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Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings

Place:

Present:

Call to Order:

4482913

Monday, January 19, 2015

Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie
Councillor Chak Au
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Carol Day
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

Michelle Jansson, Acting Corporate Officer

Mayor Brodie opened the proceedings at 7:00 p.m.

RICHMOND OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 9000,
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9156 AND RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW
8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9155 (RZ 13-649524)

(Location: 10440 and 10460 No. 2 Road; Applicant: Polygon Development
273 Ltd.)

Applicant’s Comments:

With the aid of a PowerPoint presentation (copy on file, City Clerk’s Office),
Chris Ho, Vice President, Development, Polygon Homes Ltd., accompanied
by Doug Shearer, Landscape Architect, Hapa Collaborative, and Keith
Hemphill, Architect, Rositch Hemphill Architects, gave a brief overview of
the proposed development and highlighted the following:

. public information sessions were held in February, April and
November 2014 with over 2,200 households invited to attend the open
house events;

. the proposed development includes an upgraded sanitary pump station,
a fully signalized intersection at Wallace Road and No. 2 Road, and a
new child care facility;
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. a four acre park is proposed for the east side of the development with
two 30-feet public greenways, to the north and south, connecting the
park to No. 2 Road; additionally, the proposed north/south townhouse
units are setback 10-feet from the property line;

. street frontage enhancements are proposed along No. 2 Road, such as
boulevard plantings and a new multi-use trail;

. a public art piece is proposed for the plaza area immediately north of
the entrance;

. twelve three-storey affordable housing units are located throughout the
proposed development;

. the amenity building is featured at the entrance to the proposed
development;

. the proposed development is primarily a three-storey townhouse

project; however, the end units of each townhouse block will be two-
storey units to reflect the adjacent two-storey residential
neighbourhood; and

. tudor style construction is proposed for the townhouse development.

Written Submissions:

(a) — Dec. 16, 2014 (Schedule 1)
(b)  Steven May, 6240 Goldsmith Drive (Schedule 2)
(c) - Jan. 5, 2015 (Schedule 3)

(d) Bob Ransford, 5071 Steveston Highway (Schedule 4)

(e)  Petition Forms Received since Dec. 10, 2014 (Schedule 5)
(f)  Kostya Polyakov, 5780 Woodpecker Drive (Schedule 6)
(g)  Arnold Singh, 11080 Chickadee Court (Schedule 7)

(h)  Jennifer Silvera, 6791 Cairns Court (Schedule 8)

(i)  Scott Shillington, 9373 Hemlock Drive (Schedule 9)

(5)  Dave Straznicky, 4500 Westwater Drive (Schedule 10)
(k)  Michelle Li, (Schedule 11)

(I)  Mark Sakai, 11762 Fentiman Place (Schedule 12)

(m) Eric Coulombe, 3571 Pleasant Street (Schedule 13)
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(n)  Terry Kaplan, 3088 Francis Road (Schedule 14)
(o) Michael Louvet, 6140 Goldsmith Drive (Schedule 15)

Submissions from the floor:

Jackie Turner, 12251 Hayashi Court, spoke in favour of the proposed
development and considered the plan respectful of the existing neighbourhood
and suitable for older adults and young families.

In reply to a query from Council, Ms. Turner was of the opinion that the
proposed two and three-storey townhouse units, including a main level
ensuite, are ideal for both families and older adults.

Julia Nickerson, 10560 Yarmish Drive, supported the proposal, citing it will
provide (i) affordable housing for individuals new to the housing market, (ii) a
variety of floor plans that can accommodate extended family members, (iii)
improved traffic signals, and (iv) adequate greenspace for access to Steveston-
London Secondary School and the proposed park.

expressed concern regarding drainage in
light of the proposed increase in grading, and questioned the adequacy of the
proposed park and greenspace areas.

In response to queries from Council, Wayne Craig, Director of Development,
advised that:

. perimeter drainage will be installed on the entire development site; thus
ensuring that storm water runoff is contained and directed into the
existing storm drainage system;

. the development of the greenway areas will proceed as part of the park
planning process and their design will provide additional drainage, and,
where possible, maintain the existing grade;

. the park planning process will provide opportunity for public input on
the form and character of the proposed park; also, and the park plan
will require Council’s approval prior to the adoption of Zoning Bylaw
Amendment No. 9155; and

. ownership of the greenways, park, and child care facility will be
transferred to the City.

In reply to a query from Counclil, was of the opinion that the public
information sessions may have received a great number of responses and a
less controlled outcome had (i) the City conducted the sessions, and (ii) more
than two options favourable to the developer been presented.
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In response to a query from Council, Mike Redpath, Senior Manager, Parks,
advised that the park planning process will include a series of information
sessions to receive public input on preliminary and final design concepts.

Mr. Craig noted that the open houses held by the developer were consistent
with other privately proposed developments. He further noted that the open
houses were well attended by Parks, Transportation, and Planning Division
staff, providing the public opportunities for direct feedback to staff.

Thomas Leung, 6431 Juniper Drive, spoke in favour of the proposed
development commending its design, park improvement, affordable housing
provision, child care facility, and public art component. Mr. Leung also
congratulated the City for its management of growth, enabling densification
through townhouse and condominium development that is affordable for the
younger generation.

Ronen Zilberman, 6091 Goldsmith Drive, expressed concern regarding
parking and construction hording, where developers apply for City permits to
use public areas for unloading purposes, during the construction phase. Also,
he commented on the possibility of the rental costs associated with the
affordable housing units.

Mr. Craig advised that, during the Building Permit process, the developer is
required to provide a Construction Parking and Management Plan to identify
designated parking areas for all trades, as well as, how deliveries would be
received. He further advised that (i) the construction process will likely be
phased, thereby allowing opportunity for portions of the site to be used for
parking, (ii) the Building Permit process allows for the potential use of City
property for delivery purposes (i.e., construction hording), and (iii) the
affordable housing rates are established by Council.
Paul Ge, 6271 Spender Drive, expressed concern with the potential uses of the
park area for active sports.
Mr. Craig noted that park uses will be determined through the park planning
process.

PHI15/1-1 It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Official Community Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 9156
be given second and third readings.
The question on Resolution PH15/1-1 was not called as Council expressed
support for the proposed development, and made reference to the proposal’s
thoughtful design, park and open space, integrated affordable housing units,
child care facility, and infrastructure upgrades.

The question on Resolution PH15/1-1 was then called and it was CARRIED.
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[t was moved and seconded
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9155 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED

RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9176
(RZ 14-667788)

(Location: 9620, 9660 and 9700 Cambie Road; Applicant: City of
Richmond)

Applicant’s Comments:

The applicant was available to respond to queries.

Wriiten Submissions:
None.

Submissions from the floor:
None.
[t was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9176 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED

RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9184
(RZ 14-667490)

(Location: 3920 Lockhart Road; Applicant: Jhujar Construction Ltd.)
Applicant’s Comments:

The applicant was available to respond to queries.

Written Submissions:
None.

Submissions from the floor:

John Murry, 7631 Thormanby Crescent, expressed concern with regard to
drainage and queried whether the existing cedar hedge along the rear property
line would be retained.

Mr. Craig stated that perimeter drainage is a Building Permit requirement.
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Barry Konkin, Program Coordinator-Development, commented that grading
can be achieved in the rear yard to retain the hedge along the property line.

In response to queries from Council, Mr. Murry commented that the proposed
residential units, while not ideal, were anticipated and that the existing cedar
hedge will continue to provide privacy for his property.

In reply to queries from Council, Mr. Craig advised that typically Big-O
tubing with a silk cover is used for drainage; however, the developer would be
able to provide specific information related to the proposed development.
Also, he advised that information related to the referral with regard to the 2.5-
storey residential zoning will be presented at a future Planning Committee
meeting.

Donald Chan, Jhujar Construction Ltd., commented that (i) two-storey
residential units are proposed for the development, (i1) the drainage, including
the piping, will comply with City requirements, and (iit) privacy will continue
to be achieved through the retention of the existing cedar hedge and the
existing lot depth of approximately 44-metres.

In reply to queries from Council, Mr. Chan could not comment on the
drainage for the neighbouring property but stated that he would ensure that
the proposed development complies with City drainage requirements. He
further commented that while the zoning allows for a minimum rear yard
setback of six-meters, it is anticipated that the setback be greater than the
requirement due to the existing lot depth.

It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9184 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED

RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9186
(RZ 14-668415)

(Location: 6500 Granville Avenue; Applicant: Sandhill Homes Ltd.)
Applicant’s Comments:

The applicant was available to respond to queries.

Written Submissions:
None.

Minutes
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Submissions from the floor:
None.
PHI15/1-5 It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9186 be given
second and third readings.

The question on Resolution PH15/1-5 was not called as in reply to a query
from Council, the Acting Corporate Officer confirmed that the Notice of
Public Hearing was provided to residents within a 50-metre radius of the
subject property resulting in 23 mailings for 18 parcels.

The question on Resolution PH15/1-5 was then called and it was CARRIED.

5. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9190
(RZ 13-649998)
(Location: 10591, 10611 and 10631 Gilbert Road; Applicant: Yamamoto
Architecture Inc.)
Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to respond to queries.

Written Submissions:

(a) David Price, 10440 Whistler Place (Schedule 16)

(b) Julie Huang, 10386 Whistler Place (Schedule 17)

(¢) Ling Yun, 10380 Whistler Place (Schedule 18)

(d) Winston Feliciano, 10420 Whistler Place (Schedule 19)

Submissions from the floor:

David Price, 10440 Whistler Place, spoke in favour of the proposed
development, however expressed concern regarding the Douglas Firs
identified as Nos. 65, 66, 67 of the arborists’ report/drawing on Attachment 4
of the staff report and queried whether the proposed increase in grading was
considered.
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Mr. Craig advised that the arborist report was reviewed by the City’s Tree
Preservation Coordinator and site modifications were factored into the report.
He further advised that, as a condition of rezoning, the project Arborist will
be required to provide a Tree Survival Security and a post-construction
assessment of the trees. It was noted that the City does not release said
Security until a post-construction assessment has been received indicating
what, if any, damage occurred to the trees as a result of the construction.

Discussion ensued and it was suggested that the applicant and staff review the
retention of the trees from a safety perspective in addition to their margin of
survivability.

In reply to a query from Council, Mr. Craig stated that (i) the arborist report
identified the maximum allowable fill in the area, (ii) a retaining wall may be
required around the southwest corner of the property and, if so, details of said
wall would be confirmed through the Development Permit process.

Laurence and Tina Kiing, 10711 Gilbert Road, expressed concern regarding
(1) the height of the proposed development blocking the existing view, (il)
potential hazards to trees during construction, (iii) noise during construction,
and (iv) the proximity of the project to the south property line.

Mr. Craig commented that (i) a combination of two and three-storey
townhouse units are proposed for the development with the units along the
perimeter being two-storey units, (i1) the retention of the trees is based on best
practices and the information provided indicates the trees are viable for
retention, (iil) the developer will be required to provide a Construction
Parking and Management Plan to indicate where the trades and deliveries
would take place, (iv) construction hours are governed by Noise Regulation —
Bylaw No. 8856 (2012) and enforced by the City’s Community Bylaws
Division, and (v) a side yard setback of approximately 10-feet is proposed for
the project.

