Date:_2024-01-02

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From: __PJ Coulter

Address: __ Naramata BC

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.
There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

¢ [support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

® The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

® The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
* Ido not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals \

* The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Development



e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced

enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed by: PJ Coulter
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To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen

lannin dos.bc.ca
From: i 5%5 864 LS)*W

Address:

Srvapedd, .. vor il

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant .
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

® | support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

¢ The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Villagé Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

¢ The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
~® |do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals
. The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/pénalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Developrent




e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




My name is Cheryl Berry. | live at *, Naramata, BC. | have lived in Naramata for the past 23 years. |
participated in the OCP Community Advisory Group (CAG) from September, 2021 to date.

| have reviewed the proposed OCP, the June 2023 draft OCP, the existing OCP, the existing RGS and the
proposed amendment to the RGS, the survey results for the draft OCP and the proposed RGS and many
other pertinent documents.

I am particularly concerned about four issues in the draft OCP

P wNe

The Growth Section (and related infrastructure statements);
The Sewer or LWMP Sections;

The Vacation Rental Sections;

The Hillside Development concerns

1. The Growth Section:

a.

There was no agreement in the CAG or in the community that the Lower Naramata area
(or Village Settlement Area in the Regional Growth Strategy (RGS)) be designated as a
growth area allowing densification and multifamily development. There is strong
support for Lower Naramata (or the Village) to continue developing with its current
designation as Rural (or Low Density) Residential, not as a growth area. The community
supports infill and primarily single-family homes.

Remove references for support for densification in Lower Naramata (Sections 6.5, 7.2.1.1
and 7.2.1.2 and 7.2.1.4). Reflect the community desire for infill and slow, managed
growth that retains the Naramata Village character and involves public consultation.

Growth Containment Boundaries A, B and C were not agreed upon by the CAG or the
community. Growth Containment Boundaries A and B are the same or virtually the
same as the proposed Village Settlement Area (VSA) in the proposed amendment to the
RGS. 157 Naramata community members provided feedback on the proposed VSA and
of those, 97% rejected the VSA and the proposed densification in that area. This cannot
be ignored. It is a clear indicator of the community’s wish to not densify Lower
Naramata (the area in Growth Containment Boundaries A, B and C). There was also
significant community opposition of these boundaries and the densification policies in
the OCP survey comments in summer, 2023.

Remove the Map at page 26 and any reference to Growth Containment Boundaries A, B
and C. Remove the statements of support for densifying with multi-family homes in
Lower Naramata found in Sections 6.5, 7.2.1.1., 7.2.1.2 and 7.2.1.4. Specifically remove
the last sentence in Section 6.5, Area “B” stating that the community indicated a
preference to this as the Rural Growth Area boundary. This statement is patently untrue.
There were any number of individual opinions about this issue, but never community
support for this. To the contrary, the feedback to the RGS and the draft OCP indicate
otherwise.



¢. Naramata needs to have the Speculation/Vacant Home tax applied. More than 42% of
Naramata households already have an out-of-town address
Amend Section 6.7.12 to reflect that the Board will ask the provincial government to
apply the Speculation and Vacancy Tax to Electoral Area E/Naramata (not the entire
South Okanagan).

2. Sewer or LWMP
a. References to support for a community sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

(LWMP) is not true. The first community engagement about a possible LWMP was
held on July 10, 2023 and the first community feedback survey about it was due
August 8, 2023. There has been significant community concern expressed about the
possibility of a community sewer system.

Remove references of support for the LWMP (Sections 5.2.7, 6.5, 7.2.1.6). State instead

that the feasibility of a LWMP for Lower Naramata is being investigated and that the

community has not had an opportunity to cast its vote on this issue.

3. Vacation Rentals

a. Vacation Rentals remain a vexing issue in Electoral Area E. At well-attended
community meetings there was unanimous support for the requirement of having
the owner or a full-time caretaker on-site for all vacation rentals in Naramata. The
draft OCP does not address the level of concern or the requirement of having on-
site owners/caretakers. Further, it was agreed that there needs to be enforcement
with meaningful fines/penalties for non-compliance of vacation rentals operating
without TUP’s and without on-site owners/caretakers and other infractions.

