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Section At First Reading Second Reading Version Comments 
1.4 OCP 
Process & 
Engagement 

Null Phase 3: Goals & Policies and Phase 4: The 
Draft Plan 
Phases 3 and 4 of the Communications and 
Engagement Strategy were condensed into 
a single phase out of respect for the desire 
to complete the OCP Renewal process prior 
to Summer 2018.  An Open House was held 
on April 9, 2018 to receive public comment.  
The Draft OCP Consultation Summary 
presented to Council on May 8, 2018 
provides a full accounting of the input 
received. 
 
Phase 5:  Public Hearing 
Conduct of the formal legislated Public 
Hearing is anticipated in June 2018. 
 

Additional explanation of consultation added 
to the text. 

2.3 
Neighbourhood 
& Character 
Areas 

Null Lists outlining ‘Preferred Land Uses’ are 
provided as guidance only and should not be 
considered exhaustive; other land uses may 
be considered on a case by case basis. 

Clarification of the intent of the lists. 

2.3.1 Beach 
Avenue 
Neighbourhood 
Preferred Future 
Land Uses 

♦ Commercial-only buildings concentrated 
Downtown 

♦ Buildings containing only commercial 
uses concentrated Downtown 

Requested by Councilor: Clarification of 
intent.  If someone wants to construct a 
building containing only commercial uses it 
should be located in the Downtown subarea 
of the Beach Avenue Neighbourhood. 

2.3.4 Downtown .4  Explore the potential for full or partial lane 
or street ends closure to maximize utility 
or to provide space for pedestrian plazas 
or other public space 

.4   Explore the potential for full or partial lane 
or street ends closure to maximize utility 
or to provide space for pedestrian plazas 
or public space (e.g. exchange land for 
public parking to be created in an under-
building structure). 

Requested by CAO; Beach Avenue Plan p. 
21 (“Landscape treatments of street ends in 
Downtown core (1st Street to 6th Street); p. 22 
(“Parking up against the Highway 
(downtown)”); p. 39 (“Where opportunities 
arise, consider contributing to the costs of 
privately-constructed off-street parking 
facilities, in return for public access to a 
portion of the facility”); Town Centre Concept 
Plan (Establish a pedestrian forecourt on 
street end developments); Sustainable 
Downtown Plan (Locate both resident and 
public parking in structural parking (two-
storey parking podium) backing into the 
hillside along the highway; line the edge of 
the parking structure with ground-oriented 
boutique commercial units along Waldo Way 
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and stacked townhouses along side streets).  
See also 6.5.1.5 G-2) 

2.3.8 Ponderosa 
Neighbourhood 

♦  Comprehensive development plans will 
likely need to be revised to more the 
development forward 

♦  Comprehensive development plans will 
likely need to be revised to move the 
development forward 

Correction:  “move” vs “more” 

2.3.8 Ponderosa 
Neighbourhood 

Objective .5 
.5 …”Chose” 

Objective .5 
.5 …”having people choose walking…” 

Correction: spelling. 

2.3.10 Upper 
Princeton 
Neighbourhoood 

NEIGHBOURHOOD-SPECIFIC POLICIES, BULLET 4:  

♦   Revisit the expectations for this 
neighbourhood when the outcome of 
Provincial Ministry transportation 
decisions [Peachland Transportation 
Study] are known;  may impact the 
character of this neighbourhood in the 
future. 

NEIGHBOURHOOD-SPECIFIC POLICIES, BULLET 4:  

♦   Revisit the policy direction for this 
neighbourhood when the outcome of 
Provincial Ministry of Transportation & 
Instructure’s Peachland Transportation 
Study is known as it may impact the 
character of this neighbourhood in the 
future. 

Clarification that additional policy direction 
should be developed in the future. 