In response to a query from Committee, Mr. and Mrs. Kiing stated that single-
family residential units would be preferred as there is a concern that the multi-
family development may increase noise and traffic in the area.
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Jerry Adler, 10366 Whistler Place, expressed concern that the proposed
townhouse complex would change the nature of the neighbourhood and would
result in a reduction of greenspace, sunlight, and privacy. Additionally, Mr.
Adler was concerned that the interior driveway is designed to continue north
and south which suggests that there will be further townhouse development
on Gilbert Road. Mr. Adler requested clarification on (i) which townhouse
development requirements under the Arterial Road Policy were not met by the
proposed development (PH-296), (ii) whether requesting the applicant to
acquire adjacent properties along Gilbert Road is a standard City procedure
(PH-297), (i11) the measures being explored to reduce the building height (PH-
301), (iv) when the opportunity to increase the rear yard setback would take
place (PH-301), (v) drainage, and (vi) construction noise.

Mr. Konkin advised that the only requirement of the Arterial Road Policy not
met by the proposed development is with regard to the remnant sites to the
south of the subject properties; acquiring the properties to the south would
make for a more complete development proposal. He further advised that a
Statutory Right-of-Way will be required to be registered on title to provide
future access to the north and south properties. Mr. Konkin noted that the
matters pertaining to building height, rear yard setback, and drainage will be
addressed through the Development Permit process.

In terms of the construction hours, Mr. Konkin stated that Noise Regulation —
Bylaw No. 8856 (2012) specifies that (i) construction can begin at 7 a.m. and
end at 8 p.m., Monday through Friday, (i1) must not start before 10 a.m. and
end at 8 p.m. on Saturday, and (iii) between 10 am and 6 pm on Sunday.

In response to a query from Council, Mr. Adler stated that the proposed
development, with the five-meter rear yard setback, will impact the privacy,
enjoyment, and value of the Whistler Place properties.

Jacob Leon, 10571 Gilbert Road, expressed concern for pedestrian safety
during the construction of the proposed development.

Jessie Huang, accompanied by her mother, Julie Huang, 10386 Whistler
Place, expressed concern that the proposed townhouse development may
infringe on neighbourhood privacy and generate more noise. Ms. Huang also
expressed concern with regard to (i) height, (i1) security during construction,
and (ii1) construction noise.
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Mr. Craig stated that (i) an approximate height of 9-meters is proposed for the
two-storey townhouse units, (ii) construction sites are generally fenced and
secured by the developer during the construction phase, (iil) construction
hours are enforced by the City’s Community Bylaws Division, and (iv) the
proposed three-storey units are located in the center of the development
facing Gilbert Road.

Lloyd McMahon, 10571 Gilbert Road, requested information on whether the
existing hedge along the north property line will be replaced.

Mr. Craig commented that full details on the hedge and/or fence will be
available through the Development Permit process

In response to a query from Council, Mr. Craig commented that the building
form and character for the proposed development will be addressed through
the Development Permit process and that the decision before Council is for
the land use in terms of the townhouse and the density proposed.

PH15/1-6 It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9190 be given
second and third readings.

The question on Resolution PH15/1-6 was not called as discussion ensued
regarding the need for further discussion between the developer and the
neighbouring property owners. As a result of the discussion, a motion to refer
the application back to staff for further consultation with the developer and
neighbours was introduced; however failed to receive a seconder.

In response to a query from Council, Mr. Craig noted that staff would receive
any public correspondence through the Development Permit process and the
information would be provided to the project designer and the Development
Permit Panel (DPP). He further noted that direct notification to residents
within a 50-metre radius of the proposed development will take place prior to
any future DPP meeting. Mr. Craig commented that, where possible, the City
works with the developer to find an appropriate response to any concerns
provided to staff.

The question on Resolution PH15/1-6 was then called and it was CARRIED
with Cllr. Day opposed.

10.
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RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9200
(RZ 13-647246)

(Location: 9611, 9631 and 9651 Blundell Road; Applicant: Yamamoto
Architecture Inc.)

Applicant’s Comments:

The applicant was available to respond to queries.

Written Submissions:
None.

Submissions from the floor:
None.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9200 be given
second and third readings.

The question on Resolution PH15/1-7 was not called as in reply to queries
from Council regarding the proposed townhouse height, Mr. Craig advised
that a combination of two and three-storey townhouse units are proposed;
however it is predominantly a three-storey townhouse development given that
it is within a specifically identified area plan. He further advised that the
three-storey units are located along Bridge Street, Blundell Road, and at the
rear of the proposed development.

The question on Resolution PH15/1-7 was then called and it was CARRIED.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (9:00 p.m.).

CARRIED

11.



&2 City of
sau# Richmond Minutes

Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings
Monday, January 19, 2015

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the Regular meeting for Public
Hearings of the City of Richmond held on
Monday, January 19, 2015.

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) Acting Corporate Officer
(Michelle Jansson)

12.
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From: . _ . i

Sent: Tuesday, 16 December 2014 01:00

To: McMullen, Mark

Cc: Steve May; Winston Melder; Ronen Zilberman; Paul; Michael Louvet; Melody Pan; Kathleen;
Jan Weber; Gary Stevens; Dody Sison; Derek Chen; Barbara Allan

Subject: RE: Polygon Steveston Development Being Considered at December 16 Planning Committee

Hi, Mark;

An injury has prevented me from writing sooner to provide general feedback and feedback to Polygon’s open
house on the redevelopment of the Steveston High site.

We have a number of comments and concerns:

D)

2)

3)

Property belongs to future generations.

We should directly or indirectly do all we can to preserve land in the Public Trust. While the Ministry, led
astray by politics, has erred by permitting sale of schools, we are given an affirmative opportunity to preserve
Common land. The City must be aggressive with the School Board, to insist that Steveston-London High
school, instead of usurping park use for its curticula, needs to have its own fields. It is not right that the school
is at liberty to take over vast sections of the park and relegate its use by Richmond residents who pay for its
care. A land swap plus part payment would be a good idea to procure the site from the School Board. This
way the City is working quicker towards adding an additional 133 ha (330 ac.) of parkland as required by

2041 per the OCP. We urge Council to champion this for the common good.

Effective Consultation.

Regarding Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, proposed Amendment Bylaw 9156, we appreciate the City’s
display board of the “City Development Review Process”. We interpret the “Public Consultation” step, noted
on the display board, as pursuant to Section 879 of the Local Government Act on amendment of the OCP.
While the Act in part states, ... the proposing local government must provide one or more opportunities. .. for

consultation. ..”, it appears varied in practice; this event is hosted by Polygon, not by the proposing local
government, and named as an “Open House”, not “Public Consultation”. Had the event been presented as
“Public Consultation” hosted by the City, the terms of reference - implicit understanding, relationship, and
interactions with/by attendants -would be completely different. As an open house by the developer, it
connotes passivity of presentation to a guest audience; while as a public consultation by the local government, it
empowers the participants and facilitates ideas. (Asde. Authoritative governance persuades consent by
showcase, while-democratic social-design harnesses empowered participation towards consensus.) . We believe
this section of the Act makes clear that it must be a consultation, not an open house.

As part of the consultative stage, we were hoping to contribute ideas and feedback during the design process to
the layout of options A and B, rather than voicing afterwards. Voicing afterwards, during the open house, does
not change the drawings, and onc cither relents or is compelled to confront those plans at the Committee. The
experience becomes less meaningful and less effective. At a stage when it ought to be inclusive and
collaborative, feelings give confrontation a creep-in.



4) In presenting Options A and B, the developer is assured that only A or B is the outcome. Validating one ot
the other is to the advantage of the developer. This would not be a problem if item 2) above, effective
consultation, was adopted.

~5) More than 2 options exist.
A third may be a variant of option A - to add a walkway on the southern greenway to enable additional access.
(The northern greenway should remain wider than the south, as on the cuttent drawing, because there is
shadowing (none south), and also, most of the patk is to the north with greater pedestrian, pet, and bicycling
traffic.) Please also note that the previous design has a 40ft central greenway, 20ft buffer north and south,
giving a total of 80ft for these corridots. Now we have 70ft total. The 10ft gain is now used to create
townhouse walkways between yards. Walkways between townhouse yards are not necessary. Perhaps Polygon
is amenable to giving back 10 feet, as it can actually save money by not building a walkway between yards.
Reclaiming the 10 feet to create a 40ft northern greenway would keep the width same as the originally proposed
central greenway. '

The process may have taken on irreversible momentum. At this juncture, point 5) is a compromise that may be the
most actionable, and we urge the Committee to consider.

We hope to voice some of these concerns at the meeting.

Regards,

From: MMcMullen@richmond.ca

To:

Subject: RE: Polygon Steveston Development Being Considered at December 16 Planning Committee
Date: Tue, 16 Dec 2014 01:10:42 +0000

Hell:

Thank you for your email.



The Planning Committee agenda was not published until after 5pm on Friday and | was not in a position to send this
informal email notice until Sunday evening.

At such time that a Public Hearing date is set by Council, the formal Public Hearing Notice will be mailed to owners and
occupiers of properties within 50m of the development site at least 10 days prior to the Public Hearing.

Regarding Option A, | can provide the following further comments:

The northern 30 ft. wide greenway/park strip widens to about 100 ft to the east to increase the width of the greenway
as you approach the park.

The southern building setback is 30 ft. to the south property line and there is proposed a 10 ft. wide walkway
connecting the existing walkway in the neighbourhood to the south to No. 2 Road.

While the previous 40ft. wide central greenway has been removed, there is a need to have an adequate separation
(with yards) between the building blocks near the centre of the site.

I look forward to your forthcoming feedback email and seeing you at Planning Committee at 4pm tomorrow.

Thank you for your on-going comments and ideas.

Sincerely,

Mark McMullen

From:

Sent: Monday, 15 December 2014 16:10

To: McMullen, Mark

Subject: RE: Polygon Steveston Development Being Considered at December 16 Planning Committee

Hi Mark,



Thank you for letting us know, but this is short notice!! We will try to let members in our group know. Given
that the open house was at short notice (received Friday afternoon for Tuesday), we are surprised that this is
happening again (Sunday night for Tuesday). Why is there this rush to include it in the upcoming Committee
meeting during this busy holiday season? '

Unfortunately, | have suffered an injury and have not even been able to finish writing some feedback to the
last open house less than 2 weeks ago. | will try to complete it today and send it to you tonight. lintend to
attend tomorrow to speak on it.

For now briefly;

Given 2 options, one thing that comes to mind is, and | think Polygon would expect such an outcome: why
can't we have option A also include a walkway on the south side? (The north should stay 10 ft wider than the
south, as on the current drawing (Option A), because there is shadowing (none South), and also, most of the
park is to the north with greater pedestrian traffic.) Please also note that the previous design has a 40ft
central greenway, 20ft buffter N and S, giving a total of 80ft for these corridors. Now we have 70ft total.
They taken 10ft for themselves to partition the blocks. | think Polygon realize this, in advance of future
concession to add back 10ft. Polygon can actually save more money by not partitioning the blocks, and give
back 10ft.

Not sure if it's too late to suggest, but nevertheless | will mention tomorrow. Mainly, we hope that the City
can be more aggressive with the Ministry, to insist that the Steveston-London High school needs to have its
own fields, thereby do a land swap plus part payment, instead of usurping the park for their curricular use.
That way the City can contribute towards the need of additional 133 ha (330 ac.) of parkland as required by
2041 per the OCP. Its not right that the school takes over the use of the park from residents and the
residents pays for its care. '

Il send you more comments later. |

See you tomorrow.



From: MMcMullen@richmond.ca

To:

Subject: Polygon Steveston Development Being Considered at December 16 Planning Committee
Date: Mon, 15 Dec 2014 02:19:35 +0000

Hello

it was good to see you at the Polygon Open House on Decernber 2 along with a number of your neighbours.

Further to our discussion at the Open House, | just wanted to let you know that the revised Polygon rezoning application
in being brought forward to the Tuesday, December 16 Planning Committee meeting.

The revised application is under item no.4 of the meeting agenda that was published this past Friday evening at:
http://www.richmond.ca/agendafiles/Open_Planning 12-16-2014.pdf

The December 16 Planning Committee meeting will be held at 4pm in the Anderson Room at City Hall at 6911 No.#3
Road.

