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SECTION 1: EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The purpose of this report is to present to the Rural Affairs Committee a summary of engagement to date for the 
Agricultural Policy Review Phase Two. The intent of the project is to consider current legislation, existing plans and 
best management documents as well as input from farmers, technical advisors and the public to amend Official 
Community Plans and Zoning Bylaws with the goal of supporting farming and protecting farmland in the Regional 
District, in the context of a region with a diminishing supply of easily developed land, and where agricultural land 
is increasingly viewed as the obvious candidate for development to meet those other land use needs. 
 
SECTION 2: BACKGROUND/ANALYSIS 
2.1 Project Definition Statement  
The project will consider current legislation, existing plans and best management documents as well as input from 
farmers, technical advisors and the public to amend RDCK land use regulations with the goal of supporting farming 
and protecting farmland in the RDCK. 
 
2.2 Engagement Activities  
The following engagement activities were undertaken in the fall and winter of 2021:  

a.) Creston Valley Agricultural Advisory Committee (CVAAC) – staff met with CVAAC on October 6 and again on 
October 28 to discuss the project. The Committee’s formal response is included as Attachment ‘A’.  

 
b.) Focus Groups – staff invited members of twenty-two different farming organizations from across the region 

as well as members of CVAAC and Advisory Planning Commissions to participate in one of three focus groups 
hosted in late November and early December. Nineteen people joined the focus groups, Meeting minutes are 
included as Attachment ‘B’.  

 
c.) Water Providers Questionnaire – a questionnaire was sent to all small water providers identified in the RDCK 

using Civic Info. Responses were received from eight Improvement/ Irrigation Districts included as Attachment 
‘C’.  

 
d.) Public Survey – a survey was available to the public region-wide through the project website or paper copy. 

The survey was available for a one month period: November 17 to December 15. The survey was advertised 
by local newspaper, social media, poster and community email lists. Three hundred and fifty-nine responses 
were received. The majority of survey respondents identified themselves as land owners (64%), 33% identified 
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as being involved in farming and 37% as hobby farmers. Most respondents identified as living in the ALR (67%). 
A fair representation was made across the region with most respondents residing areas with higher amounts 
of agricultural land. A summary is included as Attachment ‘D’.   

 
2.3 Engagement Summary  
The engagement activities resulted in an excellent response with lots of thoughtful detail from respondents. The 
engagement activities centered around seven topics; a summary of each topic is included below. With the high 
level of detail provided by respondents, these summaries are not exhaustive. Detailed information including all 
responses is attached to this report for the reader to draw their own conclusions.  
 
Residential Uses on Agricultural Land 
A variety of comments were received regarding the Agricultural Land Commission’s regulation changes to permit 
secondary residences on agricultural land. Opinions were mixed on whether these dwellings would support 
farming. On one hand secondary residences could assist farmers by providing housing for farm workers, for new 
farmers, or for farmer’s family as they succession plan. Rentals could assist to supplement farmer’s incomes. On 
the other hand comments were received regarding negative consequences such as increasing the price per acre 
of farmland making it out of range for those wishing to buy land to farm, reducing farmable area on lands with 
agriculturally capable soils, and increasing the desire for future subdivisions. Increasing density could increase 
farming / residential conflict. Many also pointed out the reality that many properties designated for farming are 
not currently farmed and allowing further uses on these lots could increase speculation. Water capacity was a 
common concern identified by many groups and echoed by the small number of water providers who answered 
the questionnaire.  
 
Perhaps due to the mixed feelings on whether a secondary dwelling would be beneficial, many comments were 
received about mitigation factors to reduce the impact on farmland. It was often mentioned how it would be 
preferable to keep these privileges to those actively farming or to those demonstrating a need related to farming. 
For example the Creston Valley Agricultural Advisory Committee propose a restriction be implemented to only 
allow a secondary residences where there is a proven, legitimate need for an extra dwelling for farm help use, 
and only on parcels that have farm tax status. The focus groups and survey respondents voiced support for 
restricting construction to the non arable sections of land on a property. Other mitigation options mentioned 
with support in the responses were reducing built footprints, introducing a maximum site coverage, clustering 
uses, and restricting to larger lots. However, many also cautioned the uniqueness of each property would make 
blanket restrictions difficult. Other respondents felt it would be best left to the farmer to decide.  
 
Residential Footprints and Building Size  
Farm Residential Footprint is an area allocated for all principal and accessory residential structures on agricultural 
lands. It is intended to restrict the impact of residential development on agricultural land and is aimed at 
maintaining the land base for agricultural purposes.  This mitigative strategy is recognized as best practice and 
recommended by the RDCK Ag Plan. The majority of survey respondents supported a maximum footprint in 
relation to the lot size (33%). Other comments received spoke about how it may depend on the geography of the 
property or the type of farming. CVAAC’s response recommends for new builds on previously vacant lots to 
restrict residential siting to the front or side boundaries as much as possible to leave the rest of the property as 
unobstructed as possible. 
 
Although close to half (48%) of survey respondents were opposed to decreasing the maximum residential floor 
area from the ALC’s maximum of 500 m2, the focus group members and CVAAC identified how large residences 
could decrease the farmable area and drive the land values too high for a farmer to purchase.  
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Lot Sizes 
Most survey respondents stated that existing minimum lots sizes in zoning were appropriate, and that lot sizes 
should be different for lots outside and within the ALR. Comments received included a number of respondents 
who indicated they were able to farm smaller parcels and that smaller lot sizes may be more feasible for new 
farmers to purchase. However it was also stressed that large parcels are needed to be preserved as many have 
already been carved up. Larger parcels were recognized to increase food security and required for uses such as 
pasture areas. 
 
Cannabis 
Some comments were received in the focus groups about farm gate sales and the expense of Health Canada 
requirements. A question in the survey posed if RDCK’s Cannabis regulations needed a review. A common 
comment revolved around the smell being a potential issue. Other comments varied between restricting indoor 
Cannabis buildings on farmland and focusing on food production, or further supporting the Cannabis industry.  
 
Farm Income Diversification 
The Agricultural Land Commission permits a number of activities on land in the ALR that is intended to support 
farmer’s incomes. Depending on the use, local governments may remain as permissive as the ALC’s regulations 
or can choose to create their own regulations for properties within the ALR. Focus groups reiterated the 
importance of supporting farmer’s incomes while ensuring activities remain incidental to the farming taking place. 
More support was expressed for activities tied to farming such as U-pick or education / awareness activities. 
Concerns were raised regarding the intensity of uses such as tourist accommodation, camping and events. The 
survey reiterated the need for flexibility of farming income and supported uses like farm product sales and home 
based business. Again, agri-tourism had mixed support.  
 
Farm Product Processing 
The most common concerns echoed across all groups were the need to access abbatoirs and butchers. The long 
drives and back log restricting to access was mentioned as an issue many times. There was support for RDCK 
zoning to allow local slaughter facilities and for the Province’s new license types to accommodate small scale 
processing on agricultural land.  
 
Keeping of Farm Animals 
When asked whether the number of farm animals permitted on a property by zoning (outside the ALR) should be 
re-evaluated, most survey respondents commented that they should be the same or could be increased on the 
condition of mitigation measures or the establishment of an environmental farm plan. Considerations for the 
number of animals included: animal health, environmental factors and potential for nuisance. Multiple comments 
were received that the numbers should be based on industry best practices or academics and not arbitrarily 
assigned. Again the variety of farms and properties were mentioned. An increase in the maximum allowance of 
chickens was mentioned multiple times. The keeping of bees was supported with bear mitigation, access to water 
and managing of swarming being the most supported mitigation measures.  

 
SECTION 3: DETAILED ANALYSIS 
3.1 Financial Considerations – Cost and Resource Allocations:  
Included in Financial Plan:  Yes      No Financial Plan Amendment:  Yes  No  
Debt Bylaw Required:   Yes      No Public/Gov’t Approvals Required:  Yes  No  
Costs for advertising were incurred and paid through Planning Service 104.  
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3.2 Legislative Considerations (Applicable Policies and/or Bylaws):  
This comprehensive policy and regulatory review will include Official Community Plan (OCP) objectives, policies 
and development permit areas relating to Agriculture and Zoning Bylaw agricultural zones, specific use 
regulations and definitions. 
 
3.3 Environmental Considerations  
Agriculture depends on ecosystem services (the ecological goods and services provided by natural ecosystems) 
and involves the cycling of water and nutrients, pollination and natural pest control. Farmland may complement 
ecosystem services by protecting habitat and supporting biodiversity. Related environmental challenges include 
the increasing demand and competition for land and water associated with development, and adapting to climate 
change. 
 
3.4 Social Considerations:  
The goal of this project is to work towards protecting agriculture and farmland, supporting farmers in earning a 
living and enabling local food supply.  
 
3.5 Economic Considerations:  
Agriculture is an important economic driver in the RDCK. Agriculture is considered to have high multiplier effects 
relative to other sectors – recycling spending in the local economy and stimulating additional local business 
activity. 
 
3.6 Communication Considerations:  
This report summarizes the engagement of local farming organizations, residents, communities, First Nations 
and public agencies are central to the project. 
 
3.7 Staffing/Departmental Workplace Considerations:  
The project is lead by the Planner 2. Due to time constraints of the ALC legislation coming into effect December 
31, 2021, this project will be a priority for the Planner.  
 
3.8 Board Strategic Plan/Priorities Considerations:  
Share sub-regional experiences and create Official Community Plans (OCP) using consistent language and 
terminology. 

SECTION 4: SUMMARY  
4.1 Summary  
After receiving support by the RDCK Board of the project charter. RDCK staff undertook engagement in the fall 
and winter of 2021 of farmers, technical advisors and the public on how RDCK land use regulations may be 
amended with the goal of supporting farming and protecting farmland in the RDCK. Engagement activities included 
meetings with the Creston Valley Agricultural Advisory Committee, focus groups with farming organizations, a 
public survey, and a questionnaire for small water providers. The comments received have been compiled and 
attached to this staff report, and summarized briefly in Section 2.3.  
 
The engagement results are for the Rural Affairs Committee’s information. Staff will use these comments in 
preparing draft bylaw amendments to RDCK’s land use bylaws. These proposed amendments will be brought to a 
future RAC meeting and will undergo further consultation before consideration of their adoption.  
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Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
Dana Hawkins, MCIP RPP  
 
CONCURRENCE 
Planning Manager – Nelson Wight  
General Manager of Development Services and Community Sustainability – Sangita Sudan 
Chief Administrative Officer – Stuart Horn  
 
 
ATTACHMENTS: 
Attachment A – CVAAC Letter      (4 pages)  
Attachment B – Focus Group Minutes     (9 pages) 
Attachment C – Water Providers Questionnaire Responses   (9 pages) 
Attachment D – Public Survey Responses     (86 pages) 
  

 

Digitally approved by Nelson Wight
Digitally approved by Sangita Sudan

Digitally approved by Stuart Horn
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              RDCK-ALR  Changes  & Recommendations   

Basic Considerations: 

The ALR exists to preserve farmland & encourage its agricultural potential. It is for 

growing food crops & livestock, and food supporting activities such as food 

processing.  

Our farmland is not a “savings account” of ground for future residential 

exploitation. It does not exist to solve a real or perceived shortage of residential 

accommodations. It does exist to help solve any current or future shortages of life 

sustaining food. Period! 

Therefore regulations & restrictions must not be whittled away or watered down 

to allow the never-ending encroachment of non-farm activities & residential 

“creep” to render our farmable lands to become unusable or unsustainable for 

their food growing potential.  

We believe the current review may be our last chance to protect the majority of 

our local ground. To have regulations & restrictions specific to our area should be 

viewed as foreword thinking & not as a “hindrance” to developers!  

Within the RDCK, Areas B & C have the largest amount of commercial scale and 

viable smaller scale active farms. Local dairies, orchards, hay producers & beef 

producers generate huge dollars for the valley, and in turn support many of our 

local businesses. These farms must be protected and encouraged with proper 

regulations, restrictions and zoning specific to these areas. What follows are the 

concerns, opinions, and recommendations of the Creston Agriculture Advisory 

Commission members.  

 

I       

 

 

Attachment 'A' 
CVAAC Letter
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We can be more restrictive: 

Secondary residences on farmland should not be allowed to be built/placed for 

the sole purpose as a rental unit. That is not what agriculture land is for. We 

would propose a restriction be implemented to only allow a secondary residence  

where there is a proven, legitimate need for an extra dwelling for farm help use, 

and only on parcels that have farm tax status. Proof of meeting these 

requirements must be met before a permit or any development is allowed to 

proceed. Allowing rental uses for secondary residences would open up a huge 

opportunity for farmer/renter conflicts due to people unfamiliar with normal farm 

practices raising issues with noise, smells, common farm activities. Also the 

potential is there for uninvited people coming onto the farm which are intent on 

enviro-terrorism activities.  

