City of

Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, February 16, 2011

Time: 3:30 p.m.

Place: Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall

Present: Joe Erceg, Chair

Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and Public Works
Dave Semple, General Manager, Parks and Recreation

The meeting was called to order at 3:30 p.m.

1.

Minutes

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Development Permit Panel held on Wednesday,
January 26, 2011, be adopted.

CARRIED

Development Pérmit 08-432193
(File Ref, No.: DP 08-432193) (REDMS No. 2592297)

APPLICANT: Interface Architecture Inc.
PROPERTY LOCATION: 12351 No 2 Road
INTENT OF PERMIT:

Permit the construction of a 44-unit townhouse development at 12351 No. 2 Road on a
site zoned “Town Housing (ZT48) - Trites Area (Steveston) and South McLennan (City
Centre)”.

Applicant’'s Comments

John Lo, Interface Architecture Inc., advised that the architect for the proposed 44-unit
townhouse development was unable 1o attend the meeting, but that he would make a brief
presentation and then respond to the Panel’s queries. Mr. Lo introduced Masa Ito,
Landscape Architect for the project, and then made the following remarks:

. the proposed 44-unit townhouse development is at 12351 No. 2 Road, south of
Moncton Street, on a site rezoned from “Light Industrial” to “Town Housing™;
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o the rezoning application was made in 2007, but due to the economic slowdown in
2008, the original design of 39 townhouse units was increased to 44 townhouse
units;

o the site’s long, rectangular shape presented a challenge; and

) to the west and to the south of the subject site are industrial properties; to the east

across No. 2 Road, is farmland in the Agriculture Land Reserve, and to the north is
a 54-unit townhouse development;

In response to the Chair’s query regarding the whereabouts of the project’s architect, Mr.
Lo advised that he was out of town.

Mr. Ito made the following comments regarding the landscape and open space design:

. the No. 2 Road frontage is enhanced with landscaped front yards, and a mixture of
evergreen and deciduous tree planting;

. on the east perimeter of the subject site Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) buffer
standards were followed in the landscape design elements;

@ the interfaces to the industrial properties to the south and west include a pedestrian
corridor, with landscape treatments;

* a low picket fence surrounding the play equipment area defines the open streetscape
within the subject site, and leads to the common area cited in the centre of the
proposed development.

. the common area is where residents can congregate, and includes both a seating
area and a children’s play area; and

® landscape elements include flowering plants, a colonnade of shade trees, and
seasonal flowers.

Panel Discussion

Discussion ensued with regard to the pedestrian corridor, and advice was offered that: (i)
it would be lit, but the lighting would not interfere with residents’ living quarters; (ii) at
present it measures three metres in width, but at a later date it would be increased to six
metres; (iii) a chain link fence will run along the south and west sides of the walkway.

With regard to the potential of future development in the area, Mr. Lo advised that the
area plan allowed the industrial buildings to be demolished at some later date, and that
multi-family residential buildings could take their place.

In response to a query, advice was given regarding the following details of the outdoor
amenity space: (i) there were seating areas for use by residents who choose to garden; and
(ii) children’s play equipment as well as an open, grassy play area is available.

In response to the Chair’s query regarding the buffer area between the ALR land and the
subject site, Mr, Ito advised that the AAC’s request for a hedge to prevent dust had been
met in the landscape scheme.
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In addition, Mr, Ito stated that: (i) with regard to the No. 2 Road frontage, improvements
include a Scarlet Oak tree; (ii) a Cherry tree was a feature of the front yard; and (iii) a
Cedar hedge, measuring five feet in height, will also be a feature of the property.

Staff Comments

Wayne Craig, Program Coordinator Development, advised that staff supports: (i) the
application; (ii} the ALR buffer scheme, for the six metre front yard setback along the
eastern perimeter of the subject site; and (iii) the three metre public walkway along the
south, and west edges, of the development site.

Mr. Craig stated that there is coordinated access between the subject site, and the site to
the notth where there is a 54-unit townhouse development, for emergency vehicles,

In conclusion Mr. Craig remarked that the proposed development includes two convertible
units, and that all other units include aging in place features, including handrails, lever
handles and blocking in washroom walls for future grab bar installation.

