
 

 

 
 

 
 

DEVELOPMENT and PLANNING SERVICES COMMITTEE 
Monday, August 20, 2018 

City of Salmon Arm 
Council Chamber 

City Hall, 500 - 2 Avenue NE 
8:00 a.m. 

 

 
  Page # Section Item# 
 

     1. 
 

CALL TO ORDER 

 2. 
 

REVIEW OF THE AGENDA 

 3. 
      

DECLARATION OF INTEREST 

 4. 
  n/a 

PRESENTATION 

 
 5. 
 

REPORTS 

1 - 14  5.1 VP-479, Lakeshore Terrace Developments Ltd., 1151 – 8 Avenue NE,  
   Servicing Variance 
 
15 - 32  5.2 Highway Closure Bylaw No. 4266, J. & J. Bickle; R. & M. Morgan; and S. & E. 
   Taylor, Portion of 25 Avenue SW 
 
33 - 122  5.3 Cannabis Retail Stores – Proposed Policy 3.20 and Application Procedures 
 
 6. 
  n/a 

FOR INFORMATION 

 
 7. 

  n/a 
IN CAMERA  

   
 8. 
  n/a 

LATE ITEM 

 
 9. 

 
ADJOURNMENT 

***** 
 

http://www.salmonarm.ca/agendacenter 

http://www.salmonarm.ca/agendacenter�
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TO: 

DATE: 

SUBJECT: 

City of Salmon Ann 

Development Services Department Memorandum 

Her Worship Mayor Cooper and Members of Council 

August 9, 2018 

Variance Permit Application No. VP-479 (Servicing) 
Legal: Lot 2, Section 13, Township 20, Range 10, W6M, KDYD, Plan 13746 
Civic Address: 1151 - 8 Avenue NE 
Owner/Applicant: Lakeshore Terrace Developments Ltd . 

MOTION FOR CONSIDERATION 

THAT: Development Variance Permit No. VP-479 be authorized for issuance for Lot 2, 
Section 13, Township 20, Range 10, W6M, KDYD, Plan 13746 which will vary the 
provisions of Subdivision and Development Servicing Bylaw No. 4163 as follows: 

1. Waive the requirement to provide 100% cash contribution for upgrade of the 
watermain along 8 Avenue NE for the entire frontage of the subject property. 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

THAT: The motion for consideration be adopted. 

PROPOSAL 

The subject property is located at 1151 - 8 Avenue NE (APPENDICES 1 and 2) and has an approved 
Development Permit (DP-412) for a 6 unit strata development (APPENDIX 3). The applicant is requesting 
that Council vary the provisions of the Subdivision and Development (SDS) Bylaw No. 4163 by waiving 
the requirement for a cash contribution to upgrade the 8 Avenue NE watermain as outlined in the Motion 
for Consideration. 

A letter of rationale from the applicant is attached as APPENDIX 6 and an Opinion of Probable Cost 
(OPC) attached as APPENDIX 7. 

BACKGROUND 

The subject parcel is designated High Density Residential (HDR) in the City's Official Community Plan 
(OCP) and is zoned R-4 (Medium Density Residential) in the Zoning Bylaw (APPENDICES 4 and 5 
respectively). The surrounding neighbourhood is also designated HDR and mostly consists of low density 
single family development zoned R-1. 

A rezoning application for the subject property from R-1 to R-4 (Zoning No. 1065) was approved by 
Council in the summer of 2016. During the rezoning process and after significant public input the 
applicants agreed to limit the number of units to six via a Section 219 restrictive covenant. This provided 
for a more sensitively integrated development to the existing neighborhood. Subsequently Development 
Permit No. 412 was approved by Council in the summer of 2017. 
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Development Services Department Memorandum VP-479 (Lakeshore Terrace) 9 August 2018 

Section 4.0 of the SDS Bylaw No. 4163 requires that all development provide Works and Services in 
accordance with the standards and specifications set out in Schedule B. In this case, that includes the 
upgrading of an undersized watermain. 

COMMENTS 

Fire Department 

No concerns. 

Building Department 

No concerns. 

Engineering Department 

Comments attached as APPENDIX 8. 

Planning Department 

The subject property and surrounding neighbourhood is designated HDR in the Official Community Plan. 
As required by the SDS Bylaw No. 4163, the minimum watermain size for High Density Residential lots is 
200 mm. The existing watermain was installed in 1951, is currently undersized at 100 mm in diameter and 
is near the end of anticipated lifespan. The existing watermain is sufficient for the proposed development 
including fire flows however insufficient for potential future development. Even under the Medium Density 
Residential designation the required minimum is 150 mm diameter. The required cash contribution for the 
watermain upgrade is $31,281.25 as stated in the OPC. Under the previous Bylaw (SDS No. 3596) a 50% 
cash contribution would have been acceptable. At this time, the Engineering Department is asking for 
cash in lieu for works to be done at an undetermined time; however replacement of the main may be 
completed at the time of development to provide for improved connections to the proposed development 
due the age and condition of the existing main. 

The surrounding neighbourhood has further redevelopment potential along 8 Avenue NE given the HDR 
designation; however this may be limited due to existing lots sizes and configuration. It is noted that the 
proposed development is at a lower density than what could have been requested under the MDR or 
HDR designations. Waiving the requirement would place additional financial burden on the City for the 
watermain upgrade in the future or increase costs to future developers of adjacent properties. Due to the 
condition and size of the existing watermain, and the increased financial implications for the City, staff do 
not recommend the variance be granted. 

Prepared by: Wesley Miles, MCIP, RPP 
Planning and Development Officer 

Page 2 of 2 
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APPENDIX 6 

LAKESHORE TERRACE DEVElOPMENTS LTD. 
PO Box 1438, 
Salmon Arm, BC 
V1E 4P6 

June 11, 2018 

To: 
Mayor and Council, 
City of Salmon Arm, 
Salmon Arm, BC 

Re: Development Variance request jor DP #412 - 1151 - 8th Avenue NE. 

Dear Mayor Cooper and Council, 

Further to our Development Variance application submitted a few days ago, we hereby request 
that the city waive the requirement for a contribution from us of $31,281.25 for the future 
upgrade of the water main along 8th Avenue NE. 

Our justification for requesting this waiver is as follows: 

This development is of very low density, and does not add significant demand to the 
volume of water that is currently available in the existing system. Although the OCP 
designation for this site is HR, and therefore could have been zoned R5 with up to 24 
units in an apartment style building, we elected at the rezoning stage to try to blend 
more compatibly with the existing neighbourhood fabric, form, and character, by only 
asking for R4 zoning. Even under R4, we could have elected to ask for 9 units in a row
housing format. But in deference to the concerns and wishes of neighbours, we agreed 
to a covenant limiting our development to 6 units. That is what we are proposing to 
build: six free-standing individual small houses. Were we to be constructing to the 
higher densities advocated by the OCP, we would understand the need for the water 
main upgrade, and would be happy to contribute. But at this density that $31,000 cost 
immediately adds $5,000 to the cost of every unit with no benefit to the development 
or neighbourhood as this amount is to be allocated to future work which mayor may 
not ever happen, and, moreover, is not made necessary by this development. We are 
encouraged at every turn to make these units as affordable as possible, already 
extremely difficult in this climate of rapidly escalating construction costs. To add 
another $5,000 per unit expense for no perceivable benefit, makes affordability even 
harder to achieve. 

We are already contributing $86,040.00 for other off-site road and utility works as 
required by the city to cover expenses due to the project tie-in, and the provision of the 
only piece of concrete sidewalk, curb, and gutter on the entire street. We are not asking 
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for that cost, or the Dee charges of $35,000 which we will be paying to the city to be 
waived. We are only asking for the $31,281.25 for the future water main to be waived. 

We trust you will understand our variance request and agree that it is a reasonable one. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. 

Yours truly, 

Bernd Hermanski 
Ian McDiarmid 

for 
Lakeshore Terrace Development Ltd. 
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McDIARMID CONSTRUCTION 
OCTOBER 2017 

1151· 8TH AVENUE NE SUBDIVISION - OFF~SITE FUTURE WATERWORKS - PART 'C' 
OPINION OF PROBABLE COST 

SCHEDULE OF APPROXIMATE QUANTITIES AND UNIT PRICES 
(*Denotes Nominal Quantity) 

Item UNIT 

No. DESCRIPTION OF WORK UNIT QUANTITY PRICE 
$ 

1.0C ROADS AND EARTHWORKS 
SECTION 1 

1.1 C Asphalt Removal & Disposal m2 145 * $ 10.00 

1.2 C Supply & Place Sub-Base m3 65 * $ 50.00 

1.3 C Supply & Place Base m3 15 * $ 85.00 

1.4 C Supply & Place 65mm Asphalt m2 145 * $ 27.50 
-~ --

Sub-Total: Roads and Earthworks 

2.0C WATER DISTRIBUTION WORKS 
SECTION 2 

2.1 C Supply & Install 2000 PVC Water Main m 35 * $ 225.00 

2.2 C Supply & Install Fire Hydrant o/w Gate Valve and ea 1 * $ 7,500.00 Tee 

2.3 C Tie-In to 1500 PVC Water c/w Relocate Existing 
LS 1 $ 1,500.00 

.- 200x200x150 Tee Assembl~ and 1500 Cou~ler 

Sub·Total: Water Distribution Works 

3.0C CONCRETE, CURB, GUTTERS, SIDEWALK, STAIRS 
SECTION 5 

3.1 C Supply & Install Curb and Gutter (CGS-1) m 10 * $ 65.00 
-

3.2 C Restore 150mm Reinforced Concrete Driveway m2 10 * $ 95.00 
-

Sub-Total: Concrete, Curb, Gutters, Sidewalks, Stairs 

SUMMARY 

1.0 C ROADS AND EARTHWORKS 
- -

2.0 C WATER DISTRIBUTION WORKS 
----

3.0 C CONCRETE, CURB, GUTTERS, SIDEWALK, STAIRS 

-
SUB·TOTAL 

AMOUNT 
$ 

$ 1,450.00 

$ 3,250.00 

$ 1,275.00 

$ 3,987.50 

$ 9,962.50 

$ 7,875.00 

$ 7,500.00 

$ 1,500.00 

$ 16,875.00 

$ 650.00 

$ 950.00 

$ 1,600.00 

$ 9,962.50 

$ 16.875.00 

$ 1,600.00 

$ 28,437.50 

APPENDIX 7 

filename: C:\PROJECTS\Mlscellaneous\MC15-1613\ 
MCl5-1613 PARTS A a and C OPC Pagel 012 Print Dale: 12/10/2011 
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1151 H 8TH AVENUE NE SUBDIVISION· OFF·SITE FUTURE WATERWORKS· PART 'e' 
OPINION OF PROBABLE COST 

SUMMARY· PART 'C' 

OFF·SITE FUTURE WATERWORKS· PART 'e' $ 28,437.50 
- ---

----$YS-T.gi-AL-@500/0- - -"'-+4;£4.&,:1-6~ 
-- --'-~ ~----. 

We: It'{-E:ez.''\fC; I c--Y, 2243.1s' 
---~ 

c-----
StlS-=:roTAt 3; 21; I .. t-.~-$ ---1-4-;21-&7-5-

.--~--~~ - -----
~JlST...(~)- ""- $ .....,1-e~-

--'------

- ---~---- ---
---:r-er-Ab--· $ 714;9~tH39-' 

"OpInion of Probable Cost Notes 
1) Quantities may vary depending on field revisIons and/or conditions encountered at the time of construction, thereby 

affecting the final cost. 
2) Unit Prices are influenced by supply & demand for both contractors and materials at the time of construction, thereby 

affecting the final cos\. 

3) Prices do not include BC Hydro, Telus, Gas, Legal Survey (BCLS) and property/right-of-way acquIsitions. 

4) Prices do not include Geotechnical, Environmental and Archaeological studies, reviews and approvals. 

5) Unit Prices are estimated in 2017 Canadian Dollars for similar works and exclude taxes. 

filename: C:\PROJECTS\MiscelianeouS\MC15'1613\ 
MCl5-1613 PARTS A Band C OPC Page2of2 Pelnt Date: 12/10/2017 
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TO: 
DATE: 
Prepared by: 
OWNER: 
APPLICANT: 
SUBJECT: 
LEGAL: 
CIVIC: 
ASSOCIATED: 
PREVIOUS: 

APPENDIX 8 

City of Salmon Arm 
Memorandum from the Engineering 

and Public Works Department 

Kevin Pearson, Director of Development Services 
31 July 2018 
Chris Moore, Engineering Assistant 
Lakeshore Terrace Developments Ltd, Box 1438, Salmon Arm, V1E 4P6 
Owner(s) 
DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMIT APPLICATION NO. VP-479 
Lot 2, Section 13, Township 20, Range 10,W6M, KDYD, Plan 13746 
1151 - 8 Avenue NE 
DP-412 
ZON-1065 

Further to the request for variance dated 19 June, 2018; the Engineering Department has 
thoroughly reviewed the site and offers the following comments and recommendations, 
relative to the variance requested: 

The applicant is requesting a variance to Subdivision & Development Servicing Bylaw 
4163, Section 3.0 - Waive the requirement to provide a cash contribution for future 
upgrades to the watermain along 8th Avenue NE. 

The Subdivision & Development Servicing Bylaw 4163 (SDSB) requires that developers 
upgrade all services across the frontage of the development property to comply with the 
standards specified in the SDSB. The SDSB specifies that the minimum watermain size 
for High Density Residential lots is 200mm. Although this lot is zoned R4 (medium 
density) the sizing of infrastructure must take account of the High Density OCP 
designation. 

The existing 100mm AC watermain was installed in 1951. It is undersized and 
approaching the end of its anticipated life. Although fire flows and pressure are currently 
adequate for this development, to allow further development to take place in line with the 
current OCP, this watermain will require upgrading to 200mm. Rather than upgrade this 
small section of the watermain to 200mm, the engineering department recommends 
taking a cash in lieu payment for future works, so that the entire main can be upgraded in 
the future. Waiving the requirement to upgrade the watermain would place this financial 
burden on the City or on the developers of adjacent properties in the future who would 
also be responsible for their own frontage improvements. 
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Development Variance Permit Application No. VP-479E 
Lakeshore Terrace Developments Ltd. Page 2 

Recommendation: 

The Engineering Department recommends that the request to waive the 
requirement to provide a cash contribution for future upgrades to the watermain 
along 8th Avenue NE be denied. 

Chris Moore 
Engineering Assistant 

JenJ!Wilson, P.Eng., LEED® AP 
City Engineer 
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TO: 

FROM: 

DATE: 

City of Salmon Ann 
Development Services Department Memorandum 

Her Worship Mayor Cooper and Council 

Development Services Department 

August 9, 2018 

SUBJECT: Highway Closure Bylaw No. 4266 
Portion of 25 Avenue SW, Plan 18056 Sec, 10, Tp, 20, R 10, W6M, KDYD 
Applicants: J.L. & J.M. Bickle; RD. & M.L. Morgan; and S.H. & E.A. Taylor 
Agent: Browne Johnson Land Surveyors 

Motion for Consideration 

THAT: 

City of Salmon Arm Highway Closure Bylaw No. 4266 proceed to first, second and third readings; 

AND THAT: 

Authorization be granted for the sale of Closed Road, Plan EPP81980, Sec. 10, Tp. 20, R 10, 
W6M, KDYD, as shown in Appendix 3, to J,L. & J.M. Bickle, RD. & M.L. Morgan and S.H . & E.A. 
Taylor for the total sum of $ 64,000.00, 

AND FURTHER THAT: 

The sale of the above lands be subject to the following : 

i) Compliance with Section 26 (Notice of Proposed Property Disposition) and 
Section 94 (Requirements for Public Notice) of the Community Charter and 
Policy 3.16 (Notification) ; 

ii) The lands being consolidated with the applicant's properties as shown on 
Appendix 6; and 

iii) All associated costs being the responsibility of the applicants. 

Staff Recommendation 

THAT: The Motion for Consideration be adopted. 