If Planning Committee, and then Council, recommends proceeding further with the revised rezoning application, the
rezoning application would be taken to a Public Hearing in January.

Please email or call me if you should have any further questions.

Thank you,

Mark

Mark McMullen| Senior Coordinator - Major Projects | Planning & Development

City of Richmond | 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC, V6Y 2C1 | www.richmond.ca -

604-276-4173 mmcmullen@richmond.ca




TO: MAYOR & EACH !
COUNCILLOR

MayorandCouncillors ' FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICEI
From: MayorandCouncillors fo L\bixbgsv\L J»/ﬁb\;c(
: Wednesd : .
?g?t ednesday, 17 December 2014 09:53 BD: “’rwg‘{
Subject: - RE: Polygon Steveston Development - December 16 Planning Committee

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email of December 16, 2014 to the Mayor and Councillors, in
connection with the above matter, a copy of which has been forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for their
information.

In addition, your email has been referred to Wayne Craig, Director of Development. If you have any questions or
further concerns at this time, please call Mr. Craig at 604.276.4000.

Thank you again for taking the time to make your views known.
Yours truly,

Hanieh Berg | Acting Manager, Legislative Services City of Richmond - 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V&Y 2C1
Direct (604) 276-4163 - Fax (604) 278-5139

-—---Qriainal Message-----

From:

Sent: Tuesday, 16 December 2014 19:27

To: MayorandCouncillors

Cc: :
Subject: Polygon Steveston Development - December 16 Planning Committee

Hello;
Please forward to Councillors, especially members of the Planning Committee.

At the Planning Committee today, City staff did not make the distinction between a 40 feet setback vs. a 40 feet
greenway. We tried at the end, but was not availed an opportunity.

The Planning Committee passed a motion for 40 feet wide greenways north and south of the development, which is
great!

| hope the motion for a 40 feet wide greenway will be actualized, but we believe they will only build 30 feet wide, as
10 feet becomes fenced-in sideyards .of the townhouses.

Thank you to all Committee Councillors for actively listening and supporting our efforts at the meeting today!

Sincerely,

(for Goldsmith Dr. neighbours) PHOTOCCPIED
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Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the

Council Meeting for Public
McMullen, Mark Hearings held on  Monday,
January 19, 2015.

From: Steven May [smay6@telus.net]

Sent: Wednesday, 17 December 2014 12:11
To: McMullen Mark

Cc:

Subject: Planning Committee Meeting

Hello Mark,

It is my hope that there are no changes to the Plan A design for the North side of the development due to Committee
members now wanting 40 ft. instead of 30 ft. for the south side greenway. As | stated at the meeting 14 of 16 homes on
Goldsmith Dr. are in favor off plan A. The 5 homes at the east end were very supportive of plan A because of the

deep setback from their property.

Thankyou very much for your support and keeping us up to date on the meeting schedule.
Regards

Steve



Schedule 3 to the Minutes of the

' Council Meeting for Public-
McMuIIen, Mark a— ' Hearings held on Monday,

January 19, 2015.

Frbnu , MacKinnon, Deb

Sent: Monday, 05 January 2015 09:50

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Steveston Property

Categories: 12-8060-20-9155 - RZ 13-649524 - Steveston High School Site - 10440 & 10460 No. 2 Road

I was asked to share this email with council.
Thanks very much

Carol Day
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Hello, Carol;

Firstly, I want to say how happy we were to see you on Council! As family, friends, and
neighbours, we went through the list and you were on ours! Meeting you at City Hall only
confirms that you truly care for the people of Richmond and understand the issues down to the
grassroots level.

Thank you for taking the time to respond personally. At Committee, we observed that
councillors were led to believe that each of the greenways would be 40ft wide. We were
disappointed that staff, nor the developer, clarified that the proposed greenways is actually
30ft wide. We believe support would have been less had this been clarified. 30 feet is not
very wide for the length of the corridors, especially when sandwiched between fences.
However, the motion that has passed, if it calls for 4@ft greenways, then the onus is on the
developer.

At heart, we still oppose the loss of this land from the Public Trust to developers, and at a
huge discount once rezoning is achieved. If at all possible, this deal ought to be stopped
since the sale is conditional to successful rezoning. Perhaps it's too late since the first
reading at council yesterday.

At a time when the OCP recognizes a shortage of 330 acres of parkland by 2041, it is a prime
opportunity for the City to procure it from the School District through land swap or land
swap plus partial payment. The City has influence because it controls the zoning. Retaining
Common land is an excellent investment for our future. In the last few years land value
have increased approx. 40%. Developers sure recognize the value of land, shouldn't it be
time we do too?

The developer underpays for the land. The developer has hoodwinked the public: They agreed
to buy the land at a huge discount, as zoned education/institution, with the condition that
it be successfully rezoned to a much more valuable designation. 1In the public record is that
the City, School Board, and developer will work together towards its rezoning; and likely not
coincidentally, the completion date of Dec. 17, 2014, noted one year earlier, in Oct. 2013,
by the Richmond Review, is the SAME DATE passed by Council. -Why? Was it rushed from
Committee to Council (next day) for this reason without even the final drawings?

In the final analysis, we have a developer buying land at a cheap rate with a certain

understanding that that land would be much more valuable once rezoned. The City Corporation
stands to gain as an enterprise. The School District stands to gain as an enterprise. The
Public loses. Since rezoning appears inevitable, why isn't it rezoned first then sold for -

1



twice the price? Even the 7.51 acres for townhouses (~80 single family lots) would be worth
more than $52M once rezoned. While the city and school board's interests and public's

interest should be same, they conflict when the city and school board act/become entéhprises
having entity interests of their own.

We feel badly when we analyze the gains and losses in this equation, and thought it would be

good to share this with you. Hopefully you can share our thoughts with other Councillors,
especially Harold, for whom we don't have an email address.

Thank you!



MayorandCouncillors

Schedule 4 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public

Hearings held on Monday,

January 19, 2015.

From: Webgraphics

Sent: Wednesday, 14 January 2015 2:16 PM

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #812)

Categories: 12-8060-20-9155 - RZ 13-649524 - Steveston High School Site - 10440 & 10460 No. 2 Road

Send a Submission Online (response #812)

Survey Information

Site!  City: Website

Page Title: Sehd.é‘SL‘l"bmiss_ion Online" -

URL: | hitp://cms richmond.ca/Page1793.aspx -

Submission Time/Date: 1 1/14/2015 2:15:42 PM

Survey Response

Your Name

Bob Ransford

Your Address

5071 Steveston Highway

Subject Property Address OR
Bytaw Number

OCP Amendment and Rezoning of 10440 and
10460 Number 2 Road

Comments

Dear Mayor and Council, Re: OCP Amendment
and Rezoning of 10440 and 10460 Number 2 Road
| am writing concerning the application by Polygon
Homes for an OCP amendment and rezoning of
the above-captioned property (former Steveston
High School site) to permit their "Kingsley Estates"
development. | am unable to attend the public
hearing but | wish to declare my full suppoit for this
proposal and encourage City Council to approve it.
| am a fourth generation Steveston resident who
has lived all my life in the neighbourhood that is in
close proximity to the subject site. | attended and
was graduated from the former Steveston Senior
Secondary School that was once on this site.
Polygon's planning for this site has long
acknowledged the importance of retaining a
significant portion of the site for public park
purposes and | am delighted to see that more than
five and a half acres of what was once my high

school playing field, almost 45 per cent of the total
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site area, is going to be retained and public
greenways accessing the open space will be
enhanced. You may know that | have long
advocated for increasing housing supply in our
market, where demand continues to outpace
supply, causing affordability issues. The addition of
133 townhomes-- most of them designed with
bedrooms on the main floor to make them friendly
to aging-in-place-- will help with the supply and
demand equation. Moreover, a huge community
benefit are the 12 affordable three-bedroom
townhouses that will be a part of this project. There
is great need in Richmond for non-market homes
for lower income families. Polygon has, as usual,
reached out extensively to engage the community--
especially the local neighbourhood -- as they
planned this new residential community. The
product of that collaborative planning is the plan
before you-- one that offers multiple community
benefits and one that is sensitive to the
neighbourhood context, including our heritage and
our desire for open space. Finally, Richmond has
long strived to ensure that child care resources in
Richmond meet community needs. Development
projects have often provided this valuable
community amenity. | am encouraged to see that
this project is providing such an amenity. Please
take into account these many benefits that this new
development will provide on an important site. After
doing so, | am certain you will see fit to approving
this application. Respectfully submitted, Bob
Ransford 5071 Steveston Highway




" Schedule 5 to the Minutes of the

Council Meeting for

Hearings held on
January 19, 2015.

Objection to Rezomng

Steveston ngh School Site & Park for High Density Townhouses
{Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

Please make checkmark on area(s) tl\ét you agree with:

_V" Safety concern for student:
‘McKinney Elementary & London High), and with increasing crimes in our school nelghbourhood (check past year
. police record); this project makes the situation worse. While school-shootmgs happening globally, students’
safefy.must be the priority for our School Boardl ‘

“Students need the park area for: healthy outdoor activities (baseball games) and for future school
pro;ects Public need the green space for sport facilities and growing population of sehiors need an area for
outdoorworkout

Non-envlronmental green project damages City Hentage & Wildlife; where birds feed and rest;

_ ¥ Developer manipulate public by hosting community consultation at inconvenient time (4 pm) to the parents or
sendlng out short notice (not everyone received) in busy month (Dec). City faifed to represent communify interest
by allowmg them to host ('nampmate) our meetings before approval. N

Y __High density Townhouses decrease property value; it is unfair to the present home-owners'
‘{Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconveniénces due to more traffic jam
‘ at the bridgeftunnel, parking, littering problems and safety issues without consent.) :

» / =~ High population with hlgh density attract crimes and homeless which could lead our Clty on the path of
Vancouver China Town where résidents afraid to go out atnight. = = :

v _No multi-families re-zonmgs in residential area (betwaen Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy) due fo Townhouses
‘and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan and devalue our City land!
‘Suggestion: Allow family with less than 6 persons fo have second kitchen for dual families (max 6 persons per
slngle famxly zone) without rezoning. .

\//All of the above.

Other comments:

o Rezomng school (Sl) isa publxc issue; this form is for all to sign {attach more sxgnatures if needed ] keep record.

‘Name o Address Slgnatyre
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Email: Signatures to: AdministratorsOffice@richmond.ca cc: mayorandcouncillors@richmond.ca
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Objection to Rezoning  wwane M@g%

Steveston High School Site & Park tor High Density Townhouses o
- (Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

Please make checkmark on area(s) that you agree with:

‘\/Safety soncern for student: with high density project replacing school zone between 2 schools
(Jamas McKinney Elementary & London High), and with inecreasing crimes in our
school neighbourhood (check past year police record); this project makes the situation worse. While
school-shootings happening globally; students’ safety must be the priority for our School Board!

\/Students need the park area for healthy outdoor activities (baseball games) and for future school
prolects Public need the green space for sport facilities and growing population of seniors nead an
area for outdoor workout.

__Non-environmental green project damages City Heritage & Wildlife; whare hirds feed and rest.

Developer manipulate public by hosting community consultation at inconvenient time (4 pm) to
the parents or sending out short notice (not everyone received) in busy month (Dec.). City failed to
represent community interest by allowing them to host (manipulate) our meetings before approval.

\/High density Townhouses decrease property value; it is unfair to the prasent home-owners.
(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconvenjences due
to more traffic fam at the bridge/tunnel, parking, Iittering problems and safely issues without consent,)

High population with high density atiract crimes and homeless which could lead our Clty on the
path-of-Vancouver Ghina Town where-residents-afrajd to go ouf-at-night,-- TR e

No multi-families re-zonings in residential area (between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy.), due to

Townhouses and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan and devalue our City
land!