In response to the Chair’s query regarding the noise issue, Mr. Craig advised that a
professional acoustical engineer had undertaken a study, including noise measurements, to
investigate sound issues and had specified design and construction of the proposed
dwelling units to meet standards specified by CMHC. He added that to mitigate noise
from adjacent industrial properties south facing residential unit bedrooms would be fitted
with additional drywall material, and additional glazing, in addition to mechanical
ventilation with temperature conirol devices that would ensure comfortable living, with
windows shut during summer months.

The Chair noted that to ensure mitigation of industrial noise potential indoors doors and
windows in the proposed townhouse units would need to be closed. He further noted that
the City is moving toward a new Noise Regulation Bylaw, one that features decibel
frequencies identified as dBA and dBC, and queried if the acoustical work done on the
application related to the draft Bylaw.

Mr, Craig advised that the draft Noise Regulation Bylaw had not been applied to the
Interface Architecture Inc. application.

The Chair invited the applicant’s acoustical engineer, Aaron Peterson of Brown, Strachan
Associates to address the Panel.

In response to the Chair’s queries Mr. Peterson advised that:

o during the acoustical study of the proposed townhouse units the existing noise
bylaw maximum theoretical levels of noise had been applied, assuming multiple
noise sources, and this design noise level exceeds the maximum dBA and dBC
noise levels permitted in the City’s draft Noise Regulation Bylaw;

. the noise level standards adopted for the inside of the proposed townhouse units are
lower than the noise levels permitted in the City’s draft Noise Regulation Bylaw;
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® the acoustic study design noise level of 69 dBA, or roughly 75 dBC, took into
account the 65 dBA daytime noise level in the City’s existing Noise Regulation
Bylaw, as well as the potential for multiple industrial units, and this equation was
used as the project’s design level, which was higher than those outlined in the
City’s draft Noise Regulation Bylaw;

. during the acoustic study both “intermediate zone” and “quiet zone” noise levels
were applied at the maximum level outlined in the City’s Noise Regulation Bylaw;
and

. the dBA and dBC noise frequencies and levels outlined in the City’s draft Noise
Regulation Bylaw depends on zoning, and the project would still meet the draft
Noise Regulation noise levels and the interior noise level standards as set out by the
Canadian Municipal Housing Corporation.

Panel Discussion

In response to a query directed at staff regarding how the ALR buffer scheme, for the six
metre front yard setback along the eastern perimeter of the subject site, compares with
similar sites in the City, where a development is adjacent to ALR land, Mr. Craig advised
that this proposed development’s treatment is consistent with others in the vicinity.

In response to a query directed at the applicant, Mr. Lo advised that the mechanical
ventilation provided in the bedrooms of the proposed townhouses would eliminate the
need to open the windows,

Gallery Comments

Steve Pecarsky, Vice President, True World Foods Inc., 12417 No. 2 Road, submitted a
drawing (attached to these Minutes as Schedule 1) to illustrate the proximity of the
proposed townhouse units to the industrial properties.

Mr. Pecarsky commented that townhouse units that currently occupy addresses along
Andrews Road are very close to industrial buildings and that noise travels casily from the
industrial buildings into the Andrews Road townhouse units. He commented that the
proposed townhouse units should be situated as far from the adjacent industrial buildings
as possible, to allow the sound to dissipate as it travelled between industrial and
residential buildings.

Mr. Pecarsky stated that with True World Foods equipment shut down, the company had
measured a 40-decibel noise level.

The Chair noted that:

® a three metre public walkway along the south and west edges of the development
site ensured that the proposed townhouse units would be further from the industrial
buildings, than the Andrews Road townhouse units are from the industrial
buildings;
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. measures that go beyond any measures taken in older projects will be applied that
attenuate noise, such as improved windows, construction techniques to deaden
sound; and

. the City does not want to create a situation of conflict, where this proposed project

is concerned, especially in light of the draft Noise Regulation Bylaw.

