
Place: 

Present: 

Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings 
Tuesday, September 6, 2016 

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 

David Weber, Corporate Officer 

Minutes 

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

1. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9498 
(RZ 14-662864) 
(Location: 10644 Railway A venue; Applicant: Farzana and 
Trilochan Khokhar) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to respond to queries. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

Discussion: 

In response to queries from Council, staff advised: 

• the application complies with the current Zoning Bylaw; and 

• the design of the coach house includes a balcony that faces the rear 
lane. 
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In response to a question from Council, the applicant confirmed their 
willingness to remove the balcony from the coach house. Staff advised that 
the drawing formed part of the application, and could be revised to remove 
the balcony on the instruction of Council. 

There was discussion on the need for a City-wide policy on coach house 
balconies to ensure consistency. It was noted that a referral has already been 
made to staff requesting an investigation on single-family homes and coach 
house balconies. Staff confirmed that the report would be submitted to the 
Planning Committee in the fall of2016. 

It was moved and seconded 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9498 be given 
second and third readings. 

CARRIED 
Opposed: Cllr. Day 

2. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9547 
(RZ 14-676714) 
(Location: 7260 Westminster Highway; Applicant: GBL Architects, on 
behalf of Trans-Pacific Business Corporation, Inc. No. 33797) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to respond to queries. 

Written Submissions: 

(a) Candy Lok, 803 -7373 Westminster Highway (Schedule 1) 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

It was moved and seconded 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9547 be given 
second and third readings. 

CARRIED 
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3. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 
(RZ 15-709884) 
(Location: 8620 Railway Avenue; Applicant: 1037533 BC Ltd.) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to respond to queries. 

Written Submissions: 

(a) Lily Chen, 8666 Railway Avenue (Schedule 2) 

(b) Chung Hei Shan, 8668 Railway Avenue (Schedule 3) 

(c) Kelvin Chang, 8688 Railway Avenue (Schedule 4) 

(d) Kelly Chang, 8688 Railway A venue (Schedule 5) 

(e) Lin Wan Chang, 8688 Railway Avenue (Schedule 6) 

(f) Linna Lee, 8688 Railway Avenue (Schedule 7) 

(g) Eleanor Chan, 8651 Calder Road (Schedule 8) 

(h) Kok Ching Chan, 8631 Calder Road (Schedule 9) 

(i) Sheila Chan, Jason Wong and Janice Wong, 8686 Railway Avenue 
(Schedule 1 0) 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

Discussion: 

In response to queries from Council, staff advised: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

the current zoning is specific to the site; 

an independent traffic study was not undertaken, however the traffic 
impacts were reviewed by the Transportation Division; 

any requirements for increases in the frequency of public transit will be 
monitored and TransLink will be advised accordingly; 

the applicant has proposed a number of frontage improvements; 

there is close proximity to community amenities; 

future development of the area will be informed by the future Arterial 
Road Policy; 
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• all townhouse developments are subject to a development permit at 
which the "character" issue could be addressed; 

• the lane will be widened and the townhouse access will be provided 
through the lane from Railway A venue; and 

• turning restrictions are not proposed for this development. 

Council noted that three of the 1 7 proposed townhouse units are affordable 
rental housing units, one of which is on grade and could accommodate 
residents who have accessibility challenges. It was noted that the developer 
has proposed an affordable housing ratio of 15%, which exceeds the 5% ratio 
required under current policy. 

It was moved and seconded 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9563 be given 
second and third readings. 

The question on Resolution No. PH16/8-3 was not called as an amendment to 
the motion was presented. 

It was moved and seconded 

That the proposal and rezoning considerations be amended to restrict turns 
to right in/right out. 

Discussion ensued on the proposed amendment. It was noted that turning 
restrictions would reduce traffic congestion and the potential for vehicular 
accidents. In response to a query from Council, staff confirmed that the City 
has the ability to impose turning restrictions to and from the lane, at a future 
date. 