Secondary residences also increase the cost of farm parcels & potentially make 

them even harder for new farmers & farm family members to afford to purchase.  

Siting of residences. For new builds on previously vacant lots, restrict residential 

siting to front or side boundaries as much as possible to leave the rest of the 

property as unobstructed as possible. For any allowable secondary residences, a 

requirement to stay as close as possible to, or preferably share existing driveways, 

buildings, & other infrastructure to minimize the amount of farmable land lost to 

housing uses.  

 

Size of residential units allowed:  As it stands on parcels under 40 H (about 100 

acres), you are allowed a principle residence of 500m2 (about 5400ft2). On 

parcels over 40H (over 100 acres), the size of secondary allowed stands at 186m2 

(about 2000ft2).  We would like to see reductions in these dwelling sizes, if 

possible, as both are excessive. If you maxed out the allowable residence size on a 

10 acre or even 5-acre lot, there would be very little left to farm. At the very least, 

there should be smaller residential size limits on smaller farm parcel lots so that 

more land is still available to farm. 
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Water: Before any amount of housing unit increases are even considered or 

permitted in this area, an equally important issue that needs great attention is 

water. Availability of water is becoming a greater concern in Area B especially. 

Canyon & Lister area is supplied by several small water systems. Summer 2021 

saw a number of residents lose their water supply for approximately a month due 

to the extra dry conditions. With more demand being placed on our water supply, 

some by increasing residences & some by the increase in new orchards, this 

supply deficit will only increase if not addressed. Punching in new wells unabated 

does not help as it is likely that all or most of this water is coming from a common 

underground aquifer. Also, if adding secondary residences without restrictions, 

the existing waterline capacity in the area will also not be sufficient to keep all 

properties supplied. Much of the existing pipelines were installed many years ago. 

Are there any restrictions on how many wells can be drilled in a specific area? 

There should be. Therefore, unless there is a plan to significantly 

overhaul/upgrade the whole area water supply and/or develop an additional 

water source for irrigation purposes, in the very near future, residential 

development must be restricted, or all residents will suffer shortages.  We doubt 

a plan exists.   

Area C water issues. Some smaller water sources come off the mountains on the 

west side of the valley. A larger amount of residential water is sourced from the 

Wynndel water system. If residential development were to increase very much on 

the Creston Flats, this source would be inadequate as well.  

Dikes:  If we all are committed to preserving the agriculture land and encouraging 

farming on our valley bottom, another issue must also be addressed. That is 

substantial, consistent, and reliable funding to maintain, upgrade and enhance 

our valley diking system. It is not a stretch to envision a mass flooding situation 

similar to what has happened in the Fraser valley. Proactive dike repairs is much 

better money spent than cleaning up & rebuilding after a disaster happens.  

With climate changes come greater storms and greater fluctuations in weather 

from what has been considered normal. Our valley is not immune to disaster. Our 

part of the RDCK can produce a great amount of food & food products, but there 
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needs to be appropriate zoning, restrictions, guidelines & proactive actions taken 

to keep this special area thriving. Please carefully consider our recommendations. 

Submitted by Creston Agriculture Advisory Commission. 
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RDCK AGRICULTURAL POLICY REVIEW 
FOCUS GROUP  

Tuesday November 30th, 2021 1:00 PM – 3:00 PM MST 
Remote Meeting on Webex  

Attendees: Dana, RDCK; Matthew, Royal Roads University; Rachael, The Kootenay & Boundary 
Farm Advisors; Dina, Creston Valley Kootenay Lake Economic Action Partnership; Randy, 
Creston Valley Agricultural Advisory Committee  

Meeting Purpose: to learn from farming organizations how RDCK land use regulations can be 
amended to better support farming and protect farmland in the RDCK.  

AGENDA 

1:00 pm Welcome 
1:15 pm Staff Presentation  
1:30 pm Group Discussion 

Topics of Interest: residential uses on agricultural land, built footprints, 
lot sizes, cannabis, farm income diversification, farm product processing, 
keeping of farm animals, and any other topics from the group 

2:30 pm Next Steps 
2:45 pm Student Debrief  

MEETING NOTES 

Secondary Residences 

 When did ALC announce these changes? Where did blow back come from that caused
these changes? From farmers?

 Not hearing from farmers in Creston Valley that they need this

 Mechanism for certain properties that aren’t farmable to have this

 Needs to be contingent on water. Water issues popping up for current uses. Can’t handle
further density i.e. secondary residences / RV’s

 Needs to consider hazards, landslide potential

 Building more will increase value of property. Downward tunnel

Attachment 'B' 
Focus Group 
Minutes

47



 Rocky land. Need to accommodate septic

 Can RDCK zoning / application process require proof of adequate water / septic? Make
sure it won’t harm neighbours

 Whole new world now

 Ranching community has been wanting secondary residences for succession, keeping the
parents on the farm

 Like limit to residence size, should be comfortable in 90 m2

 Like shared driveway. Good way to not slice up the land & ensure a connection to the
farm

 Keep the 2ndary residence near to the home to prevent future subdivision

 500 m2 is too large. Under 100 acres 5400 sq ft principle residence + accessory residence
+ yard, garage etc leaves no land left to farm

 Most homes in area 2200-2600 sq ft rules allow double that

 Should have size limits

 Should cluster. Seeing buildings out in the middle of the field

 On top of existing building ok that footprint is already used

 Wells, surface water feed a number of properties. How to determine how much water is
being pulled out? Preserve existing water flows. Farming needs water

 Permitting procedure for getting a well drilled? Seeing new wells being drilled. Unsure of
existing groundwater capacity. Ties back to not wanting more residences

 Diking areas need improvement

 Plan to not become the next Abbotsford / Summas Prairie

 Drought that happened this summer, will happen more frequently

 Shouldn’t be led by speculating / making money

 Larger producers have their own built up farm accommodation already

 Camp built on rural land for smaller producers that didn’t have farm worker housing

 Need worker accommodation in some form

 Not following process, enforcement process not effective

 Housing being built before farming is established, if it ever is

 Glad RDCK is taking in this extra scrutiny

 How can we allow these with the least amount of impact

 Precautionary approach, don’t want it to increase land costs and loss of farm land

 Could RDCK hold the line for now, put in place what was (previous ALC regs) until a time
where more consideration/ engagement can take place?

AgriTourism 

 RV’s is not farming, its money making

 Short term thinking / individualistic

 More you allow on land = higher land values

 Should be legitimate farming first, have a farm plan

 Enforcement / follow up year after year on Farm Status

 Concerned with camping on agricultural land
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 Events impact on agricultural land

 More restrictions not less, better to be cautious than to loose land forever, future can
allow for changes to be made

 Make them relate to something agricultural like U pick, education, awareness

 Farm Status a low bar

Non Farm uses 

 Non farm uses happening in good agricultural land e.g. Church, bakery

Process 

 Getting on people’s radar

 Advertising that gets to people

 Prefer in person rather than online meetings, with COVID practices

 Need lots of participation for what is at stake

 Canvas, send out a letter

 Fields Forward, Food Action Coalition, Creston Valley Beef Growers, Dairy, Ag Society
networks

 Farmers slow time now. Meetings have to be before March

 Evening meetings could do better
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RDCK AGRICULTURAL POLICY REVIEW 
FOCUS GROUP  

Thursday December 2nd, 2021 1:00 PM – 3:00 PM PST 
Remote Meeting on Webex  

Attendees: Dana, RDCK; Matthew, Royal Roads University; Rosemary, Old Firehall Collective; 
Linda, Old Firehall Collective; Reed, Strengthening Farming Program; Kate, Elk Root 
Conservation; Laurie, Central Kootenay Invasive Species Society; Nicole, Area E Advisory 
Planning Committee member; Valerie, LINKS; Leah, Farmer.  

Meeting Purpose: to learn from farming organizations how RDCK land use regulations can be 
amended to better support farming and protect farmland in the RDCK.  

AGENDA 

1:00 pm Welcome 
1:15 pm Staff Presentation  
1:30 pm Group Discussion 

Topics of Interest: residential uses on agricultural land, built footprints, 
lot sizes, cannabis, farm income diversification, farm product processing, 
keeping of farm animals, and any other topics from the group 

2:30 pm Next Steps 
2:45 pm Student Debrief  

MEETING NOTES   

Secondary Residences 

 Like mitigation options on backgrounder, encourage RDCK to explore options like
clustering and siting

 ALC regulations missing mitigation regulations like clustering, probably due to diverse
landscape across BC

 Prevent erosion of farmland. Examples of 100 m long driveway and 2nd residence in back
– not considering agricultural integrity. Property owners like privacy
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 Strengthening Farming Program happy to be a referral agency

 When will RDCK make a decision? Hopefully late winter. Balancing being timely while
talking to who we need to talk to and understanding the implications

 Most interest for 2nd residence is in succession planning – aging parents or kids, but also a
lot of ALR land not being farmed

 Mitigation options is a good way to focus it. Whole picture. What are the unintended
consequences?

 Feel strongly ALC didn’t make the right move

 Clustering may not work everywhere. Should choose the land with the poorest soils i.e.
rocky spot. May be far away from other home

 Site close to frontage, shared driveway  – we are so diverse – maybe drilling down too far

 Like restricting only for Farm Status, show a demonstrated need

 Restrict max size of residence. Seeing out of region buyers investing. Don’t want to
encourage further increase in property values. They have already gone up so much.

 Only allow on lots of certain size make sense. If you are under 10 acres 2nd home is taking
up large area of lot.

 Off farm accommodation may be hard. Farm employees not making a lot of money. May
need to cut down cost of living. Rural areas have difficult access to transportation

 Water reduction on water licences last year. Water becoming more scarce. Concerns
with increasing demand

 Margins on farming thin

 This regulation change very significant. Tread cautiously. Don’t be swayed by people with
no intention of farming

 500 m2 is too big

 Land being bought sight unseen in Kootenays

 Value of farmland is very expensive in BC even compared to other provinces

 Housing development pressures here too

 Is there really a quality issue with soil here? (Area E e.g.). Kootenays dramatic in different
soil types. Very site specific.

 Soil is the most important. Farm plan can be designed to grow in different soil types. We
produce off what people call poor soil. Proper ground cover. Proper amendments.

 Elk Valley Conservation working on education for working with different soil types

 Encourage food security without bringing a truck through a washed out road (Lower
Mainland)

 Area D no zoning so changes will come in Dec 31st with or without OCP? Yes

 If you only have an OCP you can have a Development Permit for the protection of
farmland, or using policy to comment when ALC refers an application for non farm use
etc.

 Need 2nd residence for succession plan, on a large parcel

Cannabis 

 Farm gate sales – when do they start? Targeting Fall 2022
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 Working through considerations like can you sell cannabis from other properties,
accessories, food? Will be interested to see where they land

 In ALR something similar to farm retail sales

 RDCK ag zones do permit cannabis

Process 

 Balance not making it so complicated that farmers are deterred. All the rules can be
overwhelming. E.g. building a tractor shed

 User friendly

 Knowledge sharing & communicating

AgriTourism 

 People pushing the envelope

 Regulations vague

 Nothing to do with farms but being called agritourism. Wasn’t the intention

 Businesses can take up farmland, not secondary to farming

 Income threshold for Farm Status very low

 Want to support actual farms looking for outside income, because it is hard to farm

 Need enforcement

Farm Product Processing 

 Issue with slaughter and sale of beef, really far from slaughter house

 Hope new changes will help

 New training

 LINKS has funding for providing information on new licences. Planning virtual sessions for
farmers
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RDCK AGRICULTURAL POLICY REVIEW 
FOCUS GROUP  

Thursday December 2nd, 2021 10:30 AM – 12:00 PM PST 
Remote Meeting on Zoom 

Attendees: Dana, RDCK; Ron Economic Development Coordinator; Alys, Farmer; Helen, Farmer; 
Corky, Farmer; Matthew, Farmer; Karen, Business Support Advisor; Angela, Farmer; Gord, 
Farmer; and Gary, Farmer.  

Meeting Purpose: to learn from farming organizations how RDCK land use regulations can be 
amended to better support farming and protect farmland in the RDCK.  

MEETING NOTES 

Cannabis  

 Support farmgate sales & consumption areas

 Would like to see possibility for mobile sales (like food truck)

 Harm reduction

 Brick and Mortar very costly, hard to support with one crop

 Reduce regulatory burden for CBD & hemp – process the whole plant

Secondary Residences 

 Example of NARU application allowing a secondary residence with covenant for no
subdivision – good compromise

 Are a mortgage support – existing rental used to support farming income on new and
emerging farm

 Buying a farm at regular market prices impossible

 Hard to stay on land

 One size fits all approach doesn’t work

 Look at ag capability of land

 Combo of carrots and sticks

 Incentives to maintain farmland even if not using

 Rental income a support – like that is it not limited to family or farmworkwer

Attachment 'B'  
Focus Group 
Minutes
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 0% vacancy

 Neighbouring property on market for $1.5M (Krestova)

 Every time extra building is added there are rising land value costs – young farmers can’t get
on the land

 Bank mortgage difficult even for experienced farmers

 Labour shortage. Looking at foreign workers program – occupancy limits

 Looking at land deals like rentals and homeowner gets tax credit – good incentive

 Rising land prices need the rental

 Farm worker housing not on farm, good for relationships

 One large facility for farmworkers can look like rigging, who has the funds?

