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Required Technical
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May 2020 –
October
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•
•
•
•
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management
Environment
Culture
Community

October
2021 February
2022

PHASE 4

Council OCP
Adoption
Process

March 2022

Challenges in Current OCP
• Structure of document and lack of references to sections,
numbering, general formatting
• References to Unified Development Bylaw and corresponding
Land Use Transect zones
• Density table that does not align with intent of OCP
• Lack of permit exemptions for development within
Development Permit Areas
• Incorrect framework for development within floodplain
• Lack of policy framework for land uses to guide OCP
amendment applications
• Unnecessary, outdated appendices
• Thomas Brook neighbourhood that does not have a City of
Revelstoke OCP land use designation

Preparing the
Amendments

• To address the challenges of the current OCP, staff
completed minor amendments to the OCP for
modernization
• As part of these amendments, staff completed the
following to inform the community:
•

Presentation to COTW on February 11, 2021 with summary of
amendments and revised OCP

•

Review with OCP focus group on March 4, 2021

•

Presentation to Social Development Committee on March 31, 2021

•

Presentation to Economic Development Commission on April 14, 2021

•

Presentation to Advisory Planning Commission on April 20, 2021

•

Initial consultation meeting with eleven members of Thomas Brook
neighbourhood

•

Council consideration on August 10, 2021

• In the report for APC, staff prepared the following:
• Comprehensive summary of amendments tracker (including
a “how to” for using the tracker
• Annotated version of current OCP to compliment the tracker
outlining what has changed and the revised section

August 10 Council
Consideration
• On August 10, 2021, Council passed motion to
separate Bylaw No. 2297 into two bylaws so
that proposed amendments that impact the
Thomas Brook Neighbourhood were separated
out
• The amendments for Thomas Brook
Neighbourhood are now addressed through
Bylaw No. 2298

Bylaw No. 2297
General Amendments
General amendments were undertaken
throughout the document to enhance the
layout, provide structure, and increase
accessibility of information. This includes:
• Renumbering
• Formatting
• Spelling/Punctuation/Grammar
• Updated references to legislation
• Updated cross-references
• Removal of outdated information and
broken links
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Bylaw No. 2297
Vision and Priorities

• As part of phase 1 of the Comprehensive OCP
review, staff did a vision check in between 2019
and 2020
• As a result, a new vision and community
priorities were endorsed by Council on July 14,
2020
• As part of the proposed OCP amendments, the
vision and updated priorities will be amended
into the OCP
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Bylaw No. 2297
Density Table

July 2008: Current
version of Density
Table in Previous OCP
Bylaw No. 1519 – caps
maximum density at
60UPH

September 2008:
Density Table and
corresponding text
with references to
density bonusing is
amended through
Bylaw No. 1916, to
amend OCP Bylaw No.
1519

July 6, 2009: New OCP
Bylaw No. 1950
(current OCP) is
adopted with July 2008
version of density table
- references to density
bonusing remain

May 8, 2012: OCP
amendment Bylaw No.
2010 adopted, making
sweeping changes to
Land Use section;
density table is not
changed but references
to density bonusing
remain

August 2021: Replace
with general
description of densities
rather than prescriptive
measures – this will
eliminate conflict
between OCP
prescriptive polices and
current applications for
comprehensive
development

2021 - 2022: As part of
comprehensive review,
staff will review all
density and bonusing
provisions which will
include public
engagement
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Proposed Density
Descriptions

High density development predominately includes multistorey apartment and condo style buildings that may
include a mixture of unit types such as bachelor suites,
one, two and three bedroom units. Housing forms
including row housing, fourplexes, triplexes, and two
family dwellings may be incorporated, however the
predominate housing type is multi-storey apartment and
condo buildings. High density developments typically do
not contain any single family dwelling types unless they
are incorporated as part of a larger, phased
comprehensive development plan to provide for a range of
housing typologies. High density development typically will
trigger the need for more substantial offsite infrastructure
upgrades to accommodate servicing, access, and
pedestrian connections.
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Proposed Density
Descriptions