Mr. Yuzawa, President of True World Foods clarified comments made by Mr. Lo, with
regard to envisioned redevelopment of industrial properties fronting onto Trites Road, and
stated that he did not foresee any redevelopment in the near future. He stated that his
company has invested heavily in equipment, and that he saw True World Foods at its
present location, even for the next twenty-five years.

Mr. Yuzawa stated that the City has to consider both business and residential structures
when it considers rezoning issues, and that it is everyone’s desire to enjoy peace,

The Chair noted that the Panel’s mandate extends to consideration of the design and
layout of proposed developments, but does not extend to questions of zoning. He
recognized that the interface of residential and industrial sites in the neighbourhood where
True World Foods conducts its business has had its issues and challenges.

The Chair went on to say that he believes the industrial site at 12417 No. 2 Road will be
there for some time, and for the applicant to suggest otherwise was not necessarily the
case. For this reason the Panel had to consider the impact of noise transmission.

Correspondence

None.

Panel Discussion
The Chair stated that:

° the applicant, the architect and the acoustic engineer have paid attention to noise
issues with regard to the proposed townhouse development on a site that was
formerly used for industrial activities, but he noted that the architect was not in
attendance at the meeting; and

. there was no written material in the application package from the acoustic engineer,
Community Bylaws Department, or Health Department confirming compliance
with City’s draft Noise Regulation Bylaw, and for this reason he suggested that the
Development Permit 08-432193 be deferred.

There was general agreement that deferring Development Permit 08-432193 was an
acceptable action.

The Panel also requested information from a mechanical engineer that mechanical
ventilation meant that there was no requirement to have the proposed townhouse unit
windows open in summer months.
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Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded
That Development Permit 08-432193 for 12351 No. 2 Road be:

()  deferred to provide an opportunity for staff to submit (a) a written brief to the
Development Permit Panel regarding the compliance of the project with the City’s
new Noise Regulation Bylaw, and (b} a statement from a mechanical engineer
ensuring that mechanical ventilation meant no requirement to have the proposed
townhouse unit windows open in summer months; and

(i)  be an agenda item at the Wednesday, March 2, 2011 meeting of the Development
Permit Panel, to take place in the Council Chambers, Richmond City Hall, 6911
No. 3 Road.

CARRIED

Development Variance DV 10-542375
(File Ref. No.: DV 10-542375) (REDMS No. 20744186)

APPLICANT: Provincial Rental Housing Corporation
PROPERTY LOCATION: 8180 Ash Street

INTENT OF PERMIT:
1. Vary the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for proposed Lot 5; and

2. Vary the minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m for
proposed Lot 5 and to 0.60 m for proposed Lot 6 to:

a) to permit subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into six (6) lots zoned “Single
Detached (RS1/B)” for the purpose of developing affordable single-family
dwellings.

Applicant’'s Comments

Declan Rooney, Engineering Consultant, advised that he was accompanied by Naomi
Brunemeyer, Manager, Regional Development, B.C. Housing Management Commission
He noted that the was unable to aftend the meeting, but that Andrea Rubee was in
attendance to represent the architect.

Mr. Rooney advised that:

o the request for variances is to permit the subdivision of 8180 Ash Street into six
lots for six separate single-family dwellings to allow: (i) greater affordability; (ii)
reduced land values, and (iii) reduced servicing costs;

. the request to vary the lot frontage is due to the constrained frontage on property
on Dayton Court;
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. a common driveway access is proposed to service lots 4, 5, and 6, and is contained
within the common access easement, and statutory right-of-way; and

. The architect has designed a variety of floor plans, and each of these requires no
setback variances.

Ms, Brunemeyer provided background information related to: (i) the Provincial Rental
Housing Corporation’s (PRHC) regulations and housing options; (ii) the maintenance of
affordable housing units and the impact of cost of living; (iii) the affordability of the
project; and (iv) the rationale for the subdivision of the site into six lots. In particular she
mentioned that:

° this project is a PRHC pilot project, and the first where the land is owned by the
Provincial Rental Housing Corporation

. the PRHC home ownership program is relevant to the proposed development
project;

. the location is ideal for affordable home ownership; and

. the target population is first time homeowners, with a low to moderate income,

estimated at approximately $61,000 per year.