3.3 Population 
Projections 

Two projections for alternative growth 
scenarios were also conducted using rates of 
1.03% and 2.3%.  Since the District is 
currently growing at an average of 1.03% per 
year, this projection estimates a population of 
approximately 6,663 if growth rates were to 
remain constant.  The 2.3% rate was 
selected as in between of the current rate 
and the possible rate with large development 
to account for slight fluctuations in the market 
and population pull factors.  Peachland could 
expect a population of approximately 8,554 in 
2036 at this growth rate. 
 
A number of major developments have been 
proposed for construction in Peachland within 
the 20-year time period.  These 
developments include the New Monaco, 
Ponderosa, and Pincushion areas, bringing a 
total of 3,111 units (Table 5 below 
demonstrates the full breakdown of units by 
development).  At a continued rate of 2.2 
people per household/unit, the District could 
anticipate an additional 11,244 residents by 

Two projections for alternative growth 
scenarios were also conducted using rates of 
1.03% and 2.3%.  The District is currently 
growing at an average of 1.03% per year; this 
projection estimates a population of 
approximately 6,663 if growth rates were to 
remain constant.  The 2.3% rate was 
selected as ‘in between’ the current rate and 
the possible growth rate (if the Ponderosa 
and New Monaco developments proceed) to 
account for slight fluctuations in the market 
and population pull factors.  Peachland could 
expect a population of approximately 8,554 in 
2036 at a 2.3% growth rate. 
A number of major developments have been 
proposed for construction in Peachland within 
the 20-year time period, most concentrated in 
the New Monaco and Ponderosa 
Neighbourhoods, which could result in an 
additional 3,111 units (Table 5 below 
demonstrates the full breakdown of units by 
development).  At a continued rate of 2.2 
people per household/unit, the District could 
anticipate an additional 11,244 residents by 

Staff:  Minor wording changes and 
rearrangement of tables 3 and 4 to improve 
readability. 
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the year 2036.  This demonstrates the 
District’s capacity to accommodate projected 
3.6% population growth which is a moderate 
growth rate, whereas if these three 
developments were to proceed, this would 
represent a high growth rate for Peachland at 
5.77% per year.  This would be equivalent to 
a unit growth rate of 155 units per year which 
is higher than the average 33 units per year 
growth rate that occurred between 2005 and 
2016. Although these developments are 
proposed, this is an unlikely high growth rate 
for Peachland. Based on historical 
development rates for large plans in 
Peachland, the actual growth rate is 
anticipated to be lower than 5.77%. 
 

the year 2036.  This demonstrates the 
District’s capacity to accommodate the 
moderate projected 3.6% population growth 
rate.  If these large developments were to 
proceed, this could result in a high growth 
rate for Peachland at 5.77% per year.  This 
would be equivalent to a unit growth rate of 
155 units per year, which would be higher 
than the average 33 units per year growth 
rate that occurred between 2005 and 2016. 
Although these developments are proposed, 
this is an unlikely high growth rate for 
Peachland. Based on historical development 
rates the actual growth rate is anticipated to 
be lower than 5.77%. 

3.3 Population 
Projections 

Null An alternative development scenario was 
determined based on the number of units 
projected for in-stream development 
application in early 2018, as well as the 
development potential of existing vacant lots 
in the District should the major developments 
outlined above not proceed.  Based on these 
projections, construction of an additional 
1,464 units can be expected in Peachland 
over the next 20 years.  At a rate of 2.2 
people per household, this will support an 
additional population of 3,221 persons.  If 
Peachland’s population were to grow at a 
growth rate of 2.3%, an additional 3,126 
residents may be anticipated (see Table 4).  
Therefore, Peachland is expected to have a 
sufficient number of residential units available 
to support the population that is projected at 
this higher growth rate.  
 

An additional development scenario was 
considered to ensure that an adequate 
amount of land has been designated for 
residential development to meet the intent of 
legislation. 

4.0 Land Use 
Strategy 

“Schedule B” “Schedule 2” Seven references to “Schedule B” changed 
to match new numbering of schedules. 