Suggestion: Allow family with less than 6 persons to have second kitchen for dual families (max.
6 persons per single family zone) without rezoning.
All of the above,

Other comments:

Rezoning school (Sl) is a public issue, this form is for all to sign (attach more signatures if needed.); keep record.
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Pouuile fre. See bd) Holly bank Diie
i [V NEC 1A
& D!STRIBUTED

\\
)
]
Z
Tt

,;{i"’j

i i)

| DEC 16 201
‘ ' ' o\
Fax t0; 604-276-4222  Att: Mr. George Duncan (CAO of Richmend City)  Dater___Jd~ 16 R4, ED
Email: Signatures to: AdministratorsOffice@richmond.ca ce! mayorandcouncillors@richmond. cs\(.ﬁiii/ }/

CLERKS S



:Eﬁﬁgm 13:03 FROM: CREELMAN | 6B4274P658 TO: 6F42?§4ee§, AVOR & BACH 1
mle—" i COUNCHLOR g
H FROM: GITY CLERK'S OFF g
g |
‘ nQ VOU/W L/‘\/"’{Q{
] » ] [ ’ B{)\ b{(/{, e
Objection to Rezoning S

Steveston High School Site & Park for High Density Townhouses
(Re: File No: RZ 13-849524, at 10440-10460 on No, 2 Road)

Ploaga make checkmarkon _____ area(s) that you agree with;

Safety cancemn for student with high denelty project replacing schoel zone between 2 schools (James
MeKinney Elementary & London High), and with increasing crimes In eur school nelghbourhoeod (check past year
police record); this project makes the situation worse. Whils school-shootings happening glebally; studants’
safety must be the priority for our School Board!

. Students neasd the ‘park arsa for healthy outdeor activites (haseball games) and for future school

projects. Publle need tha green space for sport facllities and growing population of senlors need an area for
putdoor workolt,

Non-anvironmental graan preject dsmages Cliy Herftage &Wildlﬁe; whsra birds faed and rest.

____Developer manipulato public by hosting eommunity consultation at Inconvenient fime {4 pim) to the parerts or
sending out short notice (not everyone received) In busy month (Dee,). City failed to represent communify Interest
by allowing them to host (menipulats) our meetings before approval.

____High density Townhouses decrease property value; it s unfalr to the present home-owners.
(Someona must be held accountable for the davaluation of our land and the Inconvenisnces dug to mora traffic Jam
at tho bridgeftunnel, parking, llttering problems and safety Issties withott consant.)

_. High population with high density attract crimes and homeless which could lsad our Clty on the path of
Vancouver China Town where residants afrald to go out atnight.

___No multi-famllies re-zonlngs in residentlal area (batween Granvillo Ave. & Staveston Hwy.), due to Towmhouses
and narrow lote produce poor City Imaga, ruin our original City plan and devalue our City fand!
Suggestion: Allaw famlly with less than & persons to have second kitchen for dual familles (max. 8 parsons per

eingle family Zone) withotit rezonlng.
| of the abova.

Other comments:

Rezoning school (SI) is a publle Issue; this form Is for all to slgn (attach more slgnatures If needed.); keep Fapoili OCOPHED

Name Address Slgnature 7
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Objectio
: n :
Steveston High School Site g P:i Rezomng

{Re: File No: for Hi i
eNo: Rz 13-649524 4t 10440-1046%2n?\:32?tyd}'0mhouSes
. 04

school nej ond Placing schooj
ghbourhood (check past oo High), and  with increai?nnge bectr‘:_"nizg 2 schools

ulate i i i
f!g oy F;lf‘]glf{fnbyt hosting community consuitation at inconvenient time (4 pm) ¢
.8hc otice (not everyone received) in busy month (Dec.). City faﬁed tg

represent community interest by allowing them to host (manipulate) our meetings before approval.

__High density Townhouses decrease property value; it is unfair to the present home-owners.
(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the Inconveniences due
to more traffic jam at the bridge/funnel, parking, littering problems and safety issues without consent.)

High population with high densily attract crimes and homeless which could lead our City on the
path of Vancouver China Town where residents afraid to go out at night.
____No multifamilies re-zonings in residential area (between Graniville: Ave. & Steves
Townhouses and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan and devalue our City
land! ‘

Allow family with less than 6 persons to have second kitchen for dual families (max.

Suggestion:
6 persons per single family zone) without rezoning.

‘\/ All of the above.

Other comments;
Rezoning school (Sl) is a public issue; this form is for all to sign (attach more signatures jf n‘eeded.); keep record.
Name . Address 4| Sigagture '
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bjection to Rezoning

Steveston High School Site & Park for High Density Townhouses
(Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

Please make checkmark on area(s) that you agree with:

___Safety concern for student: with high density project replacing school zone between 2 schools (James
McKinney Elementary & London High), and with increasing crimes in our school neighbourhood (check past year
police record); this project makes the situation worse. While school-shootings happening globally; students'
safety must be the priority for our School Board!

__Students need the park area for healthy outdoor acfivities (baseball games) and for future school
projects. Public need the green space for sport facilities and growing population of seniors need an area for
outdoor workout.

____Non-snvironmental green project damages City Heritage & Wildlife; where birds feed and rest.

Developer manipulate public by hosting community consultation at inconvenient time {4 pm) to the parents or
sending out short notice (not everyone received) in busy month (Dec.). City failed to represent community interest
by allowing them to host (manipulate) our meetings before approval.

High density Townhouses decrease property value; it is unfair to the present home-owners.
(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconveniences due to more traffic jam
at the bridge/tunnel, parking, littering problems and safety issues without consent.)

High population with high density attract crimes and homeless which could lead our City on the path of
Vancouver China Town where residents afraid to go out at night.

____No multi-families re-zonings in residential area (between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy.), due to Townhouses
and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan and devalue our City land!

Suggestion: Allow family with less than 6 persons to have second kitchen for dual families (max. 6 persons per
single family zone) without rezoning. '

X All of the above.

Qther comments:

Rezoning school (Sl) is a public issue; this form is for all to sign (attach more signatures if needed.); keep record.

Name Address Signatyre ) ﬁ“{ E\l |
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Objection tq& Rezoning

Steveston High School Sit¢ & Parir for High Density Townhouses
(Re: Flle No: RZ 13548524, a§10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

l
Please make checkmark on area(s) that ypu agreen}avlth:

____Safety concern for student: with hlgh Hensity project replacing school zone between 2 schools
(James McKinhey Elementary & Lorjdon High), and with increasing c¢rimes in our
school neighbourhood {check psast year polife recotd); this project makes the situation worse. While
school-shootings happening globally; studerjts’ safeq must be the priority for our School Board!

projects, Public need the green space for goort facilities and growing population of seniors need an

area for outdoor workout, ',
!

Students need the park area for healthy #autdoo activities (baseball games) and for future school

Non-environmental green project damagks City hﬁeritage & Wildllfe; where birds feed and rest.

Developer manlpulate public by hostin commu‘fnity consultation at Inconvenient time (4 pm) to
the parents or sending out short notice (nof everyosie received) in busy month (Dec.). City failed to
ryqent commuitity interest by allowing thejn to ho t (manipulate) our meetings before approval.

Y High density Townhouses decrease proferty valnye it is unfalr to the present home-owners.
(Someone must be held accountable for thg devalgation of our land and the Iinconveniences due
to more traffic j jam at the bridgeftunnel, parking, Iltteriﬁag problems and safety issues without consent.)

T/ngh population with high density afira crlmes' and homeless which could lead our Clty on the
path of Vancouver China Town where residents afraidﬂ%to go out at night.

)éﬂo multi-families re-zonings in residentldl area (rﬂetween Granville Ave, & Steveston Hwy.), due to
Townhouses and narrow |ots produce poor Clty lmag¢, ruin our original City plan and devalue our City
jand|
Suggestion: Aliow family with less than| persoips to have second kitchen for dual families (max,
6 persons per single family zone) without rez

All of the above.

e e ————

Other comments:

Rezoning school (S) Is a public Issue; this form is for aj to sign {gttach more slgnatures if needed.); keep record.
Name Address | Signature
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Objection to Rezoning

Steveston High School Site & Park for High Density Townhouses
(Re: Flle No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10480 on No, 2 Road)

Please make checkmark on area(s) that you agree with:

_&Safety concern for student: with high density project replacing school zone batween 2 schools (James
McKinney Elementary & London High), and with Increasing crimes in our school neighbourhood (check past year
police record); this project makes the situatlon worsa. While school-shootings happening globally; students’'
safety must be the priority for our School Board!

K Students need the park area for healthy outdoor activities (baseball games) and for future school
projects. Public need the green space for sport facilities and growing populatlon of senlors need an area for
outdoor workout,

_K_Non-env]ronmental green project damages City Heritage & Wildlife; where birds feed and rest.

X Developer manipulate public by hosting community consultation at Inconvenlant tima (4 pm) to the parents or
sending out short notice (not everyone recelved) in busy month (Dec.). City failed to represent community interest
by allowing them to host (manipulate) our mestings before approval.

X High density Townhouses decrease property value; it is unfair to the present home-owners,
(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconveniences dueto more traffic jam
at the bridge/tunnel, parking, littering problems and safety issuas without consent.)

- X High population with high density attract crimes and homeless which could lead our C|ty on the path of
Vancouver China Town where residents afrald to go out at night.

No multi-families re-zonings in residentlal area (between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy.), due to Townhouses
and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan and devalue our City landI
Suggestion: _____Allow family with less than 6 persons to have second kitchen for dual families (max. 6 persons per
single family zone) without rezonlng.

____Allof the above,

Other comments;

Rezoning school (S1) Is a public issue; this form Is for all to sign (attach more signatures if needed.); keep record.

Name Address Signature -
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FROM @ T. Chin PHONE NO. DEC. 15 2@14 88:26PH Pl

Objection to Rezoning (7

Steveston High School Site& Park for High Density Tow{n
(Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road) %

____Safety concern for student: with hlgh density project replacing school zone between 2 schools

Please make checkmark on area(s) that you agrae with:

- (James « MoKinney Elementary & London High),and with increasing crimes in  our

school neighbourhood (check past year police record); this project makes the situation worse. While

school-shootings \lyppening globaily; students® safety must be the prigority for our School Board!

%+ Suggestion: Build an update Cenfre for teachers/workers to update, students to study or fo
catch up with a private teacher. I should have a green-roof top for Student Garden/Park/tea area
and an open field for outdoor games.

J_/__Public school land belonds to the public, land sold to private company is against the vight (and

interests) of the public! [t does no gooed to our City if Government has no land to serve the public;

especially land fo&!?entage (wildlife) is not something City could buy it back in the future.

= Suggestion: Sell goods & servicel Sell our used books/freusable items to the third country,
lease surplus teachers to oversea, sef up English Schools in other countries-ltaly, Japan, China etc.

~__Non-environmental-green project damages City Heritage & Wildlife; where birds feed and rest.

< Suggestion: Build Green-Oval as an outdoor fraining ground for young athletes in all park area.
- 4

_lLCOmmunity consultations should be betwean City and the publicI Non-member, the developer,

should not be allowed. Allowing the Developer to host our meetings could cause misunderstanding

that it was a done deal. City musf avoid misieading and profest tax-payers' interest to maintain TRUST,

igh density Townhouses decrease property value and affect quality of life, The 2014 properiy
assessment for some neighbors has a drop (over 10%) value from previous year after the sold sign
Was up.
(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconveniences due
fo more traffic Jam at the bridge/tunnel, parkmg, littering problems and safety i 1ssues without consent.) .

