District of Maple Ridge

British Columbia

Deep Roots
Greater Heights

TO: His Worship Mayor Ernie Daykin DATE: July 25, 2011

and Members of Council FILE NO:
FROM: Chief Administrative Officer ATTN: Council Workshop
SUBJECT: Recreational Vehicle Parking/Storage - Report on Results of Open House
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

On May 2, 2011 Maple Ridge Council received a staff report regarding Recreational Vehicle (RV) parking
and storage in residential zones. The report detailed the conditions required under the current Zoning
Bylaw for keeping recreational vehicles on residential property. The report was advanced in response to
RV owners concerns with the enforcement of the current Zoning Bylaw requirements. Concerns were
also raised about the complaint process itself.

At that time Council directed staff to conduct further research on the bylaw requirements in other
communities, in particular communities in the Fraser Valley. Council also passed a resolution that
enforcement on these issues be held in abeyance until a resolution on any possible changes to the
Bylaw were made by Council.

As directed by Council a review of similar bylaws in a broad range of communities, including those in the
Fraser Valley, was completed. Based on the research and analysis of these bylaws a number of
concepts with respect to the storage of recreational vehicles in residential zones were set out in a report
considered by Council at the June 13, 2011 Workshop.

Following a review of the June 13, 2011 report, Council passed the following resolutions:

“That a Public Open House be held on June 29, 2011 to solicit feedback on the range of mechanisms
presented in this report dated June 13, 2011 prior to amending the Zoning Bylaw No. 3510-1985 as it
relates to the parking and storage of recreation vehicles, boats trailers, trailers or boats.

That the feedback from the Open House be reported back to Council at the next available Council
Workshop following the Public Open House.”

An Open House was held on June 29, 2011. The Open House provided information on concepts for how
recreational vehicles could be potentially stored on residential property. At the meeting each attendee
was provided with a detailed workbook and asked to provide feedback through completion of the
workbook. Workbooks were requested to be retuned on or before July 6, 2011. The workbooks were
also posted online and made available at the front counter. This report provides a summary of results of
the feedback from the public. The complaint process is discussed under a separate report.
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RECOMMENDATION(S):

That Council direct staff to make the necessary amendments to the Zoning Bylaw to permit the parking
of any size of recreational vehicle on residential properties provided that the entire vehicle can fit within
the private property.

That Council direct staff to make the necessary amendments to the Zoning Bylaw to require that the
recreational vehicle stored on a residential property be owned by the property owner or occupier or
relative and temporarily for visitors.

DISCUSSION:
a) Background Context:

On May 2, 2011 Maple Ridge Council received a staff report regarding RV parking and storage in
residential zones. The report detailed the conditions required under the current Zoning Bylaw for
keeping recreational vehicles on residential property. The report was advanced in response to RV
owners concerns with the enforcement of the current Zoning Bylaw requirements. Concerns were also
raised about the complaint process itself.

At that time Council directed staff to conduct further research on the bylaw requirements in other
communities, in particular, communities in the Fraser Valley that also passed a resolution that
enforcement on these issues be held in abeyance until a resolution on any possible changes to the
Bylaw were made by Council.

As directed by Council a review of similar bylaws in a broad range of communities, including those in the

Fraser Valley, was undertaken. A copy of the June 13, 2011 report is attached as Appendix A to this
report for reference.

Based on the research and analysis of these bylaws a number of concepts with respect to the keeping
of recreational vehicles in residential zones were identified and discussed by Council. A copy of the June
13, 2011 report is attached for reference.

Following a review of the June 13, 2011 report Council passed the following resolutions:
“That a Public Open House be held on June 29, 2011 to solicit feedback on the range of mechanisms
presented in this report dated June 13, 2011 prior to amending the Zoning Bylaw No. 3510-1985 as it

relates to the parking and storage of recreation vehicles, boats trailers, trailers or boats.

That the feedback from the Open House be reported back to Council at the next available Council
Workshop following the Public Open House.”

Open House Feedback

The Open House was held at on June 29, 2011 at the Municipal Hall from 5.00pm to 8.00pm. There
were eighty-four (84) people who signed in as attendees.

Feedback on the Concepts

Based on the Council report at the June 13, 2011 Workshop the following concepts were presented on
large boards at the meeting.