 Access to land / space is one asset farmers have (not capital)

 Broken connection between housing and protecting ag land

 Disconnect on cost of living, cost of housing and the wages for essential jobs in the
community

 Connecting economics

 Metric should be getting people on the land and farming

 Small footprint, use arable land on the property properly and responsibly

 Think deeply

 Siting should be site specific. Consult a regional agrologist. Each property / crop is very
unique

 Qualitative assessment for ag function

Processing 

 Need a abattoir back in the Slocan Valley – can’t slaughter turkeys

 Can find feed locally but hay coming from Creston Valley

 It’s access to butchers not access to slaughter that is an issue

 With ministry requirements butchers can’t keep up and we can’t wrap on our own

 Need slaughter facility in the Slocan Valley

 Hold up causing hanging on to livestock – increased costs

 On farm processing is different from preliminary washing of product and should be defined /
regulated different e.g. vegetable washing is not the same as making prepackaged salads

Environment 

 Forestry practices having negative impact on ag land – watershed logging

 Ecological land based planning

 Concerns with forestry, flooding, weather extremes

ALR 

 Look at functionality and have metrics to determine ag land

 ALR museum pieces, how do we make functional farmland

Process 
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 Building permit difficulties for farm buildings

 Encourage Building Officials to help farmers build

 Reasonable exceptions
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Water Providers Questionnaire 

1. Water provider’s name: ___________________________________

2. We provide water to Agricultural Land Users:
Most of our users are agricultural users
Some of our users are agricultural users
None of our users are agricultural users

3. Our water system has the following concerns, check all that apply:
Capacity issues
Water quality issues
We are planning for future issues with climate change
No issues

4. We would have concerns with water capacity or quantity if, check all that apply:
New agricultural users were added (or existing agricultural uses were intensified)
New residential users were added (including additional residences on existing lots)
No concerns

5. Would you like to tell us more?

__________________________________________________________________________________

Armstrong Bay Improvement Distri

Attachment 'C'  
Water Providers 
Questionnaire
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Water Providers Questionnaire 
 
1. Water provider’s name: ___________________________________ 

 
2. We provide water to Agricultural Land Users: 

 Most of our users are agricultural users  
 Some of our users are agricultural users  
 None of our users are agricultural users  

 
3. Our water system has the following concerns, check all that apply: 

 Capacity issues 
 Water quality issues  
 We are planning for future issues with climate change  
 No issues  

 
4. We would have concerns with water capacity or quantity if, check all that apply: 

 New agricultural users were added (or existing agricultural uses were intensified)  
 New residential users were added (including additional residences on existing lots) 
 No concerns  

 
5.  Would you like to tell us more? 

 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 

Leecrest ID

We are a small residential group.  Our concern would be drawing down the Duhamel aquafer due to extensive new licensing.
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Water Providers Questionnaire 
 
1. Water provider’s name: ___________________________________ 

 
2. We provide water to Agricultural Land Users: 

 Most of our users are agricultural users  
 Some of our users are agricultural users  
 None of our users are agricultural users  

 
3. Our water system has the following concerns, check all that apply: 

 Capacity issues 
 Water quality issues  
 We are planning for future issues with climate change  
 No issues  

 
4. We would have concerns with water capacity or quantity if, check all that apply: 

 New agricultural users were added (or existing agricultural uses were intensified)  
 New residential users were added (including additional residences on existing lots) 
 No concerns  

 
5.  Would you like to tell us more? 

 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 

Playmor Junction Improvement District
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Water Providers Questionnaire 
 
1. Water provider’s name: ___________________________________ 

 
2. We provide water to Agricultural Land Users: 

 Most of our users are agricultural users  
 Some of our users are agricultural users  
 None of our users are agricultural users  

 
3. Our water system has the following concerns, check all that apply: 

 Capacity issues 
 Water quality issues  
 We are planning for future issues with climate change  
 No issues  

 
4. We would have concerns with water capacity or quantity if, check all that apply: 

 New agricultural users were added (or existing agricultural uses were intensified)  
 New residential users were added (including additional residences on existing lots) 
 No concerns  

 
5.  Would you like to tell us more? 

 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 

Voykin Improvment District 

Our system was designed for 60 residents and we have 59 using it right now.
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Water Providers Questionnaire 
 
1. Water provider’s name: ___________________________________ 

 
2. We provide water to Agricultural Land Users: 

 Most of our users are agricultural users  
 Some of our users are agricultural users  
 None of our users are agricultural users  

 
3. Our water system has the following concerns, check all that apply: 

 Capacity issues 
 Water quality issues  
 We are planning for future issues with climate change  
 No issues  

 
4. We would have concerns with water capacity or quantity if, check all that apply: 

 New agricultural users were added (or existing agricultural uses were intensified)  
 New residential users were added (including additional residences on existing lots) 
 No concerns  

 
5.  Would you like to tell us more? 

 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 

None of our users are agricultural users

acity issues
er quality issues

Cap
Wat
We are planning for future issues with climate change 

s 

New agricultural users were added (or existing agricultural uses were intensified) 
New residential users were added (including additional residences on existing lots)

Glade Irrigation District 
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Water Providers Questionnaire 
 
1. Water provider’s name: ___________________________________ 

 
2. We provide water to Agricultural Land Users: 

 Most of our users are agricultural users  
 Some of our users are agricultural users  
 None of our users are agricultural users  

 
3. Our water system has the following concerns, check all that apply: 

 Capacity issues 
 Water quality issues  
 We are planning for future issues with climate change  
 No issues  

 
4. We would have concerns with water capacity or quantity if, check all that apply: 

 New agricultural users were added (or existing agricultural uses were intensified)  
 New residential users were added (including additional residences on existing lots) 
 No concerns  

 
5.  Would you like to tell us more? 

 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 

Ootischenia Improvement District
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Water Providers Questionnaire 
 
1. Water provider’s name: ___________________________________ 

 
2. We provide water to Agricultural Land Users: 

 Most of our users are agricultural users  
 Some of our users are agricultural users  
 None of our users are agricultural users  

 
3. Our water system has the following concerns, check all that apply: 

 Capacity issues 
 Water quality issues  
 We are planning for future issues with climate change  
 No issues  

 
4. We would have concerns with water capacity or quantity if, check all that apply: 

 New agricultural users were added (or existing agricultural uses were intensified)  
 New residential users were added (including additional residences on existing lots) 
 No concerns  

 
5.  Would you like to tell us more? 

 
__________________________________________________________________________________ 
We are in the process of getting a secondary water source approved by IHA. However, even
with this secondary water source we do have concerns in being able to provide a large increase
of users to our system.

North Canyon Improvement District

Our system as it currently stands is unable to take on additional residentially or agricultural users.
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49.44% 175

72.60% 257

11.30% 40

14.97% 53

4.52% 16

12.99% 46

Q1 Do you think allowing secondary residences in agricultural areas will
assist farmers and support farming? Please select all that apply.

Answered: 354 Skipped: 5

Total Respondents: 354  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Yes but only under circumstances. 12/15/2021 8:10 PM

2 It will provide farmers with help on the farm and offset farming costs 12/15/2021 7:23 PM

3 I agree there are many people who buy land just to resell it after they invest and remodel
without any real intention of ever farming. To the honest farmer, it would help assist them to
afford farming but would also cause the properties to be much higher in value.

12/15/2021 7:23 PM

4 Housing should only be allowed on the farm land that is not prime farm land such as rocky or
poor soils area of the parcel

12/13/2021 1:56 PM

5 This is a red herring issue. The real problems facing agriculture will only be helped by more 12/12/2021 5:30 PM

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Yes, It will
provide hous...

Yes, It will
help farming...

No, It will
raise the pr...

No, It will
reduce farma...

I am not sure

Other (please
specify)

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Yes, It will provide housing for farm workers

Yes, It will help farming families and young farmers

No, It will raise the price per acre of farmland beyond what the commodity produced on it can pay

No, It will reduce farmable area on land with agriculturally capable soils

I am not sure

Other (please specify)

Attachment 'D'  

Public Survey Responses 
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people living on, near and around agricultural land.

6 You should be allowed a set amount of residential footprint on agricultural land to a set
maximum limit

12/12/2021 4:44 PM

7 Provide secondary income. 12/10/2021 8:37 PM

8 It will financially support struggling farmers 12/10/2021 7:04 PM

9 Yes. It may provide much needed housing for farm workers AND/OR allow for supplemental
income for landowners.

12/10/2021 5:12 PM

10 There needs to be rules about how close Animal farms are to residences, I live next to 15 pigs
and it disgusting, ive googled other countries and they have rules about how close to
residences the animals can be, especially pigs, its horrible and it can make us sick, so I'm not
against a secondary residence as long as there's enough space.

12/9/2021 8:51 PM

11 do not restrict 12/9/2021 2:10 PM

12 Yes, it could provide a secondary income for some farmers 12/9/2021 11:59 AM

13 It can provide homes for thousands that are trying to find one! 12/8/2021 9:40 AM

14 Addition income from rental allows for startup or expansion which may have been impossible
to achieve otherwise

12/8/2021 7:08 AM

15 Farm land owners should be free to decide themselves if they want a secondary residence
justice every other land owner. The leading questions in this survey are an effort by regional
government to overstep their role and oppress certain landowners.

12/8/2021 12:03 AM

16 Provides flexibility of income critical to a viable farm 12/7/2021 9:04 PM

17 It will allow averages that can not sustainably produce a farm income to remain intact. 12/7/2021 5:53 PM

18 A lot of the land designated as ALR in the Kootenays is not feasible as farmland so more
housing raises the cost of the land

12/7/2021 4:27 PM

19 Only if they have a proven history of producing agricultural products for lets say 5-10 years if
the secondary home is a manufactured our mobile home its continued use would be subject to
continued agricultural production either by owner or by lease income for agricultural products.

12/7/2021 2:01 PM

20 I may provide supplemental income for farmers. 12/3/2021 11:13 AM

21 Limit the number of residences 11/30/2021 12:09 PM

22 perhaps restrict this to where criteria are projected to meet to achieve farm status 11/28/2021 9:49 PM

23 It will depend on the size of the farm. Farms under 5-10 acres run the risk of losing valuable
farm land and great increase the value of the property. Beyond what could be affordable for
new farmers or those wanting to switch types of farming. As for large farms, I can see
secondary housing for farm workers, farming families and young farmers.

11/28/2021 11:45 AM

24 A second residence on an appropriate sized parcel is a benefit to every one that does this 11/27/2021 11:52 AM

25 Only if it can be proven for farm help!! 11/26/2021 8:28 PM

26 on an exceedingly restriced basis. This is the thin edge of the wedge to losing farmland. 11/26/2021 3:30 PM

27 It will also provide extra income via B&B, rental income, etc. 11/26/2021 12:21 PM

28 I think this depends on the size of the agricultural parcel and the size of the secondary house. 11/26/2021 9:24 AM

29 While it would help the family farmers to pass down to younger generations, it could raise the
price/acre beyond what can be paid. Extra water usage would also be a concern. However, in
order to get needed help, housing accommodations must be made.

11/26/2021 8:42 AM

30 Our roads and corridors are not designed (wide enough) for high traffic in rural areas, in cities
like Kelowna rural expansion has made most roads unsafe to walk or bike ride due to
increased traffic. We also dont have public green spaces for community gathering so that
would need to be purchased from private land and repurposed

11/25/2021 3:52 PM

31 Yes, because there is a housing crisis. Homes are needed! 11/25/2021 3:01 PM
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32 It will help with our collective housing crisis. 11/25/2021 1:23 PM

33 It’s imperative to having a successful small/hobby farm. 11/25/2021 1:22 PM

34 Yes, but with restrictions to protect price per acre 11/25/2021 1:03 PM

35 acre lots too small for farming 11/25/2021 1:00 PM

36 I can see the usefulness of having accommodation for farm workers or family members and I
also see the danger of changing the value of farm land once it is developed. There should be
strict rules about how large an additional residence can be.

11/24/2021 9:00 PM

37 Accommodates diversity of social and business organization (not all farms are family farms). 11/24/2021 7:05 PM

38 It helps to creat multi generational housing. It's also easier, less worrisome worrying about
elderly family members

11/24/2021 10:50 AM

39 assist those who live in Tiny house on wheels and need land to park on while working for the
farmer..