\/ngh population with high density attract crimes and homeless which could lead our City on the

path of Vancouver China Town where residents afraid to go out at night.

\/No multi-families re-zonings in residential area (between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy.), due to

Townhouses and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan & devalue City land!

< Suggestion: _ L/ Allow family with less than 6 persons fo have second kitchen for dual families
(max. 6 persons per single family zone) without rezoning.

\/ All of the above.

Other comments: :

Rezoning school (8l) is a public issue; this form is for all to sign (attach more signatures if needed.); keep record.
Name Address Signature

Biuvon Norg | bzo sREle. o )@/W \:/@L

QIS o t2pn speete e | Jided

Fhonadua Lie.  lbelo Speele ok | Zom et Lo t .

Pooty )i b2do_speele ork oo b2 ate a5, 7014

Fax to: 604-276-4222 Aﬁ Mr. George Buncan (CAQ of Richmand City)

Ermail; Signatures to: AdministratorsOffice@richmond.ca  cc: mavorandcounciliors@dghmond.ca




FROM = T. Chin PHONE NO. : © DEC. 15 2914 82:25PH P2

Objection to Rezoning

Steveston High School Site& Park for High Dane
; Density Tow
(Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440»16?60 on No. Ztgoad) nhouses

Please make checlomark on area(s) that you agree with:

( ams‘;zféf};dg&?ﬁ:;n fo;‘£ student: with high density project replacing school zone beiween 2 schools
school neighbou hy soontary & London High), and  with ncreasing crimes in  our
P ogotinog %}ZZ‘?) gl;]i-legl;lpist"%art' P;hcte record); this project makes the sityation worse While
a -Shoo g giobally; students’ safety must be the priority f ’
% Suggestion: Build an update Gentre fo nust priority for our School Board!
8 r teachersiworkers
catch up with a private teacher, It should have a green 0 update, students to study or to

and an open field for outdoor games. -roof top for Student Garden/Park/tea area

I//Public school land pelongs to the public, land sold to private o i i i
intere.f.ts) of the public! It does no good fo our Gity if Govgmment ;?ép ir;yilasngggw;s:j;et;xf htuﬁ?g
e‘specxally la}nd for hegitage (wildlife) is not something City could buy it back in the future. g ’
< Suggestion: Sell goods & servicel Sell our used books/reusable items to the third country
lease surplus taach.ers to oversea, set up English Scheols in other countries-ltaly, Japan, China etc;.

|V Non—en\_/ironmyahgreen project damages City Heritage & Wildlife;: where birds feed and rest. ,
< Suggestion: Build Green-Oval as an outdoor training ground for young athletes in all park area.

v/ Community consultations should be between City and the public! No>numember, the developer,
should not be allowed. Allowing the Developerto host our meetings could cause misunderstanding
that it was a done deal. City must avoid misleading and protect tax-payers’ interest to maintain TRUST.

/ High denéity Townhouses decrease property value and affect quality of life. The 2014 property
assessment for some neighbors has a drop (over 10%) value from previous year after tha sold sign

was up. ] ]
{Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of cur land and the inconveniences due

to more traffic jam at the bridge/tunnel, parking, littering pro_blems and safety issues without consent.)

[/ High population with high density attract crimes and homeless which could Jead our City on the
path of Vancouver China Town where residents afraid to go out at night.

_VY No multi-families re-zonings in residential area (between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy.), due tc
Townheouses and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our originat City plan & devalue City lar]q!
<+ Suggestion: Allow Family with less than 6 persons to have second kitchen for dual families

(max. 6 persons per single family zone) without rezoning. |
7 BICH,
v\'/AII of the ahove. _ / ¢ IS
: il

?9’5?5 O\

Q D)

Other comments; ;» 4 \\ \"E

issu: this form : ; i~ bord. |

Rezoning school (Sl is a public issue; this form is for all to sign {(aitach more signatures|ii nee il ;%(%ﬂ_gé org. |
Name Address Signature E_A\

i)

_Zé@ﬁm___ﬂm Y A s / G alofs /1'-7-;/2»;/\12)4

Faxtor 8042764232 AW Mr. Georgs Duncan (CAO of Richmond Gy “Date: && /5, 19

Email; Signatures to: AdministraforsOffica@richmond.ca  c¢: mavorandeouncillors@richmond.ca




Objection to Rezoning

Steveston High School Site& Park for High Density Townhouses
' (Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

Please m_ak.e checkmark on area(s) that you agree with:

\/ Safety concern for student: with high density project replacing school zone between 2 schools
(James McKinney Elementary & London High),and with increasing crimes in our
school neighbourhood (check past year police record); this project makes the situation worse. While
school-shootings happening globally; students’ safety must be the priority for our School Boardl

%+ Suggestion: Build an update Centre for teachersfworkers to update, students to study or to
catch up with a private teacher. It should have a green-roof top for Student Garden/Park/tea area

ang an open field for outdoor games.
Public school land belongs to the public, land sold to private company. is against the right (and
interests) of the public! [t does no good to our City if Government has no land to serve the public;
especially land for heritage (wildlife) is not something City could buy it back in the future.

% Suggestion: Sell goods & servicel Sell our used books/reusable items to the third country,
\?se surplus teachers to oversea, set up English Schools in other countries-ltaly, Japan, China etc.

Non-environmental-green project damages City Heritage & Wildlife; where birds feed and rest.

% Suggestion: Build Green-Oval as an outdoor training ground for young athletes in all park area.

/Community consultations should be between Ci.ty and the public! Non-member, the developer,
should not be allowed. Allowing the Developer to host our meetings could cause misunderstanding
t_rlat}Nas a done deal. City must avoid misleading and protect tax-payers' interest to maintain TRUST.

High density Townhouses decrease property value and affect quality of life. The 2014 ‘property
assessment for some: neighbors has a drop (over 10%) value from previous year after the sold sign
was up.

(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of cur land and the inconveniences due
to more traffic jam at the bridge/tunnel, parking, littering problems and safety issues without consent.)

High population with high density attract crimes and homeless which could lead our City on the
path of Vancouver China Town where residents afraid to go out at night.

_\KNO multi-families re-zonings in residential area {between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy.}, due to
Townhouses and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan & devalue City land!
s+ Suggestion: Allow family with less than 6 persons to have second kitchen for dual families
(max. 6 persons per single family zone) without rezoning.
Al of the above.

Other comments:

Rezoning school (Sl}is a public issue; this form is for all to sign (attach more signatures if needed.); keep record.

Name Address Signature

A0, VT | SCOTWALUACERY) — — /Reue

V/L/V%”W sir crvy lbllacs ff] [ty
/ - - —

Faxto: 604-276-4222  Att: Mr. George Duncan (CAO of Richmond City) Date:_ / &/éfﬂ/{{

Email: Signatures to: AdministratorsOffice@richmond.ca cc: mayorandcouncillors@richmond.ca




-: 84/14/2011  11:12 6844326576 LEE ey |
.. ) ) s 4 e i o — i :’_W . E\‘? 353'1\1? { } H r{( ’i“‘ fJ: {\, ﬁ“% ]
o CoUNGILLOR |
e FROM: GITY CLERK'S GFFICE
= a = }Q WOL . ’
Objection to Rezoning ™ "{w by
Steveston High School Site& Park for High Density Townhouses 3
“(Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)
Please make checkmark on area(s) that you agrea with:

Y Safety concem for student: with high density project replacing school zone between 2 schools

(James McKinney FElementary & London High), and with increasing crimes in our

school neighbourhood (check past year police record); this project makes the situation worse. While

school-shootings happening globally; students’ safety must be the priority for our School Board!

4 Suggestion: Build an update Centra for teachers/workers to update, students to study or to
~ catch up with a private teacher. It should have a green-roof top for Student Garden/Park/tea area

\7& an open field for outdoor games. '

Public school land belongs to the public, land sold to private company is against the right (and
interests) of the public! It does no good to our City if Government has no land to serve tha public;
espeacially land for heritage (wildlife) is not something City could buy it back in the future,

% Suggestion: Sell goods & servicel Sell our used books/reusable items to the third country,
\/ease surplus teachers to oversea, sat up English Schools in other countries-ltaly, Japan, China etc.

Non-environmental-green project damages City Heritage & Wildlife; where birds feed and rast.
-r'\iuggesﬁon: Build Green-Oval as an outdoor training ground for young athletes in all park area.

Community consultations should be between City and the public! Non-member, the developer,
should not be allowed. Allowing the Developer to host our meetings could cause misunderstanding
that it was a done deal. City must avoid misleading and protect tax-payers’ interest to maintain TRUST.

High density Townhouses decrease property value and affect quality of life. The 2014 property

assessment for some neighbors has a drop (over 10%) value from previous year after the sold sign
was up.

(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconveniences due
to more traffic jam at the bridge/tunnel, parking, liftering problems and safety issues without consent.)

High popufation with high density attract crimes and homeless which could jead our City on the
pat.b of Vancouver China Town where residents afraid to go out at night.

No multi-families re-zonings in residential area (between Granville Ave.. & Steveston Hwy.), due tc
Townhouses and parrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan & devalue City land|
+» Suggestion: Allow family with less than 6 persons to have second kitchen for dual families

(max. 6 persons per single family zone) without rezoning. PHOTOCGEIED ?«;.g F@%GHE\
S AT ) e L IGR o,

R NLF AN
Alf of the above. A ~

Other comments:

Rezoning school (8§} is a public issue; this form is foralito s

Name. Address ird, :
5 pupme | fgen eun?l e N O
z - RLLS
LG i u /A |
Faxto: 604-276-4222 At Mr. George Duncan (CAO of Richmond City) Date: (7 pECS l7L

Email: Signatures to: AdministraforsOffice@richmond.ca  cc: mayorandcouncillors@richmond.ca




5 T wwm 2 EACH
COUNGILLOR
Objection to RQZinn@“‘W‘ CITY GLERK'S OFFICE

Steveston High School Site& Park for High Density Townheuses i V‘?f”v\v\wf ?V&’g
(Re: File No: RZ 13-849524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road) < S

Please make checkmark on___ area(s) that you agree w:’ch

\/ MV __Safety concern for student: with high density project replacing school zone hetween 2 schools

(James McKinney Elementary & London High),and with increasing orimes In our

school neighbourhood (check past year police record); this project makes the situation worse. While

school-shootings happening globally: students’ safety must he the priority for our School Boardl

4 Suggestion: ____ Build an update Centre for teachersfworkers o update, students to study or fo
catch up with a private teacher. It should have a green-roof top for Student Garden/Parkfiea area
and an open field for outdoor games.

v/ Public school land belongs to the public, land sold to private company is against the right (and
interests) of the publicl It does no good to our City if Government has no land to serve the public;
especially land for heritage (wildlife) is not something City could buy it back in the future.

4 Suggestion: ___Sell goods & servicel Sell our used buokslreusable items to the third country,
lease surplus teachers to oversea, set up English Schaools in other countries-ftaly, Japan, China ete.

Non-environmental-green project damages City Heritage & Wildljfe; where birds feed and rest.

< Suggestion: Build Green-Oval as an outdoor fraining ground for young athletes in alf park area. .

v/ _Community consultations should be between City and the public! Non- member the developer,
should not be allowed. Allowing the Developer to host our meetings could cause misunderstanding
that it was a done deal. City must avoid misleading and protect tax-payers’ interest to maintain TRUST.

x/ High density Townhouses decrease property value and affect quality of life. The 2014 property

assessment for some neighbors has a drop (over 10%) value from previous year after the sold sign
was up.

(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconveniences due
to more traffic |z jam at the bridgeftunnel, parking, littering problems and safety 1ssues without consent.)

