ATTACHMENT C

REZONING AND OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN AMENDMENT PROCESS
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Applicant has an Idea. Preliminary Consultation Phase with

Applicant researches bylaws, CALUC
policies, discusses project and - Mandatory but informal with no set
project requirements with staff format

- Used to obtain initial feedback and to
plan for "Community Meeting"

- CALUC may provide comments to
applicant c. City
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- Mandatory
- Notification sent to owners and occupiers within 100 meters of subject propertyf
rezoning applications ($750 fee) or 200 meters for OCP amendments (land use ®
designation & new/changed design guidelines only) ($1250 fee)

- Feedback reﬂectlve of broader communlty-m-attendanee

- $250 honorarium transferred to CALUC'S to support community meeting function
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PRE-APPLICATION

| i Large/Complex projects usually involve one or more pre-application } i
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Applicant Chooses not to Proceed
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During Covid
e Proposal posted on Dev.
Tracker
fnwtatlon to view and
comment online is
mailed out
e Developer and CALUC may
arrange additional
consultation activities
o Comment forms sent to
CALUC, City and
developer
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Applicant Submits Application - Includes "Bubbled
Plans" showing modifications in response to

“Community-Meeting" consultation

Referral of Application and Technical Review
- Staff provide written feedback to applicant

Staff analyzes, coordinates interdepartmental
review and writes a Committee of the Whole
(COTW) report with recommendations

CITY STAFF REVIEW
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Application, including { Referral to Advisory | ﬁpplicarjt revises application (if necessary) and DeL\I/eloe i r;?tn'?raacfe roa ed onfo
"Bubbled Plans", are loaded | Committees after Staff  \ Ire-submits plans \ Cit pt_f CALUC that revised
onto Development Tracker. | Review ‘l Includes "Bubbled Plans" showing changes from \ -a 'IYCQ?O'rzeche, o EL e
- City notifies CALUC that = )|the original submission - pCr;.\ILUIC ma re|v uest a second
application is received i = Second-"Community Meeting" additional ] v req » 2dditional
consultation may be triggered if changes warrant “Community Meeting
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COTW consideration with Council ratification
of recommendations
- Council would decide if a second
“Commtmnity-Meeting" additional consultation,
|f§uested by CALL@S required

|’ Referral to Advisory Committees
| - Council maintains prerogative to
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I refer to Advisory Committees ,I
/

Staff prepares Bylaws,
Notices, Agreements,
etc.

Council gives 1st and 2nd reading to Bylaws

and a Public Hearing date is set

- Public Hearing notice sent to owners and occupiers
within 100m of the proposal CALUC also notified.

Public Hearing and
Council decision
- CALUC is sent a letter
outlining Council's decision

COUNCIL CONSIDERATION
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( Applicant revises application (if necessary)and  \ |’"Bubbled Plans" loaded onto Development ‘|
I re-submits plans \ | Tracker |
[ = Includes "Bubbled Plans" showing changes ,) - City notifies CALUC that revised application =
| resulting from referrals or other considerations JI | received ]
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VARIANCE AND TEMPORARY USE PERMIT PROCESSES

(Development Variance Permits, Development Permits with Variances and Heritage Alteration Permits with Variances)

AéApplicant éCALUC ‘City
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| Steps outlined with a dashed line may or may not occur depending on circumstances
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PRE-APPLICATION

CITY STAFF REVIEW

‘
Applicant has an Idea. Applicant researches bylaws, policies, | Large/Complex projects usually involve one or more pre-application \
discusses project with staff and project requirements ! meetings with staff

| - Staff encourages applicant to meet with CALUC, but this is not mandatory ,
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Applicant Submits Referral of Application and Technical Review Staff analyzes, coordinates interdepartmental
Application - Staff provide feedback to applicant review and writes a Committee of the Whole

(COTW) report with recommendations
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rReferra_I to Advisory #ppl;(catlon is posted onto Development | ¢ decides on a case by case basis if they want to review
| Committees gf S tifies CALUC th lication i the application and provides comments within 30 days
[ = Gl MSHES C t ,at EpelieElen (5 - CALUC may request that Council require further consultation
L__________ y received & identifies variances
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COUNCIL CONSIDERATION
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Committee of the Whole (COTW ) consideration An opportunity for public comment at a Council Council meeting with opportunity for

with Council ratification of recommendations meeting is set public comment and Council decision

- Council may require additional consultation if - Notice sent to adjacent neighbours and CALUC - CALUC is sent a letter outlining

requested by CALUC Council's decision
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‘Referral to Advisory Committees \ Gpplicant revises application (if necessary) L\ | "Bubbled Plans " loaded onto Development |
| - Council maintains prerogative to \ I and re-submits plans \ = Tracker ]
| refer to Advisory Committees / - Includes "Bubbled Plans " showing changes ) i City notifies CALUC that revised =
= / l resulting from referrals or other considerations | application received ]
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	Rezoning and OCP amendment process
	Variance and TUP process