Staff Comments

Mr. Craig reported that staff supports the proposed variances and that the requested
variances provide sufficient frontage for the proposed subdivided lots.

Panel Discussion

The discussion centred the driveway access to the proposed new lots. The Panel expressed
reservations regarding: (i) the length of the driveway; (ii) the safety factor involved when
residents back up the length of the driveway to access the cul-de-sac; and (iii) the narrow
width of the proposed driveways. A further concern was raised with regard to the surface
of the emergency lane, and why it was shown as being paved.

Advice was given that the City’s Transportation staff had reviewed the driveway access,
and had accepted the applicant’s plan, but that Richmond Fire Rescue had not been asked
to review the emergency lane.

The Chair noted that a scenario could arise whereby three vehicles belonging to residents
of three homes, as well as three vehicles belonging to occupants of the homes® secondary
suites, might be in the driveway at the same time, with some driving in, while others
would be attempting to reverse out. He queried whether any other schemes for driveway
access had been examined.

Ms. Brunemeyer advised that to date the details had not been worked out, but that PRHC
was prepared to investigate alternative scenarios, and to examine the feasibility of
widening the driveway.
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The Panel further noted that access by pedestrians would also be an issue, if the driveway
scheme was not altered, and that an alternative scheme should be proposed to manage the
vehicle/pedestrian interface,

Ms. Brunemeyer advised that PRHC was prepared to examine this issue,

The Chair remarked that the despite a double drive way design for the lot at the east end
of the subject site, it presented a tight spot for any emergency vehicle access, and he
suggested that this driveway could be designed in a different manner.

In response to the Chair’s remarks, advice was given that the applicant could: (i) provide a
detailed design of the servicing elements; (ii) examine widening the driveway to create a
turning radius; and (iif) perhaps increase the common access and the statutory right-of-
way.

A comment from the panel noted that the cul-de-sac is used as plays space by
neighbourhood children, and that it was important to ensure safe access and egress, now
and in the future, to ensure that neighbourhood children are safe.

Gallery Comments

None.

Correspondence

Mr. Craig read into the record the following pieces of correspondence:
Bruno Ngan, resident of the Ash Street neighbourhood (Schedule 2)
Mr. Ngan expressed concern regarding the lack of notification.

Brad Wang, resident of the Ash Street neighbourhood (Schedule 3)

Mr. Wang expressed concern regarding (i) the lack of notification, and (ii) the speed with
which the application was proceeding.

Kenny Wong, 8380 Dayton Court (Schedule 4)

Mr. Wong protested the application and expressed disappointment regarding the lack of
information on the intended use of the subdivision, without consultation with the
community,

Dr. Nataliya Vostretsova, whose office is at #515-757 West Hastings Street, Vancouver
(Schedule 5)

Dr. Vostretsova expressed concern regarding: (i) insufficient signage posted on site; and
(i) if the PRHC’s intended use of the land undergoes changes.

A group of six residents at McBurney Court (Schedule 6)

The group of McBurney Court residents submitted a petition and stated its concern
regarding: (i) insufficient signage posted on site; and (ii) if the PRHC’s intended use of
the land undergoes changes.
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Shirley Kwong, Dayton Court (Schedule 7)

Ms. Kwong was concerned that some residents of Dayton Court with not notified, nor had
the advantage of seeing postage signage regarding the application. She expressed her
concern regarding the number of parking spaces for potential homeowners and their
tenants,

In response to the Chair’s query regarding signage having been placed on Ash Street, but
not on Dayton Crescent, Mr. Craig advised that it was preferable that signage be placed on
both Ash Street and Dayton Crescent,

In response to a further question from the Chair, regarding the extent of the notification
that was sent from the City to the residents surrounding the subject site, Mr. Craig advised
that the City’s standard notification criteria had been followed, and that all those residents
who lived within 50 metres of the subject site had received mailed notification of the
proposed development.

