
Alberni Clayoquot Regional District      February 12, 2024 
Planning Department 

Re: Bylaw P1487  
6210 Drinkwater Road 
 

I am a third-generation farmer that along with two other generations operate a bona fide, family farm 
within the adjacent neighbourhood of the Brar property. I am also related to the property owner of the 
ALR land to the North of the Brar property. My Aunt (property owner to the North) is in her 80’s and 
does not have the energy or willingness to fight for her best interest. Although I am not speaking on her 
behalf, I assure you she shares my thoughts. 

I am writing this letter to communicate my disapproval of Bylaw P1487, but more importantly to express 
my concerns of the approach that the ACRD and other governing bodies are using when considering 
rezoning and subdivision of properties in close proximity to farmland. 

It is my opinion that even if land is not within the ALR, it should still be considered to have the potential 
to be farmed. Use of any land adjacent to a farm and decisions about the potential usage of that land 
will always have a potential impact on farm land in the long term. My family has always had the desire to 
expand our farm, but has only managed to do so by buying adjacent small properties at high prices.  
With the increasing density and increasing real estate prices any further expansion is no longer a realistic 
option. As upscaling is often the only way to increase efficiencies and maintain profitability, like many 
other farmers, we are faced with the reality that we may some day have to give up farming.  

I acknowledge that the Provincial government is inflicting a lot of pressure, if not mandating, that the 
ACRD and other local governing bodies increase housing density to counteract the current housing crisis. 
As much as this is necessary, it can not be allowed to negatively impact the farming community. If we 
continue to increase housing density and at the same time decrease the potential for farming, we will 
end up in a much greater crisis. All over the world, farmers are feeling the impact of poor government 
decisions. This is a direct result of inadequately communicating and neglecting to listen to the farmers’ 
concerns. I am one of those farmers and I am writing this letter with the hope that you reconsider your 
current approach.  

I am not sure very many people understand the farming community today. Not enough people realize 
that most of us operate with little or no profit and work full time off of the farm to pay the farm’s bills, as 
well as work many additional hours on the farm to keep things going. How many people have asked a 
farmer why they would do such an excessive amount of voluntary labour (sometimes extremely, 
physically demanding labour)? The answer will usually be that either the farm is past down from 
generation to generation and it is therefore in their blood and therefore it is all they have ever known, or 
they like the lifestyle that farming brings. Sometimes the answer is both. The problem with this situation 
is that every decision that is made near a farm will impact not only the potential to farm, but also that 
lifestyle of being a farmer. As density around a farm is increased it also increases the potential for 
conflicts between the life the urban residents desire and the farm community. Each new generation of 
potential farmer is finding farming less and less attractive and the lifestyle is the only thing that is 
keeping many of us hanging on. It would be naïve for anyone to think that increased density immediately 
adjacent to a farm would not impact the farm and the farmer. The current message from the World 
farming community is “Please just let us farm in peace.” 

I acknowledge that the land in question with Bylaw P1487 is already zoned to allow urban development, 
and it is my understanding that the Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure removed a portion of 



ALR land from the farm to allow road access to the North East property (It is concerning to learn that a 
Provincial, non-agricultural Ministry has the right to remove land from the ALR) as part of a previous 
subdivision of this property. All this aside, the applicant is now asking the ACRD to increase the density 
of the urban development. An increased density makes any development more financially attractive and 
sets a standard for other similar applications. It would be fair to say that financial gain is the only driver 
of these Bylaw changes. I very much doubt that to any of these Bylaw changes are being made from the 
kindness of the heart to remedy the housing crisis. 

I could write many more pages about the impacts that this type of development has on the farming 
community, but I will cut it short. The ACRD currently has the option to consider what I have written and 
possibly engage in further communication with the farming community before approving this application 
as well as other similar applications. The decisions made moving forward will send a very clear message 
to the farming community as to where we sit on your list of priorities.  

In reviewing the ACRD zoning bylaws I did not find any sections that address Edge planning or buffering 
for developments in proximity of farms. I have included a brochure that discusses this topic. There are 
also a few government sites that provide a lot of good, relevant information. I strongly recommend the 
ACRD give consideration to adapting appropriate policies to create a framework for all future 
developments adjacent to farmland. 

 

Sincerely, 

Ray Dol 


























