CITY OF RICHMOND
URBAN DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

REPORT TO COMMITTEE

7o Counci! ~Tane 15,200/
10 Abwwing - Jung /9, 200/

TO: Planning Committee DATE: June 5, 2001

FROM: Joe Erceg FILE: 3060~ 20~ 7237
Manager, Development Applications

RE: APPLICATION BY CHARAN SETHI FOR REZONING AT 11611, 11631 AND

11651 WILLIAMS ROAD FROM SINGLE-FAMILY HOUSING DISTRICT,
SUBDIVISION AREA E (R1/E) TO SINGLE-FAMILY HOUSING DISTRICT,
SUBDIVISION AREA K (R1/K)

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
1.) That the following recommendation be forwarded to Public Hearing:

That Single Family Lot Size Policy 5409, adopted by Council in April 1989 and amended in
October 1995, be amended to exclude those properties fronting the north side of Williams
Road between No.5 Road and Shell Road; and

2.) That Bylaw No. 7239, for the rezoning of 11611, 11631 and 11651 Williams Road from
“Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area E (R1/E)" to “Single-Family Housing
District, Subdivision Area K (R1/K)", be introduced and given first reading.

goe Erceg

Manager, Dgvelopment Applications

JE;jmb
Att.
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June 5, 2001 -2- - RZ 01-114608

STAFF REPORT

ORIGIN

Charan Sethi has applied, on behalf of the owners, to rezone 11611, 11631 and 11651 Williams
Road (Attachment 1) from Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area E (R1/E) (minimum
width of 18m or 59 feet) to Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area K (R1/K) (minimum
width of 10m or 33 feet) to permit subdivision of the lots and the development of six new single

family homes as shown on Attachment 2.

In his attached letter he explains the rationale for the proposal (Attachment 3).

FINDINGS OF FACT

ITEM EXISTING PROPOSED
Owner 11611 Robert & Stephanie Hourie & | To be determined
Elizabeth Palfrey, 11631 Michael
and Pralin Walman, 11651 Tak
Chan & Ying Cheng
Applicant Charan Sethi No change
Site Size three lots approx. 650m? (7000 ft) | six lots approx. 325 m*
(3500 %)
Land Uses Single Family Single Family
OCP Specific Land | Low Density Residential No change
Use Designation
OCP Generalized Land | Neighbourhood Residential No change
Use Designation
702 Policy Designation | R1/E Remove lots fronting
Williams from Policy Area
Zoning R1/E R1/K

Surrounding Development

Development surrounding the subject site is primarily older single family homes zoned R1/E.
The redeveloped Shellmont site, to the west, retains the Neighbourhood Service Centre OCP
land use designation, however, the commercial component of the site is now relatively small.

There are approximately 28 other lots along the north side and 10 other lots on the south side of
the 11,000 block of Williams that would have similar development potential to the proposed
application. Additionally, there are many lots (approx. 60) in the 10,000 block of Williams, both
north and south that have similar development potential.

Lot Size Policy

There is an existing Lot Size Policy for the area (Attachment 4) which permits the subdivision
of the majority of the lots in the area to R1/E (18m or 59 ft wide). However, recent amendments
to Section 700 of the Zoning Bylaw permit Council to remove properties along major roads from
existing policy areas (which are older than 5 years).
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June 5, 2001 -3- - : RZ 01-114608

OCP Policies

OCP policies support the creation of housing choice through consideration of low-rise multiple
family housing along major roads, transportation corridors and near major community facilities
or services. The subject site achieves these considerations.

Staff have been working on refining these policies to identify more clearly the priorities for
redevelopment along major arterial roads. In general however, the focus is to direct more
dense forms of redevelopment, for example townhouses, toward community facilites and
services and to permit single family character housing generally along major roads where
acceptable to the community.

Public Input

Letters were sent to all properties in the existing policy area to inform them of the application
and of the intent to remove the lots facing Williams Road form the Lot Size Policy area
(Attachment 5).