Delete 6.5.13 as it is not immediate enough and doesn’t address the community’s view or
the new provincial legislation. Amend Section 10.6 to add that the RDOS shall require
business licences for short term rentals. Also add that Area E will opt into the
requirement that short term rentals be a principal residence and that failure to comply
with these requirements will attract significant penalties.

4. Hillside Development

a. Hillside development — RDOS must provide stronger language concerning hillside
development permit areas. RDOS should impose significant fines and penalties for non-
compliance. A $500 fine is meaningless. A bond that is reflective of the size of the
development taking place should be posted by the developer prior to development with
applicable fines being applied against it. The bond should be held for a period of time
until well after the development is completed.

Amend Section 7.3.1.8 to require that development permits be required for all hillside

developments to prevent landslide, drainage and runoff issues regardless of the nature or



size of the development. Also add that RDOS support the community in strengthening the
review of development permits prior to issuing, preventing infractions of development
permits and increasing enforcement of development permits, including imposing
meaningful penalties.

The OCP is the community’s vision for its community. Its content should be changed to reflect the
concerns of Naramata residents. Please take the time to ensure that it does.
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To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
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Address:

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3} Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

Vot Ine

o | support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the

proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

o The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with muiti-

family residential development.

¢ The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the

community and should be deleted In the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

» 1do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating

community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

e The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,

meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Development



e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it's very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signe

by:




Date: Ianl o3 , 2024

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen

crs@rdos.be.ca
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From:

Address:

RANDY BROWN

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2} Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) GrowthSection:

I support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2} Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

| do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Development



s There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
° of the community.

Signed
by:



Lauri Feindell

Subject: FW: OCP proposal

From: Rick-Gayle Grant

Sent: January 1, 2024 5:07 PM

To: Planning <planning@rdos.bc.ca>
Subject: OCP proposal

Hello,
My name is Gayle Grant, Naramata. Rick and I have lived here full time for 8 years.
I have reviewed the proposed OCP, the June 2023 draft OCP, the existing OCP, the existing RGS
and the proposed amendment to the RGS, the survey results for the draft OCP and the proposed
RGS and many other pertinent documents.
I am particularly concerned about four issues in the draft OCP
1. The Growth Section (and related infrastructure statements);
2. The Sewer or LWMP Sections;
3. The Vacation Rental Sections;
4. The Hillside Development concerns
1. The Growth Section:
a. There was no agreement in the CAG or in the community that the Lower Naramata area
(or Village Settlement Area in the Regional Growth Strategy (RGS)) be designated as a
growth area allowing densification and multifamily development. There is strong
support for Lower Naramata (or the Village) to continue developing with its current
designation as Rural (or Low Density) Residential, not as a growth area. The community
supports infill and primarily single-family homes.
Remove references for support for densification in Lower Naramata (Sections 6.5,
7.2.1.1 and 7.2.1.2 and 7.2.1.4). Reflect the community desire for infill and slow,
managed growth that retains the Naramata Village character and involves public
consultation.

b. Growth Containment Boundaries A, B and C were not agreed upon by the CAG or the
community. Growth Containment Boundaries A and B are the same or virtually the
same as the proposed Village Settlement Area (VSA) in the proposed amendment to the
RGS. 157 Naramata community members provided feedback on the proposed VSA and
of those, 97% rejected the VSA and the proposed densification in that area. This cannot
be ignored. It is a clear indicator of the community’s wish to not densify Lower
Naramata (the area in Growth Containment Boundaries A, B and C). There was also
significant community opposition of these boundaries and the densification policies in
the OCP survey comments in summer, 2023.

Remove the Map at page 26 and any reference to Growth Containment Boundaries A,

B and C. Remove the statements of support for densifying with multi-family homes in

1



Lower Naramata found in Sections 6.5, 7.2.1.1., 7.2.1.2 and 7.2.1.4. Specifically remove
the last sentence in Section 6.5, Area “B” stating that the community indicated a
preference to this as the Rural Growth Area boundary. This statement is patently
untrue. There were any number of individual opinions about this issue, but never
community support for this. To the contrary, the feedback to the RGS and the draft
OCP indicate otherwise.

c. Naramata needs to have the Speculation/Vacant Home tax applied. More than 42% of
Naramata households already have an out-of-town address
Amend Section 6.7.12 to reflect that the Board will ask the provincial government to
apply the Speculation and Vacancy Tax to Electoral Area E/Naramata (not the
entire South Okanagan).