11/24/2021 8:28 AM

40 Must be done to minimize loss of land to grow food 11/24/2021 7:33 AM

41 Dairy farms milk 3-5am (4-6) and 2-4pm (3-5) 11/23/2021 10:54 PM

42 Limiting size and footprint of secondary and primary houses on agricultural land (ie. total sq.
footage of both dwellings under 3000 sq. ft) would help limit price increases of the
development.

11/23/2021 7:06 PM

43 It would help older farmers to stay on the farm if their children could live there and take over
much of the work.

11/23/2021 3:05 PM

44 increase use of well water in areas with limited ground water 11/23/2021 1:07 PM

45 It Will allow elderly farmers to remain on their farms as they allow younger families to take over
the management and day-to-day farming operations.

11/20/2021 8:30 PM

46 I would like to see them allowed, but under restrictions. 11/19/2021 1:25 PM
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Q2 Would you like to tell us more?
Answered: 109 Skipped: 250

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Additional housing is necessary for farm workers and their families. Housing could be added to
existing buildings. The housing should not be located on agricultural land but rather industrially
disturbed or non fertile, rocky land. The housing should not be prone to flooding.

1/6/2022 9:50 AM

2 I am a senior citizen. I am healthy and fit but managing our property is getting difficult but I do
not want to move from here. If we could build a second small residence to share this property
it would actually become more productive. We would also be able to continue to age in the
place we love.

12/16/2021 8:40 AM

3 N/a 12/15/2021 8:57 PM

4 If it is a working farm, sure, but the majority of ALR land is not being used for
‘agriculture’….they are hobby farms.

12/15/2021 8:46 PM

5 Many families cannot afford to purchase and maintain farm property without help. Allowing
families to work together will make farming more accessible

12/15/2021 8:36 PM

6 increase in residences/residents will affect infrastructure-has this been considered 12/15/2021 8:36 PM

7 Allowing families to work together to afford and work property makes farming more achievable.
Limits on sizing to avail mega homes or limits on residential percentages is important to
prevent farm land turning into oversized residential yards.

12/15/2021 8:11 PM

8 The land would have to be capable of supporting agriculture (some ALR land is not). Owners
would have to show financial intent to farm, as well as an RDCK approved business plan.
Demonstrating the need for a second residence would be required.

12/15/2021 8:10 PM

9 Less govt is better 12/15/2021 7:23 PM

10 As long as the secondary residences are commensurate to the requirements to run the farm,
and it is not a backdoor way to build subdivisions on farm land.

12/15/2021 5:10 PM

11 Building development of any kind, not just residential, should be carefully controlled to ensure
that it actually is needed and contributes to farming of some kind. Not just producing rental
income. So things like race tracks, event buildings, campgrounds, etc should have to link to
some actual type of farming or be agricultural related

12/15/2021 3:08 PM

12 The secondary residence should be accommodating workers not built to be a short-term rental
opportunity. The builds should represent their use.

12/15/2021 10:53 AM

13 Due to housing shortages, farmers need to provide housing to attract farm workers.
Restrictions must be put into place to only allow secondary residences for properties that
maintain farm status and can provide evidence that housing is required for farm workers.

12/14/2021 4:08 PM

14 The lack of availability of housing for farmers on cultivable land is the number one challenge in
the region for those wanting to farm.

12/14/2021 2:36 PM

15 Good growing land can never be brought back once its residential. But why are small holding,
less than 10 acts, all clay soil still in alr restrictions

12/13/2021 7:20 PM

16 Any farmer need multiple sources of income because zero people in the Kootenay scam make
their entire income off of farming alone. Moreover, people who buy land and flip properties for
income are buying farmland areas and will build secondary housing and increase the cost of
the land. Only rich hobby farmers will be able to afford.

12/13/2021 1:56 PM

17 Theer are so many unused farms in the Slocan Valley. Increased density is important to get
these farms active again. Increased density menas more workers, more markets, more spare
capacity for the inevitable future supply shocks.

12/12/2021 5:30 PM

18 no 12/12/2021 4:44 PM
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19 With rising costs of land we need to make farming as affordable for young energetic families
that we can.

12/12/2021 12:22 PM

20 The RDCK is losing much viable farmland to urban housing. The RDCK is increasingly more
dependant on importing food from outside areas.

12/11/2021 9:50 PM

21 It may support farm workers AND/OR provide supplemental income for agricultural land
owners.

12/10/2021 8:37 PM

22 No 12/10/2021 7:04 PM

23 As above 12/10/2021 5:12 PM

24 This will help support multigenerational farming families and also land owners in the ALR who
want to support young agrarians

12/10/2021 4:19 PM

25 We need to provide ways for owners of larger pieces of land, to help offset costs 12/10/2021 9:18 AM

26 Living rurally without accessible childcare, having a second residence would allow for live in
childcare or farm support. And/or a second residence would allow children or parents of the
property to live together. Or the residence could be rented to supply much needed extra
income to support farming.

12/10/2021 7:30 AM

27 I've been needing to complain about the pig farm at  but the owner has been
aggressive with me in the past so I'm scared to complain. He only has an acre and has put 15
pigs on it, with plans to keep breeding piglets, I am so close to the pig enclosure, it smells so
bad, we can't spend any time outside, can't BBQ, my car actually smells like pig shit and piss,
it's the worst smell ever. I actually have a secondary residence I want to rent but cannot due to
the proximity to the pig farm. When I look at united states and UK rules if u have 10 or less
pigs u have to be 400 'away from any residence, the pig farm is 15 feet away from my back
door. Ive searched about health risks and there is so many. I'm not against 1 or 2 pigs in that
much space, and if u have acres horses, cows, sheep no problem, but pigs and chickens are
very stinky. Pigs are the worst

12/9/2021 8:51 PM

28 No 12/9/2021 6:22 PM

29 Many people who purchase land, agriculture or not, may never farm it but just want acerage
and space around them. We feel that a secondary suite would be beneficial as a air bnb or
short term vacation rental - many people from cities want the experience of land and acerages.
Many plots have lots to offer guests that fall outside the farming industry

12/9/2021 2:10 PM

30 I would love to have a discussion on the topic. Please contact me 12/9/2021 11:59 AM

31 The recommended reading should be read by anyone interested in completing this survey.
Only educated responses should impact agriculture

12/9/2021 9:10 AM

32 I believe the recommended reading should be a requirement to complete this questionnaire.
Anyone can have an opinion but an uninformed opinion helps no one

12/9/2021 9:02 AM

33 With global warming changing the way we can grow food we cannot afford to remove any more
farmland

12/8/2021 6:07 PM

34 Yes, I think aligning with the new changes will have a positive impact 12/8/2021 5:36 PM

35 I was delighted to hear the news of the change ... providing farmers to age in place while
offering opportunities to young family to carry on and/or other young people who choose to
farm. Brilliant solution.

12/8/2021 5:17 PM

36 Yes! Only a small part of land in the ALR is farmable the rest is mountainside or otherwise
unuseable! Let that be developed for other uses!

12/8/2021 9:40 AM

37 no 12/8/2021 9:22 AM

38 Farms are historically successful when family and friends are able to help. Living on-site is an
integral part due to the hours of operation required to function on a farm.

12/8/2021 8:30 AM

39 Helps to diversify farm income with second home but as someone currently building a new
home, I would definitely sell my property for more with more homes. Land prices already are
over what you can make from the land so not sure that matters other than just a barrier to
purchasing

12/8/2021 7:07 AM
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40 We support allowing secondary residences in agricultural areas. 12/7/2021 9:16 PM

41 Simply keep regulation out of this now. 12/7/2021 9:13 PM

42 Having a secondary home on the property will help to support the family to keep the land
running

12/7/2021 8:53 PM

43 We have a huge housing shortage. Allowing ALR to have another residence would help. 12/7/2021 6:41 PM

44 ALC rules regarding second residences make no sense for our region. Fraser Valley, perhaps
for combatting mansions on prime growing land.

12/7/2021 3:12 PM

45 Ag isn't as easy of an industry as in previous generations. We need more help and support
from our families and farm hands. Accommodations are utmost as farming is 24/7 - you need
support living on the land too.

12/7/2021 12:44 PM

46 The second house is an important piece to make farms viable. It should be well thoughout
though. Limit on size and also where the footprint of buildings can be should be part of the
process/deal. Ariable land should not have a house put on it. Second houses should be in an
area not suitable to agriculture, or where a building already stands

12/7/2021 12:37 PM

47 Perhaps an areal limit, e.g. 10 acres minimum, can be imposed so the regulation is not
abused.

12/6/2021 11:43 AM

48 Land is-prohibitively expensive for aspiring young farmers, and agriculture pays dismally little
to the producer. We NEED local production. Group living and farming is a great solution (start).

12/3/2021 11:13 AM

49 There already appears to be industrial activities going on in canyon on ALR land. 12/3/2021 9:18 AM

50 There are two definite examples on Shutty Bench where a second house has been built on
ALR land for farm workers. Three houses built for cherry pickers on one property, all rented out
now and the farm is not in use. Second, their neighbor built a house for a farm worker. That
land has now been sold and a non-farmer lives in the house.

12/2/2021 6:50 PM

51 Aging owners need a second residence for their kids so the children can take over the
farmland and the parents can age in place.

12/1/2021 11:35 AM

52 It's about time that secondary residences were allowed on ALR properties. Many ALR
properties are not truly ALR - they were just automatically designated this way with a wide
brush many years ago.

11/30/2021 6:27 PM

53 Housing is a serious issue in the Kootenays 11/30/2021 2:51 PM

54 We know the end goal is to completely remove all alr land for the purpose of taxation. Why not
look into promoting small farming. We used to have hundreds of meat producers in the Valley
but after scare tactics most stopped. How many e licensed producers do we have? Not many.
Very few in fact. If we allow more development in the the alr we will loose what what it is
supposed to be.

11/29/2021 6:33 AM

55 No 11/28/2021 7:50 PM

56 There needs to be more room for adaptation with housing types and for the types of housing
provided for any and all farming staff. A single person living on the farm is not going to need
the same kind of housing as someone with a family they are supporting with their farming
wages.

11/28/2021 11:45 AM

57 It will help house people with low incomes such as farm work 11/28/2021 9:11 AM

58 I feel that land that is actually agriculture should be used for farming only. And land that isn’t
really able to be farmed should be pulled out of the ALR and used for homes.

11/27/2021 12:56 PM

59 This would create loopholes that allow the land to be subdivided and large monster hoes built
on agricultural land. One only has to look at what is happening on agricultural land in the lower
mainland to see what the consequences would be in the Creston Valley. This has the potential
to make land more expensive for young farmers to get a start and take agricultural land out of
its intended use.

11/27/2021 10:34 AM

60 On multigenerational or larger farms it is ESSENTIAL to have secondary houseing onsite. It
takes many hands to create food security for a community. At times farming is 24/7, during
calving/lambing seasons or farm emergencies. Never mind communting for early morning or
late evening chores.

11/27/2021 10:06 AM
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61 there is a lot of ALR land that unusable as farm land, take it out of the ALR to make room for
development we need the tax base here in the kootenays

11/27/2021 9:41 AM

62 Farm land is for producing food for BC, not for a rental of housing people! 11/26/2021 8:28 PM

63 Very few workers live at their worksite. Keep the land open for farming. 11/26/2021 3:10 PM

64 It's almost impossible to make a good and living off farming. Especially in this area. Having a
second dwelling to rent will allow farmers to pay their mortgages and keep their families warm.

11/26/2021 3:05 PM

65 This is how our family was able to get a "leg up" sort a speak this will be the only way for
young people to break into the agriculture market, leaving animals un attended is not an option
anymore

11/26/2021 11:02 AM

66 Adding, say a tiny house, is different than adding a 2-bedroom bungalow. It must be case by
case, I think.

11/26/2021 9:24 AM

67 Second residence could be a reliable income for farmers in case of damaged crops due to
weather

11/26/2021 6:12 AM

68 The less power for Rdck the better 11/26/2021 12:20 AM

69 I personally live on a secondary house on our farm and with the ability to work with my family
for succession it gives us the ability to start our own farm and be close instead of having to
live in town or in the same house as my family.

11/25/2021 9:51 PM

70 If allowed, the 2nd house should be VERY small. 11/25/2021 9:12 PM

71 In fact, people are building secondary residences on ALR anyway, regardless of the rules. 11/25/2021 7:49 PM

72 For young farmers, purchasing land to farm is almost impossible with prices these days. It
would help them and older land owners if there was a separate home for the young farmers to
live in. Better yet would be allowing tiny homes to be parked on ALR as long as the residents
are willing to farm.

11/25/2021 6:56 PM

73 Allowing for a second residence allows families to continue working together and living together 11/25/2021 5:44 PM

74 Our main concern is water - there is very little to no legislation when it comes to water usage
and recent development in our area has decreased the amount of water available, often running
dry in summers.

11/25/2021 3:52 PM

75 Without having the opportunity for this supplemental income, it’s almost impossible to make a
go of the small farm/homestead dream without income, which a secondary residence provides.
Plus, BC has a housing crisis that this can absolutely help with! A lot of the ALR boundaries
are arbitrary and don’t make sense anyways—not every ALR property is farmable.