The question on the amendment motion was then called and it was 
DEFEATED with Mayor Brodie, Councillors Au, Dang, Loo, McNulty, 
McPhail, Johnston and Steves opposed. 

The question on the main motion (Resolution No. PH16/8-3) for second and 
third reading of Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9563 was then 
called and it was CARRIED with Councillor Day opposed. 
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4. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9571 
(RZ 15-704505) 
(Location: 11920/11940 Dunavon Place; Applicant: Trendsetter Homes Ltd.) 

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 9571 be given 
second and third readings. 

CARRIED 

5. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9577 
(RZ 15-710083) 
(Location: 9351 No. 1 Road; Applicant: 0870068 BC Ltd.) 

Applicant 's Comments: 

The applicant was not present. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

It was moved and seconded 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9577 be given 
second and third readings. 

CARRIED 
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6. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9582 
(RZ 15-701879) 
(Location: 9460 Williams Road; Applicant: Sansaar Investments Ltd.) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to respond to queries. 

Written Submissions: 

(a) Edward Wong, 10100 Severn Drive (Schedule 11) 

Submissions from the floor: 

Edward Wong, 10100 Severn Drive, commented that he initiated the petition 
objecting to the application and he ceased his efforts to obtain signatures 
when 100 signatures had been collected. 

In response to questions from Council, Mr. Wong advised: 

• the petition signatories expressed concern that the development would 
result in increased property taxes, the creation of unaffordable homes, 
increased traffic and the requirement to move the Telus panel from the 
property; 

• the signatories would likely be willing to attend a meeting with the 
applicant to discuss their concerns; and 

• he prefers that the setback of the current home be retained. 

Harjit Sandhu, 10691 Dennis Crescent, spoke in support of the application 
and commented that subdividing the property would result in the construction 
of two smaller homes, which would add to the supply of affordable housing 
through the creation of two secondary suites. Mr. Sandhu noted that the 
current setbacks would be retained. 

Discussion: 

In response to queries from Council, staff advised: 

• the current zoning allows for the construction of a single-family home 
of approximately 3,800 square feet if the property was not subdivided; 

• the construction of two smaller homes would be permitted if the 
property was subdivided; 

• approximately 20 townhouse units could be constructed if four 
properties were assembled; 
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• the side yard setback would be retained if one large home was 
constructed; and 

• the City generally does not permit rezoning within a subdivision; the 
application is being considered because it fronts an arterial road. 

In response to questions from Council, Mr. Wong advised: 

• an unfavourable precedent could be set for the neighbourhood if the 
property was subdivided and two compact homes were constructed; 

• he would be opposed to the construction of multi-family housing in the 
area; and 

• the petition signatories were not aware of the potential for construction 
of a townhouse development. 

Council noted the need for the developer and staff to meet with the residents 
to ensure that accurate information is provided. 

Staff confirmed that if a public meeting were to be scheduled, a report back to 
the Planning Committee would be required, resulting in the delay of the 
consideration of the application to the November 2016 Public Hearing or 
later. Alternatively, the application could be deferred to the October 2016 
Public Hearing. 

Council noted that the concerns raised in the petition have been addressed and 
the residents had been given an opportunity to provide input during the 
consultation on the Arterial Road Policy. It was further noted that a petition 
supporting the application has also been provided to Council. 

It was moved and seconded 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 be referred to 
staff for additional consultation. 

DEFEATED 
Opposed: Mayor Brodie, 

Cllrs. Au, 
Dang, 

Loo, 
McNulty, 
McPhail, 
Johnston, 

and Steves 
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It was moved and seconded 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 be deferred to 
the October 2016 Public Hearing. 

It was moved and seconded 

DEFEATED 
Opposed: Mayor Brodie 

Cllrs. Dang, 
Loo, 

McNulty, 
Johnston, 

and Steves 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 be given 
second and third readings. 