. Sewer or LWMP
a. References to support for a community sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
(LWMP) is not true. The first community engagement about a possible LWMP was
held on July 10, 2023 and the first community feedback survey about it was due
August 8, 2023. There has been significant community concern expressed about the
possibility of a community sewer system.
Remove references of support for the LWMP (Sections 5.2.7, 6.5, 7.2.1.6). State
instead that the feasibility of a LWMP for Lower Naramata is being investigated and
that the community has not had an opportunity to cast its vote on this issue.

. Vacation Rentals

a. Vacation Rentals remain a vexing issue in Electoral Area E. At well-attended
community meetings there was unanimous support for the requirement of having the
owner or a full-time caretaker on-site for all vacation rentals in Naramata. The draft
OCP does not address the level of concern or the requirement of having on-site
owners/caretakers. Further, it was agreed that there needs to be enforcement with
meaningful fines/penalties for non-compliance of vacation rentals operating without
TUP’s and without on-site owners/caretakers and other refractions.

Delete 6.5.13 as it is not immediate enough and doesn’t address the community’s

view or the new provincial legislation. Amend Section 10.6 to add that the RDOS shall
require business licences for short term rentals. Also add that Area E will opt into the
requirement that short term rentals be a principalresidence and that failure to comply
with these requirements will attract significant penalties.

. Hillside Development

a. Hillside development — RDOS must provide stronger language concerning hillside
development permit areas. RDOS should impose significant fines and penalties for non-
compliance. A $500 fine is meaningless. A bond that is reflective of the size of the
development taking place should be posted by the developer prior to development with

2



applicable fines being applied against it. The bond should be held for a period of time

until well after the development is completed.
Amend Section 7.3.1.8 to require that development permits be required for all hillside
developments to prevent landslide, drainage and runoff issues regardless of the nature
or size of the development. Also add that RDOS support the community in
strengthening the review of development permits prior to issuing, preventing
infractions of development permits and increasing enforcement of development
permits, including imposing meaningful penalties.

The OCP is the community’s vision for its community. Its content should be changed to reflect
the concerns of Naramata residents. Please take the time to ensure that it does. Please respect the
residents who make Naramata their home.

Sincerely,

Gayle & RickGrant
, Naramata



Lauri Feindell

From: Kaolin Mallette < 3
Sent: January 2, 2024 11:13 AM
To: Planning
Cc: Barb Douglas
Subject: Naramata OCP community plan
Attachments: Naramata OCP Concerns.docx; E2021.027-ZONE (Area E OCP - Final Survey Responses
Report).pdf
Some people who received this message don't often get email froi y cecemme —_ 1 why this is important

Hello RDOS planning team,

I have attached a document with some concerns on the upcoming OCP for the Naramata Area E. There are
issues with this document and after extensive Community feedback you are not following the wishes of the
community as were clear in the survey results sent back by concerned citizens. Please review the surveys sent
out to citizens and bring your OCP plans in line with the wishes of the community.

Thank you

Kaolin Mallette



Date:_ January 2 2024

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From:
Address:

Kaolin Mallette

Naramata B.C.

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

I support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

Community engagement processes need to be just that and not used to try to push
through developments that are not the wishes of the community.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

| do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement. This is a major
issue that has been left out of planning for too long and is destroying our community.
Immediate action is necessary.



4) Hillside Development

e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




Date:___ 2024 /01/ 05

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From:

Address:

Robert Coulter

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

| support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

I do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Development



e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed by: Robert Coulter
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To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From:

Address:
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Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the Iatest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

| support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

I do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

L ]

The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hillside Development
¢ There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced

enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




Date;Q}i’.‘/-—"f\ *(_x"l,\{

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From:

Address:
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Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

| support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remave any reference to suppart for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

I do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hillside Development
¢ There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community. )

Signed ~
by:
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To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From:

Address:
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Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

| support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area {VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

I do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hillside Development

= There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




J
Date: \

a4 XY

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From:

Address:

(A g E UFAM/EJOM

Fa !