The Chair commented that part of Dayton Court might have fallen outside the 50-metre
range.

Panel Discussion

The Chair commented that the correspondence indicated that the neighbours of the subject
site feel they have not been consulted, He asked whether the applicant was willing to host
a neighbourhood meeting, in order to let people know more about the proposal.

Ms. Brunemeyer stated that the PRHC would be willing to host a neighbourhood meeting
at which information would be provided to Ash Street and Dayton Court neighbours.

The Chair suggested that the applicant: (i) seek input from the community; and (ii)
examine different technical approaches and devise design options that are workable.

The Chair then noted that: (i) the proposal warranted a notification area that extended
beyond the typical 50 metres; and (ii) that a sign should be placed on Dayton Court.

The Panel commented that an elevation of the building would be a helpful component to
place the proposed development in context, and requested that an elevation be presented
when the application came back before the Panel.

The Chair reiterated this comment, and noted that a context plan to show how the
proposed development fit into the neighbourhood would be helpful.,

Ms. Brunemeyer stated that at a future meeting the Panel would like to see a streetscape
elevation to provide context for the project.

Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded
That:

(0) Development Variance 10-542375 be referred back to staff, for further
examination;
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(b)  before Development Variance 10-542375 comes before the Development Permit
Panel at a future meeting: (i) the notification are be expanded to include all
properties along Dayton Court; and (ii) signage be posted on both Ash Street and
Dayton Court.

CARRIED

Development Variance DV 10-549791
{File Ref. No.: DV 10-549791) (REDMS No. 3062981)

APPLICANT: 664525 BC Litd.
PROPERTY LOCATION: 5731 Maple Road

INTENT OF PERMIT:
1. Vary the front yard setback from 6.0 m to 4.5 m; and
2, Vary the rear yard setback from 6.0 m to 4.5 m.; to

a) permit the construction of a new single-family dwelling at 5731 Maple Road
on a site zoned Single Detached (RS1/B).

Applicant’s Comments

Applicant Amar Sandhu, of 664525 BC Ltd., accompanied by Rod Lynde, Designer, and
stated he was available to respond to queries from the Panel regarding the request to vary
the minimum front and rear setbacks for a proposed residential dwelling at 5731 Maple
Road.

Staff Comments

Mr. Craig advised that the requested variance provided for a City utility along the western
perimeter of the subject site. Mr. Craig added that the second story of the proposed new
single-family dwelling is set back further than the requested 4.5 metres.

In response to a query from the Chair, Mr. Craig advised that the requested variance
would ensure that there is some articulation 1o the proposed residential building, and that
when the property was rezoned, the sanitary Statutory Right-of-Way was widened.

Gallery Comments

None,

Correspondence

None,

10.
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Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded
That a Development Permit be issued which would vary the provisions of Richmond
Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:

1. vary the front yard setback from 6.0 m to 4.5 m; and
2. vary the rear yard setback from 6.0 m to 4.5 m.; to

@)  permit the construction of a new single-family dwelling at 5731 Maple Road
on a site zoned Single Detached (RS1/B).

CARRIED
5. New Business
6. Date Of Next Meeting: Wednesday, March 2, 2011
7.  Adjournment
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting be adjourned at 4:41 p.m.
CARRIED
Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the
Development Permit Panel of the Council
of the City of Richmond held on
Wednesday, February 16, 2011.
Joe Erceg Sheila Johnston

Chair

3139898

Committee Clerk

11.
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————— Criginal Message-----

From: Bruno Ngan [mailto:bmwngan@telus.net]
dent: Monday, 14 February 2011 11:09 AM
To: Weber, David

Cc¢: Nikolic, Diana

Subject: Application for development variance, Permit DV 10-542375 (8180 Ash Street)

Mr. Weber,

I am the owner of one of the propertles in the neighbourhood of the subject property,
8180 Ash Street, and I am very concerning about the Application Permit DV 10-542375,

I learned about this attached City Notice from one of my friends; I found that most of
the home owners, .including myself, have not received this notice:;

Due to unawareness of thig notice, I am unable to attend this important meeting on Feb
16, 2011 but T would like to regquest the deferral of this agenda in thls meeting and
regend the notice to every home owner for another meeting.