Proposal 

The subject roadway is located along the south boundary of the Ridge Subdivision off Foothill Road SW. 
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Her Worship Mayor Cooper and Council 
2018 Page 2 

The roadway is unconstructed and the applicants are requesting that it be closed and the land sold to 
them for consolidation with their properties. A location map showing the subject roadway, an ortho photo 
and a copy of Bylaw No. 4266 are attached as Appendices 1 through 3. A second location map showing 
the applicant's properties, an ortho photo and a sketch plan showing the proposed land consolidations 
are attached as Appendices 4 through 6. 

Background 

The subject roadway was dedicated in 1968 and is approximately 10.0 metres in width. Construction of 
the Ridge Subdivision commenced in 2006 and, at that time, it was determined that the subject roadway 
would not be required for future development in the area and 25 Avenue SW was terminated with a cul
de-sac at the east boundary of the proposed road closure. 

As most road closures often involve relatively narrow, small portions of land, it is only the adjacent 
landowners that can usually make use of the land. With this proposal, the applicants own all the 
properties adjacent to the roadway and they have all expressed interest in obtaining and consolidating 
portions of the land with their properties: Lot 1, Plan EPP73141 is hooked across the subject roadway 
and is owned by J.L. & J.M. Bickle and Lots 7 and 8, Plan KAP84775 are adjacent to the north boundary 
of the subject roadway and are owned by R.D. & M.L. Morgan and S.H. & E.A. Taylor respectively. 

In 2016, the portion of existing Lot 1, Plan EPP73141 on the south side of the subject roadway was 
rezoned from A-2 (Rural Holding) to R-9 (Estate Residential) to permit this parcel to be created as a 
hooked lot (ZON-1049/Chun & Bickle). At that time, Council and City staff discussed a proposed 
Greenway identified on Map 11.2 of the Official Community Plan that is located within the subject 
roadway. It was noted that this Greenway would only be beneficial if it connected to either Foothill Road 
SW or to properties to the south and eventually to the lower slopes of Mt. Ida. As properties to the west 
have limited development potential, obtaining a connection to Foothill Road SW may not become 
available and the property under application for rezoning was not suitable for a linkage to the south due to 
topography and the location of Hobson Creek. There are other locations in this area that could provide a 
more suitable trail network and staff will be recommending that the proposed Greenway in the subject 
roadway be removed from the O.C.P. in conjunction with the next O.C.P. review. A copy of O.C.P. Map 
11.2 is attached as Appendix 7. 

At its In-Camera Meeting of April 9, 2018, Council authorized staff to proceed with the proposed closure 
and disposition to the applicants for the amount of $64,000.00 subject to compliance with the 
requirements of the Community Charter and all costs being borne by the purchasers. 

Discussion 

Staff and outside agencies have reviewed the proposal and provide the following: 

BC Hydro 

No concerns. 

FortisBC 

No concerns. 

No concerns. 

. . ./3 
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Her Worship Mayor Cooper and Council 
2018 

Building Department 

No concerns. 

Fire Department 

No concerns. 

Engineering Department 

See Appendix 7. 

Planning Department 

Staff support the proposal: 

i) The closed road will be consolidated with all adjacent properties. 

ii) The sale price of the land to be disposed of will provide fair compensation to the City; 

iii) As of this writing, no objections or concerns have been received from outside agencies; 

Page 3 

iv) Although the Official Community Plan identifies a potential greenway within the subject roadway, 
the Greenways Strategy identifies it as only a future consideration and notes that its 
alignment is strictly conceptual. It was also determined during the rezoning of Lot 1, Plan 
EPP73142 in 2016 that subject roadway is likely not a practical location for a greenway in this 
area. The proposed Greenways identified in the O.C.P. do not compel the City to proceed 
their construction and as the suitability of this particular greenway is questionable, a more 
detailed review of greenways in this area will be undertaken in conjunction with the next O.C.P. 
review and in consultation with the Greenways Committee; and 

v) As noted in the Motion for Consideration, further public notification will be provided in accordance 
with Sections 26 and 94 of the Community Charter and City Policy 3.16. Copies of Sections 26 
and 94 and Policy 3.16 are provided in Appendix 8. 

P~flred by: Jon Turlock 
Planning & Development Officer 

Appendices 

1. Location Map 1 - Proposed Road Closure 
2. Ortho photo 
3. Bylaw No. 4266 
4. Location Map 2 - Subject Properties 
5. Ortho photo 
6. Sketch plan of proposed subdivision (land consolidations) 
7. O.C.P. Map 11.2 
8. Engineering Dept. comments 
9. Sections 26 & 94 of Community Charter & Policy 3.16 
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APPENDIX 3 

CITY OF SALMON ARM 

BYLAW NO. 4266 

Being a Bylaw to Close to Traffic, Remove the Dedication as Highway and Dispose of a 
Portion of 25 Avenue SW, Plan 18056, Section 10, Township 20, Range 10, W6M, KDYD 

WHEREAS, pursuant to Section 40 of the Community Charter, SBC, 2003 Chapter 26, and 
amendments thereto, Council may, by bylaw, close a portion of highway to traffic and remove the 
dedication of a highway, if prior to adopting the bylaw, Council publishes notice of its intention 
in a newspaper and posts the notice in public notice posting place, and provides an opportunity 
for persons who consider they are affected by the bylaw to make representations to Council; 

AND WHEREAS the Provincial Government's right of resumption under Section 35(8) 
of the Community Charter, SBC, 2003, Chapter 26 and amendments thereto, in relation to a 
highway or portion of a highway that was vested in a municipality pursuant to Section 35(1) of 
this Act, is cancelled if the Corporate Officer of the municipality files with the Land Title Office 
a statement certifying that the highway closure and removal of dedication complies with the 
Regulation of the Minister of Transportation B.C. Regulation 245/2004 (June 4, 2004) as 
amended by B.C. Regulation 18/2008 (January 25, 2005), made under the authority of the 
Community Charter, Section 35(10) (b); 

AND WHEREAS the Council deems it expedient to close to traffic, remove the dedication 
of highway and dispose of that portion of 25 Avenue SW, comprising 0.101 ha dedicated at the 
Kamloops Land Title Office by Plan 18056, Section 10, Township 20, Range 10, W6M, KDYD 
which is shown outlined in bold black ("Closed Road") on the Reference Plan prepared by Joseph 
Charles Johnson, BCLS, Browne Johnson Land Surveyors, on May 26, 2017, a reduced copy of 
which is attached hereto (the "Plan"); 

AND WHEREAS notices of the Council's intention to close the portion of highway to 
traffic, to remove its dedication as highway, and to dispose of it were published in a newspaper 
and posted in the public notice posting place; 

AND WHEREAS the Council does not consider that the closure of the portion of highway 
will affect the transmission or distribution facilities or works of utility operators; 

AND WHEREAS the disposition of Closed Road will be to the owners of Lot 1, Plan 
EPP73141, Lot 7, Plan KAP84775 and Lot 8, Plan KAP84775, all of Section 10, Township 20, Range 
10, W6M, KDYD. 
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Highway Closure Bylaw No. 4266 
Page 2 

NOW THEREFORE, the Council of the City of Salmon Arm, Province of British Columbia 
in open meeting assembled hereby enacts as follows: 

1. Attached to this Bylaw, as Schedule" A" and forming part of this Bylaw is a reduced copy 
of the Reference Plan (the "Plan"). 

2. The City of Salmon Arm is hereby authorized to dispose of and convey the Closed Road to 
the owners of Lot 1, Plan EPP73141, Lot 7, Plan KAP84775 and Lot 8, Plan KAP84775, all 
of Section 10, Township 20, Range 10, W6M, KDYD. 

3. The City of Salmon Arm hereby authorizes the closure to traffic and removal of the 
highway dedication of that portion of 25 Avenue SW, comprising 0.101 ha dedicated at 
the Kamloops Land title Office by Plan 18056, Section 10, Township 20, Range 10, W6M, 
KDYD which is shown outlined in bold black ("Closed Road") on the Plan. 

4. On deposit of the Plan and all other applicable documentation for the removal of the 
highway dedication, in the Kamloops Land Title Office, the highway dedication of that 
portion of the road is cancelled. 

5. The Mayor and Corporate Officer are hereby authorized to execute such conveyances, 
deeds, maps, plans, receipts and documents on behalf of the City of Salmon Arm as may 
be necessary for the purposes aforesaid and to affix the Corporate Seal of the City of 
Salmon Arm thereto. 

6. The Council shall, before adopting this Bylaw, cause public notice of its intention to do so 
to be given by advertisement once each week for two consecutive weeks in a newspaper 
published or circulated in the City of Salmon Arm, and has provided an opportunity for 
persons who consider they are affected by the closure and disposition of the Closed Road 
to make representations to Council. 

SEVERABILITY 

7. If any part, section, sub-section, clause, or sub-clause of this bylaw for any reason is held 
to be invalid by the decision of a Court of competent jurisdiction, the invalid portion 
shall be severed and the decision that it is invalid shall not affect the validity of the 
remaining portions of this bylaw. 

ENACTMENTS 

8. Any enactments referred to herein is a reference to an enactment of British Columbia 
and regulations thereto, as amended, revised, consolidated or replaced from time to 
time. 

EFFECTIVE DATE 

9. This bylaw shall come into full force and effect upon adoption of same. 
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CITATION 
11. This Bylaw may be cited for all purposes as the "City of Salmon Arm Highway Closure 

Bylaw No. 4266". 

READ A FIRST TIME THIS DAY OF ,2018 

READ A SECOND TIME THIS DAY OF ,2018 

READ A THIRD TIME THIS DAY OF ,2018 

PUBLIC NOTICE OF INTENTION TO PROCEED ADVERTISED IN THE SALMON ARM 
OBSERVER ON THE DAY OF ,2018ANDTHE DAY 
OF ,2018. 

PUBLIC INPUT PROVIDED ON THIS DAY OF ,2018 

ADOPTED BY COUNCIL THIS DAY OF ,2018 

MAYOR 

CORPORATE OFFICER 
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APPENDIX 7 

Plot Date: June 2017 

a.c.p. Map 11 .2 
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TO: 
DATE: 
PREPARED BY: 
APPLICANT: 
SUBJECT: 
LEGAL: 

CIVIC: 

APPENDIX 8 
City of Salmon Arm 

Memorandum from the Engineering 
and Public Works Department 

Kevin Pearson, Director of Development Services 
20 June 2018 
Chris Moore, Engineering Assistant 
J & J Bickle, R & M Morgan, S & E Taylor 
SUBDIVISION APPLICATION NO. 18-19 
Part of 25 Ave SE, Plan 18056; and Lot 1, Plan EPP73141 and Lots 7 & 8, 
Plan KAP84775, all of Sec. 10, Tp.20,R.10,W6M,KDYD 
1241 25 Ave SW and 1321-133023 Ave SW 

Further to your referral dated 5 June 2018, we provide the following servicing information. 

The section of road that is proposed to be disposed of has little engineering value to the City. 
During development of ''The Ridge" subdivision it was clearly decided that 25 Avenue SW would 
not link through to the west as only 10m of Right of Way was taken. 

The grade of this land is steep (currently 12%) making it very difficult to construct a road and 
since the current cul-de-sac is at the crest of the hill, extending storm and sani services to the 
west would not be possible. 

Since the land to the south of 25 Avenue SW is outside of the Urban Containment Area, it is 
therefore unlikely to be further developed. 

For the above reasons, the Engineering Department has no objections to closing this section of 
25 Avenue and consolidating with the adjacent properties. 

12/ 
fl/- ----~~~t/J _______ 

Chris Moore 
Engineering Assistant 

J n Wilson P.Eng., LEED ® AP 
City Engineer 



29
APPENDIX 9 

Community Charter 

Notice of proposed property disposition 

26 (1) Before a council disposes ofland or improvements, it must publish notice of the proposed 
disposition in accordance with section 94 [public notice}. 

(2) In the case of property that is available to the public for acquisition, notice under this section 
must include the following: 

(a) a description of the land or improvements; 

(b) the nature and, if applicable, the term of the proposed disposition; 

(c) the process by which the land or improvements may be acquired. 

(3) In the case of property that is not available to the public for acquisition, notice under this 
section must include the following: 

(a) a description ofthe land or improvements; 

(b) the person or public authority who is to acquire the property under the proposed disposition; 

( c) the nature and, if applicable, the term of the proposed disposition; 

(d) the consideration to be received by the municipality for the disposition . 

. Requirements for public notice 

94 (1) If this section appHes, the applicable notice must be 

(a) posted in the public notice pos~g places, and 

(b) published in accordance with this section. 

(2) Subject to subsection (4), publication under subsection (1) (b) 

(a) must be in a newspaper that is distributed at least weekly 

(i) in the area affected by the subject matter of the notice, and 

(ii) if the area affected is not in the municipality, also in the municipality, and 

(b) unless otherwise provided, must be once each week for 2 consecutive weeks. 

(3) The obligation under subsection (2) may be met by publication of the notice in more than one 
newspaper, if this is in accordance with that subsection when the publications are considered 
together. 
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(4) If publication under subsection (2) is not practicable, the notice may be given in the areas by . 
alternative means as long as the notice . . 

(a) is given within the same time period as required for publication, 

(b) is given with the same :fi:equency as required for publication, and 

( c) provides notice that the council considers is reasonably equivalent to that which would be 
provided by newspaper publication if it were practicable. 

(5) As an exception, subsection (4) (b) does not apply in relation to an area if the alternative 
means is by individual distribution to the persons resident in the area. 

(6) If the same matter is subject to 2 or more requirements for publication in accordance with this 
section, the notices may be combined so long as the requirements of all applicable provisions are 
met. 

(7) A council may provide any additional notice respecting a matter that it considers appropriate, 
including by the Internet or other electronic means. 
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DISTRICT OF SALMON ARM POLICY NO. 3.16 

TOPIC: Notification for Disposition ofBublicly-Owned Land. 

PURPOSE: To establish policy and procedure for'infonning the public of the Municipality's 
intent to dispose of publicly owned land. 

POLICY AND PROCEDURE: 

1. The Municipality will publish in one issue of the Salmon Ann Observer and the 
Shuswap Sun, a display advertisement that contains the following infonnation: 

a) That the Municipality is considering the disposition of a certain parcel of 
land. 

b) 
c) 
d) 
e) 
f) 

g) 
h) 

Legal description of the parcel. 
Area (size) of the parcel.' 
Civic address of the parcel. 
Description of general location of the parcel, including a map. 
Statement of notice that, subject to approval by District of Salmon Ann 
Council, the said parcel will be disposed of for a specified SUill, when 
applicable. 
Date and time that offer of disposition will expire. 
Date of the notice. 

2. The Clerk will post a copy of the notice, including a location map, on a board 
accessible to the public at District Hall for the period the offer to sell is in effect. 

Prepared by: Development Services Department Date: January 26,1999 

Approved by Council: D~te: March 9, 1999 

Amended or Replaced: Date: 
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Report from the Director of Development Services 

TO: Her Worship Mayor Cooper and Members of Council 

DATE: August 10, 2018 

SUBJECT: Proposed Policy and Application Procedures for Cannabis Retail Stores 

MOTION FOR CONSIDERATION 

THAT: 

AND THAT: 

PROPOSAL 

The "Cannabis Retail Stores - Pol icy 3.20" attached to this report be adopted; 

A Bylaw be prepared for Council's consideration, adoption of wh ich would amend 
Schedule "B" of Fee for Service Bylaw No. 2498 - "Business Licence Fees for Business 
Categories and Fees Payable for the Licensing Period": 

Add Category: 

Cannabis Retail Processing Fee 
(Non-Refundable) 

Add Fee: 

$1000.00 

The proposed "Cannabis Retail Stores - Policy 3.20" (the Policy) is attached as APPENDIX 1. The Policy 
is intended to serve as guide to Council, staff and cannabis retailers as to how the City will evaluate 
Provincial cannabis retail licence referrals, as well as to outline the procedures involved in related 
Business Licensing applications to the City. 

BACKGROUND 

In March 2018 Council reviewed a staff report outlining options for the City to regulate retail stores 
intending to sell legal, non-medicinal cannabis. With that report, and after significant public consultation , 
Council appeared to be comfortable with the "moderately regulated approach" option recommended by 
staff. With that option, a cannabis retail store is considered to be the same land use as any other store 
selling retail items; a land use permitted in most commercial zones of the City. No specialized zoning 
regulations, new zones, or zoning bylaw amendments are necessary with this option. 