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

| support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

I do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

L ]

The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hiliside Development
o There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




Lauri Feindell

From: Lorna Hancock
Sent: January 4, 2024 11:54 AM
To: Planning
Cc:
Subject: RDOS re OCP for Naramata - WHY SO FAST?
Some people who received this message don't often get email fror :arn why this Is important
Jan 4,2024
To RDOS;

To Whom It May Concern

| am not an expert on the topic of community plans, and my apologies if lack of knowledge is evident. My
understanding is that a community plan takes many years to create, and is based on thorough review of all possible
issues. You sent a survey out to the citizens of Naramata within the last year, and now you have a document that you
want to implement. That's too fast I'd say, and | know these things can be laborious but further wonder what the rush
is.

The question of sewer in Lower Naramata. You are saying that the community approved this, but | see no evidence of
that but maybe the opposite. Can you show me where the community approved this? The expense involved would be
huge, and who would pay for this? You are talking ‘west-Naramata’. Can’t see anyone non-west Naramata paying for
services they wouldn’t use, including wineries/farmers/homes on the bench. Considering that my husband and | already
have a costly sewer treatment set up on our property, why should we be expected to pay anything at all?

Another question. You are talking about approving apartments and higher density accommodation on the assumption
that these units would be more affordable and attract families less able to pay higher rents. Unless | have this wrong,
what is your logic to this assumption? | somehow doubt this very much, personally.

There is a meeting on Sunday that | circumstances make it unable to attend in person and | would like my letter to
represent my thoughts. Thank you so much.

Sincerely,
Lorna J Hancock
Naramata

Cc David Tauzer
Cc Cheryl Berry
Cc others



Date:y_.f'ﬁaa‘\.- Z Q&ZZ}

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From: // 77 L’_LT{WL,,-

Address:

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liguid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:
e [ support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the

proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

e The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

e The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
s | do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals
* The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hillside Development
e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it's very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:
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Date: .{:-Ljf-'(":.‘;'f’./ & ,-:;;'—. {LLLPS (}? 0(54/ ,;7 O 2 (/
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To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From: CZC/ L('/ MA\-/

Norvasncess VOH [N/

Address:

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:
e | support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low mw%q_versus the

proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

« The Growth Coritainment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previo with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.

>,K Please remaye any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multlfk
f‘“"v residential development.
The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the ¢

—

L]
‘K community and should be deleted in the OCP. =

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
e 1do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in fayor of maintaining the septic systems

that are currently in effect. Referencesin 1 the latest version of the OCP indicating
e ——
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.
P —

3) Vacation Rentals
e The latest draft version of the OCP does n ot address the community’s view or the level

of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
’K business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals, "'K

meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Development
e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Devel t to prevent
landslide, dralnage and run-off issues regardless of the deuelopment size. Fines for




noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development X
‘X’ with apphcable fines being apphed against it.

of the community.

n A FPLEASE K

% The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes *

RDOS Plonieq =
Plege  lichen o e

Covinmt, U rof lect
our  Wwiches

/W\M’\ 'a L’/U"t

Signed by:




Date: '/._T;:J 3 /,4?0'_2‘/

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From:

Address:

@ (4 ‘ﬁé wS

(7/‘&»‘1&41'

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2} Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3} Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

| support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

| do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enfarcement.



4) Hillside Development
* There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be Increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it's very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




Date: D . . '?.DZL‘

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From: jku/")ouro., 1 cl Ol

Address:

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1} Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

e | support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

e The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settilement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

¢ The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2} Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
s |do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals
* The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hillside Development
¢ There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed

by: A_\- 2(324_/




Date: ;J’Pm/ ‘57/')_024‘

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From: Jll‘"l SINCLAIR

Address:

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:
e | support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the

proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

e The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

e The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liguid Waste Management Plant
e | do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals
e The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hillside Development

e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




Date: .:—J A\ 3 \ QO&‘—!—

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From:

Address:

S&U ¢ QR /’\T—\.OVT\SE-?\)

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

| support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with muiti-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

I do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hillside Development
» There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signec'
by:




Date: S o . -7) Q026

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From: Gai| ZweroriA.

Neraims oo (NI
Address: N&rcwnof(c vaey |

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4} Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:
e | support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the

proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

e The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

* The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
¢ | do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals
e The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hillside Development
s There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




Date: j@n. 3 2024

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From: Julic. 7. @@rr-\;‘

Address: . _ Neenosts B C.
JoH 1V

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

e |support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

e The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

s The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
¢ | do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals
¢ The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.