A number of calls have been received from individuals:

- seeking clarification regarding the proposed change to the lot size policy;
- expressing concern over the change in density;

- wishing to undertake similar developments along Williams Road; and

- supporting the proposal (Attachment 6).

STAFF COMMENTS

Engineering Comments

A covenant is required to ensure no vehicular access to Williams Road. Access is to be from
the lane only. Prior to registration of the subdivision, the developer will be required to:

- pay DCC's and servicing costs including removal of existing driveway crossings on
Williams Road,

- design the upgrade of the existing laneway to current city standards including drainage,
curbs and lighting; and

- enter into a standard servicing agreement for the construction of the above works.

However, if the properties subdivide at different times, the individual owners would be required
to pay Neighbourhood Improvement Charges in lieu of completing the above works.

Land Use Implications

There are approximately 200 lots along arterial roads throughout Richmond that are served by
lanes that have the potential to subdivide to R1/K and approximately 15 lots that have the
potential to subdivide to R1/A.

If the subject application were to be approved it would certainly result in an increased number of
applications on similar lots. However, looking at population figures that would resuit from
redevelopment along arterial roads in general, not just arterial roads currently served by lanes,
the figures show that redevelopment along the major roads over the next 20 to 30 years will
result in the addition of a 12% gain to the existing population base. This form of redevelopment
is the prime opportunity to introduce smaller more affordable housing into Richmond.

11
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June 5, 2001 -4- ) RZ 01-114608

ANALYSIS

Option 1: Deny Rezoning

Given the implications for future rezoning applications on Williams Road and throughout
Richmond that would result from supporting the application, one option would be to deny it.
There is the potential to greatly change the character of some neighbourhoods where there are
lanes in place currently.

However, over the longer term (20 to 30 years), we expect redevelopment to occur along many
of Richmond’s major arterial roads, not just those with lanes currently. The greatest opportunity
to introduce new, more affordable housing is along the major roads. The implication in this case
is that those lots along arterial roads currently served by lanes will redevelop more quickly than
other lots where lanes are not currently in place.

Option 2: Approve Rezoning and Amend Lot Size Policy (Recommended

Staff support the subject application because:

- it introduces some housing options into the neighbourhood;

- it provides affordable housing relative to what would be developed on the larger lots; and
- it is close to the shops in the redeveloped Shellmont Centre.

As part of the application, staff recommend that Lot Size Policy 5409 be amended to remove the
properties fronting Williams Road from the policy area as shown on Attachment 7.

FINANCIAL IMPACT
None.
CONCLUSION

1.) An application has been made to rezone three lots to enable the subdivision and creation of
six lots along the 11,000 block of Williams Road.

2.) The approval of the application has implications for future similar redevelopment along
major roads where lanes exist.

3.) Staff support the application as it provides an opportunity to introduce smaller, affordable
housing units and recommend that the Lot Size Policy be amended to remove the properties
fronting Williams Road.

Gheronn

Jenny Beran, MCIP
Planner

JMB:cas

There is one requirement to be dealt with prior to final adoption:
- a covenant to ensure no vehicular access to Williams Road.
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ATTACHMENT 3

February 28, 2001

City of Richmond
6911 No.3 Road
Richmond, B.C.
vey 2Cl

Re: Rezoning Application for 11611, 11631, and 11651 Williams Road

To whom it may concern:

‘This is a letter of intent rcgarding my application, on behalf of the owners of the propertics
meationed above, to rezone these propertics from RIE to R1K. This would pcrmit subdivision of
the cach lot, currently 66 ft. x 110 ft., to two lots measuring 33 ft. x 110 ft.

The current lanc would be improved at the time of actual subdivision. [ndividual access to cach
property via Williams Road would be climinated and replaced by lanc access. The current owncers
would keep the existing dwellings until such a time, as cither they or a futurc owner would sce fit
to demolish them and build new homes.