11/25/2021 1:22 PM

76 There is a severe housing shortage across British Columbia, and farmers are as always finding
it hard to make end meet. Allowing for rentable housing will solve both housing shortages, and
will support a farmer to be financially able to maintain their farming livelihood.

11/25/2021 1:14 PM

77 It will increase farm prices but property prices are so high in this region. That is another
issues.

11/25/2021 1:08 PM

78 I have not seen or heard of any farms on ALR land that need secondary housing for farm
workers.

11/25/2021 11:51 AM

79 Second dwellings having to be a mobile home devalues ALR properties in the area. 11/25/2021 9:09 AM

80 Provides the option of alternate income during difficult times 11/25/2021 8:32 AM

81 Farm workers or family members only 11/25/2021 7:33 AM

82 Secondary residences are a reasonable ask from many farmers for a variety of reasons ---
intergenerational living, having a small, dependable rental income, providing housing for
employees, etc.

11/25/2021 6:43 AM

83 Farmers have ample land for extra housing, often a willingness to do so (for themselves, for
family, for farm workers, for rental).

11/25/2021 6:39 AM

84 No 11/25/2021 2:03 AM
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85 Diversity is important in farming. Having the option for a secondary suite helps farmers
diversify when needed.

11/24/2021 9:38 PM

86 I think all those factors are relevant. Whether one should be weighted as a more desirable
answer over another? That is what I am not sure of.

11/24/2021 9:16 PM

87 Consideration should be taken in regards to the usabilty of the land. A 10 acre property with
only 1 acre of farmable land should not have a secondary dwelling located on that usable 1
acre. The regional district needs to be able to asses each building application and ensure that
an appropriate location is being used for building.

11/24/2021 7:30 PM

88 Size, architecture, and use of structures is irrelevant; footprint relative to parcel size is the
appropriate metric; total foot print of built environment of a region is more relevant than that of
individual parcels; development right should be assignable between parcels within a region.
Before dismissing this as an untenable notion, pretend for a moment that you are from
elsewhere and not steeped in the multigenerational fantasy that is BC.

11/24/2021 7:05 PM

89 ONLY secondary. Not exceeding a total of 2 residences per property. 11/24/2021 5:59 PM

90 Allowing secondary residences will help with the ability to provide housing to others in this
growing area

11/24/2021 5:41 PM

91 I think there needs to be clear language outlining housing sizes and the amount of land they
can utilize. Keeping the square footage specific so there aren't gigantic monster houses being
built.

11/24/2021 5:09 PM

92 There should not be any restrictions on a secondary residence on a farm. That housing may be
used from family members or farm labourer to help on the farm

11/24/2021 3:15 PM

93 Many farms do not produce enough consistent income to provide for a family thus requiring
one spouse to work full time outside the home. An additional residence could provide another
partner in the farm while also allowing both families to have off-farm income.

11/24/2021 2:05 PM

94 As long as it stays difficult to subdivide land a second residence shouldn't be much of an
issue.

11/24/2021 1:57 PM

95 Vacant land produces tall grasses and weeds which are a fire hazard during the summer. 11/24/2021 12:47 PM

96 Affordable land and housing is a huge issue for younger farmers and families. Allowing for
secondary housing will support our communities by providing affordable housing in rural areas.

11/24/2021 12:45 PM

97 We would love to be able to have farm workers who lived on our property but currently with the
restrictions, we cannot build another dwelling.

11/24/2021 8:21 AM

98 Must support our local food economy 11/24/2021 7:33 AM

99 I believe there needs to be square footage restrictions on secondary residences located on
farmland. The primary purpose of farmland is farming, not housing. It is also true that farm
workers and families require housing so the OCP and zoning needs to reflect priorities

11/24/2021 7:16 AM

100 As long as there is a limit as well as some proper guidelines so the property value doesn’t
skyrocket

11/24/2021 5:53 AM

101 Farmers can use the extra rental income to support the farm 11/24/2021 2:55 AM

102 Dairy farms milk 3-5am (4-5) and 2-4pm (3-5). They need seperate accommodations for their
Miller and farmhands. They struggle so much to get staff because especially in winter, no-one
wants to get up, drive unplowed roads to work, work for a few hours, drive all the way home
and repeat for afternoon. Number of houses for dairy and cattle/sheep farms should be worked
out by number of staff. Anything else, the change is a step in the right direction for thousands
of farmers

11/23/2021 10:54 PM

103 Farmland should be used for farming, not housing. 11/23/2021 9:52 PM

104 Secondary residence shouldn't be restricted to farm workers. There is a huge housing shortage 11/23/2021 9:21 PM

105 With the housing crisis in BC we must provide as many housing opportunities as possible 11/23/2021 8:50 PM

106 Increased leniency for tiny homes, yurts, and modular homes to house farmers, especially in
the transition of land title between generations, is also necessary

11/23/2021 7:06 PM
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107 Secondary residences that are supplementary rental income should not be allowed on small
parcels (say 3 hectares or less) because the footprint of this residence including driveway etc
will significantly reduce the farmable land in such a small parcel

11/23/2021 1:07 PM

108 I would like to know how many secondary residences actually house farm workers or family of
the farmers. Sometimes these can be marketed and become profitable Airbnb's and rentals for
outside of the farm business. In which case I think there should be an application process that
follows.

11/19/2021 1:25 PM

109 Home footprint, sewage system, water usage etc would all impact the land. 11/19/2021 1:18 PM
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43.23% 150

33.72% 117

44.67% 155

43.80% 152

39.77% 138

44.96% 156

21.04% 73

Q3 After December 31, 2021 the ALC will not restrict the housing form of
secondary residences, but Local Governments may. What form of housing
would be most appropriate for secondary residences? Please select all that

apply.
Answered: 347 Skipped: 12

Total Respondents: 347  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 On rocky non arable land 1/6/2022 9:50 AM

2 none 12/16/2021 7:43 AM

3 Any extra housing is beneficial 12/16/2021 6:09 AM

4 single family houses 12/16/2021 4:46 AM

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Secondary
Suite (small...

Manufactured
Home

Carriage House
(small unit...

Garden Suite
(small detac...

Dwelling above
an existing...

Do not restrict

Other (please
specify)

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Secondary Suite (small unit attached to principle home)

Manufactured Home

Carriage House (small unit built above an accessory building)

Garden Suite (small detached unit)

Dwelling above an existing farm building

Do not restrict

Other (please specify)
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5 shouldnt be allowed but, if allowed, absolutely restrict including number of vehicles 12/15/2021 8:36 PM

6 The form of housing would be highly specific to both the land specifications, existing buildings,
road access, supply service and the type of intended farm requirements (orchard vs livestock
for example).

12/15/2021 8:10 PM

7 Let the farmer decide 12/15/2021 7:23 PM

8 mobile homes and recreational vehicles should never be allowed. 12/15/2021 3:08 PM

9 There are many types/styles of homes. Some of the most energy efficient don't fall into the
categories above.

12/15/2021 1:25 PM

10 bunkhouse style if acreage is above 100 to support adequate workers. With cook house. 12/15/2021 10:53 AM

11 No secondary residents, unless proven Farm workers 12/14/2021 8:48 PM

12 None 12/14/2021 8:16 PM

13 Tiny homes 12/14/2021 4:08 PM

14 so this question cancels out question #1 12/13/2021 1:00 PM

15 A secondary residence should be as small as possible 12/12/2021 5:02 PM

16 Set a maximum footprint and stay out of it 12/12/2021 4:44 PM

17 Small, approx 200 sq. ft., residences. 12/11/2021 9:50 PM

18 stick built home used for family only - maximum 3000 sq ft or less. not rentals or short term
rentals and it cant be a separate lot with its own title

12/11/2021 11:01 AM

19 I think restricting my square footage is most appropriate, like 1500 sq ft 12/10/2021 4:19 PM

20 small other home, not a monster home 12/10/2021 3:03 PM

21 none 12/9/2021 8:14 PM

22 It is more the size and location of the dwelling in consideration of the size of the lot. 12/9/2021 11:59 AM

23 Any and all types on property areas that are not good farmable land! 12/8/2021 9:40 AM

24 Construction of a new home allows for the farmer to build a new home while utilizing the older
home for a secondary dwelling

12/8/2021 7:08 AM

25 The land owner pays the taxes- let us build what we want. 12/7/2021 8:53 PM

26 Small home 12/7/2021 6:41 PM

27 Small houses (on wheels or not) 12/7/2021 4:27 PM

28 Tiny homes and mobile rvs are affordable options and should be restricted 12/7/2021 12:44 PM

29 second house 12/3/2021 11:13 AM

30 restrict sqare footage not type of housing 12/3/2021 10:40 AM

31 Each site and family will have different needs. You must accommodate different family
structures, disabiloetc

12/1/2021 11:35 AM

32 ....as long as the 2nd building is secondary in size and location to the function of the farm.
ie..not on prime farmland.

11/30/2021 4:44 PM

33 None. Do not allow. Why is this not an option on your survey 11/29/2021 6:33 AM

34 Restrict square footage as opposed to type 11/28/2021 9:55 PM

35 There needs to be a greater flexibility when it comes to housing on farm land. It would have to
depend on if the farm is heavily dependent on migrant workers or if they are needing to employ
employees with a very specialized set of work skills. Like dairy farms needing a farm
supervisor under the owners of the farm. The housing needs would differ greatly between both
of these farming practices.

11/28/2021 11:45 AM

36 Only small unit. 11/28/2021 9:34 AM
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37 Case by case. 11/27/2021 11:44 AM

38 Why restrict.. housing is needed, and if 2 families are commited to growing food why should
one of them live in a lesser environment.

11/27/2021 10:06 AM

39 NO to secondary houses...Slippery slope... next comes the change to rules about subdividing
ALR land to smaller and smaller parcels until areas become neighbourhoods instead of farm
land.

11/27/2021 9:40 AM

40 tiny home that can be easily moved 11/27/2021 7:25 AM

41 For farm help only 11/26/2021 8:28 PM

42 Nothing else 11/26/2021 3:30 PM

43 Rancher 11/26/2021 1:38 PM

44 A single family dwelling (no in law suites allowed), every situation is different but nothing more
than 2000sq ft

11/26/2021 11:02 AM

45 I would restrict to a small single family dwelling (2 BR/1 bath), however that would look. 11/26/2021 8:42 AM

46 Suite in existing buildings,shop, garage etc 11/26/2021 6:12 AM

47 No zoning. No ocp 11/26/2021 12:20 AM

48 A secondary home under 1700 square feet. I honestly think 900 square feet is to small
considering I live in one with my husband and 3 children and we are crammed. This gives more
flexibility for younger farm families to have kids in the house as well as succession planning
with farm family. A double sized mobile home size would be more ideal.

11/25/2021 9:51 PM

49 Single detached house 11/25/2021 6:13 PM

50 Tiny home. I can't say this enough. 11/25/2021 1:23 PM

51 Absolutely restrict to a certain square footage, but people should be allowed to have a
secondary suite in their home AND an additional residence.

11/25/2021 1:22 PM

52 Small, limited sq ft separate building. 11/25/2021 1:03 PM

53 Any of these would work, if they were small. 11/25/2021 11:51 AM

54 natural building 11/25/2021 11:44 AM

55 Tiny house or mobile home spot 11/25/2021 7:06 AM

56 No restrictions other than size. There should not be two mega mansions on land not bring
farmed, but a reasonable secondary dwelling on land that is farmed is reasonable

11/25/2021 5:28 AM

57 Strongly disagree with mobile homes as they can look junky and devalue surrounding
properties

11/24/2021 7:49 PM

58 No restriction other than a maximum total footprint, preferably a regional maximum with the
flexibility to trade development rights between parcels.

11/24/2021 7:05 PM

59 Not bigger than original dwelling 11/24/2021 6:22 PM

60 Tiny homes - similar to garden suites with permanent foundation 11/24/2021 3:46 PM

61 must be within certain distance of existing residence to prevent loss of farmland 11/24/2021 1:57 PM

62 Homes need to be suitable for families long term with basements and good foundations. 11/24/2021 12:47 PM

63 Anything that is safe, clean and to code. A Urt could work too!!! 11/24/2021 12:45 PM

64 How are people supposed to build a house or create a home if there are too many restrictions 11/24/2021 10:50 AM

65 Tiny house on wheels 11/24/2021 8:28 AM

66 Small housing only to minimize impact to farmland 11/24/2021 7:33 AM

67 None 11/23/2021 9:52 PM
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68 Seperate dwelling no more than 1000 Sq. Feet 11/23/2021 9:21 PM

69 Any of the above 11/23/2021 8:46 PM

70 Principle residence must be occupied by the land owner to avoid small parcels of farm land
becoming a purely rental property and not farmed at all because the rental income greatly out
weighs the farm income

11/23/2021 1:07 PM

71 Bunk houses, tiny houses and/or yurts 11/20/2021 8:30 PM

72 Anything that can be removed from the land. Not allowing a second home to be constructed. 11/19/2021 1:25 PM

73 Should not change the footprint 11/19/2021 1:18 PM
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21.65% 76

26.78% 94

23.65% 83

15.95% 56

48.72% 171

9.69% 34

Q4 After December 31, 2021 the ALC will not restrict who may reside in a
secondary residence, but Local Governments may. Who do you think
should be able to reside in a secondary residence in the ALR? Please

select all that apply.
Answered: 351 Skipped: 8

Total Respondents: 351  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 seasonal farm workers, refugees, climate change victims 1/6/2022 9:50 AM

2 no body 12/16/2021 7:43 AM

3 there must be proof that a farm worker really works the farm 12/15/2021 8:36 PM

4 Some land in ALC is not a status farm ...let the farmer decide 12/15/2021 7:23 PM

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

Anyone if the
property has...