With the moderate option some on Council expressed a desire to have limitations and control on the 
precise locations and number of cannabis retail stores in Salmon Arm. The March, 13 2018 staff report 
described several scenarios involving minimum distances of stores from schools, daycares and from 
other cannabis retail stores. The desire for limitations also surfaced during the public input and open 
house process; although, almost equally, there were suggestions for a wide-open cannabis retail market 
with minimal municipal barriers. 

The above has coincided with the Provincial government's introduction of the draft Cannabis Control and 
Licensing Act, and with the Federal government's proposed Cannabis Act anticipated for passage in 
October 2018. The Provincial government's delegated role as the primary regulatory and licensing body 
for cannabis retail stores has been confirmed by the Federal government. In turn , the Province though its 
Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch (LCRB) has granted authority to local governments to regulate 
and licence cannabis retail stores, even to the extent of banning them outright. 

dackerman
Typewritten Text
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Oval



34

Cannabis Retail Store - Policy 3.20 

The new Provincial regulations and licensing scheme provide the City with significant control and latitude 
in its review of Provincial applications. The latest Provincial bulletin "Local Government's Role in 
Licensing Non-Medical Cannabis" is attached as APPENDIX 2. The proposed City Policy is intended to 
merge with the Provincial application referral process by addressing the procedures involved for a City 
business licence application related to a Provincial referral, including steps for application review, staff 
involvement, public notification, public input and the garnering of a Council resolution. 

The process is somewhat similar to the handling a Provincial liquor licence referral, except for that the 
onus will be on the City to undertake a public notification and input process. The staff time and notification 
requirements involved with processing a Provincial application will therefore involve a fee for service 
which is alluded to in the Policy and discussed further in this report. 

PUBLIC INPUT 

On April 16, 2018 a well attended open house was held at the Prestige Inn to garner public opinion on the 
matter of cannabis retail sales in the City. Staff presented the March 13, 2018 report to those in 
attendance. The report and a survey were made available on the City's website over a month long period, 
and a number of agencies and organizations were asked to provide feedback. Staff believes the Policy is 
balanced and reasonably consistent with what the majority of those who responded would desire. 
The minutes from the open house, survey results and input received are attached as APPENDIX 3. 

LOCATION CRITERIA 

The Policy provides basic expectations with respect to location criteria. The commercial land use 
designations of the Official Community Plan - those being the "City Centre" and Highway Service 
Commercial" areas - are used as a basis for the two maps attached to the Policy. Of note, cannabis retail 
stores are not encouraged on commercial designated properties east of the core commercial area. The 
reason being is the majority of that land is situated within 500 m of a school, which is a proximity that 
Council and the public seem comfortable with. 

Assuming Council wishes to limit the number of cannabis retail stores in the City Centre, the Policy 
suggests no more than four (4) stores should be located within the core commercial area delineated on 
Map 1A. With the Policy being flexible, however, Council may approve more or less than four stores at its 
discretion. It is not recommended that a minimum distance between stores criterion be included in the 
Policy for a number of reasons. The main one being that practical locations and buildings suitable for 
cannabis retail sales could be deemed unattainable for no other reason than an arbitrary measurement. 

The Policy refers to the small commercial node at 50 Street / Canoe Beach Drive NE as being a 
potentially suitable area in Canoe for a cannabis retail store. Neighbourhood commercial zoning (C-1) 
and the CD-16 zone (property of The Hive) would allow this use, subject to Council's endorsement of a 
Provincial application. 

Mixed-use buildings containing upper floor dwellings units mayor may not be compatible with a cannabis 
retail store occupying the same building. The Policy's location criterion recommends that a cannabis retail 
store should not be located in a building containing dwelling units. Odor from unpackaged cannabis 
product mayor may not infiltrate building walls and air circulation systems. Staff has not received odor 
complaints from tenants occupying units adjacent to the cannabis retail businesses presently operating in 
the City. The cannabis packaging required by the LCRB is expected to be sufficient in mitigating odor 
migration. The Policy does not contemplate the City's inspection services taking on the duty of inspecting 
premises for odor prevention and mitigation measures. 

Store operations and layout, marketing features, product lines, and consumer restrictions are some of the 
aspects of a cannabis retail business that should be regulated, monitored and enforced by the Provincial 
licensing inspectors, similar to liquour stores. City inspectors from the Building and Fire Departments will 
continue, through the City's Business Licence process, to inspect premises for adherence to BC Building 
and Fire Codes. 

Page 2 of 3 
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Cannabis Retail Store - Policy 3.20 

BUSINESS LICENSING FEES 

The application required by the City for a cannabis retail store is proposed to be for a Business Licence 
(BL). Normally for a retail store, the BL fee ranges from $200 - $400 annually depending on floor area. 
The Fee for Service Bylaw amendment proposed in the Motion for Consideration is to add a non
refundable surcharge of $1,000 which would cover the newspaper ad cost for public notification along 
with a portion of the staff time involved in processing the application. 

TIMING 

It appears the LCRB is ready to start referring Provincial cannabis retail store applications to local 
governments for recommendations. It is assumed the LCRB will hold off its final approvals of the 
Provincial applications until after Royal Assent is granted to Federal Cannabis Act. If the City has its 
Policy adopted sooner rather than later, it will be well positioned to handle the Provincial referrals and 
related BL applications. The proposed Policy may be adopted at a single Council meeting. 

Page 3 of3 



36APPENDIX 1 

CITY OF SALMON ARM POLICY NO. 3.20 

A) TOPIC: Cannabis Retail Stores - Policy and Application Procedures 

B) GENERAL: 

1. The City of Salmon Arm recognizes the retail sale of cannabis as being a permissive activity and 
land use subject to: 

a) Adherence to Federal and Provincial laws and regulations; 
b) Provincial licencing approval; 
c) Adherence to City bylaws and regulations; and 
d) City business licencing approval. 

2. The City's Zoning Bylaw permits the retail sale of goods including cannabis in various commercial 
zones; however, despite the zoning of a property, the location of a cannabis retail store must be 
approved by a City Council resolution and Provincial approval. 

3. City Council will, at its discretion, consider a recommendation of approval or not of a retail store 
intending to sell cannabis during its formal review of a cannabis retail licence application referred 
to the City by the Province of British Columbia. 

4. During its review of a Provincial application, City Council mayor may not consider the location 
preference criteria of this policy. 

5. This policy is intended to serve merely as guidelines and does not bind Council in its decision 
making process. 

6. Application review procedures for cannabis retail stores are outlined in Section E) of this policy. 

7. The City deems the Federal and Provincial governments as being responsible for the monitoring 
and enforcement of its laws and regulations pertaining to cannabis retail sales. 

C) ZONING BYLAW: 

The City of Salmon Arm's Zoning Bylaw No. 2303 allows cannabis retail sales under the defined uses 
retail store and convenience store as permitted in the following zones: 

C-1 Neighbourhood Commercial 
C-2 Town Centre Commercial Zone 
C-3 Service Commercial Zone 
C-6 Tourist/Recreation Commercial Zone 
C-7 Shopping Centre Commercial Zone 
CD-8 Comprehensive Development Zone (Waf-Mart Smart REfT Site) 
CD-9 Comprehensive Development Zone (Askew's Uptown and S.A.S.C.u. Site) 
CD-16 Comprehensive Development Zone (The Hive) 

D) LOCATION PREFERENCE CRITERIA: 

• The site and location of a cannabis retail store shall be zoned correctly and in accordance with 
the City's Zoning Bylaw. 

Page 1 of 2 
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• Cannabis retail stores should be located within the boundary of the "Commercial Area" shown on 
Map 1 attached to this policy. 

• No more than four (4) cannabis retail stores should be located within the "Core Commercial Area" 
shown on Map 1-A. 

• The existing commercial area of Canoe in the vicinity of the 50 Street and Canoe Beach Drive NE 
intersection may be deemed as being appropriate for a cannabis retail store, subject to correct 
commercial zoning. 

• Cannabis retail stores should be located beyond 500 m of a school (measurement determined by 
City staff). 

• Cannabis retail stores should not be located within a building containing residential units. 

E) CITY APPLICATION REVIEW PROCEDURES: 

1. The City will prioritize the review of Provincial cannabis retail store applications in order of the 
date and time each referral is date stamped received and only after the Business Licence 
application fees are paid in full to the City. 

2. The Business Licence application fees for a cannabis retail store are set out in the City's Fee for 
Service Bylaw. The fees include a non-refundable surcharge to cover public notification and 
application processing time. 

3. City staff will review the application and provide a brief written report to Council on whether or not 
the proposed site and location meets the criteria of this policy. 

4. City staff will schedule a Hearing on the application that is open for public input on the date of a 
Regular Council meeting. The applicant is expected to attend the Hearing in order to present the 
proposal and answer questions from Council and the public. 

5. The particulars of the application proposal, the Hearing date, along with time and location of the 
Regular Council meeting will be advertised one-time in the weekly local newspaper. Notices of 
the Hearing and application proposal will be delivered to the applicant and to all persons who 
own, reside or operate a business on property within 30 m of the proposed cannabis retail site. 
Notices will be delivered at least 10 days prior to a scheduled Hearing. 

6. The associated City staff report and public input received will be on the agenda of the Regular 
Council meeting when the Hearing date is scheduled. 

7. City Council will render its recommendation on the Provincial application with a formal resolution 
after and likely on the same date as the Hearing. 

8. Subsequent to the Council meeting, City staff will provide the Province with its recommendation 
(i.e. the Council resolution), the City staff report, written public input and a record of the input 
received at the Hearing on the application. 

9. Prior to issuance of a Business Licence issuance, City staff from the Building and Fire 
Departments will inspect the premise to ascertain compliance with BC Building and Fire Codes. 
Furthermore, approval of the cannabis retail business by way of proof of Province licensing is a 
key condition for issuance of a City Business Licence. 

Policy 3.20 
Adopted by Council this __ day of ____ , 2018. 

Page 2 of 2 
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408/13/2018 Non-Medical Cannabis Retail Licence - Province of British Columbia 

Non-Medical Cannabis Retail Licence 

The Government of Canada has announced that non-medical cannabis will become legal on 
October 17th , 2018. 

Cannabis Licensing Application Portal 

The Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch is now accepting applications for the private non
medical cannabis retail store licence. 

Applicants must apply through the cannabis Iicensing....Qm~lication p-ortal. 

The portal also contains application guidelines and an interactive tool to help potential applicants 
understand what they need to do to apply for a licence. 

Associate Forms 

Forms for associates will be published on August 16, 2018. 

Further Information 

For more information about the retail of non-medical cannabis in B.C. that is not contained within the 
online application portal, please review our FreQuently Asked Questions. 

For more information about cannabis regulation in B.C. including wholesale distribution, personal 
public possession limits, places of use, personal cultivation, drug-impaired driving and more, visit 
the Ministry of Public Safety and Solicitor General's cannabis regulation in B.C. web p-ag~. 

Information for Local Governments and Indigenous Nations 

The below guides are intended to help local governments and Indigenous nations understand their 
role in the cannabis retail store licence application process. Please note that these guides may be 
updated from time to time. 

Local Governments' Role in Licensing Non-Medical Cannabis Retail Stores ~ ffet. c "-e j ) 

Indigenous Nations' Role in Licensing Non-Medical Cannabis Retail Stores 

hUps:/Iwww2.gov.bc.ca/gov/contenUemployment-business/business/liquor-regulation-licensing/cannabis-regulation 1/1 
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Local Governments' Role in 
Licensing Non-Medical Cannabis Retail Stores 

APPENDIX 2 

If you have any questions about this document, please contact the Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch 
toll-free at 1-866 209-2111, or email cannabisregs@gov.bc.ca. NOTE: This document will be updated from 
time to time as additional information surrounding the regulatory framework for cannabis retail sales 
becomes available. 

Branch name change 

The Liquor Control and Licensing Branch has been renamed to the Liquor and Cannabis Regulation Branch 
(LCRB) to represent its new additional responsibility of licensing and monitoring the retail sale of non
medical cannabis in British Columbia. 

Non-medical cannabis retail licence 

The province will be issuing licences for non-medical cannabis retail stores. A cannabis retail store must be a 
standalone business. This licence requires input and a positive recommendation from a local government in 
whose area the proposed store is located. 

The province recognizes the importance of ensuring carefully regulated access to non-medical cannabis in 
all areas of the province, including rural areas. 

As a first step, the province will open opportunities to apply for regular retail licences. Once the regional 
distribution of retail non-medical cannabis stores is known, the province will consider issuing licences to 
service rural or remote areas that are not sufficiently served by existing retail cannabis stores. 

The role of local governments in the cannabis retail store licensing process 

Applicants for a non-medical cannabis retail store licence must submit a licence application to the LCRB. 
When an application is received, the LCRB will notify the local government of the area where the proposed 
store will be located. 

Upon receipt of notice, local governments can : 
• choose not to make any recommendation in respect of the application for a cannabis retail store 

licence (Note: this would end a licence application in progress because the LCRB cannot issue a 
licence unless the local government gives the LCRB a positive recommendation that the licence be 
issue) 

• choose to make comments and recommendations in respect of an application for a cannabis retail 
store licence. Note that: 

o if the local government chooses to make a comments and recommendation on the 
licensee's application to the LCRB, it must gather the views of residents 

1 
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o if it makes a recommendation to deny the application then the LCRB may not issue the 
licence 

o if it makes a recommendation in favour of the application, then the LCRB has discretion 
whether or not to issue the licence, but must consider the local government's 
recommendation. 

Local Governments (municipalities, regional districts or Islands Trust local trust committees) have some or 
all of the following regulatory powers in respect of cannabis retail store licences: 

• Impose restrictions in its zoning bylaws regarding the location of cannabis retail stores 
• Regulation of business (municipalities only): by terms and conditions in its business licensing bylaw, 

a municipality may limit the hours that cannabis retail stores can operate or impose other 
conditions such specifications regarding signage 

• Charge the applicant fees if choosing to assess an application. 

The above process applies to all relocations of existing cannabis retail stores. 

Gathering residents' views 

If the local government decides to consider the notice of application and to provide comments and 
recommendations as to the location of the proposed retail store, it must gather the views of residents of the 
area if the location of the proposed store may affect nearby residents. It may gather resident's views by 
using one or more of the following methods: 

• Receiving written comment in response to a public notice of the application 
• Conducting a public hearing in respect of the application 
• Holding a referendum, or 
• Using another method the local government considers appropriate. 

It is up to the local government to determine the area, relative to the licensee's application, where 
resident's views must be gathered. 

Please note: Gathering the views of residents of the area/providing a recommendation to the LCRB must be 
unique to each provincial licence application. In other words, past recommendations cannot be used in a 
new licensing process. Each individual application must be considered separately by the local government. 

What must the local government's recommendation include? 

The recommendations and comments the local government provides to the LCRB must: 
• be in writing (this mayor may not be in the form of a resolution) 
• show that the local government has considered the location of the proposed store 
• include the views of the local government on the general impact on the community if the 

application is approved 
• include the views of residents if the local government has gathered residents' views, and a 

description of how they were gathered 
• include the local government's recommendation as to whether the application should be 

approved or rejected and provide the reasons upon which the recommendation is based. 

The local government should also provide any supporting documents referenced in their comments. 

2 
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What if the local government does not want to provide a recommendation? 

If a local government does not want to accept the notice of application and provide a recommendation 
for the proposed retail location, they should notify the LCRB. A licence for a cannabis retail store will not 
be issued without a positive recommendation from a local government. If a response is not received, 

. LCRB will not consider the application any further. 

What if the recommendation does not meet the regulatory requirements? 

If the recommendation does not meet the regulatory requirements, the LCRB will ask the local 
government to provide new or amended comments that address outstanding issues. 

How long does the local government have to provide comments? 

Unlike in the process for liquor licensing, local governments are not required to provide a 
recommendation on a cannabis retail store application within a specific time period. Please note that 
delays in the application process can have a significant impact on the applicant. If the applicant is the 
reason for the delay, please notify the LCRB. If the applicant is not trying to move an application forward, 
the application can be cancelled. 

Can the local government recommend approval subject to certain 
conditions? 

In some circumstances, the local government can recommend that the LCRB approve the application as long 
as certain restrictions (e.g. hours of operation) are placed on the licence. In these situations, the 
recommendation should clearly explain the rationale for placing restrictions. 