Concept A: Permit any size of Recreational Vehicle on a residential property provided that
the entire vehicle can fit within the private property.

Concept B: Permit any size of Recreational Vehicle on a residential property provided that
the vehicle is set back a minimum of 1.6 metres (5 feet) from the property
lines.

Concept C: Permit any Recreational Vehicle measuring 7.6 metres (~25 feet) to be parked in

the front yard of a residential property and any vehicle greater than 7.6 metres
to be parked behind the front yard setback for the property provided the entire
vehicle is entirely stored on private property.

Concept D: Permit any Recreational Vehicle measuring 7.6 metres (~25 feet) to be parked in
the front yard of a residential property and any vehicle greater than 7.6 metres
to be parked in the front yard of a residential property and any vehicle greater
than 7.6 metres to be parked behind the front yard setback for the property
provided the entire vehicle is entirely stored on private property and sited a
minimum of 1.6 metres (5 feet) from all property lines.

Everyone who attended was provided with a workbook and asked to complete the workbook and return
it to Municipal Hall on or before July 6, 2011. The workbook was also posted online and copies made
available at the Municipal Hall for those who could not attend.

A blank copy of the workbook is attached as Appendix B. In total, seventy-four (74) submissions were
made consisting of sixty-five (65) workbooks and nine (9) emails or other methods of written
correspondence. There were a few submissions made after the deadline of July 6, 2011 that have been
included in the results. A full transcription of all the comments is attached as Appendix C. Council has
also been provided with hardcopies of all the submissions. A binder with copies of all the workbooks and
other submissions is available at Municipal Hall for public viewing.

The following table summarizes the responses in the workbook to the questions:

Total Yes | Yes % | No | Other Responses
Responses
Do you agree with 67 51 76% | 11 3 Yes if municipal lot lines excluded
concept A? 1 Yes if allowed to sidewalk or curb
1 Yes if no lot line restrictions

Do you agree with 52 8 15% | 40 3 Yes as 2nd option to Concept A
concept B? 1 Yes as 2nd option to Concept D
Do you agree with 49 11 | 22% | 38

concept C?

Do you agree with 46 6 13% | 40

concept D?

It is apparent that of the concepts presented the majority of the workbooks completed preferred
Concept A.

The recurring most prominent theme in the response that agreed with Concept A is that “as long as the
recreational vehicle can be stored on private property it does not matter what size it is”.
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The prevalent concerns from the responses that did not agree with Concept A are:

e There has to be a limit in size and where on property it can be parked. Not just length, height
needs to be a consideration also. Some 5t wheel RV’s are extremely high at the front end.

e Storage of RV’'s in storage facilities/eye sore/with many children playing becomes possible
danger with propane tanks, improper set-up in yard, increased blind spots for playing children.
Concept “A” not to be allowed for drop in neighbours property value.

e RV's do not belong in high-density residential nieghbourhoods. For esthetic and safety
reasons. Obstruct view for driving and safety especially in neighbourhood with children.
Grass/yard is not maintained around RV/Attract rodents if not kept clean.

Overall it would appear that the majority of respondents would like to see Concept A implemented. As
with all bylaw and policy changes a one year review is standard procedure. It is recommended that the
Zoning Bylaw be amended to reflect the incorporation of Concept A to be reviewed one year after the
date of adoption.

Feedback on Ownership of RVs

A further question was posed to the public asking if the RV stored on a residential property should be
owned by property owner or occupier. '

The following table summarizes the responses to that question.

Total Yes | Yes % | No | Other Responses
Responses
Do you think the owner or 64 37 58% | 20 3 Yes or immediate family member
occupant of the property 3 Maybe
shouid be the owner of 1 Yes if in an urban area / no if in
the RV? rural area

Overall the majority of the submissions favoured the RVs being owned by the property owner or
occupier. The most prominent comments in favour of this include:

e Helps to reduce the number of RVs on peoples properties. This will reduce the number of
complaints.

e So properties are not used as storage facilities.
Renting ones yard to store someone else’s RV should prohibited.

The most prominent comments from the workbooks that did not favour the RVs having to be owned by
the property owner or occupier include:

e If you borrow an RV you should be able to park it on your property.

e There is not adequate RV storage locally, so there must be other options for people. Storing at
a friend/family member’s house should be permitted.

e Visitors should be allowed to park their RVs.

