
caters primarily to traveling guests, bascd on rental periods less than one month.
A Matel includes guest registration facilities on the premises.
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2.2

3.1

32

3.3

34

33

“Parccl” means any lot, block or other area in which land is held, or inte which
land is subdivided, including a bare land strata parcel, but does not include a
highway.

“Single Detached Dwelling” means a detached Building consisting of one
Dwelling Unit.

“Townhouse” means a Dwelling Unit with a separate entrance from the outside in
a Building divided into three or more Dwelling Units located side by side, with
each unit sharing at least one common wall. A Townhouse alse includes a stacked
townhouse, where two Dwelling Units are stacked vertically with one Dwelling
Unit over the other. Each Dwelling Unit in a stacked townhouse has individual
access to the outside, not necessarily at grade. A Townhouse docs not include a
Motel Unit.

Any unit that provides sleeping accommodation, and does not {it within any
definitions noted above, shall be considered, for the purposes of caleulating
Development Cost Charges, as an Apartment,

PART 3 —-DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES PAYABLE
Every person who obtains:

(a) approval ol a subdiviston, or
(b)  a building permit authorizing the construction, alteration or extension of a
building or structure,

shall be liable to the City for payment of the development cost charges as set out
in Schedule ‘A’ “City of Rossland Development Cost Charges”.

For further clarification regarding development cost charges payable under
section 3.1 (b) hercin, development cost charges are not payable in relation to a
development authorized by a building permit where the permit authorizes the
construction, alteration or extension of a building that will, after the consiruction,
alteration ot extension, contain fewer than 4 self-contained dwelling units and be
put to no other use than the residential usc in thosc dwelling units.

Watcr Development Cost Charges shall be paid within the boundary of the entire
City of Rossland.

Sanitaty Sewer Development Cost Charges shall be paid within the Sanitary
Sewer Sector Boundary set out in Schedule B.

Roads Development Cost Charges shall be paid within the Roads Sector
Boundary sct out in Schedule C.
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3.6

4.1

42

4.3

5.1

6.1

Schedules A, B and C are attached to and form part of this bylaw,
PARY 4 - MIXED USE DEVELOPMENTS

For mixed use developments, the development cost charge payable shall be
calculated separately for each use as defined herein shown in the building permit
or subdivision application. The total payable will be the sum of these
development cost charges,

For a mixed use building that includes Commercial use combined with
Apartments, Townhouses, and Iolel or Motel Units, the development cost charge
for Commercial use shall not include the hallways, staircases, lobbies, foyers,
cnirances, and elevators associated exclusively with the Apartments, Townhouses,
and Ilotel or Motel Units.

Facilities designed to serve the guests or residents in an Apartment, Townhouse,
Hotel or Motel, such as rccreation facilities, public assembly facilities, and
enfertainment facilities shall be considered as a commercial use for the calculation
of Development Cost Charges.

PART 5 - EXEMPITONS

Note: An excerpt from the Local Governinent Act, which scis out exceptions, is
included in Appendix 1, which does not form patt of this Bylaw.

PART 6 - TIME OF PAYMENT
Development cost charges shall be payable at the time specified below:

a) For Apartments, Townhouses, Hotel or Motel Units and Commercial uses,
after application for a butlding permit has been made but before the building
permit has been issued;

b} For Single Dctached Dwelling and Duplex usecs, after application for a
subdivision has been made but before the final approval of the subdivision has

been given,

¢) Notwithstanding (a) and (b) above, pursuant to the provisions of the
Development Cost Charge (Installments) Regulation or successor regulations,
Development Cost Charges may be payable in installments if an applicant for
subdivision approval or issue of a building permit elects this.
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PART 7- ENACTMENT

7.1 If any section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase of this Bylaw is for any
reason held to be invalid by the decision of any court of competent jurisdiction,
the invalid portion shall be severed and the part that is invalid shall not affect the
validity of the remainder,

7.2 This Bylaw shall come into full force and effect on the final adoption thereof.

READ A FIRST TIME this 19th day of April, 2004
READ A SECOND TIME this 19th day of April, 2004
READ A THIRD TIME this 19th day of April, 2604
RESCIND 1%, 2™ & 3¢ READINGS this 28th day of June, 2004
READ A FIRST TIME this 28th day of June, 2004
READ A SECOND TIME this 12th day of October, 2004
READ A THIRD TIME this 12th day of October, 2004
APPROVED BY THE INSPE(CTOR OF MUNICIPALITIES this 15th day of December, 2004
RECONSIDERED AND FINALLY ADOPTED this 20th day of December, 2004
Mayor _' o City Clerk
Certificd a true copy of Bylaw No. 2241 as at third reading. Certiffed a true copy of Bylaw No., 2241 as adopted.
Dated at Rossland this day of L2004 Dated at Rossland this dayof 2004,
Jack Richardson, City Clerk Tack Richardson, City Clerk
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Schedule A

City of Rossland Development Cost Charges

Development Cost Charge by

Purpose
Sanitary
Water Sewer Roads Total
Land Use Unit charged -~
Single Dctached Dwelling | Per Parcel $1,446 $855 |  $339|  $2,640
Duplex Per Parcel $2,892 | $1,710 $678 $5,280
Townhouse Per Townhouse $954 $564 |  $224| $1,742 |
Apartment greater than or equal to
50 sq. m. gross floor area Per Apartment $954 $564 $224 81,742
Apartment less than 50 sq. m. :
gross floor area | Per Apartment $477|  $282| 112 $871
Per Hotel or Motcl
Hotel or Motel Unit i Unit _ 3477 $282 $112 - $871
Per m” gross floor
Commercial arca $7.23 $4.28 $1.71 $13.22

Water Development Cost Charges shall be paid within the boundary of the entire City of

Rossland.

Sanifary Sewer Development Cost Charges shall be paid within the Sanitary Sewer
Sector Boundary set out in Schedule B.

Roads Develepment Cost Charges shall be paid within the Roads Sector Boundary set out

in Schedule C.
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