4.0 Land Use 
Strategy 

“shall” “should” With the exemption of one occurrence all use 
of the word “shall” have been changed to 
“should” to reflect legal advice on appropriate 
use of language in a policy document. 
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4.1 Future Land 
Use Map 
Designations 

Development of land within Peachland 
should be consistent with the overall pattern 
of land use depicted on the Future Land Use 
Map (Schedule 2) unless map amendments 
have been duly considered and adopted by 
Council.  The map is based on the following 
land use designations: 
 

Development of land within Peachland 
should be consistent with the overall pattern 
of land use depicted on the Future Land Use 
Map (Schedule 2).  The map is based on the 
following land use designations: 
 

Legal Counsel advised additional words are 
redundant. 

4.2 Agriculture 
Policies 

Support the protection of Agricultural Land 
Reserve lands and land uses which are 
supportive and/or complimentary to 
agricultural use.  Retain land within the 
Agricultural Land Reserve primarily for 
the purposes of agriculture or related 
uses; residential uses should be 
secondary uses 

 

.1    Support the protection of Agricultural 
Land Reserve lands and land uses which 
are supportive and/or complimentary to 
agricultural use by reserving land 
designated as Agriculture on the Future 
Land Use Map (Schedule B) for 
agriculture or related uses; residential 
uses should be secondary uses 

 

Reference to Future Land Use Map 

4.3 Commercial 
Policies 

.5   Reserve areas designated as General 
Commercial on Future Land Use Map 
(Schedule B) for Commercial uses 

 

.5   Reserve areas designated as 
Commercial on Future Land Use Map 
(Schedule B) for commercial uses 

 

Correction to designation name 

4.4 Tourist 
Commercial 
Policies 

.2  Reserve areas designated as Tourism 
Commercial on Future Land Use Map 
(Schedule B) for Tourist Commercial uses 

.2   Reserve areas designated as Tourism 
Commercial on Future Land Use Map 
(Schedule B) for Tourist Commercial and 
complimentary Medium Density 
Residential uses 

Requested by property owner to clarify and 
support section 2.3.1 Beach Avenue 
Neighbourhood – Resort Subarea preferred 
future land uses. 

4.8 Mixed Use 
Policies 

.3    Require new development to provide 
amenity space and recreational 
opportunities suitable to the anticipated 
residents’ through Zoning Bylaw 
requirements 

3    Require new development to provide 
amenity space and recreational 
opportunities suitable to the anticipated 
residents’ as set out in the Zoning Bylaw 

Clarification of intent. 

4.8 Mixed Use 
Policies 

.4   Review and update zoning and other 
regulations to allow new small format 
mixed use (commercial/residential) in the 
Beach Avenue Neighbourhood 

 

4    Consider reviewing and updating zoning 
and other regulations to allow new small 
format mixed use (commercial/ 
residential) in the Beach Avenue 
Neighbourhood 

Added the word “consider” to clarify that such 
a decision would be at Council’s discretion. 
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4.8 Mixed Use 
Policies 

.5   Require submission of Development 
Approval information at the discretion of 
the Director of Planning and 
Development Services prior to Council’s 
consideration of a rezoning application or 
issuance of a development permit for 
commercial development 

 

.5   Require submission of Development 
Approval information at the discretion of 
the Director of Planning and 
Development Services prior to Council’s 
consideration of a rezoning application or 
issuance of a development permit for 
mixed-use development as per the 
Development Approval Procedures 
Bylaw as amended from time to time. 

Replaced “commercial” with “mixed-use and 
added “as per the Development Approval 
Procedures Bylaw as amended from time to 
time” ” for clarity. 

5.4 Housing 
Objectives 

.1  A continuum of residential opportunities is 
available to citizens regardless of financial 
resources, age, and household 
composition 

.1  A continuum of residential opportunities is 
available to citizens regardless of 
financial resources, age, and household 
composition (e.g. housing resources 
support “aging in place”) 

Requested by Interior Health: Specific 
reference to “aging in place”. 