Only farm
workers

Only immediate
family

Only permanent
residents (i...

Do not restrict

Other (please
specify)

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Anyone if the property has Farm Status

Only farm workers

Only immediate family

Only permanent residents (i.e. not for short term rentals)

Do not restrict

Other (please specify)
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5 Farm workers and family members must be somehow connected to the agricultural/farming
aspect as in succession planning

12/15/2021 3:08 PM

6 People are in many different situations. Restricting who can live in a residence will exclude
these different groups.

12/15/2021 1:25 PM

7 only on existing building which are in place before this crap 12/13/2021 1:00 PM

8 Whoever lives there 12/12/2021 4:44 PM

9 im no sure about this one. Most farmers here need secondary revenue streams in order to
keep farming

12/10/2021 3:03 PM

10 no one 12/9/2021 8:14 PM

11 Rental income can support farming not end it! 12/8/2021 9:40 AM

12 It would be very difficult and expertise to enforce restrictions on who is living in secondary
residences. I think it is meaningless to have this. I think it is better to restrict secondary
residences to larger, over 10 acre, parcels of farm land.

12/8/2021 8:48 AM

13 allow senior owners to share with young farmers who can't affort to purchase 12/7/2021 10:45 PM

14 B& B ok 12/7/2021 2:01 PM

15 It's no ones business who lives on the farm 12/7/2021 12:44 PM

16 It should remain the way it is. Immediate family only 11/29/2021 6:33 AM

17 Farm status means nothing to many of us ..we are small market gardeners making a few extra
dollars to offset food production costs

11/27/2021 11:52 AM

18 Some consideration should be given to a situation growing more common- multigenerational
living. If a grandmother lives on the same property and helps with childcare to free up the
parents who farm...this is a huge value to the growth of the farm

11/27/2021 10:06 AM

19 NO ONE - NO TO SECONDARY RESIDENCES. 11/27/2021 9:40 AM

20 and family 11/26/2021 3:30 PM

21 Agritourism lodging 11/26/2021 1:38 PM

22 Either family or renter. This gives more ability for the farmer to alleviate his costs if he can
have a renter.

11/25/2021 9:51 PM

23 Others that will maintain their own farming on the land, not necessarily working for the land
owner

11/25/2021 6:56 PM

24 Don’t restrict. 11/25/2021 1:22 PM

25 With restrictions to protect the farming and farm acreage 11/25/2021 1:03 PM

26 family and farmhands who contribute to the land 11/25/2021 11:44 AM

27 seasonal workers 11/24/2021 3:46 PM

28 I’m typically not for short term rentals, but if farmers need to airBnb to make farming profitable
and assist food security, power to them!

11/24/2021 3:44 PM

29 short term rental could open up agro-tourism 11/24/2021 1:57 PM

30 M 11/24/2021 1:48 PM

31 there is a lack of affordable housing for young and old ...do not restrict what residence should
look like

11/24/2021 8:28 AM

32 Do not restrict as there are many families looking for accomodation 11/23/2021 9:21 PM

33 Principle residence must be occupied by the land owner to avoid small parcels becoming
purely rental properties and not used for farming at all because the rental income is so much
greater than the farm income.

11/23/2021 1:07 PM

34 Original farmers after retirement 11/20/2021 8:30 PM
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Q5 Local Governments may use a number of ways to further mitigate any
potential negative affects from a secondary residence on farmland. Please

select all options that you feel are appropriate.
Answered: 347 Skipped: 12
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80



Community Survey Agriculture Policy Review

17 / 86

25.07% 87

16.43% 57

25.94% 90

21.04% 73

20.17% 70

47.55% 165

29.39% 102

11.53% 40

6.63% 23

34.01% 118

12.39% 43

Total Respondents: 347  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Young / refugee / farmers need to be accommodated in flexible ways, encouraged to succeed
versus being hindered by red tape favouring wealthier land owners

1/6/2022 9:50 AM

2 I believe that densification should be encouraged In specifically designated areas, like
Crescent Valley, Slocan Park, Winlaw and Slocan.

12/16/2021 8:40 AM

3 We buy land as to not have to stare at our neighbours 12/16/2021 8:22 AM

4 none 12/16/2021 7:43 AM

5 Each piece of land is different, different size and configuration one rule cannot apply to every
piece of agricultural land

12/16/2021 6:09 AM

6 I do believe the above restrictions should be in place to foster farming in the RDCK. Having no
restrictions would provide opportunistic development of rare ALR lands.

12/15/2021 8:10 PM

7 Let the farmer decide ..it is the farmers land ...farmer bouyght it ..farmer builds it 12/15/2021 7:23 PM

8 Allow building of housing on the poorer soils of the farm area. For example, rocky areas but
mot allow building on prime farming areas of the property.

12/15/2021 7:23 PM

9 If the land is farmable it should be kept as farmable as possible. Once developed into housing
or facility it never goes back to being farmed.

12/15/2021 3:08 PM

10 Farmers know how best to use their land and what their needs are. Restricting would cause
exclusions that would adversely impact various demographics.

12/15/2021 1:25 PM

11 Existing infrastructure is in place - ie amply potable water, septic systems, and impact to
neighbouring properties

12/15/2021 10:53 AM

12 Not sure what “off farm accommodation in other zones” means but if it means it is in non
farmable land on the property such as poor rocky areas then housing should be allowed in that
section of the property.

12/13/2021 1:56 PM

13 where is the no housing question to this 12/13/2021 1:00 PM

14 You are over-thinking this. Keep it simple and accept there will always be a few people who
abuse any system. The impact of preventing that occasional abuse can be very destructive to
the noble aims of the policy.

12/12/2021 5:30 PM

15 Preferrably don't allow secondary residences 12/12/2021 5:02 PM

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

Cluster residential uses together in one area on the property

Site residential uses close to the frontage of the property

Require a shared driveway

Only allow if the property has Farm Status

Only allow if the farm business can demonstrate with a business plan that it needs additional housing

Restrict the maximum size of the secondary residence

Only allow on lots of a certain size

Only allow in certain areas

Allow off farm accommodation in other zones

Do not restrict

Other (please specify)
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16 keep the residences off the most arable land and keep access roads to a minimum 12/12/2021 4:44 PM

17 Houses should be built where there is the least viable farm land, such as a rock outcrop, and
where it least interrupts farm activities, such as on the perimeter of a field.

12/11/2021 9:50 PM

18 Mainly space would be the only concern I have, any kind of building anywhere would be fine as
long as there is appropriate room for it, I think you'd need to decide on the minimum size.

12/9/2021 8:51 PM

19 do not allow 12/9/2021 8:14 PM

20 Allow residential, commecial, industrial use on any areas of property not good farm land! Re-
assess all properties for suitability!

12/8/2021 9:40 AM

21 legalize existing older homes where newer homes exist on same property 12/7/2021 10:45 PM

22 Again. We pay taxes and some have had the property in the family for generations. Shouldn’t
we be given the right to decide what area is best suited for a home?

12/7/2021 8:53 PM

23 Preference should be given to areas on the average that are not viable production land. 12/7/2021 5:53 PM

24 Stay in line with new ALC rules. Do not add additional restrictions. 12/7/2021 3:12 PM

25 location does the minimum degradation to value of ALR capable land 12/7/2021 2:01 PM

26 clustering residences and sharing driveways where expedient - arable land should not be used
for residences

12/3/2021 11:13 AM

27 Do not allow 11/29/2021 6:33 AM

28 The owners of the property will know what is best to do 11/27/2021 11:52 AM

29 Case by case. 11/27/2021 11:44 AM

30 No secondary residence other than carriage house above an existing building. None of the
above other than allowing accomodation in other zones not designated ALR, will prevent
abuses that could see the land used for other than ALR intent.

11/27/2021 10:34 AM

31 we need more housing in our area 11/27/2021 9:41 AM

32 KEEP ALR land single dwelling only. And make the maximum dwelling size smaller. Currently
over 5000 sq.ft? That opens it up to only the rich and not to start-up farmers. Smaller home
maximums.

11/27/2021 9:40 AM

33 Maximum size should be reasonable space for a family to live comfortably. 11/25/2021 6:45 PM

34 Site house in areas where farming will be difficult or with low yeild. 11/25/2021 6:13 PM

35 Keep site specific. One size does not fit all. 11/25/2021 1:23 PM

36 Main residential unit, a built in secondary suite (feel free to restrict the square footage) plus an
additional residence. Personally, if you said properties under 20 hectares were allowed to have
up to two residential structures with a combined square footage of 5000 and over 20 hectares
were allowed an additional 1000 sqft residence that’d be fine. This is important for rural
communities to thrive too.

11/25/2021 1:22 PM

37 maintain habitat diversity, so dependant on land features 11/25/2021 11:44 AM

38 There may be existing infrastructure (like a septic field), so apply wisdom in each situation. 11/25/2021 6:39 AM

39 Include driveways to residential structures in the maximum allowable foot print for residential
use; predicated on using residential site foot print rather than building footprint.

11/24/2021 7:05 PM

40 separate electric, gas, septic and water systems from principle residence 11/24/2021 3:46 PM

41 allow one tenant per farm unless farm business demonstrates many farm workers are needed. 11/24/2021 8:28 AM

42 Do not make them be together. Off duty Employees should not have Employer on top of them
or driving past all the time. It can lead to boundaries getting blurred. All happy farms i know the
houses are not on top of each other.

11/23/2021 10:54 PM

43 Lot size must be large enough that the addition of a secondary residence will have insignificant
impact in reducing the area of farmable land. Only allow secondary residences on parcels with
at least 2 hectares of farmable land

11/23/2021 1:07 PM

82



Community Survey Agriculture Policy Review

19 / 86
83



Community Survey Agriculture Policy Review

20 / 86

Q6 Would you like to tell us more?
Answered: 71 Skipped: 288

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Preservation of farmland must be the independent variable / top priority. 1/6/2022 9:50 AM

2 Please stop placing restrictions on farmers!!! It makes an already difficult role much more
challenging.

12/16/2021 8:33 AM

3 There is a huge housing shortage and with the current crisis farmers will need all the help they
can get to grow food for our communities

12/16/2021 7:56 AM

4 There are already multiple houses on most ALR lots already. Make sure lots have farm status
to take advantage of this because they will want to protect the usable land, not spread
foundations on good land.

12/15/2021 8:46 PM

5 Local food security in our region is more important now more than ever. Supporting individuals
who truly want to farm is a part of this, especially since arable land is at such a premium.
Secondary residences (with restrictions) to this end is a good start.

12/15/2021 8:10 PM

6 Less govt is best 12/15/2021 7:23 PM

7 The owner of the land will know the best use. You can't mandate it without it infringing on the
best use for some properties.

12/15/2021 5:50 PM

8 Clustering development and ensuring density, as in suites and carriage house units, is similar
to what towns and cities have to do. Designated, farmable land is becoming a diminishing and
valuable commodity once it is gone, it is gone. This is our chance to protect it.

12/15/2021 3:08 PM

9 A secondary residence on farm land is a great first step. The RDCK should also think about
diversifying farmland and allowing farmers to subdivide into smaller parcels (2 Hectares/4.99
acres). This could allow for multiple small farms with important yields such as greenhouses,
apiaries and poultry.

12/15/2021 1:25 PM

10 Twenty years climate change will make a mess of any inflexible rules. RDCK needs to focus
on "Smart Policy" that promotes context-based decisions as close to the affected community
as possible.

12/12/2021 5:30 PM

11 no 12/12/2021 4:44 PM

12 farm land should be kept as farm land as long as the land is usable as farm land. with the loss
of farm land in the lower mainland due to development this is critical for our food supply

12/11/2021 11:01 AM

13 One secondary residence should be allowed with no restrictions. 12/10/2021 5:12 PM

14 Income from farming in this area is extremely limited. Allowing farmers to have a second
residence to use as they see fit to support their family and allow them to continue farming is
essential. There are very few, if any, families who can support themselves on farming alone.
One or both adults need off farm income to supplement finances. Allowing unrestricted use of
the second residence would enable the farmer to use it as he/she wishes to support farming
activities.