Thank ou for your attention.




Notice of Application

City of Richmond :
o1l NoSRoad . For a Development Variance
jchmend, BC VoY 2CI . ' . )
Phone 604-276-4007 Fas 604-17845139 Permit DV 10-542375.
Applicant: Provincial Rental Huu.sing Corporation
| Property Location: 8180 Ash Sureet
Intent of Permit: To permit subdivision of §180 Ash Street into six (6) lots zaned "Single

Detached (RS1/B)" for the purpose of developing affordable single-family
dwellings: and . ‘ -

To vary the provigsions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to;
a) Vary the minimum lof width from 12 m 1o 8.3 m for proposed Lot 3; and

b) Vary the minimum lot frontage from 6-m Lo 0.38 m for proposed Lot 4,
to 2.7 m for proposed Lot 5 and to 0.60 m-for proposed .ot 0;
The Richmond Development Penmit Panel will.meet to consider oral and wiitten submissiens on the
proposed development noled above, on: :

Date: February 16, 2011 _ _
Time: 330 pm. :
Place: ‘Couneil Chambers, Richmond City Hall

I you are unable lo atiend the Development Permit Pane) meeting, you may mail or otherwise deliver to
the Director, City Clerk’s Office, at the above address, a writlen submission, which will be entered into
the meeting recoid if it is received prior to or at the meeting on the above date,

How to obtain information:

= By Phone: To review supporting stalf reports, please contact Diana -Nikolie, Planning_& Development
Department at (604-276-4040) ' S '

v On the City Website: Staff reports on the matter(s) identified above are available on the City website al
husp:/Awww.richmond.ca/cityhall/councilfagendas/dpp/203 1 .htm.

» -~ At City Hall: Staffreports are aviilable for inspection al the first floor, City hall, between 8:13 a.m. and
5:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, except statuiory holidays, berween February 3, 2011 and the dale of
the Development Permit Panel Meeting. : )

Davict Weber _
Direcior, Ciry Clerk's Office

Jdnty s
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Subjeét: FW: Application for Development Variance, Permit DV 10{54237_5
B _ s . ment @@mmﬁaﬁ |
From: Brad Wang [mailto:bradwang@shaw.ca] : - Yo @@‘hff/@@f 201
Sent: Tuesday, 15 February 2011 10:29 AM : , mm'# e <
To: Weber, David : : ftemn S
Ce: Nikolic, Diana : ' o Re: L20) L 0. ‘Sf?’,ﬁémlfa
Subject: RE: Appllcatlon for Development Variance, Permit DV 10-542375

Dear David and Diana

Recently, I saw the sign at §180 Ash Street regarding Provincial Rental Housing Corp. is applylng fora
development variance, permit DV 10-542375. 1 recalled that Turning Point applied for bulldmg adrug
recovery home at this site sevéral years ago. :

As a neighbour to this site and an ordinary tax payee, [ would like to express my concern about this
development variance because it is being proceeded so quickly and secretively without a proper public
consultation. It should be appropriate for the city to grant the Variance after conducting a public

~ consultation. As a result, to the best interest of our residents and Richmond people, [ hope that your
* decision on this Varlance is postponed. -

Thank you for your attention to this matter.

Best regards,
Brad Wang
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Febr'Uar"y 14, 2011

The Ditector, City Clerk's Offiae

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmgnd, BC

VEY 2C1

Appllcatlen for Devei@pment Vafﬁance, Permit DV 10-542375 (Re 8180

Ash Street) ,

Mr. David Weber,

We strorigly protest the Appiication Development Variance, Permit DV 10-542375
of 8180 Ash Street. We are extremely disappointed and frustrated on the lack of
fnformation on the intended use of this subdlvision and without any consultation

with the community.
Sincerely,

Kenny Wong

8380 Daytort Court,
Richmond, BC

VeY 3Hb

Cell: 604-720-3098
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The Director, City Clerk's Office

6911 No. 3 Road : 7 }Zlglldl on Wednesday, February 16,
Richmond, BC : :

V6Y 2C1

Development Variance Application # DV 10-542375
Re: 8180 Ash Street, Richmond, B.C.