4) Hillside Development

* There needs to be stronger language concerning Hiliside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed




Date: _3-;\‘\} H-"/H ZOZL{'

To: The Regjonal District of Okanagan Similkameen
planners@rdos.bc.ca

From:

Address:

“ThomAS  RouHIAINEN

- VawaTA B.C. WA K]

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3} Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Developmerit

1) Growth Section:

I support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejécted
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any refererice to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

The Growth containment Boundaries {A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant

I do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals

The latest draft version of the OCP doeés not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.




4) Hillside Development

There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for
noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important c_locumen‘t and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




Date: J an) L+ 2.0 2. !

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen

glanngﬁ@rdos.bc.ca

) 2 .
From: \WanAda f,, e

Address: _ ’\}A&A A TA P \/O‘hl 8

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.

There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

¢ |support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

e The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

¢ The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
* | do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating .
i community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed. | h 15 #heiled q0 Vo the
VoTing F";i"“‘.-‘-f‘-‘u" LU\T“ alear Jur‘“ On L-'O‘%, =t l.)][ '&"’-‘—- (’T"‘
3) Vacation Rentals W e biave riot CpProvee 1 +h f
¢ The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the commumty’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Development
e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent

landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for




noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development

with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes

of the community.
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Signed by:
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To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
plannéfd@rdos.be.ca

-~

From: Q\US’T—? l_—‘pLé,\)J 1T

Address:

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.
There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

* | support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

» The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

¢ The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
e |do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals
e The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Development
¢ There needs to be stronger language concerning Hiliside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for




noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond shou!d be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it's very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed by:




Date: @‘,\o 6 /Z. V¥
To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen

plann&ns@rdos.be.ca .
—J 1 4
M@#?L"b Dl C/}CX/wﬁ

From:

Address: - R

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.
There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

¢ | support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

e The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

e The Growth containment Boundaries {A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2} Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
¢ | do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals
¢ The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Development
e There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for




noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed by:




Dt/é 5”203

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
plannéng@rdos.bc.ca

J 5 ‘
From: _4,{] 2R/ T?r‘?Tﬂ_fC/( f AL A/

Address: S

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP,
There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1} Growth Section:

¢ | support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

e The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residential development.

e The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
¢ |l do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP indicating
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3) Vacation Rentals
¢ The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hiliside Development
o There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent
landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for




noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed by: _ -




Datex _/QML{,QI_’CJ/[ [7, &OQ\L{

To: The Regional District of Okanagan Similkameen
planning@rdas.be.ca

From: J{C’J’LCQJ /%00/\_}]{? F
Address: A C(j’i/[_(_’:ét(\ a_ S3C -~

Thank you for the opportunity to present feedback on the latest version of the OCP.
There are 4 areas of specific concern that | would like to address as feedback for the RDOS.

1) Growth Section of the OCP

2) Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
3) Vacation Rentals

4) Hillside Development

1) Growth Section:

¢ |support keeping Lower Naramata as a Rural Residential low growth area versus the
proposed OCP version that classifies Lower Naramata as a Growth area.

® The Growth Containment Boundaries (OCP) and the Village Settlement Area (VSA) from
the proposed RGS amendment are virtually the same. 97% of the community rejected
the Village Settlement Area in a previous survey with clear direction to not densify
Lower Naramata beyond what is permitted with Low Density Rural Residential growth.
Please remove any reference to support for densifying Lower Naramata with multi-
family residentiat development.

* The Growth containment Boundaries (A, B, & C) have not been agreed upon by the
community and should be deleted in the OCP.

2} Sewer or Liquid Waste Management Plant
® | do not support the Sewer or LWMP and am in favor of maintaining the septic systems
that are currently in effect. References in the latest version of the OCP mdlcatmg
community support of a Sewer or LWMP should be removed.

3} Vacation Rentals
® The latest draft version of the OCP does not address the community’s view or the level
of concern for Vacation Rentals. The OCP needs to be strengthened to include requiring
business licensing, full time owner or caretaker on site for all short-term rentals,
meaningful fines/penalties for non compliance and proper enforcement.

4) Hillside Development




There needs to be stronger language concerning Hillside Development to prevent

landslide, drainage, and run-off issues regardless of the development size. Fines for

noncompliance must be increased to a meaningful number with enhanced
enforcement. A bond should be posted that is reflective of the size of the development
with applicable fines being applied against it.

The OCP is an important document and it’s very important that the Regional District reflect the wishes
of the community.

Signed
by:




