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Decision 
 
For the reasons set out below, I find that the subject matter of this complaint is not within 
the jurisdiction of BCFIRB under s. 3 of the FPPA and as such, I decline to refer the 
complaint to a panel for hearing. 
 
In this case, the parties are in agreement.  The complainant does not believe there is a 
farm business on the property. The respondents describe themselves as running a 
hobby farm with no significant income generated.  The rooster noise disturbance 
complained of arises out of the respondents’ lifestyle choice as opposed to a farm 
operation conducted by a farm business.  The FPPA was not designed to address every 
complaint by a neighbour about a disturbance resulting from a farm operation or farm 
animal.   
 
In my view, it is not appropriate for the complainant to bring a complaint to BCFIRB 
where there is no evidence that a disturbance arises out of a farm operation conducted 
by a farm business. The complainant can and should pursue existing common law 
remedies in nuisance or alternatively, take their noise complaint up with local 
government. Further, the protections offered by the FPPA only apply to farm businesses 
following normal farm practices; where there is no farm business the protections have no 
application.    
 
As such, the complaint is dismissed. 
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