If the local government intends to request that the LCRB impose terms and conditions on a licence, prior to 
sending such a recommendation the local government should consult with the LCRB so that the LCRB can 
determine whether it has the authority to impose the requested terms and conditions before finalizing their 
conditional recommendation. 

The local government may also have the ability to impose other operating rules on the proposed store 
through the terms and conditions of the applicant's business licence, zoning or bylaw. The local 
government is responsible for enforcing these rules. 

Floor Plans 

Applicants must submit a floor plan with their licence application for approval so the LCRB can identify store 
features such as sales, storage and delivery areas. Unlike for some kinds of liquor licence applications, local 
governments are not required to provide occupant load stamps or approve the applicant's floor plans as 
part of the provincial licensing process for cannabis retail stores. 

3 
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A municipal councilor regional district board can delegate authority to their staff 
to provide comments and a recommendation to the LCRB 

A municipal council or regional district board may delegate its powers and duties to provide comments and 
a recommendation to the LCRB regarding a cannabis retail store licence application. If a councilor board has 
delegated this authority, a cannabis retail store applicant may ask for comments and recommendations 
made by delegated staff to be reconsidered by the local government. 

Council as defined in the Vancouver Charter: 

A Council, as defined in the Vancouver Olarter, choosing to delegate to its staff must establish procedures 
for a reconsideration of comments and recommendations made by delegated staff, including how a 
cannabis retail store applicant may apply for reconsideration. In undertaking a reconsideration, the Council 
will have the same authority as it delegated to staff. 

Right of reconsideration: 

Delegated local government staff must advise the cannabis retail store licence applicant that the applicant 
has the right of reconsideration of the staffs recommendation by the councilor board. 

How local governments inform the LCRB of delegation: 

A local government that has delegated authority to staff should send a copy of the delegation to the 
LCRB at cannabisregs@gov.bc.ca. 

4 
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APPENDIX 3 

SPECIAL COUNCIL 

Minutes of a Special Meeting of Council of the City of Salmon Arm held in the Balmoral Salon at the 
Prestige Harbourfront Resort., 251 Harbourfront Drive NE, Salmon Arm, British Columbia, on Monday, 
April 16, 2018. 

PRESENT: 

ABSENT: 

Mayor N. Cooper 
Councillor L. Wallace Richmond 
Councillor A. Harrison 
Councillor C. Eliason 
Councillor K. Flynn 
Councillor A. Harrison 
Councillor K. Jamieson 

Chief Administrative Officer C. Bannister 
Corporate Officer E. Jackson 
Director of Engineering & Public Works R. Niewenhuizen 
Director of Development Services K. Pearson 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

Mayor Cooper called the meeting to order at 7:03 p.m. 

2. STAFF REPORTS 

1. Director of Development Services - Regulating Cannabis Retail Sales 

Received for information. 

3. PUBLIC INPUT 

C. Beadle, EDEN, 7101 - 51 Street NE, Canoe - suggested the moderately regulated option 
outlined in the staff report and would like a minimum distance between dispensaries. He would 
also suggest public consumption lounges in Salmon Arm. 

S. Smith, Salmon Arm - stated that retail sale of cannabis should not be permitted in the City of 
Salmon Arm. 

B. Neidergard, #19, 141 - 10 Avenue SE, Salmon Arm - shared concerns about the inability to 
smoke in public and advised that retail dispensaries not be located near schools but should be 
permitted near seniors centres. 
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M. Poulton, 1708 Dolphin Avenue, Kelowna - suggested that the retail dispensaries be allowed 
within the City in standardized retail outlets and should be 500 m from schools and other 
sensitive areas. He recommended that a policy be in place for variances between locations and 
that licenses be issued to dispensaries by way of lottery or on a first come first serve basis based 
on character of the applicant and no criminal background. 

C. McMillan, 2592 Alpen Para dies Road, Blind Bay - stated that it is important to have a distance 
of 250 m to 500 m between dispensaries and schools and that there should not be any distance 
requirements between dispensaries to give customers a choice. He has in excess of 800 signatures 
on a petition in support of retail outlets for cannabis. 

D. Dunlop, 6500 15 Avenue SW, Salmon Arm - outlined her concerns that dispensaries not be 
located near an area where addiction services are being offered. 

S. McCallum, 220 - 23 Sh'eet NE, Salmon Arm - stated that there shouldn't be a requirement for 
minimum distances between dispensaries and that the market will dictate how many outlets 
there are in the City. Retail outlets should be 500 m from schools and any addiction services. He 
inquired about where cannabis could be smoked. 

A. Pugh, 2271 - 8 Avenue SE, Salmon Arm - stated that retail outlets should be 500 m from 
schools and that dispensaries should be allowed in commercial zones and that the City should 
support local businesses instead of chain/franchise stores. 

R. Ganert, 3580 - 8 Avenue SE, Salmon Arm - stated that retail sale of cannabis should not be 
permitted in the City of Salmon Arm. He would like to see a Referendum and questionnaire to 
the taxpayers. He expressed concerns as to how much the sale of cannabis in the City will cost the 
taxpayers. 

Q. Foreman, 1671 - 30 Street NE, Salmon Arm - stated that cannabis dispensaries should be 
allowed in Salmon Arm in commercial zones located 250 m apart and 500 m from sensitive areas, 
taking into account access and transportation. He said that businesses should be local. 

K. Babcock, 3251 30 Street NE, Salmon Arm - spoke regarding proximity concerns. 

J. Ohm, Vernon - stated that he is a business owner located in a building with dispensaries and 
has experienced no negative issues and feels that there should not be a minimum distance 
requirement between dispensary locations. He suggested a committee be established to evaluate 
the stores and feels that restricting retail stores could increase illegal sales. 

J. Grieve, 114120 Avenue SE, Salmon Arm - stated that retail dispensaries should be permitted in 
Salmon Arm with no restriction as to location. 

C. McCoshen, 1451 - 1 Avenue NE, Salmon Arm - believes that retail dispensaries should be 
permitted in Salmon Arm under the moderately regulated approach. Also, dispensaries should 
be 1000 m distance from schools, daycares and addiction centres. 

D. Allard, 2190 6 Avenue NE, Salmon Arm - stated that retail dispensaries should be permitted 
in Salmon Arm in commercial zones with no minimum distance between outlets. He stated that 
retail dispensaries should be 100 m from schools and daycares. He feels that the City should take 
a position on illegally operated dispensaries. 
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G. Simms, 1788 Salmon River Road, Salmon Arm - stated that dispensaries should be permitted 
in Salmon Arm with a distance between retail stores of 300 m and that the sale of cannabis be 
resh·icted as to the proximity to schools. 

D. Shields, 551 Trans Canada Highway NE, Salmon Arm - stated that dispensaries should be 
allowed in Salmon Arm in commercial zones with no restrictions on distances between stores and 
no restrictions as to proximity to schools, daycares and/ or residential areas. 

4. ADJOURNMENT 

0167-2018 Moved: Councillor Flynn 
Seconded: Councillor Eliason 
THAT: the Special Council Meeting of April 16, 2018, be adjourned. 

The meeting adjourned at 8:43 p.m. 

Adopted by Council the 23 day of April, 2018. 

CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY 

CERTIFIED CORRECT: 

UE. JACKSON" 
CORPORATE OFFICER 

UN. COOPER" 
MAYOR 
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Summary of submissions to the City of Salmon Arm's website 
from 4/1/2018 - 5/1/2018 

Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the City of Salmon Arm? 

65 of65 Answered (100.0%) 

No (10 responses, 15.4%) 
Yes (55 responses, 84.6%) 

If yes to question above, where in the City should retail cannabis stores be 
allowed? 

50 of65 Answered (76.9%) See results at end as this was long answer. 

Should there be a minimum distance from cannabis retails stores and the 
following: 

49 of 65 Answered (75.4%) 

Daycares (39 responses, 60.0%) 
Health Centres (17 responses, 26.2%) 
Liquor Stores (7 responses, 10.8%) 
Other cannabis retail stores (13 responses, 20.0%) 
Residential Units/Properties (19 responses, 29.2%) 
Schools (44 responses, 67.7%) 

What should the distance be from other cannabis retail stores? 

54 of 65 Answered (83.1 %) 

1000m - 1500m (2 responses, 3.1 %) 
100m - 250m (7 responses, 10.8%) 
250m - 500m (9 responses, 13.8%) 
500m - 750m (9 responses, 13.8%) 
50m - 100m (21 responses, 32.3%) 
75 Om - 1000m (2 responses, 3.1 %) 
Greater than 1500m (4 responses, 6.2%) 

What should the distance be from schools? 

60 of 65 Answered (92.3%) 

1000m - 1500m (6 responses, 9.2%) 
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100m - 250m (5 responses, 7.7%) 
250m - 500m (5 responses, 7.7%) 
500m - 750m (11 responses, 16.9%) 
50m - 100m (11 responses, 16.9%) 
750m - 1000m (6 responses, 9.2%) 
Greater than 1500m (16 responses, 24.6%) 

What should the distance be from liquor stores? 

45 of65 Answered (69.2%) 

1000m - 1500m (4 responses, 6.2%) 
100m - 25 Om (2 responses, 3.1 %) 
250m - 500m (3 responses, 4.6%) 
500m - 750m (2 responses, 3.1 %) 
50m - 100m (30 responses, 46.2%) 
75 Om - 1000m (2 responses, 3.1 %) 
Greater than 1500m (2 responses, 3.1 %) 

What should the distance be from health centres? 

51 of65 Answered (78.5%) 

1000m - 1500m (3 responses, 4.6%) 
100m - 250m (4 responses, 6.2%) 
250m - 500m (4 responses, 6.2%) 
500m - 750m (5 responses, 7.7%) 
50m - 100m (23 responses, 35.4%) 
750m - 1000m (3 responses, 4.6%) 
Greater than 1500m (9 responses, 13.8%) 

What should the distance be from residential units/properties? 

52 of65 Answered (80.0%) 

1000m - 1500m (3 responses, 4.6%) 
100m - 25 Om (2 responses, 3.1 %) 
250m - 500m (6 responses, 9.2%) 
500m - 750m (5 responses, 7.7%) 
50m - 100m (23 responses, 35.4%) 
750m - 1000m (2 responses, 3.1 %) 
Greater than 1500m (11 responses, 16.9%) 

What should the distance be from daycares? 

57 of65 Answered (87.7%) 
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1000m - 1500m (6 responses, 9.2%) 
100m - 250m (4 responses, 6.2%) 
250m - 500m (4 responses, 6.2%) 
500m - 750m (12 responses, 18.5%) 
50m - 100m (10 responses, 15.4%) 
750m - 1000m (5 responses, 7.7%) 
Greater than 1500m (16 responses, 24.6%) 

where in the City should retail cannabis stores be allowed? 

Long Answer 

50 of65 Answered (76.9%) 

• 150 meters from schools, playgrounds, and places children frequent. 
• Anywhere 
• Anywhere away from schools and daycares 
• Anywhere other retail stores are. 
• In the C Zone 
• Industrial park area 
• industrial park. Not close to kids. There are is already a "fog forest" by Jackson where kids 
smoke weed and vape. 
• Not close to schools, parks, daycares, or any other area where there would be a large 
population of children. 
• out by the scrap yard - gp 
• Where they are 

• Any commercial building but well ventilated! 

• Anywhere 
• Anywhere 
• Anywhere away from school 
• Anywhere except near Middle/ high schools 
• I believe the same laws that apply to alcohol and liquor stores should be the same for cannabis. 
• Not close to schools, parks, daycares, or any other area where there would be a large 
population of children. 
• Should run under the same parameters as alcohol 
• These stores should be a minimum distance of 500 metres from a public park, so that people 
are not encouraged to go smoke in a park beside the playground. 
• Well populated area. Will be less likely to have break-ins. 

• Anywhere as it should be easy for all to access as it is medicine for lots 
• Anywhere except near Middle/ high schools 
• not near schools and not downtown. 
• on private land 
• Regular retail areas 
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• Retail areas 
• Retail cannabis stores should be allowed wherever it is zoned for commercial use. There 
should be no restrictions on distances to other cannabis retail stores or to schools and community 
organizations. There is very little evidence to suggest that these re 
• Should run under the same parameters as alcohol 
• The three commercial zones noted in the report. 
• These stores should be a minimum distance of 500 metres from a public park, so that people 
are not encouraged to go smoke in a park beside the playground. 

• Any where retail stores are allowed. Cannabis shouldn't be treated any different then liquor 
stores 
• anywhere as long as they aren't near schools 
• Away from public areas such as parks, retail businesses (malls as well as downtown areas) and 
obviously away from schools and play grounds. The number of outlets should be limkted to no 
more than 3, giving the size of our city area and population. 
• Everywhere 
• industrial park. Not close to kids. There are is already a "fog forest" by Jackson where kids 
smoke weed and vape. 
• Retail cannabis stores should be allowed wherever it is zoned for commercial use. There 
should be no restrictions on distances to other cannabis retail stores or to schools and community 
organizations. There is very little evidence to suggest that these re 
• Should run under the same parameters as alcohol 
• The three commercial zones noted in the report. 
• These stores should be a minimum distance of 500 metres from a public park, so that people 
are not encouraged to go smoke in a park beside the playground. 
• Well populated area. Will be less likely to have break-ins. 

• Any where retail stores are allowed. Cannabis shouldn't be treated any different then liquor 
stores 

• Anywhere 
• anywhere as long as they aren't near schools 
• Away from public areas such as parks, retail businesses (malls as well as downtown areas) and 
obviously away from schools and play grounds. The number of outlets should be limkted to no 
more than 3, giving the size of our city area and population. 
• Everywhere 
• on private land 
• Retail areas 
• Safe locations (well lit, easy to access, no back alleys, etc) but far away from locations where 
children are commonly present. Far from residential areas or parks/trails to discourage use on 
public property. 
• Where they are now is fine. 
• With in city limits only 
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May 8,2018 

City of Salmon Ann 
PO Box 40 
Salmon Arm BC 
VIE 4N2 

Attention: Kevin Pearson 
Director of Development Services 

Dear Sir: 

Re: Request for Input - Regulating Cannabis Retail Sales 

At the May 8th Board meeting of The Salmon Ann Economic Development Society 
(SAEDS), the Board of Directors reviewed available infonnation related to Bill C-4S, The 
Cannabis Act and passed the following motion regarding City of Salmon Ann regulations: 

"with regard to cannabis retail sales. the SAEDS board supports the moderately regulated 
approach that has been proposed by the City. Further, as an organization that supports 
private entelprise. the Board believes the market should be allowed to dictate the number 
and location of retail outlets. with no cap on total number. Notwithstanding. the SAEDS 
board respects and supports the establishment of exclusion zones for retail cannabis sales, 
based on proximity to vulnerable segments of the population. with the understanding that 
more discussion to clarifo the definition of "vulnerable" is necessafY. movingforward." -
All in favour, approved. 

We thank you for the opportunity to comment on regulating cannabis retails sales in Salmon 
Ann. 

~e~.,~1 
( Willa;~~;;Z 
"--&ttlmon Ann Economic Development Society 

PO Box 130 
20 Hudson Avenue NE 

Salmon Arm. Be V1E 4N2 

Tel: 250 833.0608 
Fax: 250833.0609 

www.saeds.ca 
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Kevin Pearson 

Director of Development Services 

City of Salmon Arm 

PO Box 40, Salmon Arm BC V1E 4N2 

April 26, 2018 

Dear Kevin 

RE: Cannabis Regulations 

downtown 
SALMON ARM 

In response to your request as outlined in an email, April 4, 2018, 

This is an opportunity for your organization to respond to potential municipal regulations and policies regarding the 
legalization of cannabis retail sales in Salmon Arm. A background report on where things are presently at and 
various options for City Council is attached, along with a public notice for a meeting on the topic scheduled for April 
16th• Council has endorsed (in prinCipal only) Option 2 mentioned in the staff report at this time. I will be accepting 
written responses to the end of this month. 

The Salmon Arm Downtown Improvement Association Board of Directors has provided responses to the 

following questions. Our responses are highlighted in RED. 