5.7 
Transportation, 
Introduction 

Insert after the first sentence in the last 
paragraph.  New paragraph at “In any 
case”… 

In 2015 Council unanimously passed a 
resolution to indicate Council’s preference 
with respect to routing of Highway 97: 
“Whereas any expansion of Highway 97 
through Peachland will have significant and 
negative social, economic and environmental 
impacts on the future of the District of 
Peachland; and whereas a by-pass around 
Peachland will create economic opportunity 
and enhance Peachland’s desirability as a 
place to live and to visit; 
Therefore be it resolved that the Municipal 
Council of the District of Peachland hereby 
requests the Ministry of Transportation and 
Infrastructure to construct a Highway 97 by-
pass to the west of the District starting at or 
near Greata Ranch in the south and 
terminating at Highway 97C in the north 
leaving the existing Highway 97 as a 
designated scenic tourist route under 
municipal control.”. 

Requested by CAO.  Inserted from Council 
records. 

6.0 
Development 
Permit Area 
Guidelines 

Null Additional of Table 6: Summary of 
Development Permit Area Guidelines by 
Category 

See attached excerpt. 

6.3.1.2 
Guidelines 

4. Discourage activities that involve foreshore 
modifications (such as dredging, hauling 
in sand to create a sandy beach, 

4. Activities that involve foreshore 
modifications (such as dredging, hauling 
in sand to create a sandy beach, 

Word order changed to improve flow. 
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breakwaters, retaining walls, groins, 
bulkheads, etc.)  

breakwaters, retaining walls, groins, 
bulkheads, etc.) are discouraged 

6.3.1.2 
Guidelines 

7.  Encourage removal of non-native invasive 
vegetation and noxious weeds and the 
planting of native vegetation based on 
best practices and/or site-specific 
recommendations of a QEP including 
considerations of disposal, safety, 
replanting, erosion and sediment control 
and on-site monitoring as work proceeds 

7.  Removal of non-native invasive vegetation 
and noxious weeds and the planting of 
native vegetation based on best practices 
and/or site-specific recommendations of a 
QEP including considerations of disposal, 
safety, replanting, erosion and sediment 
control and on-site monitoring as work 
proceeds is encouraged 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.3.1.2 
Guidelines 

8.  Encourage clustering of density as a 
means for preserving sensitive 
ecosystems; locate buildings and 
structures on portions of the site that are 
not environmentally sensitive to 
development 

8.  Clustering of density as a means for 
preserving sensitive ecosystems; locate 
buildings and structures on portions of the 
site that are not environmentally sensitive 
to development is encouraged 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.3.1.3 
Guidelines 

2.  Offsite environmental improvements may 
considered where on-site opportunities 
are limited; the intention is to achieve no 
net loss of critical habitat 

2.  Offsite environmental improvements may 
be considered where on-site opportunities 
are limited; the intention is to achieve no 
net loss of critical habitat 

Addition of “be”. 

6.3.1.3 
Guidelines 

4.   Encourage fish habitat enhancement 
activities within the Riparian Assessment 
Area 

4.   Fish habitat enhancement activities within 
the Riparian Assessment Area are 
encouraged. 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.3.1.3 
Guidelines 

7.   Encourage the restoration of disturbed 
areas as soon as practical (with 
consideration given to hydrologic and 
climatic variables) to minimize erosion, 
ensure sediment control and prevent the 
spread of weeds 

7.   Restoration of disturbed areas as soon as 
practical (with consideration given to 
hydrologic and climatic variables) to 
minimize erosion, ensure sediment 
control and prevent the spread of weeds 
is encouraged 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.3.1.3 Best 
Practices 

Bullet 2:  The Riparian Area is defined as the 
area within 15m of the highwater mark of a 
watercourse or Okanagan Lake 

Remove and replace with:  “The Streamside 
Protection and Enhancement Area (SPEA) is 
determined on assessment by a Qualified 
Environmental Professional (QEP)”. 

