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From:

Sent: June 28, 2022 4:04 PM

To: Planning <Planning@cumberland.ca>
Subject: Bylaw No. 1170 clarification

Hello,
Thank you for the notice regarding Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 1170, 2022.

In the Public Hearing Package, the "Purpose" states that there are 5 bulleted items to amend, however
in the included Public Hearing Notice signage on page 3, it has 6 bulleted items, including one that states
" - permit vacation rentals only on properties that also have a principal resident (owner or tenant) living
onit"

Why do the Purpose items in the Package not align with the Public Hearing Notice? Is there an intention
to proceed to amend Bylaw No. 1170 to "permit vacation rentals only on properties that also have a
principal resident (owner or tenant) living on it" ? or has that been removed?

Is there intention to implement the changes in Part 4 section 4.15 states that b) “A vacation rental use is
permitted only when a Residential Use is occurring, with a permanent resident present, on the same lot,
and either:

i. in the same dwelling unit, in the case of a sleeping accommodation, or
ii. in another dwelling unit on the same lot"?

If so, do | understand correctly that: a single-family home in R1-A, even when owner-occupied as a full-
time primary residence, will never be able to rent their home for periods of less than a month (when
they are away), unless they have a secondary suite or ADU on the property where someone else lives
fulltime (even if that is just a renter)?

Is that the case even if the owner can provide an on-call property manager or a neighbour?

Thank you for helping clarify on this tricky topic.
Sincerely
Neil



From: [

Sent: July 5, 2022 12:18 PM
To: Village of Cumberland <info@cumberland.ca>
Subject: Comments on Vacation Rental By-law

Hello,

| am unable to attend the public hearing this week about the Vacation Rental By-law, but | wanted to
send a message in support of the proposed restrictions. | think they're very reasonable and will allow
people to rent out rooms & suites in their own homes without turning our entire village into a de facto
hotel.

Best,
Spencer Cappallo



Tuesday, July 5, 2022

Questions for Mayor and Council to be addressed at the July 7t

Public Hearing

1. Council has recently approved support for the 55+ games being hosted in conjunction with Campbell
River, Comox and Courtenay. This is a great opportunity to promote the area and support local
business. If selected, does council feel like the village can support accommodations for athletes,
their families and fans? What does that look like? I’'ve reached out the Event Coordinator of the
games, Dawn Portman, who quoted the following number of participants that typically need to be
hosted:

Between 3500-4000 in larger centres and 2200-3000 in smaller centres. How does Cumberland intend
to host even a portion of these participants, in the absence of hotels?

a) How many people can Cumberland accommodate?
b) What options do people have in terms of accommodations in Cumberland if:
i.  They have small children
ii. Have pets
iii. Are 55+

Certainly this demographic of people are not comfortable staying in the hostel. With a limited number
of short term rentals (at this moment there are only 20 based on what council mentioned last meeting)
where does council propose these types of people stay? 20 places is very limited, not to mention I’'m
sure these aren’t all private suites and aren’t available all year round.

2. Does council know the percentage of business generated at downtown shops and eateries by non-
residents compared to residents? If so can you please share that number.

3. Council has recently referenced other communities such as Tofino and Victoria in terms of what
bylaws they have in place around short term rentals. I'm wondering what the parallel is between
Cumberland and these places?

4. These communities both have many hotels and well-established tourist accommodations and have
had so for many years. Cumberland is an emerging community with small population (hovering
around the 5000 mark) and has no hotel accommodations. The bylaws being proposed are
extremely detailed, allow for almost no flexibility and seem to be designed to squash any and all
short term rentals period. Has council thought to look at emerging communities like our own?

5. Have you looked at the short-term rental bylaws for similar communities such as Oliver or
Summerland (in the Okanagan) which are also emerging communities that have lack of hotel
accommodations but are newly attracting visitors because of the booming wine industry?



10.

Tuesday, July 5, 2022

Why are we trying to turn people away from wanting to come and stay here and spend their
money?