1) Should the retail sales of cannabis be permitted in the City of Salmon Arm? YES 

2) If yes to question 1) where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in 

commercial zones? Anywhere in commercial zones, C2 or C3 

3) if yes to question 1), should there be a minimum distance between cannabis retail stores? NO 

4) if yes to question i), should there be a minimum distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 

and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential units? YES, and mental health organizat ions 

5) If yes to questions 3) and 4), what should those distances be? Same as liquor stores, anywhere from 
250m-1000m 

Other question we pondered: 

6) Should we cap the number of stores within a geographical boundary (ie. Downtown Salmon Arm)? 
NO, laws of supply and demand will prevail 

We thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback. 

Respectfully 

Manager 

DOWNTOWN SALMON ARM 
250 SHUSWAP STREET NE, PO BOX 1928 

SALMON ARM, BRITISH COLUMBIA ViE 4P9 
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Denise Ackerman 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Kevin Pearson 
May-01-18 8:48 AM 
Denise Ackerman 

Subject: FW: Chamber Survey Results - Cannabis Retail Sales 
Attachments: Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales - Individual Responses Apr 2018.pdf; Chamber Survey

Cannabis Retail Sales Summary - Apr 2018.pdf 

From: Corryn Grayston [mailto:admin@sachamber.bc.ca] 
Sent: April 30, 2018 9:56 AM 
To: Kevin Pearson 
Cc: 'Harris, Fiona' (Fiona.Harris@interiorhealth .ca); Sunrise Business Development 
Subject: Chamber Survey Results - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Hi Kevin, 

As requested earlier, please find attached the results of our membership survey on Cannabis Retail Sales. 

We had 38 respondents in total and I've attached 2 .pdf documents (one which shows the yes / no responses and the 
second reflects the written responses from all 38 surveys). If you need clarification on any of this please don't hesitate to 
give me a call. 

Thanks very much for asking us to collect data and share back to the City - we appreciate being able to assist in this 
important issue. 

Corryn. 

Corryn Grayston 
General Manager 
Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce 
(250) 832-6247 
admin@sachamber.bc.ca 
www.sachamber.bc.ca 

1 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales SurveyMonkey 

01 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the City of Salmon 
Arm? 

Yes 

No 

ANSWER CHOICES 

Yes 

Answered: 36 Skipped: 2 

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

RESPONSES 

83.33% 
----------------------------------------------

No 16.67% 

Total Respondents: 36 

1 /6 

30 

6 
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Chamber Survey - Camlabis Retail Sales SurveyMonkey 

02 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed 
if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

2/6 
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Chamber Survey - 'CalU1abis Retail Sales SurveyMonkey 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum distance between 
cannabis retail stores? 

Answered: 32 Skipped: 6 

Yes 

No 

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

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES 

Yes 46.88% 
--------- ----------.-----------

No 53.13% 

Total Respondents: 32 

3/6 

15 

17 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales SmveyMonkey 

04 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum distance between a 
cannabis retail store and schools and/or other land uses such as 

daycares and residential units? 

Answered: 29 Skipped: 9 

-=- ~ 'L -..-, - -

Yes ........ -r', -

• T:.""" _ _" J 

No 

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

ANSWER CHOICES RESPONSES 

Yes 75.86% 22 

No 24.14% 7 

Total Respondents: 29 

4/6 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales SurveyMonkey 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

Answered: 20 Skipped: 18 

5/6 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales SurveyMonkey 

06 Additional Feedback or Comments? 
Answered' ~)j S~\pped: 18 

6/6 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#1 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 10:14:54 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:16:01 AM 

00:01:06 

24.71.42.162 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Anywhere 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

1/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#2 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:15:52 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:18:11 AM 

00:02:18 

24.67.56.20 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

anywhere 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

250m 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

It is coming our way no matter what. Keep it away from schools. The free market will sort out which stores will survive. 

2/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#3 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:13:17 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 10:19:06 AM 

00:05:48 

204.239.148.2 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Should only be permitted in commercial zones. Also number of cannabis outlets in Salmon Arm should be restricted to four outlets. 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

minimum of 1 kilometre between stores 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

minimum of 1 kilometre between cannabis outlet and 

schools or daycares and residential units 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

minimum of 1 kilometre 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

Should be a restriction on the number of cannabis retails outlets in Salmon Arm. Should be restricted to four outlets. 

3/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#4 

Collector: 
Started: 
Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 
Tuesday, April 17, 2018 10:18:05 AM 
Tuesday, April 17, 201810:32:21 AM 

00:14:15 
50.98.170.173 

SurveyMonkey 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Any where Alcohol is sold should be fine 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

Same rules to where Alcohol is sold should apply 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

As before, you can't have a pub right beside a School so 

why a Cannabis retail store. Grow op is a different matter, it 

might be a good way to raise money for the PAC. Small 

operation, have the stUdents do the cultivation, marketing 

and sales. Out door learning and Business training all in one 

subject. 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

Same as Pubs and Alcohol retail outlets 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

4/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#5 

Collector: 

Started: 
Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:20:51 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:36:22 AM 

00:15:31 

24.67.48.170 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

away from schools, care centres/drop in for vulnerable people, care homes, 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

No, 

Other (please 

specify): 

most stores will not want to be close together anyways. 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

3km 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

5/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#6 

Collector: 
Started: 
Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 
Tuesday, April 17, 2018 10:33:35 AM 
Tuesday, April 17, 201810:36:40 AM 

00:03:04 
24.71.34.173 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SmveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

At government liquer stores only 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

Cannabis should follow all the laws of alcohol and gambling. No possession under 19 years of age. 

6/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#7 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:36:59 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:44:36 AM 

00:07:36 
24.67.46.254 

SurveyMonkey 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

It is a commercial venture therefore in designated commercial spaces. If a liquor store is allowed in the location then a cannabis retail 

store should be allowed in the location. 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

No, 

Other (please 

specify): 

I do feel they should not be side by side. but a block or 2 

difference would be good. 

Other (please 

specify): 

If according to bylaws - a liquor store is allowed to be in the 

space then I do not see a difference in a cannabis retail 

store being allowed. 

Respondent skipped this question 

I read the proposed not allowing cannabis retail store on the highway commercial east of town. How does this area differ to the area 

west of town? If a liquor store is allowed - then what is the difference? 

7/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#8 

Collector: 

Started: 
Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 10:39:23 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:52:45 AM 

00:13:22 

207.194.50.2 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

commercial zones as long as there are no sensitive (rehab) facilities nearby 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

1000 meters min. 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

If a cannabis store is choosing to open near a school I would seriously question who it is they are targeting and what their intentions are. 

There are ample choices of where to open in commercial areas away from schools and or sensitive facilities such as a rehab center. 

There needs to be consultation with First Nation properties to be sure they are on the same side as the City. There is no point in forming 

policies and regulations if First Nations can circumvent those policies and regulations within our City boundaries. If there is a public 

safety issue then everyone needs to be aware of them and follow the same rules. They should not be able to open near Day Care and 

elementary schools. 

Stores currently selling illegally should not be automatically granted a permit. 

8/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#9 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 10:54:39 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 10:55:02 AM 

00:00:22 

24.67.52.225 

Page ·1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the No 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail Respondent skipped this question 
stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial 
zones? 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent stdpped this question 

9/40 

SurveyMonkey 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#10 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Linl<) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 10:57:53 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201810:59:12 AM 

00:01:19 

50.98.170.33 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonlcey 

02 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

c2 c3 c6 comprehensive development zones 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

No 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

100 M 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

100 M 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

Have Council determine Cultivation and Processing zoning etc 

10/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#11 

Collector: 
Started: 
Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 11:00:11 AM 
Tuesday, April 17, 2018 11 :00:47 AM 

00:00:35 
136.179.21.82 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the No 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail Respondent skipped this question 
stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial 
zones? 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

11 /40 

SurveyMonkey 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#12 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 11 :01 :35 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201811:06:02 AM 

00:04:27 
99.199.187.171 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Similar to liquor stores. In the downtown core and other commercially zoned areas 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

Not within a 5 block radius 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

I believe they should be viewed similar to liquor stores in terms of how many are in our community and where they are situated. 

12/40 



73

Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#13 

Collector: 
Started: 
Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201811:07:34 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201811:24:53 AM 

00:17:18 

66.171.103.40 

SurveyMonkey 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

01 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

02 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Allow the market to drive locations, however avoid "closed" indoor locations such as Centenoka or Picadilly malls. The 3 existing shops 

appear to be good examples of appropriate location type. 

03 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

While there may be some argument for some clustering, the 

potential to create a "cannabis strip" is not aligned with the 

eXisting Salmon Arm environment. The minimum distance 

between stores should not be onerous. Based on the 

recommendations provided by city staff, a minimum distance 

of 150m-250m seems acceptable. More than 250m would be 

excessive considering the relatively small geographic area 

zoned for commercial activity. Variances should be issued 

for existing cannabis retail shops should the new bylaw 

implement proximity distances that cause the existing shops 

to be in contravention of the bylaw. 
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Chamber Smvey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

SmveyMonkey 

Yes to schools - with the suggested 500m looking 

reasonable. With respect to daycares and residential care 

units, the data provided in the staff report would indicate that 

setting a minimum distance in these cases is not practical. 

That said, perhaps a short distance of 50m to 100m might 

be workable. I don't feel it would be desirable for a cannabis 

shop to be sited adjacent to a daycare. Given the growing 

medical use of cannabis for a broad range of purposes, I 

would suggest that siting a shop adjacent to or within a 

residential care building would be acceptable. 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

See written comments on questions 3 & 4 

While there may be some argument for some clustering, the potential to create a "cannabis strip" is not aligned with the existing Salmon 

Arm environment. 

The minimum distance between stores should not be onerous. Based on the recommendations provided by city staff, a minimum 

distance of 150m-250m seems acceptable. More than 250m would be excessive considering the relatively small geographic area 

zoned for commercial activity. 

Variances should be issued for existing cannabis retail shops should the new bylaw implement proximity distances that cause the 

existing shops to be in contravention of the bylaw. 

Yes to schools - with the suggested 500m looking reasonable. 

With respect to daycares and residential care units, the data provided in the staff report would indicate that setting a minimum distance 

in these cases is not practical. That said, perhaps a short distance of 50m to 100m might be workable. 

I don't feel it would be desirable for a cannabis shop to be sited adjacent to a daycare. 

Given the growing medical use of cannabis for a broad range of purposes, I would suggest that siting a shop adjacent to or within a 

residential care building would be acceptable. 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

14/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#14 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 11 :23:18 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201811:25:25 AM 

00:02:06 

24.71.42.162 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

01 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

02 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Limited stores within Salmon Arm. 

03 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

04 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

05 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

Same restrictions as liquor stores. 

06 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

15/40 
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Chamber Survey - Catll1abis Retail Sales 

#15 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201811:24:51 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 11 :29:30 AM 

00:04:39 
24.67.57.224 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Regular retail zones - not highway commercial. Town Centre, Neighbourhood, General retail 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent sldpped this question 

16/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#16 

Collector: 

Started: 
Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 10:59:26 AM 

Tuesday, April 17. 2018 11 :34:04 AM 

00:34:38 
184.71.114.82 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

anywhere liquor sales are allowed. 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

No 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

minimum requirements as liquor stores or even further from 

those places. 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

same as liquor store distances. 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

Since cannabis aroma is stronger and more offensive than tobacco smoke, I hope the city has more stringent laws and enforcement for 

where it can be smoked. 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#17 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 11 :38:20 AM 

Tuesday, April 17, 201811:44:17 AM 

00:05:57 
198.96.178.33 

SurveyMonkey 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

anywhere liquor stores are. 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

No, 

Other (please 

specify): 

i think general successful business structure will win out. 

opening a business across the street from an established 

competitor would result in you business failing. 

No, 

Other (please 

specify): 

just follow the same rules used for placing liqour stores. why 

is this even a discussion? 

Respondent skipped this question 

i feel this is making a big deal out of nothing. if cannabis/marijuana is legal. then it is LEGAL. attempting to unduly restrict it because of 

outmoded beliefs will result in lawsuits. regulate it the same as opening a liqour store. those rules are established and tested. and then 

move on with your day. 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#18 

Collector: 
Started: 
Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201811:58:05 AM 
Tuesday, April 17, 201811:59:14 AM 

00:01:09 
184.151.231.72 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the No 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail Respondent skipped this question 
stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial 
zones? 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

19/40 

SurveyMonkey 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#19 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201812:12:27 PM 
Tuesday, April 17, 2018 12:20:27 PM 
00:08:00 
24.67.38.152 

SurveyMonkey 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Anywhere alcohol can be sold 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

No, 

Other (please 

specify): 

Is there a minimum distance for alcohol retailers? This 

should be the same for cannabis. 

No, 

Other (please 

specify): 

If children in daycare are buying weed then we have far 

bigger issues. Cigarettes are sold very close to schools, but 

the owners of these businesses are diligent about making 

sure that kids don't buy cigarettes. At the end of the day, if 

kids are going to look for weed they will buy it somewhere, 

better for it to be quality controlled and free of other drugs 

which then further eliminated the black market. 

Respondent skipped this question 

Allow the dispensaries currently operating to sell the marijuana - they are educated about their product and will not sow misinformation. 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#20 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201812:32:50 PM 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 12:35:42 PM 

00:02:51 

24.67.50.210 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

01 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

02 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

In the same areas where they are currently located. 

03 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

04 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

05 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those 
distances be? 

06 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

No 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

Daycare and schools are a no brainer. 

Respondent skipped this question 

Respondent skipped this question 

21/40 



82

Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#21 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 12:37:52 PM 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 12:38:45 PM 

00:00:52 

184.71.114.162 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the No 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail Respondent skipped this question 
stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial 
zones? 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

22/40 

SurveyMonkey 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#22 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 201812:54:41 PM 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 12:59:54 PM 

00:05:12 

24.71.42.162 

SurveyMonkey 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

01 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

02 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Zones as per business licenses, retail zones. 

03 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

04 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

05 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

Suggest similar to the provincial liquor outlet sales, this will 

enable the City to regulate the number in the City. Not sure 

on the distance between shops 250 meters? Don't want to 

see one on every corner, or maybe they should all be on one 

street? Hard question to make the correct decision on. 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

Having said that what is the real difference, people will get it 

and then take to schools if that is what their mission is. 

Respondent skipped this question 

Respondent skipped this question 

23/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#23 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 1:28:53 PM 

Tuesday, April 17, 20181:47:57 PM 

00:19:04 

24.71.51.29 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Other (please 

specify): 

SurveyMonkey 

I am not happy about retail cannabis sale anywhere, but if it 

has to happen, then in the City offers more control than in 

the woods, up a mountain. 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Not in the primary shopping zones because of subsidiary 'lurking' putting shoppers off walking around downtown. Significant time and 

resources have been allocated to creating a welcoming downtown area that attracts shoppers and visitors alike. It would be a shame to 

waste that. 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

250m at minimum. 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

If there has to be a medical marijuana dispensary in the city, then there should be one only for this size of city - at most two, one at 

either end, possibly. 

24/40 
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, 
Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#24 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 20181:48:31 PM 
Tuesday, April 17, 20181:51:44 PM 

00:03:13 

24.67.37.61 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the No 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

INDUSTRIAL AREAS ONLY 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Other (please 

specify): 

ABSOLUTUEL Y--

Other (please 

specify): 

AWAY FROM RESIDENTIAL AND PUBLIC PLACES - 5 

MILES 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

5 MILES 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

WE ARE PLAYING WITH OUR CHILDRENS LIVES. 

KEEP THE STUFF OUT OF OUR AREA. 

25/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#25 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 20181:58:39 PM 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 2:35:41 PM 

00:37:01 

24.71.32.167 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

There should be a new commercial zoning created for cannabis sales - this would prevent a current retailer from "just deciding to carry" 

products and will permit the surrounding businesses a chance to voice concerns they may have upon the rezoning application. This 

condition could even be a temporary one with a 10 year sunset clause - as we currently do not have enough information to know how 

legalization will affect business. 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

#3 - 200m 

#4 - 50 Om 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

There are several time a year the downtown is closed to traffic as we invite families. Salty Street Fest, Fall Fair Parade, & Downtown 

Hallowe'en Treat Trail. These stores should NOT be located on streets that are affected by these events. I hope we can all agree that 

children should not be exposed to these products unless under the supervision of medical care. So in order to lessen chance of 

exposure these retailers should be outside of the main downtown core. 