Identified by staff.  First bullet was repeated 
in error with 15m distance indicated. 

6.3.2.2 
Guidelines 

5.   Improve the viability of threatened and 
endangered species through the 
protection and enhancement of habitat, 

5.   The viability of threatened and 
endangered species should be improved 
through the protection and enhancement 

Word order changed to improve flow. 
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the rehabilitation of habitat, the 
development of contingency plans for 
major disruptions and transplanting wild or 
captive bred individuals. 

of habitat, the rehabilitation of habitat, the 
development of contingency plans for 
major disruptions and transplanting wild 
or captive bred individuals. 

6.3.2.2 
Guidelines 

6.   Encourage the “eco-gifting” of ecologically 
sensitive, privately-held land, through a 
conservation easement, covenant, 
servitude or other mechanism as a means 
of protecting biodiversity. 

6.  “Eco-gifting” of ecologically sensitive, 
privately-held land, through a 
conservation easement, covenant, 
servitude or other mechanism as a means 
of protecting biodiversity is encouraged. 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1 Hillside 
DPA- Area 

Note: Exact boundaries of a DPA may need 
to be determined on a site-specific basis 
prior to development.   

Note: Non-disturbance areas within a DPA 
may need to be determined on a site-
specific basis prior to development.   

Changed to reflect legal advice. 

6.4.1.2 
Guidelines 

3.  Any required site grading and retaining 
should be designed to minimize changes 
in height between the development site 
and adjacent lots; retaining on adjacent 
lots should be coordinated for a finished 
appearance. 

3.  Design site grading and retaining to 
minimize changes in height between the 
development site and adjacent lots; 
retaining on adjacent lots should be 
coordinated for a finished appearance. 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.2 
Guidelines 

5.   Retaining walls should generally be 
curvilinear and follow the natural contours 
of the land 

5.   Configure retaining walls to be curvilinear 
and follow the natural contours of the 
land 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.2 
Guidelines 

7.   The height and depth of terraced walls 
shall be consistent with the natural terrain 
and the general pre-development slope 
conditions above and below the walls; 
where retaining wall heights in excess of 
1.5m are required there must be a 
demonstrated need (i.e. to accommodate 
road geometry). 

7.   Design the height and depth of terraced 
walls to be consistent with the natural 
terrain and the general pre-development 
slope conditions above and below the 
walls; where retaining wall heights in 
excess of 1.5m are required there must 
be a demonstrated need (i.e. to 
accommodate road geometry). 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.3 
Guidelines 

5.  Retaining walls in excess of 1.2 metres, to 
a maximum of 3.0 metres, may be 
accepted to accommodate road 
construction where the length of the wall 
is not excessive for the circumstances 

5.  Retaining walls in excess of 1.5 metres, to 
a maximum of 3.0 metres, may be 
accepted where the length of the wall is 
not excessive for the circumstances 

To correctly reflect Peachland Subdivision 
and Development Servicing Bylaw and 
Building Bylaw regulations (1.5m vs 1.2m) 
and to permit alternative solutions. 
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6.4.1.3 
Guidelines 

7.  Retaining structure should integrate well 
with the onsite architectural character as 
well as the natural environment 

7.  Retaining structures should integrate well 
with the onsite architectural character as 
well as the natural environment 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.7 
Guidelines 

3.   Level and distribution of development on 
the proposed area should be shown on 
base maps identifying lands that are 
“safe” or “developable” from a 
Geotechnical and Hydro-geological 
perspective  

3.  Show the proposed level and distribution 
of development of the site on base maps 
identifying lands that are “safe” or 
“developable” from a Geotechnical and 
Hydro-geological perspective. 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.8 
Guidelines 

2.   Long term public safety and maintenance 
should be considered prior to any rock-
cut; blasting design should maximize the 
rock face integrity at the final cut face 
location providing a stable rock face 