CARRIED 
Opposed: Cllrs. Au and Day 

7. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9583 
(RZ 15-705932) 
(Location: 6700/6720 No. 1 Road; Applicant: Westmark Developments Ltd.) 

Applicant 's Comments: 

The applicant was available to respond to queries. 

Written Submissions: 

(a) Stella Au Young, 11431 Seaport Avenue (Schedule 12) 

(b) Hailin He and Xuehang He, #9- 6511 No. 1 Road (Schedule 13) 

Councillor Steves left the meeting. 

Submissions from the floor: 

Pier Vassura, 6680 No. 1 Road, requested that the trees along the property be 
retained. Staff assured the resident that the trees would be preserved. 
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That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9583 be given 
second and third readings. 

CARRIED 

Councillor Steves returned to the meeting. 

8. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9584 
(RZ 14-672762) 
(Location: 12040 No.5 Road; Applicant: Haydenco Holdings Ltd) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to respond to queries. 

Written Submissions: 

(a) Shannon Schneider, 12060 No.5 Road (Schedule 14) 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

Discussion: 

In response to questions from Council, the applicant advised: 

• annual noise tests are performed; and 

• his business has been located at the current premises since 2009. 

Staff confirmed that there have been no noise complaints with respect to the 
subject property. 

PH16/8-10 It was moved and seconded 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9584 be given 
second and third readings. 

CARRIED 

Agenda Varied: The order of the Agenda was amended to consider Item 10 prior to Item 9. 

9. 
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10. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9592 
(RZ 14-665028) 
(Location: 5960 No. 6 Road; Applicant: 8572534 Canada Ltd.) 

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 9592 be given 
second and third readings. 

CARRIED 

Agenda Varied: The order of the Agenda was now resumed. 

51 2899 1 

9. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9591 
(REGULATION OF SALE OF ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES IN 
GROCERY STORES) 
(Location: City-wide; Applicant: City of Richmond) 

In accordance with Section 100 of the Community Charter, Councillor McPhail 
declared to be in a conflict of interest as her husband has and interest in a 
Liquor Establishment, and Councillor McPhail left the meeting and did not 
return-8:28p.m. 

Applicant's Comments: 

None. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

10. 



PH16/8-12 

PH16/8-13 

PH16/8-14 

City of 
Richmond Minutes 

Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings 
Tuesday, September 6, 2016 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

It was moved and seconded 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9591 be given 
second and third readings. 

CARRIED 

It was moved and seconded 

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9591 be adopted. 

CARRIED 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 

That the meeting adjourn (8:30p.m.). 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the Regular Council meeting for 
Public Hearings of the City of Richmond 
held on Tuesday, September 6, 2016. 

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) Corporate Officer 
(David Weber) 
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the 
Public Hearing meeting of 

MayorandCouncillors Richmond City Council held on 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Tuesday, September6, 2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 
Tuesday, 6 September 2016 12:03 PM 
MayorandCouncillors 
Public Hearing -September 6, 2016 -Item 2 - RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9547 (RZ 14-676714)- Send a Submission Online (response# 
985) 

Hearing 
Date: See+ b1 02DI]e 

Send a Submission Online (response #985) 
Survey Infonnation 

Item #;,._,..::~:::::..... ___ _ 

Re: flyle<W i[5'1? 
R. z. t.fl::.f:. 7b_71 tj:_ 

Send a Submission Online 

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

Survey Response 

Comments 

803-7373 Westminster Hwy 

7260 Westminster Highway, Richmond Zoning 
bylaw 8500 

We strongly object the project of building the "mid -
rise congregate housing and commercial use". It 
should be restricted to a maximum of a 6 stories 
building instead of a mid rise (25 meters - 28 
meters, which is about 10 to 12 levels). The height 
of the proposed building with significantly block the 
brightness of sunshine and view of the Minoru Park 
towards residents of 7373 and 7371 Westminster 
Hwy and especially for the people who live in the 
building of lower levels. The height of the proposed 
building will also create the uneven appearance of 
street scenes. The neighbours with even numbers 
(7188, 7228, 7300, 7320) are all low rises and fit 
nicely with the built Quality Inn and the Ramada 
Inn. The Westminster Hwy is already very busy, as 
there are tourist that walk around the area. We 
hope to keep the appearances of the area clean 
and elegant. The proposed midrise in 7260 
Westminster Hwy will affect not only the 