I would NOT like to see a limit on the number of stores permitted - providing they fall within the proximity guidelines. Let the market 

forces decide what stores will survive and which ones will not. 

26/40 
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, 
Chamber Survey - Cammbis Retail Sales 

#26 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 3:28:03 PM 
Tuesday, April 17, 2018 3:30:28 PM 
00:02:24 
24.71.37.189 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

anywhere commercial retail stores are currently operating. no restrictions 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

retail is retail, business is business, treat them all the same 

27/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#27 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 20184:27:50 PM 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 4:34:34 PM 

00:06:44 

165.225.36.61 

SurveyMonkey 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

02 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Anywhere a typical retail store is permitted 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

04 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

No, 

Other (please 

specify): 

I would leave it up to the store owner to determine how close 

they want to be to the next cannabis store. I believe this is 

the same choice that all other types retail stores have to 

make when considering their potential location. 

No, 

Other (please 

specify): 

As long as the minimum age to purchase cannabis is the 

legal age of 19, it doesn't matter where the cannabis retail 

store is opened. It does, of course, have to be within the 

proper zoning for a retail store. 

Respondent skipped this question 

Respondent skipped "this question 

28/40 
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Chamber Survey - CalU1abis Retail Sales 

#28 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 7:29:25 PM 
Tuesday, April 17, 2018 7:54:25 PM 
00:25:00 
75.156.1.174 

SurveyMonkey 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

01 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

02 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Any retail stores with a distance from schools 

03 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

04 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

05 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those 
distances be? 

No, 

Other (please 

specify): 

Competition will quickly make less profitable stores close 

and keep the numbers in check, just as having x many 

grocery stores means that another is unlikely to open or 

someone who does not want to put in the capital (Safeway In 

my grocery example) will close. 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

From schools only. If the area is zoned retail who cares how 

close it is to residential unless the odour is not being 

managed and the bylaw could enforce closure for these 

reasons. Why prohibit a store close to a home and make 

people travel further to buy. Would we do this with a grocery 

store? Why worry about day cares? It is not as if the kids are 

going to buy cannabis to smoke before nap time. 

Respondent skipped this question 

29/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales SurveyMonkey 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

While we are at it, if we allow multiple cannabis retailers, why not multiple liquor stores, why create a lottery system or distance between 

them versus encouraging competition. We wouldn't regulate not allowing a bank to open next door. Cannabis retailers should be 

allowed in a liquor store or beside a liquor store. Why make customers travel longer distance, burn more gas, to buy them different 

products. 

30/40 
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, Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#29 

Collector: 
Started: 
Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 9:48:26 PM 

Tuesday, April 17, 2018 9:50:52 PM 

00:02:25 

24.71.40.130 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Respondent skipped this question 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail Respondent skipped this question 
stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial 
zones? 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

31/40 

SurveyMonkey 
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Chamber Survey - Camlabis Retail Sales 

#30 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 7:56:27 AM 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 8:06:36 AM 

00:10:08 

75.156.3.178 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

01 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonlcey 

02 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Not in malls or near schools or recreation areas. At present we have 2 locations that are well located. 

03 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

04 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

IT SHOULD MAYBE BE LIKE OUR LIQUOR OUTLETS. 

THIS WOULD BE WISER FOR THEM. If they want to 

compete side by side there is ussually a loser. 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

There is no reason in this community for them to be 

anywhere near any family activities. 

05 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

Out of site and walking distance. 

06 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

This is inevitable.We need to have control from the start. 

32/40 
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, Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#31 

Collector: 
Started: 
Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 
Wednesday, April 18, 20188:08:18 AM 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 8:09:21 AM 
00:01 :02 

207.6.66.209 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

in commercial zones 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q41f yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

similar to liquor stores 

Other (please 

specify): 

unsure 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

u/r 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

33/40 
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Chamber Survey -' Cannabis Retail Sales 

#32 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 8:53:20 AM 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 8:58:29 AM 

00:05:08 

24.67.48.57 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Only in strictly commercial areas. No located near schools, playgrounds or residential areas. 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

On two stores within 150 meters. 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

200meters 

Respondent skipped this question 

Consumption (smoking) should be severely restricted to minimize (eliminate) second hand smoke. 

34/40 
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, 
Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#33 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 
Wednesday, April 18, 2018 10:39:36 AM 

Wednesday, April 18, 201810:46:47 AM 
00:07:11 

173.183.92.111 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Retail stores should be allowed in all zones allowing retail businesses including shopping centres. 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

Between cannabis stores, the same guidelines that are in place for liquor outlets. 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

35/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#34 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 12:28:07 PM 

Wednesday, April 18, 201812:31 :01 PM 

00:02:53 
173.183.92.198 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey . 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

Downtown or in strip malls, not in covered malls. Put them places where young people don't naturally congregate - i.e. where people 

need to go there intentionally. 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

500 metres 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

Use similar criteria as for liquor stores. 

36/40 
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" 
C Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#35 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 2:26:28 PM 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 2:28:18 PM 

00:01:50 

24.67.49.251 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

In the same types of areas as liquor stores 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum No 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Yes 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

Not sure. The same as liquor stores. 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

People use the product already. It is better to have it regulated and taxed. 

37/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#36 

Collector: 

Started: 

Last Modified: 

Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 4:30:08 PM 

Wednesday, April 18, 2018 4:32:23 PM 

00:02:14 

108.172.223.236 

Page '1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonkey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

NOT ON HIGHWAY, NOT ON HUDSON OR ALEXANDER 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

200 METRES 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

SAME AS ALCOHOL 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

200 METRE OR SAME AS ALCOHOL 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? 

200 METRE RADIUS EFFECTIVELY LIMITS HOW MANY STORES CAN EXIST, WITHOUT UNDULY RESTRICTING FUTURE 

GROWTH 

38/40 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#37 

Collector: 

Started: 
Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 

IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Thursday, April 19, 2018 1 :53:55 PM 

Thursday, April 19, 20181:54:41 PM 

00:00:45 

165.225.36.120 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the No 
City of Salmon Arm? 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail Respondent skipped this question 
stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial 
zones? 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q41f yes to question #1 should there be a minimum Respondent skipped this question 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those Respondent skipped this question 
distances be? 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

39/40 

SurveyMonkey 
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Chamber Survey - Cannabis Retail Sales 

#38 

Collector: 
Started: 

Last Modified: 
Time Spent: 
IP Address: 

Web Link 1 (Web Link) 

Sunday, April 22, 201812:41:03 PM 

Sunday, April 22, 2018 12:42:22 PM 

00:01:19 

185.92.25.115 

Page 1: Salmon Arm Chamber of Commerce - Cannabis Retail Sales 

Q1 Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the Yes 
City of Salmon Arm? 

SurveyMonlcey 

Q2 If yes to question #1 where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is permitted in commercial zones? 

same rules as liquor stores 

Q3 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between cannabis retail stores? 

Q4 If yes to question #1 should there be a minimum 
distance between a cannabis retail store and schools 
and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential 
units? 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

Same rules as liquor stores 

Yes, 

Other (please 

specify): 

Same rules as liquor stores 

Q5 If yes to questions #3 and #4 what should those distances be? 

Same as liquor stores 

Q6 Additional Feedback or Comments? Respondent skipped this question 

40/40 
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Interior Health 
~ P""~OIt, ma1IeM 

April 30, 2018 

Kevin Pearson, 
. Director of Development Services 
City of Salmon Arm 
P,O. Box 40,500 - 2nd Avenue NE 
Salmon Arm, BC VOE 4N2 

Dear Kevin Pearson: 

RE: Regulating Cannabis Retail Sales 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments about options for regulating cannabis retail sales. 

Unfortunately at this time, we do not have any comments to offer, Interior Health recognizes that 

'cannabis retail sales' is an evolving topic area. We are currently researching and communicating with 

our internal and provincial colleagues to better understand potential health impacts of cannabis retail 

sales. 

A resource which you may find useful is "Medical Health Officer Recommendations Recreational 

Cannabis Access & Use" (February 13, 2018) prepared by Dr, Tyler, Dr, Padhi and Dr Schwandt of Fraser 

Health (see attached). 

Sincerely, 

?lJf-
Anita Ely, CPHI(C) 

Environmental Health Officer 

AE/ae 

Bus: 250-833-4114 Fax: 250-833-4117 

Anita .ely@interiorhealth.ca 

www.interiorhealth.ca 

Population Health 
85116 St NE, Box 627 

Salmon Arm, Be ViE 4N7 
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Medical Health Officer Recommendations 
Recreational Cannabis Access & Use 

..... 

Population and Public Health 
Prepared By: Dr. Ingrid Tyler, Dr. Shovita Padhi , & Dr. Michael Schwandt 

February 13, 2018 

• 

l\7' fraserhealth 
Better health. Best in health care. 
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Recommendations to Support Municipal 
Bylaw Development Regulating Cannabis 
Access and Use 
Citation: Tyler I, Schwandt M, Padhi S. 2018. Recommendations to support 
municipal bylaw development regulating cannabis access and use. Fraser 
Health Authority 

Purpose 

The purpose of this document is to ensure a consistent message is delivered when engaging with 
stakeholders with respect to issues on cannabis legalization. It provides recommendations compiled 
and approved by the Fraser Health Medical Health Officers (FHMHOs), based on limited cannabis 
research, experience from other jurisdictions, tobacco and alcohol policy, and other public health 
eVidence. The focus of this document is to support recommendations and communication with FH 
municipalities; however issues under provincial and federal jurisdictions are also discussed. Currently, 
these recommendations do not address the cultivation or processing of cannabis products, but rather 
focus on accessibility, marketing and use. A summary table at the end of the document lists 
recommendations . 

..___Context 

The 2008-2012 Canadian Alcohol and Drug Use Monitoring Survey report prevalence rates in BC for 
the past year cannabis use to be at 13.8% and lifetime use at 48.7%. DOAP (2014) report lifetime 
cannabis use among adults in Fraser East (41.4%) Fraser North (44.6%) and Fraser South (45.6%).1 
McCreary Center Society adolescent health survey (2013) indicated a lifetime cannabis use among 
youth is approximately 26% provincially. Among those who had tried cannabis, the most common age 
for first doing so was 14 years (24%).2 

Legalization of cannabis on July 01, 2018 was introduced by the federal government with 
multijurisdictional responsibility for implementation. Legalization is a public health approach which 
allows the introduction of various measures to control access, control quality, and reduce harm from 
substances. FHMHOs support a public health approach to cannabis access and use, including 
an appropriate level of market regulation required to protect and promote health while 
maintaining access at levels that reduce stigma and criminal activity. Some benefits of 
legalization include reduction of unsafe environments created by illegal distribution, decreased use of 
illegal substances and reduced enforcement costs. Some risks of increase legal access includes 
increased in impaired driving, increases in cannabis use disorders and increased poisonings, each of 
these issues with health system and social costs. 

1 BC Drug Use Epidemiology 2014. http://www.bccdc.ca/resource
galieryjDocumentsjStatistics%20and%20ResearchjPublicationsjEpidjOtherjFinalDOAPReport2014.pdf 
2 From Hastings Street to Haida Gwaii: Provincial results of the 2013 Be Adolescent Health Survey. https:ljwww.mcs.bc.ca/2013 AHS Reports 

2 

February 20, 2018 

Medical Health Officer Recommendations re: Recreational Cannabis Access and Use 
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Tobacco and alcohol are already established as legal substances for sale in Canada. Regulatory 
frameworks controlling access, sales, and public consumption exist for these substances. Health 
promotion messaging focuses on cessation and limiting consumption and respectively. According to 
2015 Canadian Community Health Survey data, 14.5% of British Columbians continue to smoke, 
which translates to nearly 700,000 people.3 Nearly eighty percent of British Columbians (76%) report 
currently drinking alcohol, with 23% reporting regular drinking above the Low-Risk Drinking Guidelines 
(LRDG) (monthly or more often).4 CARBC estimates "'25,000 hospital admissions and "'1,300 deaths 
attributable to alcohol in BC in 2014. While Be's smoking rate is one of the lowest in Canada, overall 
consumption level for alcohol is increasing substantially in BC compared to other provinces. 

Current regulatory frameworks for tobacco and alcohol can inform our best advice to policy makers 
however, it is acknowledged that there is a relative lack of information on the health and social 
consequences of cannabis legalization. As an overarching principle, FHMHOs recommend strict 
regulations of cannabis sale distribution and marketing as supported by evidence from 
current regulatory frameworks, which could be rolled back as health and safety information 
becomes available. 

Recommendations 

1. Delay initiation of use: 

Based on the increased likelihood of developing adverse health, education and social 
outcomes when using cannabis before age 25, FH-MHOs recommend: 

1.1 Initiation of cannabis use should be delayed as long as possible 

The Government of BC has announced that the minimum age to possess, purchase and consume 
cannabis at 19 years old. A minimum age of 19 is consistent with B.C.'s minimum age for alcohol and 
tobacco and with the age of majority in B.C. This outcome is consistent with FH-PPH recommendations 
to the Solicitor General in November 2017. 

However, deferring cannabis use at least until after adolescence is advised5 . Some research suggests 
that users who start young are more likely to develop related mental health and education problems, 
or experience injuries or other substance use problems. A contributing factor may be the impact of 
cannabis use on brain development, which is not completed until the mid-20s. The younger a person 
is when starting cannabis use, the greater the likelihood of developing health problems that are also 
more severe. Therefore, any reduction in use, particularly high risk use, is advised, particularly in 
those less than 25 years of age. 

3 Annual Report 2015 BC Vital Statistics Agency. Smoking Attributable Mortality; https://www2.gov.bc.ca/assets/gov/birth-adoption-death
marriage-and-divorce/statistics-reports/annual-reports/2015/pdf/annual-report-2015.pdf (page 52) BC Vital Statistics 
4 CPHO report on alcohol consumption in Canada (2015) http://healthycanadians.gc.ca/publications/department-ministere/state-public-health
alcohol-2015-etat-sante-publique-alcool/alt/state-phac-alcohol-2015-etat-aspc-alcool-eng.pdf 
5 Canadas lower Risk Cannabis Use Guidelines. CAMH (2017) 
https://www.camh.ca/en/research/news_and_publications/reports_and_books/Documents/lRCUG.KT.ProfessionaI.15June2017.pdf 
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2. Reduce exposure to environmental smoke: 

Based on the principle of denormalization and knowledge that exposure/inhalation to the 
products of combustion are likely to lead to health effects FHMHOs recommend: 

2.1 No smoking/vaping in outdoor public spaces such as parks, recreational 
areas and beaches 

2.2 No smoking/vaping in multi-unit dwellings 
2.3 No smoking/vaping lounges (including mobile venues) 

Exposure to environmental tobacco smoke has been shown to have negative health effects. Smoking 
tobacco in fully or substantially enclosed public places (buildingr structure or vehicle)r and workplaces 
(building r structure or vehicle) is prohibited through provincial legislation. CurrentlYr tobacco smoking 
bylaws in FH communities varYr with most (but not all) communities prohibiting smoking in outdoor 
public spaces and all FH communities continuing to allow smoking in multi-unit dwellings. 

At minimumr municipalities should be encouraged to align their cannabis smoking policy to current 
tobacco policy. Opportunities may exist to further limit exposure to all form of ETS (tobacco and 
cannabis) through recommendations to limit smoking in MUDsr enclosed vehicles with minorrs present 
and outdoor public spaces where such regulations do not already exist. In this waYr all smoking would 
be limited to private spacesr preferably well ventilatedr outdoor private spaces. It is recognized that 
access to private spaces may not be equitably distributed in society. Enforcement of regulations 
related to smoking in public spaces should take this into account. 

The Canadian government plans to make edible cannabis products publically available in July 2019. 
While edible cannabis products reduce potential risks associated with involuntary exposure/ inhalation 
of the products of combustion which are likely to lead to health effectsr risks of 
overconsumption/poisoningr delayed onset of effect and intoxication exist with edible products. If 
edibles are proposed as an alternative to reduce environmental smoke exposurer these risks must be 
discussed. 