Based on the feedback Council may wish to consider a provision in the Bylaw that requires the RV to be
owned by the property owner or occupier and relatives and visitors. In this way relatives that do not have
sufficient space on their own properties could have a place to store their RVs. Visitors on vacation would
also be able to temporarily store their RV.

-4 -



It is recommended that the Zoning Bylaw be amended to require that the RV to be owned by the
property owner or occupier or relative and temporarily for visitors.

CITIZEN/CUSTOMER IMPLICATIONS:

Council has directed that public feedback be solicited prior to any amendments to the Zoning Bylaw
being brought forward for consideration. A Public Open House was held on June 29, 2011. Feedback
from the Open House was received through completed workbooks and other correspondence.

In addition any recommended change to the Zoning Bylaw will require a Public Hearing which provides
an additional forum for further public feedback on any proposed amendments.

CONCLUSIONS:

A review and analysis of other municipal bylaws pertaining to parking storage of recreation vehicles, was
completed through May and early June of 2011. Based on this research a number of concepts were
identified for presentation at a Public Open House for public feedback. The Open House was held on
June 29, 2011 and feedback received up to July 8, 2011. The results of that feedback has been
complied and presented in this report.

Based on the feedback it is recommended that the Zoning Bylaw be amended to permit the parking of
any size of recreational vehicle on residential properties provided that the entire vehicle can fit within
the private property and it is also recommended that the Zoning Bylaw be amended to require that the
RV be owned by the property owner, occupier or relative.
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PrepareETE/ £.S. (iz) Holitzki
Director, Licences Permits and Bylaws

Approved Frank Quinn, MBA, P.Eng
General Manager, Public Works and Development Services
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Chief Administrative Officer
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e District of Maple Ridge
__M_AELE_RID_GE__
Deep Roots
Greater Heights
TO: His Worship Mayor Ernie Daykin DATE: June 13,2011
and Members of Council
FROM: Chief Administrative Officer MEETING:  Council Workshop/Councll
SUBJECT: Recreational Vehicle Parking/Storage in Residential Zones
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY:

The issues related to the parking and storage of Recreational Vehicles (RVs) in residential
neighbourhoods are not unique to Maple Ridge. Across Canada and the US municipalities grapple
with finding the appropriate community standards when it comes to the parking and storage of RVs
in residential neighbourhoods. For example as recently as three months ago the Township of Langiey
went through almost the exact same situation that Maple Ridge is currently experiencing,

The Langley Times, in March 2011, reported that “after one resident complained to the Township
about an RV it led to 40 other homeowners being targeted in the Forest Hills neighborhood”. This led
to many RV owners voicing their concerns to Langley Council. How Langley dealt with the issue is
recorded later in this report. Research shows that finding the appropriate balance has challenged
many municipalities and that a wide range of approaches are in use across Canada and North
America.

On May 2, 2011 Maple Ridge Council received a staff report regarding RV parking and storage in
residential zones. The report detailed the conditions required under the current Zoning Bylaw for
keeping recreational vehicles on residential property. The report was advanced in response to RV
owners concerns with the enforcement of the current Zoning Bylaw requirements.

Concerns were also raised about the complaint process itself. A separate report has been prepared
10 address issues related to the complaint process.

The May 2, 2011 staff report recommended that the Zoning Bylaw be amended. In considering the
May 2, 2011 report Council requested the following:

e That the Zoning Bylaw as it relates to the parking and storage of recreation vehicles, boat
trailers, trailers or boats be reviewed.

e That staff take the time to extend its review to a broad range of bylaws from other
municipalities including those with rural areas such as the municipalities in the Fraser Valley.

e That a public process be held to solicit feedback.

As requested a review of similar bylaws in a broad range of communities, including those in the
Fraser Valley, has now been completed. Based on the research and analysis of these bylaws a
number of options with respect to the keeping of recreational vehicles in residential zones are set
out in this report.