2.  Consider long term public safety and 
maintenance prior to any rock-cut; 
blasting design should maximize the rock 
face integrity at the final cut face location 
providing a stable rock face 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.8 
Guidelines 

3.   Retaining walls, geo-grid and/or rockfall 
protection areas should not be located on 
District rights-of-way unless approved by 
the District 

3.   Locate retaining walls, geo-grid and/or 
rockfall protection areas on District rights-
of-way only where approved by the 
District 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.8 
Guidelines 

5.   The creation of manufactured slopes 
should occur only where necessary and 
in consideration of the following: 

5.   Create manufactured slopes only where 
necessary and in consideration of the 
following: 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.9 
Guidelines 

2.   Development Concept Proposal should 
include a Landscape/Re-vegetation Plan 
designed specifically to promote plant 
health and mitigate erosion 

2.  Design Landscape/Re-vegetation Plans 
specifically to promote plant health and 
mitigate erosion 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.9 
Guidelines 

3.  Installation of landscaping to re-naturalize 
the slope and increase soil stability 
should be completed as soon as practical 
to minimize potential for erosion and/or 
slope failure. 

3.  Complete installation of landscaping to re-
naturalize the slope and increase soil 
stability as soon as practical to minimize 
potential for erosion and/or slope failure. 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.9 
Guidelines 

7.   Irrigation may be supported as a means 
of re-establishing planting for a maximum 
of three years and regular irrigation 
should not be necessary for any plant 
species proposed on the site, including 

7.   Support temporary irrigation as a means 
of re-establishing planting for a maximum 
of three years; regular irrigation should 
not be necessary for any plant species 
proposed on the site, including those on 

Word order changed to improve flow. 
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those on private property. This may be 
achieved by: 

private property. This may be achieved 
by: 

6.4.1.10 
Guidelines 

3.   Buildings and structures should be 
situated on hillsides in accordance with 
setbacks required by District bylaws 
unless greater setbacks have been 
recommended by a geotechnical 
engineer 

3.  Situate buildings and structures on 
hillsides in accordance with setbacks 
required by District bylaws unless greater 
setbacks have been recommended by a 
geotechnical engineer 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.10 
Guidelines 

4.   Building should step down hillsides to 
reflect natural site contours 

4.   Step buildings down hillsides to reflect 
natural site contours 

Word order changed to improve flow. 

6.4.1.11 RECOMMENDATIONS GUIDELINE FOR ROAD DESIGN Labelled and numbered for clarity. 

6.5.1.1 
Guidelines 

TAKING ADVANTAGE OF LOCATION 
 

GUIDELINES: INDOOR & OUTDOOR Labelled and numbered for clarity. 

6.5.1.2 
Guidelines 

ATTENTION TO QUALITY GUIDELINES (HOW) - 
ATTENTION TO QUALITY 

Labelled and numbered for clarity. 

6.5.1.3 
Guidelines 

1.  Incorporate forms, images, materials and 
colours that relate to the region’s natural 
and cultural landscapes (e.g. incorporate 
orchard inspired themes) 

1.  Incorporate forms, images and materials 
that relate to the region’s natural and 
cultural landscapes (e.g. incorporate 
orchard inspired themes) 

Removal of duplicate reference to “colour”; 
see 6.5.1.2. 

 
 
Proposed Bylaw No. 2220 Map Changes: 
 

Existing Designation Proposed Designation Civic Address Legal Description 
Designation corrections:    
Low Density Residential Low Density Residential 4424 Somerset Place Block 36 DL 490 ODYD Plan KAP125 Except Plan 20114 
Low Density Residential Low Density Residential 5813 Arthur Street Lot B D.L. 490 ODYD Plan KAP88561 
Parks & Natural Area Parks and Open Space 5801 Lakeview Avenue DL 490 ODYD Plan KAP939B (Highway) 
Low Density Residential Low Density Residential 5825 Lakeview Avenue Lot A DL490 ODYD Plan KAP88561 
Parks & Natural Area None None Highway R/W north of 5801 Lakeview Avenue 
Requested Changes:    
Rural Low Density Residential 5071 Morrison Court Lot 8 Block G D.L. 449 ODYD Plan KAP217 (OCP16-03) 
Rural Low Density Residential 5266 Coldham Road Lot 2 D.L. 1174 ODYD Plan KAP26480 Except Plan 38919 
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3.3 Population 
Projections 