Limiting public consumption of tobacco and cannabis can also support de-normalization of smoking 
practice and reduce smoking in youth. The tobacco literature shows that clean indoor air laws 
targeting public places that youths tend to congregate (e.g. concertsr sporting eventsr mallsr and 
public transportation) are associated with reduced initiation and self-reported use of cigarettes among 
children and adolescents. Even broad workplace clean indoor air laws (affecting restaurants and the 
like) have been shown to influence the smoking behavior of youths by influencing antismoking norms. 
By limiting where cannabis can be consumedr regulators can reduce the exposure youths have to 
cannabisr perhaps making it less normative and more likely that youths delay initiation or never start 
at all.6 

6. Developing public health regulations for Marijuana: lessons from alcohol and tobacco. AJPH. 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC4062005/ 
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3. Restrict marketing of cannabis products: 

Based on the principle of de-normalizing cannabis use and restricting youth access to 
substances, FH-MHOs recommend: 

3.1 Prohibit exterior display, advertisement, or promoted in a manner that is 
visible or accessible to minors, 

3.1.1 No marketing to minors, including signage, online, product 
appearance (e.g. candies aren't attractive or look like regular 
candy), sponsorship and other venues. 

3.1.2 Restrictions on the display, advertisement and promotion of 
tobacco and vapour products, including restrictions on the 
promotion or advertisement of tobacco or vapour products outside 
the retail store, including exterior signage, sandwich boards, flyers 
and sign spinners. 

3.2 Packaging restrictions, including: 
3.2.1 Plain, child proof packaging. 
3.2.2 Limiting dose per package. 
3.2.3 Labelling of THC content on all products, including edibles. 
3.2.4 "Warning labels" on packages and in stores. 

Advertising and packaging of cannabis products is under federal and provincial jurisdiction. Retail 
location and rules are under provincial and municipal legislation. Current tobacco legislation includes 
plain packaging, restrictions on the display, advertisement and promotion of tobacco and vapour 
products, warning labels and marketing to minors. One of the gaps with regards to advertising and 
promotion under the TVPCA and TVPCR is that there are currently no restrictions on the promotion or 
advertisement of tobacco or vapour products outside the retail store, including exterior signage, 
sandwich boards, flyers and sign spinners. At minimum, all jurisdictions should seek to restrict 
marketing of cannabis as per the current tobacco policy. Opportunities may exist to further limit 
marketing to youth and promotion or advertisement of tobacco or vapour products outside the retail 
store, though municipal regulation of exterior signage, sandwich boards, flyers and sign spinners. 

Unlike tobacco, cannabis can be consumed in edible form requiring specific restrictions to the sale and 
marketing of edible products, including product appearance (e.g. candies aren't attractive or look like 
regular candy), and package labelling for a variety of edible products. Warning labels on edible 
products will require standardized messaging unique to this method of consumption. 

4. Restrict accessibility to sales: 

Based on the likelihood that with making access more challenging, overall consumption 
would be reduced, FH-MHOs recommend: 

4.1 Do not sell cannabis with tobacco or alcohol 
Maintain BCLCB as distributor only 

4.2. Regulate siting and density of cannabis outlets 
Retailers not to be within 600 meters of schools, recreation centres and other 
areas where youth frequent. 
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4.3 Limit hours of sale 
• At minimum, hours of sale should mirror current alcohol policy, however 

stricter limits would provide health and safety benefits. 

4.4 Ensure all recommendation restricting, age, hours of sale, price, packaging, 
marketing and any other relevant recommendation apply to any online sales of 
cannabis. 

The B.C. government announced that the wholesale distribution of recreational cannabis will be 
handled by the government's Liquor Distribution Branch (LOB). FH-MHOs strongly recommend against 
selling cannabis in the same locations as tobacco or alcohol. The potential risk of increasing co-use of 
the products is an important concern as retail co-locations might be seen to condone and encourage 
co-use of cannabis and alcohol, which is particularly dangerous with respect to impaired driving. In 
addition, placing and selling cannabis in liquor stores would lead to a larger proportion of the 
population being exposed to displayed cannabis products, including many who might not otherwise 
encounter it.7 BCLCB should be maintained as a distributer only, with retail cannabis locations being 
separate from current alcohol and tobacco sales. 

Retail location is under both provincial and municipal jurisdiction. FH-MHOs recommend that individual 
retail locations should be located at least 600 meters from schools recreation centres and other areas 
where youth frequent. Based on research to determine the distance of fast food outlets from schools, 
600m was determined to be a distance that that the students were less likely to walk because the 
round trip would be 30min. In addition, cannabis and alcohol retail and be sited at a minimum density 
of 300 meters from each other. US jurisdictions have allowed municipalities to lower the distance 
between retail outlets to 100 feet (30 meters) at their discretion. This exemption does not apply to 
schools, playgrounds and sensitive users, for which Colorado, Portland, Seattle), limit the distance at 
1000 feet (300 meters). 

Evidence shows that limiting hours of sale for alcohol prevent excessive alcohol consumption and 
related harms. The Community Guide concluded that increasing hours of sale by 2 or more hours 
increased vehicle crash injuries, emergency room admissions, and alcohol-related assault and injury.s 
Policies limiting hours of sale may apply to outlets that sell alcohol for consumption at the place of 
purchase (on-premises outlets, such as bars or restaurants) or elsewhere (off-premises outlets, such 
as liquor stores). Public health has called for stricter regulation on the sale and availability of alcohol in 
BC. 9 Currently, liquor sales are currently limited to the hours of 9AM-llPM for most outlets. Store 
managers can change hours of sale within these limits. CannabiS sales should have similar or stricter 
limits. In US jurisdictions some municipalities have further limited hours of sale locally (Denver). 

licensing for online sales of alcohol is currently within provincial jurisdiction. FHMHOs recommend that 

all recommendations to sales and marketing be applied to online sales. Currently BC regulations limiting 
online sale and delivery of alcohol are less prohibitive then other jurisdictions (e.g. Ontario), which are 

limited to government sales. 

7 Public health perspectives on cannabis policy and regulation. UPHN. http://uphn.ca/wp-content/uploads/2016/10/Chief-MOH-UPHN-
Cannabis-Perspectives-Final-Sept-26-2016.pdf . 
8 Comm unity Guid e. https://www.thecommunityguide. org/sites/ default/files/assets/ Alcoh 01-Lim its-H ou rs-Sa Ie .pdf 
9 Public health approach to alcohol policy (2008.) http://www.health.gov.bc.ca/library/publications/year/2008/alcoholpolicyreview.pdf 
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5. Limit single purchase amounts though packaging and price 

Based on the likelihood that concentration of product made available at one time would 
reduce use and reduce risk of overdose: 

5.1 Limit amount that could be sold in one encounter (e.g. 100 mg equivalent of 
THe). 

5.2 Limit serving size to 10mg. 

5.3 Set appropriate price point through regulation and taxation. 

Smart serve programs across all provinces function to support compliance with regulations and limit 
intoxication. Most smart serve programs limit one's ability to buy 2 drinks at one time. Smart serve is 
provincially regulated, and similar programs are being proposed for cannabis sales in Ontario and 
other provinces. 

Most studies found that raising cigarette prices through increased taxes is a highly effective measure 
for reducing smoking among youth, young adults, and persons of low socioeconomic status. However, 
there is a striking lack of evidence about the impact of increasing Cigarette prices on smoking behavior 
in heavy/long-term smokers, persons with a dual diagnosis or Aboriginals. 10 

With respect to taxing alcoholic beverages, there are other measures affecting the economic 
availability of alcohol such as minimum prices for alcoholic beverages or regulation of discount prices. 
Until recently, however, the primary research and policy attention has been directed towards tax 
levels, and the effects of tax and price changes are often not clearly distinguished. The impact of 
changes in prices of alcoholic beverages on alcohol consumption and related harm has been more 
extensively studied than any other potential alcohol policy measure. When other factors remain 
unchanged, an increase in alcohol prices generally leads to a decrease in alcohol consumption, and a 
decrease in alcohol prices usually leads to an increase in alcohol consumption. Studies have found that 
increases in prices of alcoholic beverages disproportionately reduce alcohol consumption by young 
people, and also have a greater impact (in terms of alcohol intake) on more frequent and heavier 
drinkers than on less frequent and lighter drinkers. Changes in alcohol prices have also been found to 
influence drinking to the point of intoxicationY 

10 Effects of tobacco taxation and pricing on smoking behavior in high risk populations: A knowledge synthesis. (2011). 
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC3228562/ 
11 Pricing of Alcohol. http://www.euro.who.int/ _data/assets/pdCfile/0004/191371/11-Pricing-of-alcohol.pdf 
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6. Public education and safety messaging should include the following key messages: 

Based on current knowledge of the health and safety risks of cannabis use, FHMHOS 
recommend emphasizing the following key messages: 

• Delay initiation. 
• Limit frequency and quantity per use. 
• Use lower THe content. 
• Don't drive or operate heavy machinery within six hours of use. 
e Don't use with other substances (e.g. with alcohol). 
• Do not consume if pregnant. 

Important health messages can be disseminated by municipalities, organizations and individuals. 
Based on the CAMH Lower Risk Cannabis use guidelines, science-based recommendations should be 
provided to enable people to reduce their health risks associated with cannabis use. Currently, Canada 
has among the highest cannabis use rates in the world. Fatal and non-fatal injuries from motor-vehicle 
accidents, as well as dependence and other mental health problems, are the most common cannabis
related harms negatively impacting public health. About 1 in 5 people seeking substance use 
treatment have cannabis-related problems. Acute health effects of cannabis can include: Impairment, 
confusion, anxiety, fear, paranoia, delusions, hallucinations, decreased blood pressure, and increased 
heart rate. Chronic health effects of cannabis may include; psychological and physical dependence, 
bronchitis, lung infections, chronic cough, impairment of attention, memory and the ability to process 
complex information. There is also evidence that use of cannabis can accentuate symptoms of 
schizophrenia .12 

7. Establish appropriate controls for the access and consumption of edibles 

The Government has indicated that it intends to add cannabis edible products and cannabis 
concentrates to the list of products permitted for legal sale following the coming into force of the 
proposed legislation, once appropriate regulatory controls are developed. It was announced in October 
2017 that federal rules for edibles legal sale of edibles will be announced in July 2019. Under the 
current rules, it will be legal ,on July 2018, to alter cannabis at home in order to prepare varying types 
of cannabis products (e.g., edibles) for personal use provided that no dangerous organic solvents are 
used in the process. 

Public education will be required specific to the risks of consuming edible cannabis products, 
specifically the risks of overdose related to delayed onset of effect unique to this method of 
consumption. To help users manage their consumption and limit the risk of unintentional overdose, 
FH-MHOs recommend production controls to ensure consistent dosing, limits to dose per serving to 
ensure dose control as well as appropriate warning labels. 

12 Canadas Lower Risk Cannabis Use GUidelines. CAMH (2017) 

https:llwww.camh.ca/en/research/news_and_pu blicatiansl rep arts _and _ b aaks/Dacuments/LRCUG. KT. Professianai.15J u n e2017. pdf 
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8. Establish and maintain adequate surveillance systems 

Currently there is little information on the health and social effects of cannabis use at the population 
level. A robust system for regular and transparent monitoring and reporting on cannabis-related 
driving infractions, ER visits, injuries, cannabis induced psychosis, violence and other social risks is 
needed federally and provincially. Timely data will allow citizens, health and safety officials to adapt 
their policies as needed to promote and protect the wellbeing of the population and to guide ongoing 
practice and policy making regarding cannabis in Canada and BC. 

9. Reinvest proceeds/profits into primordial prevention of substance use in youth 

Given an intention of legalization is to reduce youth access to cannabis and improve community 
safely, government proceeds from sales should be redirected into health promotion activities such as 
community programs, including job opportunities, physical activity, youth mental health and resiliency 
support, parenting supports, parental education and income. 

10. Trauma informed enforcement of policies through social justice/equity lens to a" 
new cannabis related by-laws, services and programs, including: 

• Recommending that individuals be pardoned for previous possession charges/convictions as 
they may be disproportionately represented, racialized and experience limited opportunities to 
participate in the cannabis or general economy. 

• Ensuring that policies, bylaws, etc. do not create higher risk for some groups. 
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Summary Table 

BC Tobacco Policy I BC Alcohol Policy 

0.0 FHMHOs recommend regulations of cannabis sale distribution and marketing as supported by 
eVidence from current regulatory frameworks, which could be rolled back as health and safety 
information becomes available. 

1. Delay initiation of use 

1.1 Initiation of cannabis use should be delayed Min age 19 Min age 19 
as long as possible. 

2. Reduce exposure to environmental smoke 

2.1 No smoking/vaping in outdoor public spaces Consistent with some Consistent with 
such as parks, recreational areas and municipal regulations provincial public liquor 
beaches laws 

2.2 No smoking/vaping in multi-unit dwellings Consistent with public NA 
health 
recommendations for 
tobacco (in Fraser, no 
municipality restricts 
smoking in MUDs) 

2.1 No smoking!vaping lounges (including Consistent with NA 
mobile venues) Provincial restriction 

on no smoking in 
enclosed spaces 

3. Restrict marketing of cannabis products 

3.1 Prohibit exterior display, advertisement, or Current legislation 
promoted in a manner that is visible or still allows exterior 
accessible to minors, signage, sandwich 

boards, flyers and 
sign spinners at retail 
locations 

3.2 Packaging restrictions Dose and serving size Dose and serving size 
limited; some limited; some 
limitations on limitations on 
packaging; warning packaging; no labelling 
labels mandated 

4. Restrict accessibility to sales 

4.1 Do not sell cannabis with tobacco or alcohol NA NA 
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4.2 Regulate siting and density of cannabis Unlimited 
outlets - Retailers not to be within 600 
meters of schools, recreation centres and 
other areas where youth frequent 

4.3 Limit hours of sale Unlimited 9-11 though provincial 
licencing 

4.4 All recommendation restricting, age, hours Note federal Currently allow any 
of sale, price, packaging, marketing and regulation of on-line licenced distributor to 
any other relevant recommendation apply cannabis sales include on line sale or 
to any online sales of cannabis. delivery according to 

licence 

5. Limit single purchase amounts though packaging and price 

5.1 Limit amount that could be sold in one Unlimited Max sales for online 
encounter (e.g. 100 mg equivalent ofTHC) only - in store purchase 

unlimited 

5.2 Limit serving size to 10mg Concurrent servings 
limited though 
SmartServe 

5.3 Appropriate price point Taxation(more Price regulation (more 
researched) resea rched) 

6.0 Public education and safety messaging PSAs focus on cancer PSAs Focus on no use 
should include the following key risks during pregnancy, 
messages drinking and driving and 

more recently 
• Delay initiation moderation/responsible 
• Limit frequency and quantity per use 

use 
• Use lower THC content 
• Don't drive or operate heavy 

machinery within six hours of use 
• Don't use with other substances 

(e.g. with alcohol) 

7.0 Establish appropriate controls for the access and consumption of edibles 

8.0 Establish and maintain adequate surveillance systems 

9.0 Reinvest proceeds/profits into primordial prevention of substance use in youth 

10.0 Trauma informed enforcement of policies through social justice/equity lens to all 
new cannabis related by-laws, services and programs 
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420 ADVISORY MANAGEMENT 

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input into the policy and bylaw development process for 

Salmon Arm's cannabis businesses. 

Through our work with local governments across North America, we have learned from experience that 

strong regulations, robust enforcement and industry interaction with the communities it serves are keys 

to the successful rollout of legalized cannabis at the commercial level. 

Recommendations 

Putting Faces to Names 

The introduction of legalized cannabis is a change for any community. We recommend hosting an open, 

public forum to discuss what legalization looks like at the local level and include prospective applicants 

as part of a Q&A session with residents . 

We also suggest requiring some sort of community engagement plan and/or good neighbour policy to 

be documented by prospective applicants as part of the city's approval process. 

Vetting Process 

We encourage all local governments to carefully consider policies toward illegally operating cannabis 

shops and to ensure only the most responsible operators are handling and selling cannabis in their 

communities. Illegal operators are violating cannabis laws now, and municipalities must consider if they 

will be responsible businesses and comply with the more stringent requirements of the regulated 

industry. 

It is further recommended that as part of the approval process, prospective retailers be required to 

meet with local law enforcement leadership as well as fire safety and building officials. This will help 

address public safety concerns ahead of the business opening and to establish a good working 

relationship between the business and local authorities. 