\/ V' High population with high density aftract crimes and homeless which could lead our City on the
path of Vanceuver China Town where residents afraid to go out af night.

J,[“ No multi-families re-zonings in residential ‘area (between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy‘.), due tc
Townhouses and narrow [ots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan & devalue City landl

4 Suggestion: Allow family with less than & persons fo have second kitchen for dual families
{(max. 6 persons per single family zone) w:thout rezoning. PHOTOCORIED /r z WGH,g{““\
. e-,(?

V/ All of the ahove, /fﬁmE \i@\
— ©ar G \

Other comments:

\
OEC 18 200 }

Rexzoning school (8!) is a public issue; this form is for all to sign (attach moge ﬁiéigﬁwfgzﬁk}} 7 f‘e‘d d.); keep record. /iu
Name Address | TUUBignatie TGN, &

el L tdilhcoPrecd Fhol] % ¢

AT o e, . Siwod N -

, Faxio: 604-276-4222 At Mr. George Buncan (CAO of Richmond City) Pate:
Email: Signatures to: AdminisiratorsOffice@richmond.ca  ¢c: mavorandcouncillors@richmond.ca




Objection to Rezoning
Steveston High School Site& Park for High Density Townhouses
{Re: File No: RZ 13-648524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

P;;ase make checkmark on . area{s} that you agree with:

4

7 _.._Safety concem for student: with high density project replacing school zone between 2 schools

(James McKinney Elementary” & London High),and with increasing crimes in our

school neighbourhood {check past year police record); this project makes the situation worse. While

schoof-shootings happening globally; students’ safety must be the priority for our School Board!

%+ Suggestion: __ Build an update Centre for teachersfworkers to update, ‘students to study or fo
‘catch up with a pnvate,teacher. It should have a green-roof top for Student Garden/Park/tea area
and an open field for outdoor games.

{/ _Public school land belongs to the public, land $old to private company is against the right (and

interests) of the public! It doas no good to our City if Government has no land to serve the public;

especially land for heritage (wildlife) is not something City could buy it back in the future.

% Suggestion: Sell goods & service! Sell our used booksireusable items to the third country,
1ease surplus teachers to oversea, set up English Schools in other cauntnes~itaiy, Japan, China efc.

\/ Non-environmental-green provecf damages City Heritage & Wildlife; where bir ds feed and rest,
< Suggestion: Build Green-Oval as an outdoor fraining greund for young athletes in ali park area.

v/ / /¥ _Community consuitations should be between City and the public! Non-member, the developer,
should not be allowed. Al]owmg the Developerio host our meetings could cause misunderstanding
that it was a done deal. City must avoid misleading and protect tax-payers' interest to maintain TRUST.

High density Townhouses decrease property value and affect quality of life. The 2014 property
assessment for some neighbors has a drop (over 10%) value from previous year after the sold sign
was up.

{Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconveniences due
to more traffic jam at the bridgeffunnel, parking, littering pro_blems and safety i_ssues without consent.)

FAA S
A High population with high density attract crimes and homeless which could lead our City on the
path of Vancouver China Town where residents afraid to go out at night.

___No multi-families re-zonings in residential area (between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy.), due tc
Towrthouses and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan & devalue City land!
% Suggestion: Allow family with less than 6 persons fo have second kitchan for dual families
{max. 6 persons per single family zone) without rezoning.

All of the above,  TRAF7¢ CING E.'S’/’ 704/

Qther commeants:

Rezoning school {Sl) is a public i lssue this form is for ali to sign (attach more signatures if needed.); keep record.

Name Address ' A Signature
A Aifeso [ SCu tdallmee Rl | 17 - Gy
V' Aikesp Al | /ﬁy{z,’m/w . d@w’@
Y7
Faxto: 604-276-4222  Alt: Mr. George Duncan (CAO of Richmand City) Date: &)ai/g; 2@{9{

Email: Signatures to: AdministratorsOffice@richmond.ca  cc: mayorandeouncillors@richmond.ca



. McMullen, Mark

From: .
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Mark, FYI.

AdministratorsOffice

Monday, 22 December 2014 10:35
McMullen, Mark
MayorandCouncillors

FW: Objection of rezoning

From: Anita [mailto:wsachiu@yahoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, 21 December 2014 05:56 PM

To: AdministratorsOffice
Cc: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Objection of rezoning






Dec. 22, 2014 7:33AM No. 1899 P, 1

“n

Objectio‘n to Rezoning

Steveston High School Site& Park for High Density Townhouses
(Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

Please make checkmark on area(s) that you agree with;

Safety concern for student: with high density project replacing school zone between 2 schools
(James McKinney Elementary & London High),and with increasing crimes in our
school neighbourhood (check past year police record); this project makes the situation worse. While
school-shootings happening globally; students’ safety must be the priority for our School Boardl

o’

= Suggestion: Build an update Centre for teachersiworkers to update, students to study or to

catch up with a private teacher. It should have a green-roof top for Student Garden/Parkftea area
and an open field for outdoor games.

Public school land belongs to the public, land sold to private company is against the right (and
interests) of the public! It does no good to our City if Government has no land to serve the public;
especially land for heritage (wildlife) is not something City could buy it back in the future.
<+ Suggestion: Sell goods & service! Sell our used books/reusable items to the third country,

lease surplus teachers to oversea, set up English Schools in other countries-ltaly, lapan, China etc.

Non-environmental-green project damages City Heritage & Wildlife; where birds feed and rest.

* Suggestion: Build Green-Oval as an outdoor training ground for young athletes in all park area.

Community consultations should be between City and the public! Non-member, the developer,
should not be allowed. Allowing the Developer to host our meetings could cause misunderstanding
that it was a done deal. City must avoid misleading and protect tax-payers’ interest to maintain TRUST.

High density Townhouses decrease property value and affect quality of life. The 2014 property

assessment for some neighbors has a drop (over 10%) value from previous year after the sold sign
was up.

(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconveniences due
to more traffic jam at the bridge/tunnel, parking, littering problems and safety issues without consent.)

____High population with high density attract crimes and homeless which could lead our City on the
path of Vancouver China Town where resjdents afraid to go out at night.

No multi-families re-zoningsvin residential area (between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy.), due ic
Townhouses and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan & devalue City land!
<+ Suggestion: Allow family with less than & persons to have second kitchen for dual families

(max. 6 persons per single family zone) without rezaning.

All of the above.

Other comments:

pec 1 1 200
Rezoning school (S]) is a public issue; this form is for all to sign (attach more signatures i}\ne&ded.); keep record ,;Liy
Name Address Signature  \CL)\ ECEIVED ,?’4,“‘“;

~ .. . 37 S‘w;"f"‘r Ave 2 /{Jh-'lw'{ LT . v“j}’\ . "/‘%:

ﬁl’ '/L/”’\"'/o“" (I'(B{./cl w212 5¢] e . Al "/0”‘/5“\@7;“;;?“@”/

[erumi Hevoda CFIE Aygp Ablpmond ) et

' /7

Fax to: 6})4—276-4222 Att: Mr. George Duncan (CAO of Richmond City) Date: /‘2/3 3/2-7/ 7~
Email: Signatures to: AdministralorsOffice@richmond.ca  cc: mayorandcouncillors@richmond.ca
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From 1

TAM®S FAMILY

PHONE No.

T 6B4 2725583

Dec. 16 2814

Objection to Rezoning

Steveston High & Park for High Density Townhouses
(Re: Bile No: RZ, 13.649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

Please make checkmarks Y on areas that you agree with;

[T —

Safety concern for the students with high population between 2 schools (James Mc Kinney

5:87PM

Elementary & London High). While there are wchool shootings happens globally; studerits’ safety should be
the priority for our echosl board.,

_.Students nead aur park area for healthy outdoor activities and future schwol,

APV,

green spaco for future sport facilities.

........

[ r—

Non-environmental green preject damages City Harltage & Wildlife; where birds feed and rest,

High dengity Townhouses decrease property valug; It Is unfair to present homs owners.

Stoveston Highway), destroy our original City plan, Clity Imuge, and devalue out City land,

(Suggestion: __

v

Growling population of sanjors naed park space for outdoor senlor workout area and publlc needs the

Multi-family re-zonings on major Roads and Avenues in residentlal area (between Granville Ave, and

Allow second kitchen for dual families-max 6 persons per single family without rezoning)

__Developer manipulated public by hosting community consultation and schedule at the time which was

ineonvenionce for the parents to asttend at 4pm.

City falled to r

apresent community interest.)

Lo With Inersasing eclimes I the school nelghborhood (check police calls last year); additlanal high
population makes the situatlon worse and may lead our City on the path of Vancouver China Town,

)/WYAII of the abovae,

Othar comments:

mame

Z:U.c g ﬂ (/ ]’E:mfl

Addéégﬂ

Slgﬁature
A

Y4 @e LLSx‘l)w\ Ref,

) r"\(\

-":%-"’-.1 7

RLJ _f{:{n\

j04go g «san\@(

| STop ”“‘/ ThtA

104 Qo [ Atspe RD.

s . ",
/.‘M);«M. B35S

Jrsite s

194-3v Lodsan®ry

‘4//

2 & SIS

Faxto: 604-276-4222 At MR. George Duncan
cc./ Mail copy to TAG of Richmond City Hall at 6911 No.3

Pate: V(o |55 2014

3 Road, Kichmond BC V6Y 2G1

PO1
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FAX NO. : {]\353. 22 2014 1P:13ePM Pl

oy
B Y

Objection to Rezoning
Steveston High & Park for High Density Townhouses
(Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on T¥o. 2 Road)-

Please make checkmarks .__on areas that you agree with:

v Saféty concern for the students with kigh population betwesn 2 schools (James Mc Kinney
E[nmantarv & London High). While there are school-shootings happens lobally; students” safety should be

' the pnorlty for aur school board

'V Students need our park area for healthy outdeor activities and future school.

Y Growmg population of senmrs need park space  for outdoar senfor workout area and publu: needs the
green space for futura sport facilities,

\vi Non—envlronmental graen prcnject damages Clty Herltage & Wlldhfe, where brrds feed and rest.
“/ High density Townhouses decrease property value; it is unfair to present home owners.

V/ Multi-family rewzonings on major Roads and Avenues in reaidantial arga (betweat) Granvil!e Aveand
Steveston Highway), testroy our original City plan, City Jmage, and devalue our City [and.
(Suggestion: A!low second krtchen for dual families-rax & persons per single famxly wnthout rezaning)

— - Dcvelaper MR puxataﬂ puE e hy hosting mmmun‘n\fmmtaﬂon and schedule at thatnme P was:"‘""

inco nvenie:nce for the parent:» to attend at 4pm (c|ty failed to represent cammumty mterest)

14’ Wlth increasing crimes in the school neighbarhood {chetk police calls last year), mddrtlonal high
populatlon makes the situation worse and may lead our foy on the path of Vancouver China Tawn.

i/ All of the above

rermmar

othercommenta WQ Y\eed Mmmumhj Core  n -\Yic  area,

N

Name. — - ]Address ' Signatura

0000 1OSSAM [gdl '
Clioa me Ao LAS3AN Koad oo | L
K mea . : . : A—»«M
LJ —\((’/V\ i 1/\ V]_* . _‘ _ _ . E{é’m J (\’l .
"/U&,Wl"' 50 ILL[UWZI% R ' - CO " — G0 ,Z{ckc?,nﬁ/_d
Fax to: 604-276-4222 Att'MR Gaorge Dunecan " Date;

cc. / Mail copy to TAG of Rxchmond Clty Hall at 6941 No.3 Road, chhmond BC VGY 201
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Cbjection to Rezoning
Steveston High & Vast Fields to 150 unit Townhouses
(Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

Please make checkmarks on areas that you agree with:

IAJ___Safety concein with high population betwean 2 schoals Jamss Mc Kinney Elemantary & Lundon High).
_\. parking and street cleanliness concern for the neighbourhaod with high density towlihouses,

_V _Students need our park area for healthy outdoor activitlas and future school.