....................................................... 
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appearance of the area, but also the nearby traffic 
flow and the residents and patrons of nearby 
apartments and hotels. 
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Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the 
Public Hearing meeting of 
Richmond City Council held on 

_M_a.,.y,_o_r_a_nd_c_o_u_n_c_il_lo_r_s _____ Tuesday, September 6, 2016. --~~;;;~:;::;::=-;:::~. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 

Sunday, 28 August 2016 3:45 PM 

MayorandCouncillors 

Public Hearing- Sept 6, 2016- Item 3 - RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 

AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884)- 8620 Railway Avenue- Send a Submission 
Online (response #974) 

Send a Submission Online (response #97 4) 
Survey Infonnation 

a Submission Online 

Submission Time/Date: 8/28/2016 3:44:41 PM 

Survey Response 

Lily Chen 

8666 Railway Ave., Richmond BC V7C 3K3 

""'''"'" "''"' """'' '"'"""' "',,, """""' "' """' ' '"'"" "' " '"'"''''"''"''"''"''""""'"'""'' '"'"'''""''"'"""'''"""" "'~ "~"'''"''""''"'"'""''''' '"""''''"'"'"'''"' '""""'''"""'' 1 

Subject Property Address OR 
Bylaw Number 

Comments 

8620 Railway Ave., Richmond BC V7C 3K3 

I am opposing to the Richmond Zoning Bylaw 
8500, Amendment Bylaw 9563 (RZ 15-709884) on 
location 8620 Railway Ave. The proposed rezoning 
to Town Housing (ZT80) and the development of 
17 townhouses raise serious issues concerning the 
neighborhood (e.g., households on zone RC1 next 
to the location). My concerns are the following: 1. 
The proposed development plan does not explicitly 
indicate if the developer plans to reuse access lane 
between the zones of RS1/E and RC1 at the 
location. The 4 households on zone RC1 have 13 
vehicles combined and are already frequently using 
the single access lane. If the developer plans to 
extend this access lane for their townhouse 
development, then the additional 17 townhouses 
(which potentially adds more than 34 vehicles, 
assuming 2 vehicles per townhouse) will severely 
impact the accessibility of households on zone 
RC1. 2. The Railway Ave. has always been a two-
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lane road with one lane in each direction. During 
peak hours (such as go to work or school in the 
morning, or off work in the afternoon), the section 
of Railway Ave. between Francis Rd. and Blundell 
Rd. is often congested. The proposed rezoning of 
the property to Town Housing and the development 
of 17 townhouses will significantly increase the 
household density originally designed for zone 
RS1/E and thereby will also substantially increase 
the traffic to Railway Ave. This is a serious concern 
that has to be addressed by the City of Richmond 
before considering the of approval of this rezoning 
application. 3. Aside from the accessibility impacts 
(on access lane and Railway Ave.) mentioned 
above, the rezoning of the property from Single 
Detached (RS1/E) to Town Housing (ZT80) also 
raises concerns for fire safety of nearby 
households. The development of 17 townhouses is 
a lot of households in such a constrained size of 
the property. In the case of fire hazard and 
emergencies, I am concerned that the Fire 
Department will not have 1) sufficient resources 
(such as the small number of fire hydrants on 
Railway Ave.) and 2) adequate access to these fire 
hydrants and the households. 4. The increased 
population density on this property due to the 
rezoning to Town Housing will also affect public 
transportation support on Railway Ave, especially 
on the section between Francis Rd. and Blundell 
Rd. For example, if an additional bus stop is 
required next to this property, or if the bus 
schedules need to be more frequent to 
accommodate the increased population, then this 
will cause further traffic congestion to Railway Ave. 
5. To support the increased population density on 
this property, the City of Richmond may also need 
public construction work on the surrounding areas 
of this property in order to increase the capacity 
required for utility (such as water, electricity and 
recycling and garbage). These types of public 
constructions can potentially cause other 
repercussions to the surrounding households. I 
believe that it is intended for the neighborhoods on 
Railway Ave (and specifically on the section 
between Francis Rd. and Blundell Rd) to be "Single I 
Detached" zones by city planning. The proposed 
rezoning of this property to "Town Housing (ZT80)" 
will cause significant inconsistency to the plan of 
this area and I urge the City of Richmond to 
consider carefully the impacts and negative 
ramifications (outlined above) that could potentially 
be caused by this rezoning. 
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Schedule 3 to the Minutes of the 
Public Hearing meeting of 
Richmond City Council held on 