Have business owners been consulted on extremely limiting short-term rentals and how have they
been able to voice their opinion?

The council will be spending money unnecessarily on 'proactive' bylaw enforcement, as at the last
council meeting it was indicated impending legislation by the provincial government would provide
locations of all vacation rentals. As it is now, you admitted you have no idea how many of the
vacation rentals without business licences, (42) are within R1-A. Table the legislation until you have
a better handle on the situation. What is the rush to implement these new bylaws?

What is the maximum number of people that can currently be accommodated in the licenced
vacation rentals?

Of the 20 with business licences, how many are using ADU's? how many suites? and how many beds
within their house? Thus what is the total number of people who can 'legally' be accommodated in
Cumberland?

If you can't answer these basic questions, you don't know the impact of the changes being proposed and
the impact on 'affordable housing'. If you rush ahead with these bylaw changes, you run the risk of
'killing the goose that lays the golden egg'

Sincerely,

Kim Taylor



Cumberland Public Hearing Questions:

1. Referring to the Summary section in the public hearing documents and the resolution dated
December 10, 2018:

That staff review the Zoning Bylaw in regard to vacation rentals and report back to Council as soon as
possible. (Motion 18-676).

A review of existing vacation rentals and other tourism accommodation available in the Village of
Cumberland clearly show that without vacation rentals, visitor accommodation options would be very
limited. The impact of vacation rentals on long-term rental housing in the Village is more difficult to
quantify because one cannot know exactly how many vacation rental owners would rent to long-term
tenants if vacation rentals were not permitted or were more restricted.

What information have you gathered since this resolution which may offer additional insight to the
short-term rental vs long term housing situation in the village?

a) What are the number of residential properties within R1A?

b) Of those properties, how many have an accessory dwelling? or suite available to rent short
term? As in what is the future potential?

c¢) How many people can be accommodated presently in licenced vacation rentals?

d) How many of the short term rentals that currently have a business licence would meet the new

bylaw requirements? Perhaps this is an indication of how restrictive your proposed bylaws are.

2. Council talked about losing the sense of community by allowing short term rentals. By limiting the
area to zone R1A would this not condense this perceived loss into one small area? Would it not be
better to spread the short-term rentals to any zone but cap the total number?

3. Council continually discusses parking issues in the already congested R1A zone. Bylaw 6.2 talks about
Cash in Lieu Provisions where in point c) an owner of a parcel, building or structure may, at their option,
pay to the Village $3800 per off-street visitor parking stall. It appears council would rather clutter up the
streets in R1A by offering this option instead of allowing short term rentals in areas where there is
ample off-street parking already. Has council considered extending the area short-term rentals are
permitted?

4. Should council find that there are issues with restricting vacation rentals to Zone R1A (congestion,
parking and perceived loss of community), would you bring about an amendment to the zoning
extending short-term rentals to other zones?

5. A question to council is, if a property owner currently provides long term housing within a portion of
their dwelling and wishes to use the reminder of the dwelling for personal use and short-term rental and
meets the requirements of all the newly proposed bylaws, would council consider approving a variance
for this property even though they are outside the R1A zone? The property is not taking away from the
long-term housing pool only adding additional accommodations for those wanting to come and spend
their money in the Cumberland businesses when it’s not being used by the property owner.



6. Are businesses on main street required to post a phone number on their business sign? Short-term
rental owners should be able to chose to provide a phone number on their sign or not. IF they chose not
to they should have the option to put an email for privacy reasons. Unlike a business, homeowners are
available and on duty anytime. Businesses can walk away from the business and leave the phone
behind. Itis unreasonable to expect owners to post their number for the whole world to see. A sign
should be to guide guests to the property not a means for anyone walking by to decide to call. There’s
already a process for dealing with possible complaints (ie. Police, bylaw) and there’s already a process
for booking the accommodations (ie. Online platforms) so who is the phone number for?
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