W;/__Growing population of Seniors nead park areas far outdonr senior workout area.

_5/_Damages to Wild life where birds feed and rest.

_ /. High dansity Townhouse zone decrease property value; it is unfalr to the prasent home owners.

/. No more townhousea aned mu/it-family rezoning on major roads and Avenues hatween Granville Ave.
and Stevesion nghway to prauent poor image for our City with townhouses and narruw lots everywhere

/ All of the above. ' N A

Other comments:

Name T Address Signature
e ey, '
: /_/ﬁ/& ‘ ﬁyﬁ@— 5@7/ Qﬂ/p/ //;/Z/zﬁ._' Dy S /T% |
_1'?/37 X7 Aot 17 i b/ éfﬁ,’_@l{“}%’/)/ ﬁ//( Dy 7;}:],{\/’)7/12 -
Z2 B S N S . —
Shling_ Wang b4/ ol smit fﬂ’%’/{/

L o - IR

Fax to: 64-276-4222 Att: MR. George Duncan Date: J;Q,z{,/ 0, zof
cc.: Mail copy to TAG of Richmond City Hall at 6911 No.3 Road, Richmond BC YeY 2C1
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FROM @ T. Chin PHONE NO.

//

Cet Mr. Georga Duncan (Manager of City Hall)

: o . DEC. 15 2014 1B:13PM P2

stop sing e family re-zane on major Road%and .l&\ve.t -

\ct Si 1 ity Imisg Low cost housing

rotect Single family zohe 2 Civy Image o »

Frjreue nt kigh density neighborhood with concem for Safety & Parking problems

List of Re-zone from single family {6 Townhopuse on Two Road

Eite No. RZ 13-649524 |
izon Development 273 Led. o '
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January 16, 2015

Attention: City Clerk
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, BC

VoY 2C1

RE: Polygon’s Redevelopment of the Steveston Secondary School Site

Dear Mayor and Council,
I am writing to express my support for Polygon’s Kingsley Estates redevelopment proposal.

My family moved to Richmond in my early elementary years. | later went on to attend C. E.
London Secondary School (now London-Steveston) for grades eight through twelve - it was a
great place to grow up!

I am now well into my 30’s and am married with two young children of my own and Richmond
is still a great place to raise a family. As we live in the Westwind neighbourhood, | am familiar
with Polygon’s redevelopment proposal and excited about what this will mean for our
community, specifically:

e A brand-new childcare facility

e 4.5 acres of park space to enjoy

e Public Art that pays homage to Steveston’s history and the school’s history
e Affordable rental townhomes for families

| am also excited about no longer having a large abandoned school to drive past every day. |

urge to you vote in favour of this proposal so we can move ahead with the many community
benefits it will bring.

Sincerely,
Rostya Polyatos

Kostya Polyakov
5780 Woodpecker Drive
Richmond, BC
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January 16, 2015

Attention: Mark McMullen, City Planning Department
mmcmullen@richmond.ca

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmond, BC

VBY 2C1

RE: Polygon’s Redevelopment of the Steveston Secondary School Site

Mayor and Council,

As resident of Steveston and previous owner of a Polygon home, I'm writing in
favor of the redevelopment plans for Steveston Secondary School.

From first hand experience I've come to know Polygon as a reliable developer
with a track record of building quality homes, having a vested interest in the
communities it establishes. As | have aging parents, the availability of homes
where residents can age in place is important to me, allowing me to plan for the
future and would allow for my parents to remain in the community.

Most can agree the current site is static and adds no significant value to the
current and evolving community of Steveston. | feel the proposed plan
addresses key concerns about housing needs, public space and the addition of a
community amenity will be a much needed Childcare Facility.

Thank you for considering my input and hope that you will vote in favor of

Polygon’s proposal.

Sincerely,

=1

Arnold Singh, CA
11080 Chickadee Court
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Schedule 8 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public
Hearings held on Monday,
January 19, 2015.

Subject: FW: Polygon Homes proposed #2 Road School Site Redevelopment - FOR PH AGENDA

Jansson, Michelle

Jennifer A. Silvera
6791 Cairns Court To P;“bl'c Hearmg

Richmond, B.C. V7C5E6 Date: 0y |4 /18

January 16, 2015

Attention: Mark McMullen, City Planning Department

mmecmullen(@richmond.ca
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, BC

VeY 2C1

RE: Polygon’s Redevelopment of the Steveston Secondary School Site

Dear Mayor and Council,

['am writing to express my support for Polygon’s Kingsley Estates redevelopment proposal.

As along standing resident, | have a vested interest in the future of our community.

[ drive past the secondary school site on a regular basis and can’t help but see it as an eye sore and
doesn’t add value to the surrounding areas.

The proposed plan by Polygon addresses the need for more housing without negating the crucial role
park and public spaces serve in the future of our communities. Specifically I appreciate the public art
component that's being proposed, paying homage to Steveston’s heritage and the school’s history. It

would make a trememdous impact on the streetscape for the development.

[ encourage you to vote in favour of this proposed redevelopment, which will add value and greatly
benefit the people of Steveston.

Thank you for your consideration,

Jennifer Silvera
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Attention: Mark McMullen, City Planning Department
mmcmullen@richmond.ca

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmond, BC

VoY 2C1

RE: Polygon’s Redevelopment of the Steveston Secondary
School Site

Dear Mayor and Council,

I am writing in favor of the proposed redevelopment plans by Polygon
for the Steveston Secondary School Site.

Born and raised in Richmond, I've seen the evolution of the city over
the years. I'll be looking to buy a home in the Steveston area in the
near future, therefore would like to see high quality homes available
like the one’s Polygon is proposing.

Looking at the proposed project I'm impressed as it takes into
consideration various community needs: community green space,
increase housing supply with the ability to age in place.

I urge you to vote in favor of this proposed project.

Sincerely,

e Kb

Scott Shillington

215 - 9373 Hemlock Dr
Richmond, BC

VY 0A9
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Council Meeting for Public
Hearings held on  Monday,
January 19, 2015.

January 19, 2015

Attention: Mark McMullen, City Planning Department
mmcmullen@richmond.ca

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmond, BC

VEY 2C1

To Pgbllc Hearing
Date: 10w |G /1

Itam # ] .

RE: Redevelopment of the Steveston Secondary School Site by Polygon

Dear Mayor and Council,

Please accept this letter as written support for the proposed plans to redevelop

the Steveston Secondary School site by Polygon Homes.

As a resident, living in close proximity to the secondary school site, I, like many
others are looking forward to the land being redeveloped and becoming a viable
part of the community. Having two children and not having many options for new
townhouses in the area, | believe Polygon’s proposed plans are a good fit for the
neighbourhood and take into consideration the need for more housing supply and

public green space.
Thank you for your thoughtful consideration.
Sincerely,

Dave Straznicky
david@eidsvikassociates.ca

309-4500 Westwater Drive
Richmond, BC
V7E 651
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Schedule 11 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public
Hearings held on Monday,
January 19, 2015,

MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Monday, 19 January 2015 10:14 AM

To: 'Michelle Li'

Subject: RE: Polygon Development on Steveston High School Site

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email of January 18, 2015 to the Mayor and
Councillors, in connection with the above matter, a copy of which has been forwarded to the
Mayor and each Councillor for their information.

This email will also be made available at the Public Hearing tonight.

Thank you again for taking the time to make your views known.

: To Public Hearing
Yours truly, Date:. 1 1 1 /15
tem #___|

é Z’ﬁ"‘ i ‘, § ”3’ A
Re:

£

Michelle Jansson

Manager, Legislative Services

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC VeY 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: mjansson@richmond.ca
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————— Original Message----- / |
From: Michelle Li [mailto:michelleli.van@gmail.com] i JAN 1 J 0%
Sent: Sunday, 18 January 2015 11:38 PM Cy &y,
: - 2 /O
TOB MayorandCouncillors j})\FEcepf%EL4‘:Vj
Subject: Polygon Development on Steveston High School Site st
“LERKE D

To Mayor Brodie and Councillors,

I have been following the development proposal for the London/Steveston High School property.
I am not opposed to developments such as this as I would like to see more affordable and low-
income housing in our area.

Many friends have eventually moved from Steveston area as it is getting too expensive. I
would love to have a development that sees a mixture of young and older members of the
community come together in affordable housing. My concern is what developers can do to make
this a better deal for the community.

The elementary school that my children attend, McKinney Elementary, will be the catchment
school for the children who would be living at the proposed development.

Although not an old school, it is showing its age and is in need of improvements to the
playground as it is becoming unsafe and replacement parts can be difficult to source. In
addition, our school's playground is small and children have to take turns playing on it and
abide by a schedule. As parents, we are required to fully fund playground replacements (not
covered by school board, city or province) and it is a large burden to put on parents,
fundraising a minimum of $10@,000 for a basic replacement playground.

As developers come into areas such as ours, I would like to see them support our schools and
communities by helping fund improvements to parks and school playgrounds that are already in
existence, instead of building new structures and new play areas that aren't as accessible to
the public.



I understand that developers sometimes have to give money for public art and/or parks
(http://www.richmond.ca/culture/publicart/programs/civicpublicartprogram.htm),

but I would like to see that expanded to include school playgrounds- which are public park
spaces- and for items such as equipment and trees, logs and rocks for kids to play on and for
community members to enjoy and gather at. I do love public art, but when I hear about tens
thousands of dollars of being spent on pieces of metal that kids can't play on and that don't
bring the community together like public parks do, it saddens me.

We have been working for years now to raise money for a new playground.

What has taken us years of difficult and time-consuming fundraising, could easily be paid by
developers who wish to come into areas that are desperate for additional funding to create
engaging community spaces for younger and older members of society.

What to us is a heavy financial burden in fundraising, is pocket change to these development
corporations who stand to make millions and send more children into our schools and onto our
small and unsafe playgrounds that need revitalizing. Please turn this around.

I would ask for your support in making Richmond a better place for families by making school
play areas and public parks more of a
priority- especially when it comes to what developers can and should fund in the future.

Sincerely,
Michelle Li.
Parent and PAC member, McKinney Elementary



MayorandCouncillors
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From: Webgraphics
Sent: Monday, 19 January 2015 10:18 AM To PUbllc H@arlng
To: MayorandCouncillors Date:__0 |G /15
Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #814) It@m L

Re:. i
Send a Submission Online (response #814) ’{ =0 "0

Survey Information
‘ Site:

City Website

Page Title:

Send:a Submission. Online

URL:

http://cms.richmond.ca/Page1793.aspx

Submission Time/Date:;

1/19/2015 10:18:01 AM

Survey Response

Your Name

Mark Sakai

Your Address

11762 Fentiman Place

Subject Property Address OR
Bylaw Number

10440 and 10460 No. 2 Road

Comments

Mayor Brodie and Members of Council; My family
has lived in Steveston for 114 years, and | am
obviously heavily invested in our community, and
care deeply about the City which we will be leaving
to our children and grandchildren. While | cannot
attend the Public Hearing in person, | would like to
declare my support for the rezoning application by
Polygon Homes at the Steveston Secondary
School Site. | have been following the progress of
this project through its public consultation period
and through Planning Committee. As a graduate of
the school, | have a sentimental attachment to the
site, and would not provide my support lightly. In
my opinion, Polygon has done an exemplary job of
addressing the reasonable concerns of
surrounding residents. It is, of course, difficult for
any applicant to respond to some of the fear-
mongering which has been presented by some
residents. Unfortunately, they do not see the
tremendous value provided to the City in the
provision of affordable housing, daycare spaces, \
greenways and park space. As well, the addition of\"-
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133 energy-efficient townhouses will improve the
opportunities for new home buyers, and existing
Richmond residents to age-in-place. As well, the
roadway improvements which will be put in place,
and the fact that this project is located on a major
road and bus route will alleviate many of the
concerns regarding traffic. One should also note
that the traffic generated by this project is
miniscule, in comparison to the high volumes
generated by a secondary school, twice per day for
181 instructional days (given the location of my
own residence, within sight of a secondary school,
| can attest to the traffic). Given the long list of
community amenities being provided through this
proposal, the addition of much-needed townhouse
units (more affordable than single-family houses),
and the response of the applicant to concerns from
reasonable local residents, | strongly urge Council
to support this rezoning application. -Mark Sakai




Schedule 13 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public
Hearings held on Monday,
January 19, 2015.