1 bave met with Tomizo Yamamoto; an architect who is very familiar with the Richmond market
to summarize what we fecl would be the appropriate direction for this arca. These points arc
outlined below:

O The creation of smaller lots to make way for morc cfficiently planned and constructed
homes. This provides for more affordable lots and thercfore affordable homes.;

u  In kecping with public demand, as well as the wishes of the City of Richmond, a heritage-
style building scheme may be created on these lots. This would cnsurc that builders who
purchasc these lots maintain a common strect appeal which fits in with the family-oricnted
naturc of this neighborhood. Overall appearance would be similar to that achicved in the
Odlinwood subdivision in “Odlinwood Heritage Townhomes” and “Sommecrton at
Odlinwood” townhomes. Rooflines are discussed further below;

o  Where lots arc bolow grade, height should be maintained and not raised to street level.
This allows for additional living space on lower levels or the accommodating of garages
on this level. Street appeal can be maintained in a fashion similar to Heritage Court, a
townhome complex on No.l Road. Thesc plans cncompassed living space on three lovels,
while maintaining a strcet appearance of two levels;

a To cncourage builders to provide front porches, we feel that these should not be used in
the calculation of overall F.A.R. Thesc arc not cnclosed living spaces and arc promoted
mainly to provide livability and ncighborhood appcal;

O The bencfits of the classic gable style roofs arc two-fold. Firstly, they provide very
attractive rooflines. Sccondly, they fit with the heritage concept proposcd for the arca, and
proven popular in many other developments;

o Finally, any trees that can be saved shall be done so within rcason. This will provide for a
maturc appearance to development as well as noisc buffers for residents of these homes.

|
1



These propertics arc among the first to be applied for in this arca of Richmond. Duc to many
recent improvements in the arca, and the lack of prior development in the arca, we feel that this is
an opportunc time for development. Our plans keep with many of the City of Richmond’s visions
while mecting the growing demands and ever-changing needs of the community. We fecl that
devclopment of this nature will providc consistent, sustainable, and attractive development of this
arca, as well as provide a guide for others in the future.

I look forward to mecting with you on this matter. 1 can be reached at 207-4663 should there be

any questions or concerns. Thank you for your time.

Sincerely,
«_ <

Charan S. Scthi



ATTACHMENT 4

City of Richmond Pollcy Manual

Page 1 of 2

Adopted by Council: April 10, 1989 POLICY 5409
Amended & Adopted by Council: October 16, 1995

File Ref: 4045-00

SINGLE-FAMILY LOT SIZE POLICY IN QUARTER-SECTION 25-4-6

POLICY 5409:

The following policy establishes lot sizes for the area generally bounded by Shell Road, King
Road, No. 5 Road and Williams Road, in a portion of Section 25-4-6:

1.

280015

Properties within the area be permitted to subdivide in accordance with the provisions of
Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area E (R1/E) in Zoning and Development
Bylaw 5300, with the following exceptions:

(a)

()

(d)

(e)

properties with duplexes may be subdivided into two lots, provided those that
have access to No. 5 Road or Wiliams Road meet the requirements of
Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area C (R1/C) and all others meet
the requirements of Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area B (R1/B);

properties with frontage on No. 5 Road may be subdivided as per Single-Family
Housing District, Subdivision Area C (R1/C);

the three easternmost lots on Williams Road (11771, 11811 and 11831) may be
subdivided as per Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area C (R1/C);

the rear portions of 11031 and 11051 King Road may be subdivided to create a
lot meeting the requirements of Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area
B (R1/B); and

two lots on the north side of King Road (11691 and 11711 King Road) may be
developed with townhouses; and

This policy, as shown on the accompanying plan, be used to determine the disposition of
future single-family and townhouse rezoning applications in this area for a period of not
less than five years, unless changed by the amending procedures contained in the
Zoning and Development Bylaw 5300.
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Subdivision permitted as per R1/B
Subdivision permitted as per R1/C
Subdivision permitted as per R1/E
Townhouses

Existing duplexes can be split into two lots

POLICY 5409
SECTION 25§, 4-6

Adopted Date: 04/10/89

Amended Date: 10/16/95
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Attachment 5

City of Richmond

6911 No. 3 Road. Richmond. BC V6Y 2C1
Telephone (604) 276-4000

www.citv.richmond.be.ca

April 30, 2001 Urban Development Division
File: RZ01-114608 Fax: (604) 2764177

Dear Resident:

Re:  Notice: A Change to the Single Family Lot Size Policy 5409

The purpose of this letter is to inform you of a proposed rezoning application along Williams Road and a
proposed change to the Lot Size Policy for your area.