12/10/2021 7:30 AM

15 No 12/9/2021 6:22 PM

16 Governments and agencies should not regulate anyone's property 12/8/2021 4:20 PM

17 If you have 20 acres in the Kootenays you are lucky to have more than 5 acres to farmand you
can not make a living on farm income from that! Allow aditional souces of income or the
farmland will be lost!

12/8/2021 9:40 AM

18 no 12/8/2021 9:22 AM

19 5 acre lots are too small for a second residence unless it is part of the principal residence. Too
much of the productive land would be lost. I think lots with second residences should be at

12/8/2021 8:48 AM
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least 10 acres or more.

20 Do not assume that you can make blanket decisions that work for ALL forms of farm and/or
ALC land. The uses and purposes of these properties are so varied as to require individual
attention and knowledge. Back the he'll off our personal property and direct your overreach into
industries that are not already near impossible to make work. You are not welcome on my land.

12/8/2021 8:30 AM

21 This entire process is s violation of the property rights of those who own farm land. 12/8/2021 12:03 AM

22 Yes. Perhaps another time. 12/7/2021 9:13 PM

23 I don’t feel it’s fair to restrict landowners. My parents thankfully subdivided their acreage
decades ago which allowed for us to build near them. What good is having land if you can’t
share it with your family? It leaves the door open for someone who has zero attachment to the
property to take over due to aging. And lots of properties in the ALR are actually not suitable
for farming nor will they ever be. Let people build if they want to especially if it’s family.

12/7/2021 8:53 PM

24 So much of the alr in the West Kootenays is actually not able to produce much of anything,
preserve that land that can produce and postion the secondary residence in the marginal areas
of the farm

12/7/2021 5:53 PM

25 Alr land layout is largely arbitrary. We bought alr land in Burton band would like to have our
parents move to the land to help with kids and farm activities. We will not be seeking farm
status. Insurance rates make farm status more expensive than its worth. There is a lack of
affordable housing all oflver this province.

12/7/2021 3:12 PM

26 Let's support back to the land without restricting the shit out of people! 12/7/2021 12:44 PM

27 Farming is marginally economically viable at the best of times. If adding a secondary suite or a
cabin to Airbnb will help keep a farm financially viable, then let them.

12/7/2021 12:35 PM

28 There has been a well-used loophole for years now, where owners of farmland add a second
dwelling, put a relative or farm help in it for a few months, and then rent it out to anyone.

12/7/2021 11:08 AM

29 The land owner is in the best position to decide. 12/6/2021 11:43 AM

30 water and sewage needs to be considered, not all areas have sufficient water. Infrastructure
should be shared as much as possible.

12/3/2021 11:13 AM

31 Having family on the same farmland is critical to retirees who want to age in place. But this
could also include farm employees or health aide workers. Do not overly restrict or you will
créate new problems.

12/1/2021 11:35 AM

32 I can see from the survey the alc will allow a secondary already. What this is going to open up
is land that can be used for local farm production will be bought up be developer’s and we will
turn the arl into suburbs.

11/29/2021 6:33 AM

33 Succession planning is important 11/28/2021 9:49 PM

34 No 11/28/2021 7:50 PM

35 Most migrant workers I have had the pleasure of meeting and talking with are fed up with being
margnalized, looked down upon, ridiculed, blamed for an increase in property crime and not
being paid for their hard earned labour. They are expected to work day and day out with no
ability to clean up after work, no place to cook a decent meal or have an area to relax in in
order to unwind from work. None of the basic needs we expect for ourselves is provided for
them. That is intrinsically wrong with us as a society.

11/28/2021 11:45 AM

36 Less regulation will get this started ...if the leash is too tight ...all planning and regulations are
wasting time if no one cares to fight through a maze of paragraphs

11/27/2021 11:52 AM

37 If we are to be serious about protecting ALR land then we need to have tight restrictions
concerning the building of secondary residences. There are those who are waiting to take
advantage of any loopholes available to use or subdivide the land for purposes other than
farmland. This is a problem we see in the lower mainland and again, would have detrimental
consequences for the integrity of farmland in the Creston Valley. Once we allow secondary
residences, there is no going back as precedence is set. Unfortunately, there are already
abuses of farmaland and regulations already occurring here.

11/27/2021 10:34 AM

38 Again, there are so many reasons that secondary housing is essential on an active farm. An 11/27/2021 10:06 AM
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application process may help to determine the active status of the farm to make sure houseing
is used to support the farming process. This needs to allow a broad exceptance of
circumstance such as childcare needs to primary farmers, housing volunteers, and even short
term rentals if its connected with agritourism. There is value in tourists coming to learn how
food is grown, and if it supports a farmer on the way that is beneficial.

39 Land, especially good farm land, is a LIMITED resource. Strengthen the rules to keep farm
land whole. Do not weaken the rules to cater to those who want to build mansions. Look at
what is happening in the lower mainland. We do NOT want that in the Kootenays.

11/27/2021 9:40 AM

40 We need to get out of the stone ages and move with the times. Allow secondary residence. 11/26/2021 10:37 PM

41 No where in the East Kootenays is good farm land. I personally don't think that any of it should
be in the ALR. I appreciate people farming here, but it's a hobby for this area.

11/26/2021 3:05 PM

42 I think secondary residences are already therr in most scenarios would like to see it just allow
for this

11/26/2021 1:50 PM

43 Farmers need fairly flexible rules for this housing. 11/26/2021 10:24 AM

44 We don't have a lot of agricultural land so we need to take good care of it. 11/26/2021 9:24 AM

45 how can you make those restrictions, its none of your business 11/25/2021 9:54 PM

46 With rising cost of land having a secondary residence for rental income from both family and
renters could be a positive, but I really think it should be limited to only 1 secondary home.

11/25/2021 9:51 PM

47 I'm not sure why you're bothering with this when currently, people just build what they want
where they want.

11/25/2021 7:49 PM

48 Revisit living in rv’s or tiny homes, for many young people these are their only option if they
want out of the very expensive rental market.

11/25/2021 6:56 PM

49 It comes back to water usage, if you have 2 households you double the household water
usage and who is liable if water runs out? Its only countryside because it doesn't have the
density of city and there are so few spaces like this - lets keep it the way it is.

11/25/2021 3:52 PM

50 Too many restrictions smother creativity. Some of us don't want to even bother. 11/25/2021 1:23 PM

51 Farmland is ABSOLUTELY important, but people can’t farm if they can’t make a living without
taking huge loans, and they can’t farm if they don’t have the help to do so. There need to be
incentives to farm and produce food, not more restrictions that make it less attractive.

11/25/2021 1:22 PM

52 I see farmers struggling to keep employees regionally and provincially. Housing is difficult to
secure on both of those levels. Farmers often need a secondary passive income such as
rentals however it does degrade from potential land usage. I do think creating a business plan
and following up with the creation and maintenance is a good solution.

11/25/2021 1:08 PM

53 as hands are lower impact than tractors, we need more housing, not plastic, but long lasting
simple, natural buildings

11/25/2021 11:44 AM

54 Farmers and small producers have enough to worry about, they shouldn't have to worry about
the local government restricting anything that may help there operation succeed. Making it so
they can't have second residences or telling them who can help them or live on their property
only adds stress to the already strained industry.

11/25/2021 9:13 AM

55 We have 8 acres. We have experienced the loss of agriculture water with out system and
really question the ability to farm our land given the current climate with dry summers. Should
ALR land along Pass Creek be evaluated?

11/25/2021 9:09 AM

56 Help farmers.....reduce restrictions. Make it easier for us to put a modular or tiny home onto a
farm to help farmers be financially viable and have much needed help.

11/25/2021 6:39 AM

57 Farming sustainable isn't just about the environment. It has to be financially sustainable for the
farmer. Make it easier by allowing secondary dwellings for whomever and whatever purpose the
farmer sees fit and enables them to run a viable business.

11/25/2021 5:28 AM

58 Consideration should be taken in regards to the usabilty of the land. A 10 acre property with
only 1 acre of farmable land should not have a secondary dwelling located on that usable 1
acre. The regional district needs to be able to asses each building application and ensure that
an appropriate location is being used for building.

11/24/2021 7:30 PM
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59 Farm enterprises and the people, families, or other forms of social organization that operate
those farms are not uniform; neither should be the parcels on which farming is a permitted
undertaking.

11/24/2021 7:05 PM

60 The restrictions imposed on farmers, land owners, and those in ALR zones have become
excessive and unnecessary and greatly impact the overall economy, food supply, community
wellness, etc in a negative way.

11/24/2021 6:38 PM

61 Secondary building should primarily allow for younger family member to take over the farm. 11/24/2021 6:22 PM

62 A secondary residence on our farm would help when family might need to live with us in the
future or would be great to use for extra farm income for farm stays for example. Restricting on
where the residence can be built on the property might interfere with those plans

11/24/2021 4:49 PM

63 It should be left to the farmer where they would like the second residence so that it works the
best for them and optimizes their land usage.

11/24/2021 3:15 PM

64 It needs to be so that second houses aren't mansions on acres but so that those who really
are working a farm, preparing to hand over generations etc are able to build and locate building
where it suits them and their business and NOT have those few who have done the mansions
and acres ruin it for the majority

11/23/2021 10:54 PM

65 This sucks 11/23/2021 9:52 PM

66 Extra housing within reason. Should be in proportion to the property 11/23/2021 8:50 PM

67 Allowing secondary residences for rental income on small farm properties will reduce the
incentive for the land to be farmed and lead to these farm properties becoming purely rental
accommodation properties and result in a reduction in land being farmed. These small farm
acreages surrounding small towns provide locally grown produce for these communities. This
makes good food readily available and without the negative impacts of long transportation.

11/23/2021 1:07 PM

68 Three or more acres for secondary residences 11/20/2021 8:30 PM

69 I can see the benefits of having secondary housing on the farm but I also do not want to see it
taken advantage of. The last thing we want to do is lose more valuable farm land to building
large family homes on acreages which we have seen a lot of in the RDCK. So often people will
buy a 10-20 acre parcel of farmland and build a large home right in the center of it or subdivide
to allow more homes which then removes more valuable farmland.

11/19/2021 1:25 PM

70 These properties can be flipped to rental, and will not be controlled 11/19/2021 1:18 PM

71 Regulating the configuration of existing structures is problematic because different properties
already have different configurations and the best way to minimize impact will vary
accordingly.

11/19/2021 1:04 PM
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Q7 The RDCK Agriculture Plan recommends limiting residential
development in the ALR. A ‘Farm residential footprint’ requires clustering
of residential buildings (residences, lawns and decorative landscaping,

swimming pools, garages, septic tanks & fields) leaving the balance of the
property for agricultural use. What limit to a ‘farm residential footprint’ do

you think is appropriate?
Answered: 325 Skipped: 34
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12.92% 42

11.08% 36

2.77% 9

8.31% 27

1.54% 5

33.54% 109

8.00% 26

7.38% 24

30.77% 100

10.46% 34

Total Respondents: 325  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Not on arable land. 1/6/2022 9:51 AM

2 If dual residence then each one shouldn’t take up more than .5 of an acres 12/16/2021 8:24 AM

3 If a farmer has a large portion of land why restrict them? No one wants to stare into their
neighbours windows rather be spread out hence why you buy land…

12/16/2021 7:59 AM

4 none 12/16/2021 7:44 AM

5 Again, this is highly specific to the type of farming intended to be performed. 12/15/2021 8:13 PM

6 The land is owned by the regional district ...? Let the farmer decide 12/15/2021 7:25 PM

7 If the land is designated agricultural its best and first use should be for farming. Even small
acreages within these zones can be utilized for some kind of market garden or animal
husbandry use so the residential footprint should never be bigger than .5 acres. That is a
generous allotment more is extravagant and a waste of farmable land.

12/15/2021 3:13 PM

8 it makes sense that residential building be clustered in one spot and not spread across the
farm. I do feel that the minimum farm plot should be 2 hectares (4.9) acres and farmers should
be able to subdivide to provide more opportunity to small farms which would better utilize the
small pieces of land. The RDCK would be aware if this is being abused to create subdivisions
etc.