Subject: FW: Redevelopment of Steveston Secondary School Site

Jansson, Michelle

To Publlc Haarlng
|pste: T LAAS

From: Eric Coulombe [mailto:eric@infiniterealestate.ca]
Sent: Monday, 19 January 2015 11:36

To: McMullen, Mark

Subject: Redevelopment of Steveston Secondary School Site

January 19, 2015

Attention: Mark McMullen, City Planning Department

mmemullen@richmond.ca
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, BC

VoY 2C1

Redevelopment of the Steveston Secondary School Site (Polygon Homes)

Mayor and Council,

I would like to express my favorable support for the proposed redevelopment of Steveston Secondary School.
The need for adequate and sufficient housing is a significant factor in the redevelopment of the site. The
proposed addition of 132 townhomes will help address housing needs in the area with the consideration

of homes that allow residents to age in place. The redevelopment would transform a static, dormant site into a

vital part of Steveston’s future.

Please vote ‘yes’ to the proposed plans by Polygon.
Sincerely,

Eric Coulombe
3571 Pleasant St., Richmond
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January 19, 2015

Attention: Mark McMullen, City Planning Department
mmcmullen@richmond.ca

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmond, BC

V6Y 2C1

RE: Polygon’'s Redevelopment of the Steveston Secondary School Site

Dear Mayor and Council,

I'm writing to communicate my support for Polygon’s proposed redevelopment of the
Steveston Secondary School Site. The proposed plans would replace a building that
has sat dormant for 7 years and would provide a very distinct visual enhancement
to the property.

[ attended one of the public information meetings held by Polygon and feel they’ve
done a good job of communicating their plans to incorporate public space and
address the need for a day care centre. [ would like to see an increase in visitor
parking spots to the redevelopment plans.

I'm very excited to see the need for a new development being addressed in the area,.
When open, Steveston High School was a big focal point of the neighborhood that
grew up in. Since it’s closure, the school, with its long history of tradition and
excellence has become a shell of what it formerly was. This development by
Polygon aims to revitalize the property and maintain the legacy of such an
important historical Jandmark to the City of Richmond and specifically, that
community.

Iwould encourage you to vote in favour of this proposal.

Sincerely,
Pyl
/V‘

Terry Kaplan, P.Eng.,, PMP
Environmental Engineer
19-3088 Francis Road
Richmond, BCV7C 5V9




From: Michael Louvet (PEng) [mailto:louvetm@shaw.ca] ‘ - Schedule 15 to the Minutes of the

Sent: Monday, 19 January 2015 18:29 Council Meeting for Public
To: McMullen, Mark; AdministratorsOffice Hearings held on Monday,
Cc: jskma@hotmail.com; smay6@telus.net January 19, 2015.

Subject: Objection to Steveston school rezoning
Dear Sir,
Please find attached my objections and concerns about the Steveston School re-zoning.

Please note, that as a matter of public concern, re-zoning of the Steveston school and related site elevation shall result in
flooding of neighbouring back yards and homes, therefore an efficient storm water management must be established and
approved as a prerequisite of the Steveston school's re-zoning (10440 and 10460 No 2 Rd).

In another hand, within the Steveston School great area, the amount of total park space per 1000 population is already
lightly below the Richmond expected quota.

Please, would you precise in what proportions the Steveston school re-zoning will affect the park space per 1000
population within our district, in regards of any planned or on-going residential developments within the Steveston
district/area. ' : ‘

Best Regards,

Michael Louvet, PEng
6140 Goldsmith drive,
Richmond, BC
604-241-1553



Objection to Rezoning

Steveston High School Site & Park for High Density Townhouses
(Re: File No: RZ 13-649524, at 10440-10460 on No. 2 Road)

Please make checkmark on area(s) that you agree with:

_]/_Safety concern for student: with high density project replacing school zone between 2 schools (James
McKinney Elementary & London High), and with increasing crimes in our school neighbourhood (check past year
police record); this project makes the situation worse. While school-shootings happening globally; students’
safety must be the priority for our School Board!

I/ _Students need the park area for healthy outdoor activities (baseball games) and for future school

projects. Public need the green space for sport facilities and growing population of seniors need an area for
outdoor workout.

_U Non-environmental green project damages City Heritage & Wildlife; where birds feed and rest.

_1/Developer manipulate public by hosting community consultation at inconvenient time (4 pm) to the parents or
sending out short notice (not everyone received) in busy month (Dec.). City failed to represent community interest
by allowing them to host (manipulate) our meetings before approval.

[/_High density Townhouses decrease property value; itis unfair to the present home-owners.
(Someone must be held accountable for the devaluation of our land and the inconveniences due to more traffic jam
at the bridge/tunnel, parking, littering problems and safety issues without consent.)

___High population with high density attract crimes and homeless which could lead our City on the path of
Vancouver China Town where residents afraid to go out at night.

____No multi-families re-zonings in residential area (between Granville Ave. & Steveston Hwy.), due to Townhouses
and narrow lots produce poor City Image, ruin our original City plan and devalue our City land!

Suggestion: Allow family with less than 6 persons to have second kitchen for dual families (max. 6 persons per
single family zone) without rezoning. '

As a matter of public concern, re-zoning of the Sleveston school and related site
elevation shall resuit in flooding of neighbouring back vards and homes, therefora
an efficient storm water management must be established and approved as a
Other comments: prerequisite of Steveston school's re-zoning (10440 and 10460 No 2 Rd).

____All of the above.

Rezoning school (Sl) is a public issue; this form is for_all to sign (attach more signatures if needed.); keep record.

Name Address Signature

Michel Lovver | 1% o foldemithl — L— F#
L/

Fax to: 604-276-4222  Att: Mr. George Duncan (CAO of Richmond City) Date:_Zofl®-ol- 1 }/

Email: Signatures to: AdministratorsOffice@richmond.ca cc: mayorandcouncillors@richmond.ca
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Schedule 16 to the Minutes of the

Council
Hearings

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Categories:

Webgraphics

Monday, 12 January 2015 3:25 PM
MayorandCouncillors

Send a Submission Online (response #811)

12-8060-20-9190 - 10591 10611 & 10631 Gilbert Road

Send a Submission Online (response #811)

Survey Information

January 19, 2015.

Meeting for Public

held on Monday,

To Public Hearing

Date: SAn¢ARY Y 205
item £S5

Re: L2 13- AQAXRY
10591 -1 063 Sugse
(S5

Site:

City Website

Page Title: ' Send-a Submission Online

URL: | hitp://cms.richmond.ca/Page1793.aspx

Submission Time/Date: [ 1/12/2015 3:24:35 PM

Survey Response

Your Name

David Price

YoUr Address

10440 Whiastler Place

Subject Property Address OR
Bylaw Number

10591,10611 & 10631 Gilbert Road

Comments

Safety concerns re this proposed development. On
the property immediately to the South there are
seven (7) mature douglas fir trees. Height approx.
60 feet with a girth in excess of 6 feet. With the site
preparation that will have to be undertaken the
stability of these trees will be negatively effected
resulting in a high likelyhood that these trees will
topple in any subsequent windstorm. My family live
with twenty feet of these trees at the South West
corner of the site in question and are directly at
risk. Can the City please ensure that this safety
concern has been addressed and that necessary
steps are taken to prevent any future accident
which could result in loss of life. Thank you. David
Price 604 276 2290 dbprice@shaw.ca




Schedule 17 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public
Hearings held on Monday,

MayorandCouncillors January 19, 2015

R .
From: Webgraphics
Sent: Thursday, 15 January 2015 2:31 PM To Public '?ef';';
To: MayorandCouncillors DOt
Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #813) Itam #

Re: !l :
Categories: 12-8060-20-8500 Richmond Zoning Bylaw (2,

L2

Send a Submission Online (response #813)

Survey Information

Site:: City Website

Page Title: 'Send a-Submission Online

- URL: | http://ems richmond.ca/Page1793.aspx

Submission Time/Date: | 1/15/2015 2:29:54 PM

Survey Response

;
| Your Name Julie Huang

Your Address 10386 Whistler Place Richmond, BC

Subject Property Address OR

Bylaw Number 8500

1. Originally there were 3 houses, estimating 12
people in total. Now 14 townhouses will be about
56 people. Too noisy and complicated. 2. The
townhouses will be 3 story high which will invade
Comments our privacy. 3. It will be better If it's one house split
into duplex or 3 houses split into 6 single houses.
This is a very simple and quiet neighborhood. 4.
Trees should be kept as noise barrier and it's also
better for the environment.
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From:Vanprop Investments T0:6042785139 01/16/2015 15:27 #331 P.001/001

Schedule 18 to the Minutes of the
City of Richmond BC - Send a Submi Council Meeting for Public Page 1 of 1

Hearings held on Monday, - o
January 19, 2015. ( ) }’\@ ¢ 7-:6 J/

City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada [ C ()}/ h}
> Home > City Hall > City Council > Public Hearings > Send a Submission Onli 2/

PUBLIC HEARINGS

Send a Submission Online /CQ/

FREVIOUS SUBRAT

Please review the responses you have provided. If you find errors you can click the 'previous' button to
move back and correct your entry. Click submit when finished.

To Publlc Hearlng

substantially causing noise and possible crimes. 2.

Dete: . Oy (°
ltem #__ %5
éYour Name LingYur TR 7
'Your Address , 10380 Whistler Place Richmond, BC
;Subject Property Address OR Bylaw 8500
iNumber
éComments 1. The population of the neighborhood will increase

Less privacy for the lower level house owners. 3.

Increased pollution by cutting

PREVIOUS SUBMIT

Sign up for updates Browse Aloud

Richmond City Hall: 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, British Coiumbia, V&Y 2C1
Hours: 8:15 am to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 ¢

© 2014 City of Richmond
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Council Meeting for Public

MayorandCouncillors Hearings held = on  Monday,

January 19, 2015. s

From: Webgraphics :
Sent: Monday, 19 January 2015 5:53 PM To Public H%arlng
To: MayorandCouncillors Date:; j"%ﬂ oy
Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #815) 1/

ltem #

Re: | @‘:M TTNTATES
Send a Submission Online (response #815) — ol 2’4 l?%% -

*\q [P g ‘}L

Survey Information

Sité: City:Website

Page Title: | Send a Submission Online

URL: v httb://cms.richmond,ca/Paqe1 793.aspx:

Submissicn Time/Date: + 1/19/2015.5:52:05 PM

Survey Response

Your Name Winston Feliciano

Your Address 10420 Whistler Place, Richmond BC v7e 4¢c5

To Rezone the subject property from Single
Detached - Location 10591, 10611 and 10631
Gilbert Road

Subject Property Address OR
Bylaw Number

| am writing on behalf of Mr. Domingo Chua, owner
of the property at 10420 Whistler Place, Richmond,
Comments BC. We would like to go on record that we are
strongly opposed to the proposed townhouse
project right behind the property.
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