An application to rezone 11611, 11631 & 11651 Williams Road to permit subdivision into six single
family, R1/K size lots (minimum average width of 32.8 feet) has been received by the City of Richmond
(Attachment 1). The application is contrary to the existing Single Family Lot Size Policy 5409
(Attachment 2) that was adopted by Council in 1989 and amended in 1995, which permits R1/E size lots
(minimum average width of 59 feet) for the majority of the area and R1/C size lots (minimum average
width of 44 feet) along No.5 Road.

New Approach

Last fall Council approved a new approach to better manage residential development along arterial roads.
Now Council will consider the subdivision of single-family residential lots along major roads
independently of the Single Family Lot Size Policy and process. The reason is to eliminate an
inconsistency. Specifically, it does not make sense to use the Single Family Lot Size Policy process to
restrict single family lot sizes along arterial roads on one hand, when on the other hand, the Official
Community Plan encourages more intensive residential development (e.g. smaller lots, duplexes &
townhouses) along arterial roads.

For areas with existing Siugle Family Lot Size Policies, this new approach means that:

- where the Policy has been in place for over five years, all single family residential rezoning
applications along arterial will be evaluated on their own merits; and

- Council will also determine whether or not to exempt all the properties along the blockface from
the existinig Lot Size Policy.

Specifics

This letter is to inform you that:

1. the rezoning application at 11611, 11631 & 11651 Williams Road is exempt from the existing Lot
Size Policy 5409 and will be reviewed on its own merits; and

2. itis proposed that all of the lots along the 11,000 block of Williams Road be exempt from the existing

Lot Size Policy No 5409 (Attachment 3) in order that various sizes of single family lots can be

considered for redevelopment.
/’/\
RICHMOND
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You should note that this does not imply that staff and/or Council automatically support the proposed
rezoning or future rezonings. It just means that the review process has been simplified. The subject
rezoning and future applications will continue to receive the same attention and scrutiny as all other
rezoning applications.

What this means to you
The proposed amendment to Lot Size Policy 5409 and the proposed rezoning of 11611, 11631 & 11651

Williams Road will be considered concurrently by Planning Committee and Council in the near future.

If you have any questions regarding the above, including when Council will be reviewing the matter,
please contact me at 276-4212.

Yours truly,

% dan

Jenny Beran, MCIP
Planner

JMB:cas
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Attachment ¢ -

.Judy Kerr
11200 Seaton Road
Richmond BC V7A 3G2

May 9, 2001.05.09

Urban Development Division
City of Richmond

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmond, BC V6Y 2ClI

FAX 604-276-4177

REGARDING Family Lot Size Policy 5409
11611, 11631, 11651 Williams Road

[ am in favour of higher density residential on arterial roads.

I would also have been in favour of the house on the S.W. comer of Shell
and Williams being used as a dental office.

The townhouses in my area are a great improvement.

Judy Kerr

21
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ATTACHMENT 7
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CITY OF RICHMOND
BYLAW 7239

RICHMOND ZONING AND DEVELOPMENT BYLAW 5300
AMENDMENT BYLAW 7239 (RZ 01-114608)
11611, 11631 & 11651 WILLIAMS ROAD

The Council of the City of Richmond, in open meeting assembled, enacts as follows:

1. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of
Richmond Zoning and Development Bylaw 5300, is amended by repealing the existing
zoning designation of the following area and by designating it Single Family Housing
District, Subdivision Area K (R1/K)

P.1.D. 001-280-104
Lot 5§ Block 1 Section 25 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan
18935

P.1.D. 003-811-921
Lot 3 Block 1 Section 25 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan
18935

P.l.D. 003-871-975
Lot 4 Block 1 Section 25 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan

18935

2. This Bylaw may be cited as “Richmond Zoning and Development Bylaw 5300,
Amendment Bylaw 7239”.

FIRST READING JUN 25 2001

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON

pos—
APPROVED

CITY OF
RICHMOND

for content by

SECOND READING

THIRD READING

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED

ADOPTED

MAYOR CITY CLERK

436620




COPIED
& DISTRIBUTED TO: MAYOR & EACH (1T
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s 1 CITY OF RICHMOND [T3s
T0 L PUBLC hearki NG URBAN DEVELOPMENT DIVISION N
JUY i, 28] Wl
ITOHM No. R MEMORANDUM [~——
TO: Acting Mayor & Members of Council DATE: July 6, 2001 .
FROM:  Joe Erceg FILE: - & 8060-2, -7z

Manager, Development Applications

RE: Response to Mr. Dale Pitts Re RZ 01-114608

At the June 19" meeting of Planning Committee, Council considered a rezoning of 11611, 11631
and 11651 Williams Road. A letter from Mr. Dale Pitts, AscT, (Attachment 1), was read after
which it was determined that a meeting between staff, Mr. Pitts and the applicant, would be
arranged.

Staff contacted Mr. Pitts who declined a meeting but asked that he receive a written response to
his letter. The response is attached for Council's information (Attachment 2).

Jenny Beran, MCIP
Planner

JMB:jmb
Att. 2
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CHEDULE 1 TO THE MINUTES OF

HE  PLANNING  COMMITTEE Attachment 1
'EETING HELD ON TUESDAY, DALE T. PITTS AScT ‘
UNE 19, 2001. - 11680 SEATON ROAD RICHMOND, BC V7A 3G6.

1-604-277-3221 ———-—pittsfamily@hotmail.com

17 June, 2001 1o P\od\,r\::j COMW\\S‘((

City of Richmond Tune 19, 2c0\
6911 No. 3 road E\.QM
- Richmond B.C. A
V6Y 2C1 : .
PHOTOCOPIED .
o & DISTRIBUTED g T0: *é*g&? & EACH
Attention: City Clerk DATE: 05//‘,/“7&0/ FROM. A/Cl%-'éfERRK

Re: File RZ01-114608

As instructed by Ms. Jenny Beran, MCIP, I am contacting your office to submit the following written
submission items that will form part of the Planning Committee and/or Public Hearing documentation.

It is my understanding that the file will be on the agenda for the Planning committee meeting of
01/06/19. T will not be available to attend the meeting.

As well as adhering to by-law enforcement expected to be provided by the City of Richmond, it is
required that the City of Richmond and the Developer provide in simple explanation in writing, answers
to my concerns and any other submission for or against the proposal.

The neighborhood has a large population of new Canadians who have been in the past, and may be by
this development, intimidated and confused by lack of explanation in simple terms. It is the
responsibility of the Planning Committee to provide requested clarification of concerns.

1. Reference Letter from Jenny Beran, MCIP dated April 30, 2001and Attachments 1, 2 and 3.
a) Attachment 1: Indicates NORTH ELEVATION. Williams Road is the south elevation.
b) Attachment 3: The lower left hand comer of the properties indicated should be indicated as R1/C.

¢) Both Attachment 1 and 3 in my opinion should be reissued in full, or in part, as an addendum to all
affected residents.

2. As well as adhering to by law enforcement and regulation the following information is necessary in
order to fully evaluate the proposal.

a) What will the finished floor elevation, parking and landscaped areas of the projects be in relation to
the two adjoining east and west residents and the residents north of the proposed development?

b) Submit an illustration of the south elevation of the project for review.

¢) What are the numbers and location of parking spaces to be provided for the finished project?

d) What trees will be removed and what method of removal be, prior to project start? .

e) Submit a drainage pattern that indicates the final drainage from the proposed development in relation
to existing adjacent residents on the east, west and north side of the development. ‘

f) Will the schedule of interruption to make service connections for sanitary be submitted to residents
who access the alley and depend on the alley for emergency and service vehicle use?