Landlord Letter of Approval 

Building this into the application process is an effective means of streamlining the approval process. 

Applicants must have a good relationship w ith their property owners and disclose their intent to operate 

a cannabis retail establishment. Landlords should be informed and comfortable with this usage before 

permits are granted. This step allows municipalities to utilize local landlords as a first line of vetting of 

potential operators. 
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Minimum Distances 

We wholeheartedly support local government initiatives to restrict cannabis sales to areas of town that 

make sense for residents and support community health and safety. We encourage municipalities to 

look at their minimum distances that liquor stores and other sensitive uses have from parks, 

playgrounds and schools and apply them evenly to retail cannabis stores. 

However, we also advocate for some level of flexibility within the regulations, through a waiver and/or 

variance process. Hard-and-fast distance restriction numbers don't always make sense when considering 

physical geography and other characteristics unique to each location. With community support 

obtained, retailers should have the ability to apply for a variance when warranted. 

Sincerely, 

Dan Rowland 

420 Advisory Management, Ltd. 
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The Greenery Cannabis Boutique Ltd. 
510-1708 Dolphin Ave 
Kelowna, BC 
V1Y 9S4 

April 4, 2018 

City of Salmon Arm 
500 2nd Ave NE 
Salmon Arm, BC 
V1E 4N2 

RE: Retail Cannabis Commentaryllnput 

To whom it may concern: 

I"Axeelle,· v. '..I-

CANNABIS 
ti!vuhprf6 

The Greenery Cannabis Boutique Ltd. (GCB) is seeking municipal and provincial approval for 
the establishment of a retail cannabis storefront business within the City of Salmon Arm. 

GCB, or its ownership, have not participated in this industry in the past as all parties have 
respect for the law and for this council. It is GCB's view, that those companies, individuals, or 
parties that have been operating within this illegal industry prior to federal legalization have 
established a competitive advantage in terms of location, customer base and operating 
policies and procedures. With respect to the approval process, GCB trusts that council and 
the City of Salmon Arm will take into account past bylaw violations or criminal charges laid 
upon either those companies, individuals, or parties when considering to support licensing at 
the municipal level. 

In having reviewed the City of Salmon Arm's Regulating Cannabis Retail Sales report GCB 
supports the Moderately Regulated Approach. Moreover, GCB has provided the following 
responses as per the request for written submissions within the Notice of Public Meeting 
document: 

1) Should the retail sale of cannabis be permitted in the City of Salmon Arm? 

GCB supporls the sale of retail cannabis within the City of Salmon Arm. 

2) If yes to question 1), where in the City should retail stores be allowed if the use is 
permitted in commercial zones? 

GCB supporls retail stores to be permitted within commercial zones. 
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3) If yes to question 1), should there be a minimum distance between cannabis retail 
stores? 

GCB supports the restriction of retail cannabis storefront businesses through the use of 
minimum proximity policies between cannabis retail stores. 

4) If yes to question 1), should there be a minimum distance between a cannabis retail 
store and schools and/or other land uses such as daycares and residential units? 

GCB supports the restriction of retail cannabis storefront businesses through the use of 
minimum proximity policies between sensitive locations such as schools, daycares and 
residential units. 

5) If yes to questions 3) and 4), what should those distances be? 

GCB suggests the following proximity zoning restrictions between retail cannabis 
storefront businesses: 

Use Category Proximity Policy 
Other Retail Cannabis Storefront 500 meters 
Schools 500 meters 
Residential Units* o meters 
Liquor Stores 250 meters 
Daycares 250 meters 

* GCB does not support retail cannabis storefronts to operate within buildings that have a residential unit 
located within the same building 

GCB trusts that this information will serve useful in determining the municipal zoning 
regulations surrounding the sale of retail cannabis within the City of Salmon Arm. Further 
questions regarding the above commentary can be directed to GCB's lead representative as 
detailed below. 

Sincerely, 

Michael Curtis Poulton, MBA, CPA, CMA 
Director - The Greenery Cannabis Boutique Ltd. 
Email: greenerycannabisboutique@outlook.com 
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Kevin Pearson 

I=rom: 
,ent: 

To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Barb Puddifant 
April 16, 2018 3:07 PM 
Erin Jackson; Carl Bannister; Kevin Pearson 
FW: Written Submission for Town Hall 4/16/18 
BC Municipal Policy Paper Final.pages 

From: clay@myeden.ca [mailto:clay@myeden.ca] 
Sent: April-16-18 1:40 PM 
To: Caylee Simmons 
Subject: Written Submission for Town Hall 4/16/18 

Please see attached written submission for the open house town hall meeting tonight. I copied and pasted below as well 
should you not me able to open the .pages attachment. 

Policy Briefing Note 

Medical Cannabis Retail in Salmon Arm, British Columbia: A Mixed Public/Private Model 

Prepared by Eden Medicinal Society - April 16, 2018 

Eden Medicinal Society is calling on Salmon Arm to follow the example of other cities in Canada and the United States by allowing medical cannabis dispensaries to be 
included in the licensed and regulated retail of cannabis. 

Canada's appeal courts continue to uphold the role of medical dispensaries in providing reasonable access to cannabis patients. 

'''Je strongly encourage Salmon City Council to give current medical dispensaries which can prove community support be given local government support in order to meet the 
re-requisite for an provincial retail license. 

Medical cannabis dispensaries can coexist alongside government-run cannabis retail. As such, we propose another path forward: a mixed public/private retail model in 
the city of Salmon Arm that can ensure reasonable access and maintain responsible public safety and harm reduction standards. 

Who WeAre 

The Eden Medicinal Society is a federally registered not-for-profit that opened the doors to their first dispensary location in Vancouver in July of 2011, in the heart of 
Vancouver's Downtown Eastside on East Pender Street in Chinatown. 

At that time, there was not a single dispensary in the Downtown Eastside, meaning no alternative support groups for those suffering from substance abuse and ultimately no 
safe haven to provide access to alternative forms of medicine. Eden chose to serve a neglected demographic of Canadian citizens in need of support both socially and 
medicinally. It was not a profitable destination for a business looking to accumulate capital, but rather a destination where compassion was needed the most. 

Eden has proven to have had a positive impact on the communities we operate in, working alongside police departments, and providing compassionate services free of 
charge. From the outside, some may think we operate the same as other dispensaries, but we have established a professional and academic following for reasons beyond 
operating as a dispensary. 

Eden now operates one of Vancouver's ten municipally licensed cannabis dispensaries and maintains regulatory practices in accordance with the guidelines set forth by the 
CAMCD (Canadian Association of Medical Cannabis Dispensaries). Eden was the first dispensary in Canada to obtain this accreditation. 

We pay our taxes, we employ many people and provide fair wages, and we care deeply about the communities that we operate In. 

Overview of Potential Shortcoming in Cannabis Retail 

British Columbia's proposed government cannabis monopoly will perpetuate the worst problems caused by prohibition: 

1. Too few locations will choke off patient access to medicinal cannabis. A smaller number of licensed locations will not meet the demand in Salmon Arm. 
Many medical cannabis patients will be unable to access a location near their home, and even those who are able to do so will not receive the same level of In
person knowledge and expertise about cannabis products currently offered by medical dispensaries. In jurisdictions such as Alberta the minimum distance from a 
provincial healthcare facility, school or reserve school another dispensary is 100m. The distance from another dispensary poses no real public health or safety 
concern. 

2. Failed law enforcement would inflict harm on innocent citizens and costly government run retail stores will waste taxpayer dollars. Licensed 
and regulated current 'good actor' medical dispensaries can provide access at a profit to government through excise tax revenue and licensing revenue - while 
complying with provincial and municipal public safety requirements. 

Protecting the Constitutional Rights of Patients 

In 2016, the Federal Court ruled (Allard v. Canada) that patients who need medical cannabis must be granted "reasonable access" under Section 7 of the Charter of Rights 
and Freedoms. In this ruling, Justice Phelan stated that "Dispensaries are at the heart of access." 

1 
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The Allard decision was recently upheld in a superior court decision regarding the Village Dispensary in Hamilton. The constitutional rights of patients to access medical 
cannabis Is a legal reality that City Council and the Province must keep in mind when setting the rules for cannabis retail in Be. Acknowledging the Charter rights of patients 
to access their medicine how they see fit is not only compassionate, but it would avoid costly expenditures on law enforcement and an unnecessary legal process. 

~commendations for Licensing and Regulating Cannabis Retail 

We want to work with governments to establish a regulatory framework for licensing and taxation of privately-owned adult-use cannabis retail businesses, subject to 
municipal licensing and zoning, in coordination with provincially-regulated warehousing, distribution and retail delivery of legal cannabis products. 

Vancouver's licensing rules specify where dispensaries can be located geographically within the city, including minimum distances from schools. Both non-profit compassion 
clubs and for-profit businesses were able to apply to the city for a license, which were awarded on a pOint-system basis. 

Vancouver's licensing regime adopted the strict certification standards developed by the Canadian Association of Medical Cannabis Dispensaries. Eden Medicinal Society was 
the first medical cannabis dispensary to achieve this certification, which specifies details requirements covering: 

• A compassion club or for-profit business being able to demonstrate local support from neighbouring businesses and residents; 

• Dispensing, including verification of Identification, quantity restrictions of 30 grams per transaction, and the cleanliness and transparency of dispensing practices; 

• Supply, including quality control, testing, storage and inventory management; 

• Safety, education on safe consumption and product variety, security and privacy; and 

• Effective organization, including governance, financial record keeping, insurance, legal and regulatory compliance, remission of applicable taxes, and employment 
practices. 

Eden's voluntary compliance with all of these measures are a big part of why cannabis patients and hopefully in future recreational consumers will prefer medical 
dispensaries. 

Further Considerations 

https:/ /fcm.ca/Documents/issues/Cannabis-Guide-EN. pdf 

Vapor lounges 

With the legalization of recreational cannabis, it is inevitable that consumers will demand places to consume marijuana products. Seattle City Attorney, Pete Holmes 
articulated why such places are needed in a memo: 

Single family homeowners have a legal place to consume marijuana; others, however, such as out-of-town visitors, the homeless, and renters and condominium 
owners whose buildings do not permit marijuana use, have fewer options. Enforcement against public marijuana use will be more effective if people have alternative 
locations to use marijuana legally. To this end, the CAO is working with Council member Nick Licata to propose legislation to the City Council to license and regulate 
a new type of business in Seattle called "marijuana use lounges" that would permit vaporizing or eating marijuana. 

These lounges would be open to customers 21 years of age and older with mandatory ID checks, prohibit alcohol, and have minimum ventilation requirements. 
Because state law does not allow consumption of marijuana where it is sold, patrons would have to bring their own. Lounges could charge a cover and sell food and 
nonalcoholic beverages. 
(Source: http://blogs.seattletimes.com/opinionnw/files/2015/01/Holmes-memo.pdf) 

Unless the City of Salmon Arm want its streets and parks full of people using legal cannabis products, it needs to contemplate a common sense regulatory scheme allowing 
for cannabis lounges. 

Minor modifications to existing provincial legislation Tobacco & Vapour Products Control Act would allow lounges to exist within the law. By amending this section 2.41, the 
province could create a legal framework allowing for vaping lounges and outdoor licensed events. Enforcement of these regulations could be undertaken by the Alcohol and 
Gaming Commission of British Columbia. In addition, the Federation of Canadian Municipalities in a their spring 2018 agrees that municipalities should have the right to zone 
and regulate cannabis lounges. 

How dispensaries contribute to health and public safety 

The best way to ensure safe and responsible access to adult-use cannabis products is by allowing existing dispensaries serving medical users to apply for private retail 
licenses and transition to the regulated market, so that they do not turn back to the black market. Medical cannabis dispensaries ensure that cannabis consumers and 
patients have access to safe, accessible spaces to obtain in-person advice and access to legal cannabis products that are properly tested, labelled and taxed upon sale: 

• Eden provides patients with safe products that have been independently lab tested for Cannabinoid Potency, Terpene Profiles, Microbial Analysis, Contaminants, 
PestiCides, Heavy Metals and Residual Solvent Detection. 

• Patients turn to Eden for our advanced knowledge regarding medical cannabis, providing the kind of personalized attention, education and service that is 
currently unavailable elsewhere. Our staff provide general information regarding flower, tinctures, capsules and topicals. This allows our patients to make well
Informed decisions. 

• Eden sells Ointments, tinctures and other products that are therapeutic, non-psychoactive and euphoria free, like CBD extract, for pain management and other 
ailments. Eden does not currently sell edibles in Toronto, at the request of municipal law enforcement. 
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• By following CAMCD guidelines, we ensure that adult-use cannabis retail staff are knowledgeable and trained about harms of use, prevention of youth sales, and 
appropriate and responsible use. 

• Our retail locations blend into all other storefronts, with no cannabis products visible from the street or overt cannabis imagery to attract new clients in off the 
street. We oppose the co-location of cannabis with alcohol and other general retail convenience stores and pharmacies, because we believe this would normalize 
consumption of cannabis among non-users and youth, and because our clients want a dedicated cannabis retail channel where they can speak with 
knowledgeable staff about our products. 

How Eden is combating the opioid epidemic 

In addition, we have taken additional steps to address mental health and addictions issues in the communities where we operate: 

• The opioid epidemic has killed thousands of Canadians in the last year, and policy makers have been slow to come up with solutions on how to address it. In 
response to the opioid crisis, Eden Medicinal Society has partnered with the University of British Columbia to study the efficacy of using cannabis in an opiold 
sUbstitution program. This scientifically rigorous study Is underway, and the results so far are extremely promising. 

• Eden Medicinal Society has also donated fentanyl test strips to Toronto's "pop-up" safe injection site, and provides them for free at our retail locations. 

Conclusion 

other jurisdictions have provided a straightforward roadmap for success. Many medical cannabis dispensaries have operated in a safe and ethical manner, and are only 
looking for a path toward licensed and regulated legal status. 

If you have any questions, or would like to discuss this further, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
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Honourable Mayor and Council 

In response to Councils request to hear ideas and receive answers to it's questions regarding 
Retail sales of cannabis i submit the following. 

- "Yes. Salmon Arm should allow retail sales of Cannabis based on existing Federal Laws and 
upcoming Provincial Regulations. 

Retail sales of Cannabis should be allowed in areas suggested by City Staff in their report: 
Regulating Cannabis Retail Sales: C2-C3-C6 and certain Comprehensive Development Zones. 

No there should not be a minimum distance between Cannabis Stores. 

Yes. There should be a minimum distance between a Cannabis store and certain locations 
such as schools and daycares. 

The minimum distance should be 100 Meters." -

Questions: 

-The following questions are based on the premise that storefront retail sales of cannabis are 
presently Illegal under Federal Law-This position is stated in City Staff's Report of March 13-
Also that Non Medical Cannabis Retail sales are expected to become Legal later in 2018 
HOWEVER retail storefront sales of Medical Cannabis shall continue to be Illegal until Federal 
Laws change in the future. 

Does Council and lor City Staff have a position on the present illegal Retail cannabis stores? 
If not, why? 

Does Council andlor City Staff plan on having written policies regarding illegal Retail Cannabis 
stores? 

Would council examine the possibility of regulating and permitting, under it's municipal 
Jurisdiction, the storefront retail sale of Medical Cannabis, despite this being Federally Illegal, 
such as was done in Vancouver and Nelson? 

Suggestions: 

As a Salmon Arm Citizen and a supporter of most of the upcoming legislative changes 
concerning Cannabis I am concerned that the City may not have enough time to implement a 
fair and balanced approach that will respect the interest's of applicants who will be awarded 
Non Medical Cannabis Retail Sales Licenses by the LCLB. 

I suggest that Council and staff find out from the Province's Liquor Control and Licensing 
Branch what their compliance and enforcement actions will be in regards to non licensed 
Cannabis Retail Stores, which includes all Salmon Arm Stores (in their present format) and 
model their responses and policies in line with them. 
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If Council and City Staff foresee the likelihood of having Government Licensed Stores and 
illegal "Medical Dispensaries" operating simultaneously within City limits, then by having 
Policies addressing this would help clarify the local regulatory landscape. 

Sincerely 

David Allard 
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