Medium density development predominately includes
row house, fourplex, and triplex development. Two family
dwellings and single family dwellings may be incorporated
into a development but are not the predominate housing
type. Apartment and condo type buildings are not the
predominate housing type but may be incorporated into a
comprehensive development plan if sited in a manner
that reduces the impact of massing. Medium density
development may trigger the need for offsite infrastructure
upgrades to accommodate servicing, access, and
pedestrian connections.
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Proposed Density
Descriptions
Low density development predominately includes single
family and two family dwelling types. Row house dwelling
types may be incorporated into a development but are not
the predominate housing form. Low density development
does not typically trigger the need for offsite infrastructure
upgrades to accommodate servicing, access and
pedestrian connections.
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Bylaw No. 2297
Unified Development Bylaw and Transect Land
Uses

Bylaw No. 2297
Development Permit Areas (DPA)
• The current OCP requires all “works” within a
DPA to require a permit
• This has been changed to reference “construction
activities” and has been defined

• The only exemptions currently are:
• Interior renovations
• Replacement of materials/repainting of the same like
and kind
• Addition of rooftop equipment not visible from street

• Staff propose expanding these exemptions and
inserting them directly within each DPA
• These exemptions provide clarity for Council, staff and
applicants regarding what items require a DP

Bylaw No. 2297
Floodplain Exemptions
The current regulations for floodplain
development do not align with the LGA.
Staff propose amendments to:
• Remove the floodplain from a DPA
• Any application not in alignment with required
elevation and setbacks from a waterbody
prescribed in the Zoning Bylaw can apply for
a floodplain exemption permit
• A professional would need to prepare a
report and provide recommendations for safe
construction in the floodplain and assume
liability
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Bylaw No. 2297
Mapping
Schedule F (Land Use) and Schedule G
(Development Permit Areas) will be
updated to reflect most recent amending
bylaws, and to remove the transect land
uses
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Bylaw No. 2297
Appendices
Staff propose removing the following
appendices:
• Appendix 6 (Smart Growth Checklist)
• This is not binding, outdated, and has never been
implemented
• Policy references to smart growth design
principles are proposed in the land use
designation section

• Appendix 7 (Illustrative Plans)
• These were used to show how the UDB could be
implemented, and are now irrelevant given the
UDB is not being pursued
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Bylaw No. 2298
Thomas Brook Neighbourhood
• Since Thomas Brook neighborhood was
annexed into the City, it has contained
CSRD OCP land use and CSRD zoning
• Amendments seek to change land use
from CSRD to a new Resort Fringe
• Resort fringe would allow property owners
to rezone to allow for medium density
residential or tourist accommodation style
development
• Would initially apply to Thomas Brook and
as part of future OCP work, it may be
recommended to extend to other
properties
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• Impact on the accessibility of the OCP for all
stakeholders to navigate the document more
effectively
• Suitability of the proposed Development Permit
Area exemptions

APC Discussion

• Introduction of Floodplain Exemption Permit
regulations
• Impact of the proposed changes to the density
regulations
• Suitability of the proposed Resort Fringe land use
and Tourist Commercial Development Permit Area
for the Thomas Brook neighbourhood
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APC Resolution

THAT the Advisory Planning Commission
provides the following comments regarding
OCP Amendment Bylaw No. 2297:
1. The revisions will improve the
accessibility of the document for users.
2. The introduction of floodplain
regulations will improve clarity for
applicants.
3. The commission supports the proposed
development permit are exemptions.
4. The proposed density amendments will
allow for more desired housing forms
within the City.

THAT the Advisory Planning Commission
provides the following comments regarding
OCP Amendment Bylaw No. 2298:

APC Resolution

1. The Commission is supportive of the
proposed Resort Fringe land use
designation for the Thomas Brook
Neighbourhood and associated policy
framework to guide future development.