3. Project construction if it proceeds. &%
7Y “L rogqe S\
a) Will the demolition be from Williams Road or from the alley? N
3 E
SUCCESS DCES NOT CONDONE MEDICCRITY 3,‘ Q 9_5
) §
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b)
c)
d)
€)

f)

Will heavy demolition equipment and/or trucks be moving through the residential alley dyr
demolition or during construction? This area is"very proneto vibration and damage to l‘esfdemg
during construction periods. '

What is proposed prior to, and -during construction, for vibration control from constructiq
equipment to avoid damage to adjacent properties?

What is the proposed sedimentation control for the construction period of the project?

What will the City of Richmond inspection schedule be for the enforcement of sedimentatjop,

control, construction methods relative to vibration and clean up of adjacent property during
construction and following construction? '

What is the proposed parking planned for trades persons during construction?

As an owner of adjacent property it is mandatory that clarification of the above items be submitted
during the City of Richmond Planning Committee reviews or Public Hearing(s). Past experience of
planning and enforcement of construction in the area have not been acceptable. Residents do not want
repeat lack of concern for their life safety, interruption in lifestyle and protection of properties.

Ll

Copy: Jenny Beran MCIP

76



Attachment 2

- City of Richmond

6911 No.3 Road. Richmond. BC V6Y 2C1
Telephone (604) 276-4000
www.city.richmond.be.ca

JU|y 3, 2001 Urban Development Division
File: - RZ 01-114608 Fax: (604) 2764177

Mr. Dale Pitts
11680 Seaton Road
Richmond, BC V7A 3G6

Dear Mr. Pitts:
Re: RZ01-114608
In respbnse to your letter of June 17, 2001 we have the following responses to your questions.

1a) Attachment 1 incorrectly labels the elevation shown as the “North Elevation”. The
drawing should read “South Elevation”;

1b) The lower left hand corner properties along Williams Road, under the proposed
amendment to the Policy, will no longer have an R1/C designation as part of the Lot Size
Policy;

1c)  Staff do not believe that the mislabelling of the south elevation warrants reissuing letters
to the neighbourhood;

2a)  The city does not regulate finished floor elevation beyond ensuring meeting the
minimums for floodplain, therefore it is possible that the fili level of one property will be
greater than the fill level of the neighbour. In the case of the subject application, the
applicant has indicated that they will not be filling the property;

2b)  The elevation provided is the south elevation;

2c) in terms of the number and location of parking spaces, the zoning bylaw regulates that
there be two parking spaces on site. As part of the rezoning we will require that they be
accessed from the lane. The applicant has indicated that the parking spaces will be in
the form of a two car garage;

2d)  The City of Richmond does not have a tree retention bylaw. If necessary tree retention
can be addressed during the subdivision process;

2e)  The drainage pattern that indicates the final drainage from the proposed development in
relation to existing adjacent residents will be provided by the applicant with the building
permit. The City does ensure that storm and surface water is collected by a storm
drainage system that connects to the City’s storm drainage system;

2f) Sanitary service will be unaffected however, City crews will use the lane for
approximately one day for each sanitary hookup. It is not current practice to send a
schedule to the neighbourhood of the days that City crews will be using the lane;

I N
RICH&h\ID

[sdand Cin, by Nurure
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3a)
3b)

3¢)

3d)

3e)

3f)

-2.

Demolition of existing homes would occur from Williams Road:

The applicant has advised that heavy trucks may be moving through lane during
demolition and construction;

The city does not regulate vibration control. It is a matter between the two property
owners. If you are concerned that damage may occur to your property during
construction, we suggest that you document the existing condition of your property in
case you wish to make a claim;

The City does not regulate sedimentation control during construction except where it
affects City property;

The City does not inspect for sedimentation control, vibration or clean up of adjacent
properties; and

Trades people are subject to posted parking regulations which restrict parking along
Williams Road.

If you have any further questions you can reach me at 276-4212.

Yours truly,

g S

Jenny Beran, MCIP
Planner

JMB:cas

pc:

Charan Sethi, Applicant
Joe Erceg, Manager, Development Applications