12/15/2021 1:29 PM

9 1000 square metres is over 3000 square feet, in my books that should be 3 houses not two. 12/12/2021 4:48 PM

10 I live in an acre lot, 75' x580', and I have a main house at the front and a carriage house 3/4 of
the way back. We would only have room for a chicken coup or 1 or 2 small animals, but I really
think and acre is not enough land for anything other than a few chickens. Especially where I'm
located, there is 4 of us with the same long acre parcels so we are too close to each other to
have animals that are going to smell. I don't know what would be an appropriate size, but 2 or
more acres, or an acre plot if it's not located right tight to other people. I'm at  and
the main hwy is right at the front of the properties here, I don't think farm animals should be
kept right by the highway, the neighbors pigs have escaped so many times and I've had to get
them off the road. Same neighbor had a cow that kept escaping, total hazard near the road. I'm
not sure why we are zoned agriculture from hilltop store up to my property which is the last in
town. It doesn't make sense to have farm animals here. Many people across the hwy from me
and on my side, and down on cotswold are not happy with the Animals being held at 
, they get out and destroy their yards, it smells horrible and the owner is very mean to the

people who have voiced their concerns. I understand your questions are more about secondary
residences because of the lack of rentals in nakusp, but I've had a carriage home sitting empty

12/9/2021 9:04 PM

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

1000 square meters (0.25 acres)

2000 square meters (0.5 acres)

3000 square meters (0.75 acres)

4000 square meters (1 acre)

1000 square meters (0.25 acres) per dwelling

Should depend on lot size

10% of the lot area

Exemptions for lots less than 1 hectare (2.5 acres)

Do not restrict

Other (please specify)
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because it stinks so badly no one would rent it. Ive thought about selling because of the pig
farm but I doubt anyone would buy it.

11 Every property is different! 12/8/2021 9:50 AM

12 Too ambiguous and difficult to enforce any of this. Limit the square footage of principle and
secondary residences and only allow secondary residences on lots above a certain size, ex.
More than 10 acres.

12/8/2021 8:56 AM

13 800 sq' 12/7/2021 9:14 PM

14 We applied to have our lot lines moved. We were denied. By someone who never even looked
at the land. They never saw it and never will. Who knows better than the landowner what is
best suited for the property?

12/7/2021 8:55 PM

15 Should depe.d o how.much is actually capable of producing an income. 12/7/2021 5:55 PM

16 It could depend on size of family, 2 kids 2 adults adulthood or 5 kids, 2 adults. Then 2nd home
would depend on who was you needed to live in the home, parents or maintenance guy and
what the actual farm needs were based on what the farm produced.

12/7/2021 4:07 PM

17 dependent on agriculture production if production is intensive and brings value then more lee
way should be allowed

12/7/2021 2:05 PM

18 as little as possible. On properties less than an acre/ .4 hectares, multi-unit living is to be
encouraged to preserve arable land

12/3/2021 11:18 AM

19 It should be case by case. 11/29/2021 10:38 AM

20 don't know 11/28/2021 9:12 AM

21 The property owners will know best 11/27/2021 11:55 AM

22 should depend on usable area of lot size 11/27/2021 10:08 AM

23 Limit residence size. Current limit (over ~5300 sq ft. ) is way too big. 11/27/2021 9:45 AM

24 it all depends on the total size of the land in question as well....eg. larger farms may require
more housing for more workers and their families e

11/27/2021 7:29 AM

25 I don't really know. 11/26/2021 9:27 AM

26 Would depend on the geography of the land 11/25/2021 7:49 PM

27 Site specific. I find the tennis courts and swimming pools on ALR land offensive. 11/25/2021 1:26 PM

28 Dependant on lot size AND actual suitability for farming 11/25/2021 1:24 PM

29 It depends on the reclaimability of the land from development and the utility of the land for
agricultural output, including economic viability. The current situation does not account for
present and forecasted demand for agricultural use of available land or recognize that land can
be reclaimed from many forms of developments with varying time horizons. Consequently it
has and continues sacrifices overall prosperity for an absurd political expedient.

11/24/2021 7:25 PM

30 1000m2 is provided as an option twice. If the second option was increasing from 1ac, 2ac is a
nice limit for max residential use

11/24/2021 5:45 PM

31 depends on how many workers are needed........if its a family member than 1 acre suffice 11/24/2021 8:31 AM

32 Second house doesn't need more than 100 - 150 feet. Standard 3 bdrm house - 2 story if want
more - garage, garden/lawn for kids to play.

11/23/2021 11:05 PM

33 It really depends on the individual circumstances. All properties are different. It’s difficult to
paint them all with the same brush.

11/23/2021 9:47 PM

34 Not more than 25% of farm acreage 11/20/2021 8:35 PM
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7.67% 25

12.58% 41

20.25% 66

8.59% 28

47.55% 155

11.66% 38

Q8 The ALC requires residences to have a total floor area of 500 square
meters (5381 sq ft) or less. Local Governments can further restrict the

maximum floor area. What limit to total floor area for a primary residence
on agricultural land do you think is appropriate?

Answered: 326 Skipped: 33

Total Respondents: 326  

# OTHER (PLEASE SPECIFY) DATE

1 Depends on how many people live in it and who they are. What is the function? Be open
minded for success.

1/6/2022 9:51 AM

2 Depends on lot size 12/16/2021 8:20 AM

3 zero 12/16/2021 7:44 AM

4 Current size 12/15/2021 8:59 PM
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100 square
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Do not further
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Other (please
specify)

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

100 square meters (1076 sq ft)

200 square meters (2152 sq ft)

300 square meters (3229 sq ft)

400 square meters (4305 sq ft)

Do not further restrict

Other (please specify)
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5 Let the owner of the farm decide 12/15/2021 7:25 PM

6 Why would this be an issue? If people can build bigger houses, why not let them? This seems
to be targeting specific groups of people based on cultural bias.

12/15/2021 1:29 PM

7 Allow to stay at 500 12/14/2021 8:55 PM

8 Total floor area is not appropriate Building footprint should be the measure in which case 100
square meters is plenty

12/12/2021 4:48 PM

9 assuming this is per residence 12/10/2021 3:05 PM

10 No greater than 500sq m but should depend on lot size. Most farm lots in the area are
relatively small ie 10 acres or less

12/9/2021 12:02 PM

11 Site by site basis ... some families large ... some small 12/8/2021 5:18 PM

12 remove existing restrictions 12/8/2021 4:21 PM

13 Restrict foot print not floor area. ie. allow multi-story apartments, multi-use buildings etc. 12/8/2021 9:50 AM

14 Allow for exemptions outside of a typical single family home as appropriate 12/7/2021 9:12 PM

15 Depends on how many people in the family. Could be a family with 10 kids or a family with
none.

12/7/2021 4:07 PM

16 depends on one house or two, depends on use...ie B&B. more agricultural production the more
lee way

12/7/2021 2:05 PM

17 buildings should not be positioned on the arable portion of the property and that may limit the
size. i think these additional living spaces should not be flamboyant or turn a working farm into
a hobby farm.

12/3/2021 11:18 AM

18 Niño 12/1/2021 6:37 PM

19 If the property is being used for farming then there should not be a building restriction. 11/29/2021 10:38 AM

20 Is this the footprint or complete interior space? 11/28/2021 9:52 PM

21 300 sq.m allows for many bedrooms for extended family. More is going to lock out (through
high real estate values based on larger homes) entry level, new farmers. More important to
have new and good farmers than people who want mansions.

11/27/2021 9:45 AM

22 2152 sq ft is more than enough 11/26/2021 3:32 PM

23 this will be adequate for a garage included if this is just a house not including a garage then no
this house area is to much

11/26/2021 11:04 AM

24 Not clear. Is this for the secondary house. Most farm buildings that I know of are already there
when one moves in.

11/26/2021 9:27 AM

25 This is a question for other regions. Again, one size does not fit all. 11/25/2021 1:26 PM

26 The 500 square meters could be an allowed combination of two or three residences 11/25/2021 1:24 PM

27 primary residences often do much for the farm in the home, other homes can be smaller 11/25/2021 11:47 AM

28 I don't think you should limit individuals to what size their house should be. If they own their
land, they should be able to build the size of home they desire. Limitations come naturally by
cost.

11/24/2021 7:53 PM

29 Subject to a regional (aggregate) maximum residential foot print. 11/24/2021 7:25 PM

30 5000ft2 is disgusting and out of place for Central Kootenay. Personally feel no one needs more
than 2000ft2 though farm land should not be too constraining for owners

11/24/2021 5:45 PM

31 500 m2 11/24/2021 3:48 PM

32 Why can't people decide how small or large their house should be? 11/24/2021 10:51 AM

33 500m2 is way too large! 11/24/2021 8:54 AM

34 Stop allowing such big wasteful houses to be built 11/24/2021 7:35 AM
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35 Over set size e.g. 1000sq ft, have to build up. Keep ground footprint roughly same every
property

11/23/2021 11:05 PM

36 50 square meters 11/23/2021 9:54 PM

37 Should be in proportion to lot size 11/23/2021 8:51 PM

38 500 square meters is not really enough for a young family to live in to help with the parents'
farm.

11/23/2021 3:07 PM
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54.79% 160

38.36% 112

8.90% 26

Q9 Larger parcels usually allow farmers greater flexibility to expand or
change their type of operation as the economy and markets change. Some

types of agriculture can be successful on small parcels, (e.g. intensive
market gardens, nurseries, poultry), however, the number of viable farming
options generally decreases with a reduced parcel size. Minimum lot sizes
in RDCK agricultural zones range from 2 hectares (5 acres) to 60 hectares

(150 acres). Does RDCK need to evaluate these minimum lot sizes to
support agriculture and preserve farmland?

Answered: 292 Skipped: 67

Total Respondents: 292  
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No they are
fine as is

Yes, In my
region small...

Yes, In my
region large...

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES

No they are fine as is

Yes, In my region smaller lots are needed

Yes, In my region larger lots are needed
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Q10 Would you like to tell us more?
Answered: 80 Skipped: 279

# RESPONSES DATE

1 Sustainable food production depends on small holding food production. Young farmers can
afford smaller lots producing large amounts of eggs, brioer chickens, rabbits and market
gardens. Also farms tend to be smaller as they are located on hillsides.

1/6/2022 9:53 AM

2 This is not as simple to answer because of the complexity. Smaller parcels woukd allow
younger farmers affordability of land to produce smaller scale farm projects. However the larger
lots are also important to preserve for scalability and food security reasons. However from
what I see most large lots are not being utilized as farm land.

12/16/2021 8:37 AM

3 Limiting the minimum lot size increases farming potential, reducing lot sizes decreases
farming potential. Too many properties are subdivided to become oversized residential
properties.

12/15/2021 8:45 PM

4 The restrictions on livestock allowances is too restrictive to make a profit or support farmers. 12/15/2021 7:28 PM

5 There needs to be opportunities for small scale and intensive farming. This promotes food
security, reduced carbon footprint and farm to table initiatives. Lots zoned for rural residential
should allow for small scale farming and setbacks should be reduced. For example, in my area
I have to have a 15 meter setback from the property line for one rabbit cage. This means my
lot needs to be wider than 30 meters (15 m from each neighbouring lot line) just to own a
rabbit.

12/15/2021 5:41 PM

6 5 acres seems big enough to actually farm and small enough to allow entry level farmers to get
into that sector and own their own land.

12/15/2021 3:18 PM

7 Smaller lot sizes would be better. Yes larger lot sizes give the option of more diversity, but in
most cases these sit bigger parcels sit empty and small farm activities (greenhouse, nursery,
apiary, poultry) are wasted.

12/15/2021 1:36 PM

8 There is such a lack of housing, especially low cost housing that it is hard to have staff find
accommodation. Our farms would be more productive with more housing because we can offer
housing for a trade of farm work. Farming is hard work and we need to have something that will
incentivize individuals to take that employment path. Housing is definitely an incentive.

12/15/2021 6:07 AM

9 Our property is 2.75 acres and in the ALR and we farm it successfully 12/14/2021 9:00 PM

10 Most small-scale and new farmers are looking to farm smaller parcels than 5 acres in the
Central Kootenay.

12/14/2021 2:38 PM

11 I do not know but the best soils should be protected from being covered by buildings. 12/13/2021 2:01 PM

12 5 acres will never be a viable farm. No one should be allowed to subdivide to less that 10
acres. Ten acres is still not a very viable farm, but it may be in the future.

12/12/2021 4:56 PM

13 there are a lot of small lots that cant support farming really - those should be reassed. on a 2
acre “farm” of 1 acre is for buildings that doesnt leave much for farming.

12/11/2021 11:05 AM

14 I own a 1.25 ha lot that to my knowledge has never been used for agriculture’s purposes. 12/10/2021 5:18 PM

15 Any productive land should be considered for farm purposes 12/10/2021 4:21 PM

16 it is very dificult to buy or rent large pasture areas. and i mean large as in more than 2 acres or
even 1 acre in the slocan valley.whatever you need to do to keep pasture areas intact i would
appreciate it.

12/10/2021 3:07 PM

17 many people cannot fully use a lot bigger than an acre. giving portunity 12/10/2021 12:36 PM

18 There are lots in the ALR that are completely unsuitable for farming. These should be removed
from the ALR.

12/10/2021 7:34 AM
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32 I am a customer of locally produced food. 11/23/2021 3:14 PM
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Q24 Which location best describes the community in which you
own/reside/lease property within RDCK?A map is included for your

reference.
Answered: 252 Skipped: 107
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