_M_a,..y.o_r_a_n_d_c_o_u_n_c_il_lo_r_s ______ Tuesday, September 6, 2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 
Friday, 2 September 2016 2:05 PM 
MayorandCouncillors 

i!?(WJ 'it;bD I ~~Wf», Nr 

13'1LAW "'l'ib3 

Public Hearing- September 6, 2016- Item 3- RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884) 

Send a Sub1nission Online (response #975) 
Survey Inforn1ation 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 

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

Submission Time/Dat 

Survey Response 

Your Name CHUNG HEI SHAN 

Your Address 8668 RAILWAY AVENUE 

Subject Property Address OR Richmond Zoning Bylay 8500, Amendment Bylay 
Bylaw Number 9563 (RZ 15-709884) 

Dear Sir/Madam: I am writing to object to have the 
development of 17 townhouses in the above 
mentioned location. My house. is located at 8668 
Railway Avenue and just next to the proposed 
development site. My reasons and main concerns 
are stated below: 1. The value of my property will 
be decreased. Due to the introduction of the 
townhouse there, the value of my house will 
become lower. It is because the style and scale of 

Comments houses have changed in that location. People do 
not tend to live in a densely populated area. 2. 
Traffic disturbance. Railway is already a busy road. 
The additional users would cause traffic problems 
and the cyclists using the lane would not feel safe; 
furthermore, the bus number 41 0 would run behind 
schedule due to the heavy traffic. My and the other 
three houses are in the same lot: 8688, 8686, 8668 
and 8666 Railway Avenue. As we have already 
been living in a dense area, so we concern much 
about this re-zoning adjacent to our place. I would 
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appreciate it if you could take my concerns into 
consideration before making the decision. Yours 
sincerely, CHUNG HEI SHAN 
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Schedule 4 to the Minutes of the 
Public Hearing meeting of 
Richmond City Council held on 

_M_a~y~o_r_a_n_d_c_o_u_n_c_il_lo_r_s~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Tuesday,Se~ember6,2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 

Sunday, 4 September 2016 5:35 PM 

MayorandCouncillors 

Public Hearing- September 6, 2016- Item 3 - RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 

AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884)- Send a Submission Online (response# 

976) 

Send a Submission Online (response #976) 
Survey Infonnation 

Site: City Website 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 

Survey Response 

Comments 

Kelvin Chang 

8688 Railway Ave 

To whom it may concern, I live next door to this 
property. I am 100% against the rezoning of this 
land to townhouses. The rezoning and proposed 
construction of 17 townhouses in a single family 
residential neighbourhood is not consistent with 
that of the surrounding construction. We are all 
single family homes that surround this lot. This 
rezoning will be very detrimental to us in that it will 
most definitely lower our property values as well as 
increase the traffic tenfold on a already heavy and 
very busy single lane Railway Ave which is already 
like a freeway. I strongly oppose this rezoning. I 
would suggest that any rezoning is consistent with 
that of the immediate surrounding zoning of single 
family residential lots. Yours truly, Kelvin Chang 
604-649-6618 chang282@gmail.com 
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Schedule 5 to the Minutes of the 
P~blic Hearing meeting of 
Richmond City Council held on 