The conditions set out in the current bylaw were established in 1988. Changes have occurred since
then in terms of the size of RVs available and the tvpes and sizes of residential zones permitied, A
review of the bylaw at this time is appropriate. Since any changes o these sections of the bylaw
could potentially impact residents across the municipaily, including RY owners and non RV owners,
it is recommended that a2 Public Open House be held on June 29, 2011 1o solicit public feedback on
the potential changes. The feedback from the Public Open House will be reported back to Council.
Any change 1o the Zoning Bylaw requires a Public Hearing. The Public Hearing will provide another
opportunity for public feedback prior to the bylaw amendmenis being voled on by Council

RECOMMENDATION(S):

That & Public Open House be held on June 29, 2011 to solicit feedback on the range of mechanisms
presented in this report dated June 13, 2011 prior to amending Zoning Bylaw No. 3510-1988 as it
relates 1o the parking and storage of recreation vehicles, boat trailers, trailers or boats.

That the feedback from the Open House be reported back to Council at the next available Council
Workshop following the Public Open House.

DISCUSSION:
a} Background Context:

A simple internet search reveals that municipalities across North America have grappled with
and continue to grappie with issues related to the parking and storage of RVs in residential
neighbourhoods. Often the issue comes 10 a head when a significant amount of complaints
are either being enforced or the opposite, not being enforced. For example in March of this
vear the Township of Langlev underwent a review of its bylaw in response to concerns when
over 40 bylaw complainis were received and pursued by Langley's Bylaw Department within
a short period of time. The same has occurred in Maple Ridge were concemns have been
ratsed in response to the enforcement of Maple Ridge's current Zoning Bylew. i is
understood that Pitt Meadows s also reviewing its bvlaw in response 1o congems raised,

Throughout North America establishing the appropriate community standards for individual
municipalities with regard to RV storage and parking s a major challenge. Different
standards have emerged based on location, demographic, the urban and/or rural nature of a
community, the availability of secure affordable RV storage sites and the overall tolerance of
the citizenry as a whole. Maple Ridge is therefore not unique. The regulations for the storage
of RVs are set out in Zoning Bylaw No. 3510-1985. Concerns have been raised about the
enforcement of these regulations. At the same time correspondence has been received
demanding that no changes be made and that the bylaw continue to be rigorously enforced.

On May 2, 2011 Maple Ridge Council received a staff report regarding RV parking and
storage in residential zones. The report delailed the conditions required under the current
Zoning Byvlaw for keeping recrsational vehicles on residential property. The report was
advanced in response 1o RV owners concerns with the enforcement of the current Zoning
Bvlaw requirements. »

As directed by Council staff have reviewed bvlaws from additional municipalities in the Fraser
Vailey and the revised list of this information is attached as Appendix 1. In reviewing bylaws
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in other communities the District’s bylaw s quite similar or In a number of situations less
rastrictive than other municipalities in the Fraser Valley and Lower Mainiand.

Discussion:

The conditions set out in the current zoning bylaw were established in 1985, Changes since
then include the size of RVs available and the types of residential zones permitted.

The use of Rvs for vacationing purposes has steadily increased over the years since 1985,
There are many different kinds of RVs and motorhomes. Using ICBC data, thelr figures
suggest that approximately 8% of households in Maple Ridge own one form of RV.
Manufactured by such companies as Fleetwood, Newell, Bluebird, Winnebago, Monaco, Four
Winds, Airstream and Teton, RVs usually come with a variety of options and floor plans. They
range considerably in size. At the large end are forty five foot motorhomes with the square
footage and amenities of small apariments. The largest rigs are the size of a school bus. The
smallest rig, a fold-cut sleeping trailer is the size of a small to mid size car.

RVs can be divided into two general categories: those with an integrated power train (engine
and transmission) and those without an engine. The ones with integrated powertraing are
called motorhomes, RVs that must be towed are called trailers,

Within the category of trailers and motorhomes, RVs come in many different classes:
Motorhorme categories include Class A, Class B, van conversions, pickup-based campers, and
custom vehicles. Among trailers are travel models, park models, pop-ups, and fifth-wheels.
Appendix 2 1o this repori shows exampies of motorhomes and trailers.

In 1985 the regulations established a one size fits all enforcement requirement which means
that no matter what the size of a driveway no RV greater that 24ft is permitted. The bylaw
does not recognize that RV sizes have increased since 1985 nor that driveway sizes vary
depending on the residential zone. Appendix 3 to this report shows the minimum setbacks
for a residential building for each residential zone in Mapie Ridge.