Dear Mr. Weber,

We refer to the Notice of Applic'ation issued by the City last week. We would like to
- request that this application be deferred until appropriate neighbourhood consultation
with the site owner and/or City has been carried out.

Our reasons are based on: . y o ,
(a) Unciear/ insufficient signage posted on site. Some neighbours noticed a single sign
posted on this property fronting Ash Street on January 18. The descriptions therein are
giving very liftle information on what the application involves. No sign was posted at

“ Dayton Court where three of the proposed sub-divided lots are iocated.

(b) A few neighbours residing at close proximity to the site was subsequentiy notified by
a mail notification two weeks later, While the intended purpose of the future lots was
mentioned, neighbours are concerned if Housing Corporation’s intended use of the land
changes in due course of time and events.

. We hope more open dialogues and consultative meetings between the neigbhours and
- the BC Housing/the City would: bring clarity to the case; alleviate our neighbours’

unwanted concerns; build trust and support from the neighbourhood; and help expedite
the subsequent steps leading to successful implementation of the project.
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Canada Canada Tel: (804) 666-6179 Fax: (_604) 666-36387

We respectfully request the City to defer consideration of this Application, or the owner to

suspend the application process for now.

Sincerely.....

Nataliya Vostretsova, MD, MSc., CCFP -
Health Canada :

# 515 - 757 West Hastings Street
Vancouver, B.C., V8C 1A1



————— Original Message-----

From: Nataliya Vostretsova [mailto:nataliya.vostretsovaghc-sc. gec.cal

Sent: Tuesday, 15 February 2011 3:36 BM

To: Weber, David

Cec: Nikollc, Diana

Subject: Concerning Development Variance Appllcatlon # DV 10-54
Richmond, B.C.

2375 Re: 8180 Ash Street

Sulte 515 - 757 West Hastings Street, Vancouver, British Columbia VeC 1Aa1

Tel: (604} 666-6179 Fax: (604) 666-3638

Dr.Nataliya Vostretsova MD, MSc, CCFP
Medical Officer
Health- Canada

Public Sexrvice Occupational Health Safety Programme British Columbia Region

February 14th, 2011

The Director, City Clerk's Office
6311 No. 3 Road

Richmond, B¢

VéY 2C1

Te ﬁ.i‘eweﬂ@m)m@rmit Permit Panel
Dt fe b =y o?@//
liom & N

Re: L2 L0 ~59.2 P

Development Variance Application # DV 10-542375
Re: 8180 Ash Street, Richmond, B.C.

Dear Mr. Weber,

We refer to the Notice of Application 1ssued by the Clty last week. We
would like to request that this appllcatlon be deferred until appropriate

neighbourhood consultation with the site owner and/or City has been

carried out.
Qur reasons are based on:

(a) Unclear/ insufficient signage posted on site. Some neighbours noticed
a single sign posted on this property fronting BAsh Street on January 18.
The descriptions therein are giving very little informationm on what the
application involves. No sign was posted at Dayton Court where three of

the proposed sub-divided lots are located.

(b) A few neighbours residing at close proximity to the site was
. subsequently notified by a mail notification two weeks later. While the

intended purpose of the future lots was mentioned, neighbours a
concerned if Housing Corporation?s interided use of the land cha
course of time and events.

re
nges in due

We hope more open dialogues and consultative meetlngs between the

neighbours and the BC Housing/the City would: bring clarity to

the case;

alleviate our neighbours? unwanted concerng; bulld trust and support £rom

the neighbourhood; and help expedite the subsequent steps leadi
successful implementation of the project.
We respectfully request the City to defer consideration of this

ng to

Application, or the owner to suspend the application process for now.

Respectfully Yours!