_M_a~y~o_r_a_n_d_c_o_u_n_c_il_lo_r_s~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Tuesday,SememberS, 2016 . 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 

Sunday, 4 September 2016 5:55 PM 

MayorandCouncillors 

Public Hearing - September 6, 2016 -Item 3 - RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884)- Send a Submission Online (response# 

977) 

Send a Submission Online (response #977) 
Survey Infonnation 

; Send a Submission Online 

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

Survey Response 

Subject Property Address OR 
BylaW Number 

Comments 

8688 Railway Avenue 

8620 Railway Avenue, Zoning Bylaw 8500, 
Amendment Bylaw 9563 

To Whom It May Concern, I live next door to this 
property. I am strongly opposed to the rezoning of 
this land into townhouses. This will most certainly 
negatively affect the people who live in the area. 
The rezoning and proposed construction of 17 
townhouses in a single family residential 
neighbourhood is not consistent with that of the 
surrounding construction. We are all single family 
homes that surround this lot. This rezoning will be 
extremely detrimental to our area in that it will 
dramatically increase traffic tenfold on a already 
heavy and very busy single lane Railway Ave. I 
would suggest that any rezoning is consistent with 
that of the immediate surrounding zoning of single 
family residential lots, as oppose to cramming 17 
new townhouses onto the extremely small lot. 
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Schedule 6 to the Minutes of the 
Public Hearing meeting of 

M dC ·u Richmond City Council held on 
~a~y~o_r_a_n~_o_u_n_c_•_o_r_s~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Tuesday,Se~ember6,2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 
Sunday, 4 September 2016 6:04 PM 
MayorandCouncillors 
Public Hearing- September 6, 2016- Item 3 -RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884)- Send a Submission Online (response# 
978) 

Send a Subn1ission Online (response #978) 
Survey Infonnation 

Survey Response 

Your Name 

Your Address 

Comments 

8620 Railway Ave I Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, 
Amendment Bylaw 9563 (RZ 15-709884) 

To whom it may concern, I am strongly opposed to 
the rezoning of this property to townhouses. It will 
change our neighbourhood for the worse and will 
increase traffic, congestion, pollution and be very 
ugly for our street. There are no other townhouses 
directly surrounding this land. The rezoning is not 
consistent with that of the surrounding construction. 
It is a detriment to put townhouses in the middle of 
a neighbourhood of single detached family homes. 
The rezoning will lower my property value and the 
property values of all homes in the area. This is too 
many housing units and a overpopulated increase 
of people on such a small piece of land. It will 
increase traffic and congestion with a minimum of 
another 20-35 cars entering and exiting from one 
driveway/laneway onto a already very busy single 
lane Railway Ave. I am 100% opposed to this 
rezoning. WE DO NOT WANT TOWNHOUSES 
RIGHT BESIDE OUR SINGLE FAMILY 
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DETACHED HOMES. Do the right thing and do not 
allow this rezoning to be pushed through for 3 
measly rent controlled low cost housing units. 
Yours truly, Lin Wan Chang 604-271-1938 
chang@telus. net 
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Schedule 7 to the Minutes of the 
Public Hearing meeting of 

MayorandCouncillors Richmond City Council held on 
~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Tuesday, SeptemberS, 2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 
Sunday, 4 September 2016 8:17PM 
MayorandCouncillors 
Public Hearing- September 6, 2016- Item 3 - RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884)- Send a Submission Online (response# 
979) 