A number of major developments have been 
proposed for construction in Peachland within 
the 20-year time period, most concentrated in 
the New Monaco and Ponderosa 
Neighbourhoods, which could result in an 
additional 3,111 units (Table 5 below 
demonstrates the full breakdown of units by 
development).  At a continued rate of 2.2 
people per household/unit, the District could 
anticipate an additional 11,244 residents by 
the year 2036.  This demonstrates the 
District’s capacity to accommodate the 
moderate projected 3.6% population growth 
rate.  If these large developments were to 
proceed, this could result in a high growth 
rate for Peachland at 5.77% per year.  This 
would be equivalent to a unit growth rate of 
155 units per year, which would be higher 
than the average 33 units per year growth 
rate that occurred between 2005 and 2016. 
Although these developments are proposed, 
this is an unlikely high growth rate for 
Peachland. Based on historical development 
rates the actual growth rate is anticipated to 
be lower than 5.77% 

A number of major developments have been 
proposed for construction in Peachland within 
the 20-year time period.  These 
developments include the New Monaco, 
Ponderosa and Lower Princeton 
Neighbourhoods which could result in an 
additional 5,810 units (Table 5 below 
demonstrates the full breakdown of units by 
development).  At a continued rate of 2.2 
people per household/unit, the District could 
anticipate an additional 11,244 residents by 
the year 2036.  If these three developments 
were to proceed, this would represent a high 
growth rate for Peachland at 5.77% per year.  
This would be equivalent to a unit growth rate 
of 155 units per year which is higher than the 
average 33 units per year growth rate that 
occurred between 2005 and 2016. Although 
these developments are proposed, this is an 
unlikely high growth rate for Peachland. 
Based on historical development rates for 
large plans in Peachland, the actual growth 
rate is anticipated to be lower than 5.77%. 
Referring back to the anticipated number of 
residents under the 3.6% principal growth 
rate for this plan, at a rate of 2.2 people per 
household, an estimate of 2,537 new units 
from these developments is a more realistic 
projection for Peachland if they proceed. 

Correction of math and rationale to 
accompany. 

5.2 Economic 
Development 

.16  Maintain a relationship with UBCO and 
Okanagan College to provide locations 
for research opportunities and build on 
the Region’s profile as a 
knowledge/education centre 

.16  Maintain a relationship with UBCO, 
Okanagan College and others to provide 
locations for research opportunities and 
build on the Region’s profile as a 
knowledge/education centre 

Addition of “other” institutions not already 
imagined. 

5.6.1 Shoreline 
Management 

.6   Establish environmental conversation 
zones a distance of 75 m either side of 
the mouth of Peachland (Deep) and 
Trepanier Creeks; protect through 
Development Permit Area and zoning 
designations; no development should 
occur in these areas 

 

.6   Establish environmental conservation 
zones a distance of 75 m either side of 
the mouth of Peachland (Deep) and 
Trepanier Creeks; protect through 
Development Permit Area and zoning 
designations; no development should 
occur in these areas 

 

“conservation” vs. “conversation” zones. 
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Section At First Reading Second Reading Version Comments 
5.6.6 Natural 
Hazards – 
Wildfire 
Interface 

.1  Follow FireSmartBC Guidelines 
 

.1  Consider FireSmartBC Guidelines 
 

Modified to reflect policy language in 
preference to regulatory language. 

6.5.2.9 Intensive 
Residential 

2 x number .8 Second .8 Changed to .9 Simple renumbering for logic. 
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