Appendix 4 to this report lists the RV rental space lots that have business licenses in Maple
Ridge. Appendix 4 also lists the available spaces and the cost of a rental space. Nearly all of
these are fully occupied with only a handful of spaces available in total. The monthly costs
range from $84.00 to $158.80 in Maple Ridge.

Analysis:

Appendix 1 to this report itemizes the results of the research completed on other
municipalities. It shows a range of permissions in terms of what municipalities will allow with
regard to the parking and storage of RVs on residential property.

The length of RVs permitted in these other municipalities ranges from 6.0m (19.6910), to
12.49m (4011, to no restriction on the length of an RV,

The range of locations where RVs can be stored or parked on residential property in these
other municipalities include:



¢ Must be parked in the rear vard only,
e Must be completely enclosed within g building or underground if the length excesds 7.6m
(2493

¢ in all residential zones, RVs, campers, trailers or boals shall be parked or stored &
minimum of 1.8m from an axterior/front ot line.

= Must be parked or stored in a rear vard or that portion of & side vard iocated behind the
front vard sethack except between May 15 ang September 15 where a recreationsl
vehicle may also be parked in the front vard provided it s not less than L.8m from the
front lot line.

e« Must be parked in rear vard only. Must belong to the cccupants of the premises.

e Parking space shall be located no closer {0 a lane than 2211, and no parking within 57t of
any rear or side site line boundad by & sireel.

¢ (ne recreational vehicle per dwelling unit not exceeding 4000kg (8,818 pounds).
+  Off stree! parking may not extend beyond the property line.

*  Off street parking shall not protrude onto public property or a dedicated public right of
way.

e One camper or recreation vehicle parked or stored on one residential parcel.

By combining the allowable length and the permitied location the most liberal and most
restrictive combinations can be derived. The most liberal combination is 1o have no length
rectriction and no location or set back restriction. This is currently allowed in Harrison Hot
Springs. The most restrictive is a maximum length of 6m (19.69ft) and only allowed to park in
the rear vard. This is currently Burnaby's regulation.

Trie Township of Langley’s response to the recent issues raised was to require that Rvs be
parked or stored in a rear yard or that portion of a side yard located behind the front yard
sethack except between May 15 and September 15 where a recreational vehicle may aiso be
parked in the front yard provided it is not less than 1.6m (5ft) from the front lot line, It is
understood that Langley's bylaw amendments were given final reading on May 30, 2011,

it is understood that Pitt Meadows is close to completing a review of its RY requirements and
wiil be proposing restricting the size of RVs to 7.5m as well as weight.

Through the research some interesting cases have been revealed by other municipalities.
One case cited was a yacht parked diagonally across the front yard barely inside the property
fines. Others report challenges with RVs and boats being parked in the middle of front lawns
irr haphazard manners. They suggest that language be incorporated into the bylaw to
mitigate against these circumstances from arising. They suggest that the language be clear
that the storage of RVs be on the driveway or extended driveway portion of the front property.



Potential Mechanisms For Mapies Ridge

The concerns about the storage and parking of Rvs on residential properties are largely
focused on safety and aesthetics. The safely concerns are primarily due 1o blocked sight
lines as a resull of an RV being parked in a driveway. This can polentially impact
naighbouring drivers having 1o “inch” out from their driveways, pedestrians being obscured
and children being screened from oncoming traffic.

An Internet search reveals that for non RV owners a maior detraction from purchasing a
house in a neighbourhood is the sight of an RV parked in & driveway. As & resull most
municipalities require some form of sethacks 10 reduce the potential for blocked sight lines
and 1o lessen the prominence and visual impact of larger RVs, In keeping with this logic the
foliowing range of mechanisms are suggested for Council’s consideration for preseniation to
the public for comment and feedback:

s Permit any size of recreztional vehicle on a residential property provided the
entire vahicle i stored entirely on the private property.

e Permi any size of recreation vehicle on a residential property provided the
vehicle is set back a minimum of 1.86m (5ft) from all properiy lines,

s Permit any recreation vehicle measuring 7.6m {24.93f%) 1o be parked in the front
yard of residential property and any vehicle measuring greater than 7.6m w0 be
parked behind the front vard setback for the property provided the entire vehicie
is entirely stored on the private property.

» Permit any recreation vehicle measuring 7.6m [24.9311) to be parked in the front
vard of residential property and any vehicle measuring greater than 7.6m 1o be
parked behind the front vard setback for the property provided the entire vehicle
is entirely stored on the private property and is sited a minimum of 1.6m (51y
from all property tines.