Nataliya Vostretsova, MD, M.Sc., CCFP
Occupational Health Medical Officer

Public Service Occupational Health Program
Health Canada

British Columbia Region
nataliya_vostretsova@hc-sc.gc.ca

Tel: 604-666-6179, Fax: 604-666-6368

Cel: 604-644-6243
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The Director, City Clerk’s Office ‘ Fax 604-278-5139
City of Richmond ' T , | and Mail
6911 No.3 Road . : e :

ichmond, B.C. V8Y 2C1 _
Richmond ¢ ‘ gvact - Schedule 6 to the Minutes of the
Development Varlance Application # DV 10-542375 Development Permit Panel meeting

Re: 8180 Ash Street, Richmond, B.C. | leglldlm Wednesday, February 16,

Dear Mr. Weber,

We refer to the Notice of Application issued by the City last weok. We would like to request that
consideration of this application by the Development Permit Panel be deferred until
neighbourhood consultation with the site owner and/or City has been carried out.

Our Teasons are based on:

(a) Unclear/ insufficient signage posted on site. Some neighbours noticed a single sign
posted on this property fronting Ash Sireet on January 18. The descriptions therein are
giving very little information on what the application involves. No sign was posted at Dayton

Court where three of the proposed sub-divided lots are. located. -

(b) A few neighbours residing at close proximity 1o the site were subsequently notified by
mait two weeks later. While the intended purpose of the future lots were mentioned,
neighbours are concerned if Housing Corporation's intended use of the land changes in due
course of time and events. '

We hope open dialogues and consultative meetings between the neigbhours and the BC

- Housing/the City would: bring clarity to the case; alleviate our neighbours’ unwanted concerns;
‘build trust and support from the neighbourhood; and help expedite the subsequent steps

- leading to successful implementation of the project.

We respectiully request the City to defer consideration of this Application, or the owner to
’ suspend the application process for now.

Sincerely,

Name [ Address (Phone #) Signature
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FAX COVER PAGE

o - - URGENT
To: Mr. David Weber . B :
Director, City Clerk’s Office
City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond BGC
Fax: 604-278-5139

From: Group of residents at McBurney Court Richmond BC
addresses per attached letter of February 15, 2011

Date: February 15, 2011

Mailed original to follow Nl

| Subject: Development Variénce Application # DV 10-5642375
Re: 8180 Ash Street, Richmond, B.C.
Date of Meeting: February 16, 2011

Number of pages, incl. cover: Two (2)
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Sent: Tuesday, 15 February 2011 3:02 PM

To: Weber, David

Cc: Nikolic, Diana

Subject: Apphcatlon for Development Varlance, Permit DV 10 542375 for 8180 Ash Street

' Hl Mr. Weber

[ am a resident of Dayton Court. [ noticed that a blue board for Variance Apphcauon 1s posted at 8180

- Ash Street. A while later, I found that three new lots are actually proposed at the cul-de-sac of Dayton
Court. As such, the prerequisite of "posting the Application Sign at the appropriate location(s) for 14
days prior-to submission to Panel" may not be met. Obviously some residents on Dayton Court have not
been made aware of this Application. -

Also, 1 am wondering as to Why most of the residents of Dayton Court, including myself were not
notified of the Application via letter mall

1 object to the three new lots that are proposed at the cul-de-sac of Dayton Court. It wﬂl cause parkmg
problem at the cul-de-sac. Please let us know if there are enough parking spaces for the owners and the
" _tenants at those lots in order that it will not cause any parking problem to the cul-de-sac. The
Application for subdivision into 6 lots are too many. I will accept if the lots were to be reduced to 4
lots.

It will be much appreciated if you can defer the approval of the above apphcatlon and consider my
concern, :

Thank you for your attention! ' [To Dovelopment [P@frmﬂﬁ Panel
. : ‘ D@t@]hﬁ'{e ;‘é fﬁj"j
Best'regards, o # ,.?13

- IRe: e"?(x’ LE 5505 f’.ﬁ“

hirley Kwong ' Schedule 7 to the Minutes of the

Dayton Court Resident : Development Permit Panel meeting

Email address: shirleykwong] @,gmaﬂ com held on Wednesday, February 16,
: o 2011.