Send a Submission Online (response #979) 
Survey Infonnation 

Survey Response 

Subject Property Address OR 
Bylaw Number 

Comments 

Linna Lee 

8688 Railway Avenue 

8620 Railway Avenue, Richmond, BC Bylaw #9563 

As a direct neighbor, who is directly impacted, I am 
strongly opposed to the proposed zoning 
application for increased density for the subject lot 
above. To increase a single family dwelling zoning 
to 17 townhomes is overwhelming to this 
neighborhood. The incentive of providing THREE 
RENT CONTROL UNITS is not worthy of granting 
this developer's increase zoning application. To 
maintain consistency with the neighborhood, it 
would be acceptable to subdivide the 1 lot into 
smaller lots of 25' frontages. This increases density 
while keeping with the consistency of the 
surrounding area. If this application were to be 
granted, there will be an influx of owners rushing to 
have all their properties along the Railway corridor 
to be rezoned into multi-family dwellings following 
suit. The single lane traffic on Railway Avenue will 
not be able to handle such an increase. L. Lee 
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Schedule 8 to the Minutes of the 
Public Hearing meeting of 
Richmond City Council held on 

.M~ay~o_r_a_n_d_c_o_u_n_c_il_lo_r_s~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Tuesday,Se~ember6,2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 
Monday, 5 September 2016 4:13 PM 
MayorandCouncillors 
Public Hearing- September 6, 2016- Item 3 -RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884)- Send a Submission Online (response# 
980) 

Send a Submission Online (response #g8o) Date: Sea~ le1 2ol\e 
Item #.-...::3:.-____ _ 

City Website 

Survey Response 

Your Address 

Subject Property Address OR 
Bylaw Number 

Comments 

Dear Mr David Weber My name is Eleanor Chan 
and address at 8651 calder road richmond,b.c. 
This is about the Re Zoning 8620 Railway 
ave.applicant: 1037533 BC LTD we have been 
living in our house for the last 23 years and we 
oppose the re Zoning of 8620 Railway ave, 
reasons as below; the future construction of such 
complex if approved will greatly disturb our 
peaceful enjoyment of my own property located 
directly behind the subject lots. The value of my 
property will be devastatingly affected due to the 
close proximity of such complex to my home, and 
over the years I had put in an enormous amount of 
money to upgrade my home and damaged my 
future value of my property. If this multi family 
complex is approved, the amount of people and 
tenant will increase in this neighbourhood which in 
turn will create insecurity to the neighbourhood and 
to my family. I sincerely hope our city hall will 

1 
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consider from a one single family increasing to 18 
family housing. thanks you best regards eleanor 
chan 
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Schedule 9 to the Minutes of the 
Public Hearing meeting of 
Richmond City Council held on 

_M_a~y~o_r_a_n_d_c_o_u_n_c_il_lo_r_s~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Tuesday,Se~ember6,2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 
Monday, 5 September 2016 5:22 PM 
MayorandCouncillors 
Public Hearing- September 6, 2016- Item 3 - RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884)- Send a Submission Online (response# 
981) 

Send a Submission Online (response #981) 

City Website 

Survey Response 

Your Name 

Your Address 

Subject Property Address OR 
Bylaw Number 

Comments 

To David Weber, We, the Chan family, oppose the 
re-zoning of 8620 Railway Ave. We feel that the 
development of a 17 town house residential area 
would negatively impact our quality of life that we 
have enjoyed over the past 35 years. This re
zoning would cause the following: • Increase noise 
pollution - 17 townhouses would add a substantial 
increase in noise pollution than the previous single 
detached zone. 17 families generate much more 
noise than one family. • Decrease property value -
With a 17 townhouse zone, there is great concern 
that property value of the surrounding lots would 
decrease. This would be detrimental to our 
property as an investment. • Decrease privacy -
We are worried that the increase of density will 
take away our piece of mind and privacy. A 17 
townhouse zone does not have the same 
conditions of a single family home. • Construction 
damage -There is a concern that a large 

·•···•···•·•···•··••••·•····••···•••····• 
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development would damage the surrounding 
properties such as fencing. We urge the city 
council to reconsider the re-zoning of 8620 Railway 
Ave to a 17 townhouse zone. My family and I are 
deeply worried that the increase density would 
harm our peaceful quality of life in Richmond. 
Regards, Mr Kok Ching Chan and family 