An additiona! concept for public comment is that the vehicles should be owned by the
owner/occupier of the property. One of issues encounter during the research is the use of
driveways for rentai space for RVs,

in addition the language will need to be clear that for those RVs parked at the front of the
property that the storage of RVs be permitted only on the driveway, extended driveway (of
pad) poriion of the front property.



Public Process

Council has directed that public feadback be solicited prior 10 any amendments o the zoning
byviaw being brought forward for consideration. It is recommended thal a Public Open House
be hald on June 29,, 2011. Feedhack from the Open House will be reported back to Council
at the earliest available Workshogp following the Open House,

In addition any recommended change 1o the zoning bylaw wili require a Public Hearing which
provides an additional forum for further public feedback on any proposed amendments.

CONCLUSIONE:

& review and analysis of other municipal bylaws pertaining to parking storage of recreation vehicies,
poat wrailers, traliers or boats has been compieied.

Based on ihis research a number of options have been identified o potentially present at a Public
Open House for public Teedback

Once staff has had an opportunity to hold a public information meeting to discuss these potential

changes to the bylaw an update report will be submitted to Council.
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Co— Prepared by: E.S. (Liz) Holitzki
Director, Licences Permils and Bylaws
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Chief Administrative Officer



APPENDIX 1

RV LENGTH

CONDITIONS

Abbotsford

n/a

fn all residential zones, RV's campers,
trailers or boats shall be parked or stored a
minimum  of 1.6 melres from an
axterfor/front lot line.

Bumaby

6.0m (18.68 1)

Must be Parked or Stored in rear vard only,
One RV or trailer owned by the resident of
the dwelling.

| Coquitlam

|

| 7.6m (24.93 1)

Must be completely enclosed within a
building or underground if length exceeds
7.0 metres.

| Chilliwack

n/a

Off street parking may not extend beyond
the property line

Harrison Hot Springs

n/a

One camper or recreation vehicle parked or
stored on one residential parcel.

Kent {Agassiz)

Off street parking shall not protrude onto_!
public property or a dedicated public right of |
way.

Langley (Township)

n/a

15 and September 15 where a recreational

Must be parked or stored in a rear vard or
that portion of a side yard located behind
the front vard setback except between May

vehicle may also be parked in the front vard
provided it is not less than 1.6 m from the
front iot line,

Maple Ridge

7.5m (2461

Must be completely enclosed within a
building or underground if length exceeds
7.5 metres,

Mission

7.5m (246 1Y)

Shall be completely enclosed within a
Building if length exceeds 7.5 metres.

New Westminster

n/a

Must be parked in rear yard only. Must
belong to the occupants of the premises.
Parking space shall be located no closer to
a lane than 22 feet, no parking within & feet
of any rear or side site line bounded by a
street.

North Vancouver {City)

12.192m (40 1)

' completely enclosed within a building or

Must be parked in rear yard only or

underground it may be stored,

Pitt Meadows

n/a

One recreational vehicle per dwelling unit
not exceeding 4000kg (8,818 pounds).

Port Coguitiam

8m (26.2 ft)

Cne recreational trailer, utility trailer or
recreational vehicle only.




Motor Homes ~ Class A

Typical length = 11-14m (36-45f)

Motor Homes - Class C
Typical length = 6-10m (20-321t)

Travel Trailers
Typical length = 4-11m (14-36ft)

Folding Pop-up
Typical length = 2-4m (8-1.411}

APPENDIX 2

Maotor Homes - Class B
Typical length = 5-7m (16-23f;

Fifth Wheels
Typical length = 6-12m (20-40f)

Toy Haulers
Typical length = &6-11m (21-35f)

Miscellaneous
Typical length = 4-8m (14-18f)

Agn



APPENDIX 3

6 PRINCIPAL USE
ZONE MINIMUM SETBACK
. FRONY REAR
;. R-1 Residential District 374ime | 5.5 &m l
J! R-3 Special Amenily Residential District 243 m7 | 3.0m iim l
J CD-1-93 Amenity Residential District 371ime 3m 14.5m
| RS-1 One Familv Urban Residential BER m* 7.5m 7.5m
RS-1a One Family Amenity Residential 868 m? 7.5m 7.5m
L }
RB-1b One Family Urban {Medium Density} Residential BE7 m< &m I am.
RS-1c {One Family Urban {Low Density) Residential 1200 m# T 9m - G _%
RS-1d One Family Urban {Half Acre) Residential 2000 m“ Sm am ;
RS-2 One Family Suburban Residential . O@O na 7.5m 7.5m i
RS3 One Family Rural Residential g:g%ga 7.5m 7.5m
RS Special Urban Residential 837 m? | 7.5m 10m
RT-4. Two Family Urban Residential 891 ms 7.5m 7.5m
BM-1 Townhouse Residential | B57 2 7.5m | 7.5m
RM-2 Medium Density Apartment 1300 m? 7.5m | 7.5m
RM-3 High Density Apartment 4300 m# 7.5m 7.5m
RM-4 Multipie Family Residential 1445 m? 7.5m 7.5m
RM-5 Low Density Apariment Residential 1415 me 7.om &m
RM-6 High Density Apartment Residential 2000 m# 4.5m 7.5m
RE Elderly Citizens Residential 2.0 ha l 7.5m 9m
RMH Mobile Home Residential 4.0 ha 4m 4m 'I
RG Group Housing (.80 ha 7.8m 9m
RG-2 Suburban Residential Strata '. 40ha 15m 18m ‘!
RG-3 Rural Residential Strata |l 10.0ha 15m 15m




APPENDIX 4

RY RENTAL SPACE LOTS

| TOTALSPOTS | SPACES AVAILABLE
Maple Ridge RV Park $84.00 50 None
Fern Crescent. T ’
Wasterval Storage $132.00t0 $157.00 |  Unavailable None
118% Avenue
Mavfair Self Storage . oy ., .
Maple Meadows Industrial Park $112.00 to $134.00 30 <
Advance Storage & & \ 9 A Few
Maple Meadows Industrial Park $128.0010 $156.00 o8
Centennial Motel & Trailer Park .
100. None
Lougheed Highway $100.00 ? one
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District of Maple Ridge
RV Parking & Bylaw Complaint Criteria
Open House Workbook
June 29, 2011

Workbook and comment submissions will be accepted until 4:00 pm on July 6. Workbooks can be
downloaded from the District’'s website at www.mapleridge.ca and submitted in person, by fax or by
e-mail.




District of Maple Ridge June 29, 2011 Open House

Thank you for taking time to participate and working with us to review information on the bylaw
complaint process and recreational vehicle parking. Your comments and answers are a very
important part of developing policies and a regulatory framework that reflects community goals and
values.

e The first part of this workbook relates to the Bylaw Complaint process. Parts of the
preliminary recommendations revolve around taking the ambiguity out of the current
legislation and establishing a ‘geographic boundary’ for complaints. Two potential scenarios
are presented for your comments, one for urban areas and one for rurali.

The second issue with the complaint process is placing a limit on the number of complaints
that an individual can file in a year. The suggestion presented for your comments would set a
limit of three complaints per year for a household. Please let us know your thoughts on this
proposal. If you disagree with the suggestions, we hope that you will suggest alternatives and
provide your views to support your point of view.

e The second part of this workbook deals with the issue of Recreational Vehicle Parking. Four
different Concepts are presented that reflect input to date and detailed research from
neighbouring municipalities.

o The final part of this workbook seeks to determine your views on the ownership of RVs
parked on a property.

As we move forward, a report will be presented to Council with the final recommendations for a bylaw
complaint process policy and a draft bylaw amendment will be developed for RV parking. Council will
be given all of the comment sheets collected at the open house and online. This way your elected
officials have your recommendations and detailed comments as they deliberate on these matters.

Workbook and comment submissions will be accepted until 4:00 pm on July 6. Workbooks can be
downloaded from the District’s website at www.mapleridge.ca and submitted in person, by fax or by
e-mail.

Once again, thank you for participating in this information session. Your comments and suggestions
are an important part of this process.

E.S. (Liz) Holitzki
Director of Licences, Permits & Bylaws
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Proposed Bylaw
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Proposed Bylaw
Complaint Criteria

Limit the number of complaints filed
by a single complainant within a

specific time period.

EXAMPLE:

3 complaints from one address once
a year.