2 



Schedule 10 to the Minutes of 
the Public Hearing meeting of 
Richmond City Council held on 

_M_a_y_o_r_a_n_d_c_o_u_n_c_il_lo_r_s __________________________________ Tuesday,September6,2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 
Tuesday, 6 September 2016 2:16 AM 
MayorandCouncillors 
Public Hearing- September 6, 2016- Item 3 -RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884)- Send a Submission Online (response# 
983) 

Send a Submission Online (response #983) 
Survey lnfonnation 

City Website 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 

Survey Response 

Your Name 

Subject Property Address OR 
Bylaw Number 

Comments 

8686 Railway Avenue 

RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9563 (RZ 15-709884) 

To Whomever It Concerns, We are writing to you 
concerning the demolishment of a small house at 
the address of 8620 Railway Avenue into a 17 -unit 
townhouse complex. There has been an article 
published on the Richmond News written by 
Graeme Wood which released more information on 
the details of the rezoning application 
(http://www.richmond-news.com/city
hall/precedent-setting-land-deal-for-rent-controlled
units-1.2308365). As tax-paying residents who live 
next to this house, we are strongly opposed to this 
rezoning due to these major concerns listed below. 
1) Railway avenue is an extremely busy road, and 
this rezoning is located very close to the major 
intersection of Francis and Railway Avenue. 
Railway is also only a two-lane road, which means 
there is only one lane going in each direction. As 
we live on 8686 Railway Avenue, we can attest to 
the difficulty of turning onto and from Railway, 

...........................................•..................... •.•.....•................. . 
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especially during the busy hours. If we are turning 
left from Railway into our back lane especially 
during busy hours, there is always congestion 
behind us with many impatient cars honking and 
trying to dangerously pass us on the right. With the 
new rezoning, the article writes that there will be 
two parking spaces per market unit, which would 
be approximately 28 extra cars trying to turn in and 
out of that complex onto Railway. There will also be 
the three housing units with lifelong rent-control · 
covenants who will have cars as well. How will the 
city manage this congestion and the sudden 
increase in traffic in one specific neighborhood with 
no improvements to the roads? 2) There is a senior 
home located very close to this rezoning site who 
frequently walk past our houses and the rezoning 
site to have access to a path leading them to the 
Kilgour/Ecole de Navigateur neighbourhood and 
park. There is also a bus stop in front of the 
rezoning site. With the addition of 17 townhouses, 
there will be a sudden sharp increase of the density . 
of people in that 29,000 square feet place, and an 
increase of cars as well. This sudden increase of 
people and congestion are bound to have a 
negative impact on all of the surrounding 
neighbours within a few blocks, but even more 
drastic impact on the elderly who go on their daily 
walks, and those who walk to wait for the bus 
station. How will the city address this problem? 3) It 
seems that the City is benefiting quite a bit from 
this rezoning. As the article writes, the developer 
"has been granted increased density on the site in 
exchange for building three housing units with 
lifelong rent-control covenants placed on them by 
the city" (Graeme Wood, Richmond News). We 
would like to draw attention to the words increased 
density. The agreement to seventeen townhouses 
placed in a small 29,000 square-foot lot that will be 
three stories tall is frankly very shocking and 
unbelievable as this is extremely high density. The 
City gains "three housing units with lifelong rent
control covenants" (Graeme Wood, Richmond 
News) as well as "$1 000 per unit to the city, in lieu 
of providing indoor amenity space" (Graeme Wood, 
Richmond News). That would be $14,000 to the 
City and three units for striking a deal with this 
developer. It is stated that the City is agreeing for 
higher density in order to provide "extra affordable 
housing", but in reality it appears that they are also 
greatly benefiting in the process. We would like to 
question whether the well-being City has 
considered the neighbourhoods and current 
inhabitants who live near this rezoning. What about 
us? Unlike the City, we don't gain anything except 
loud construction noises for years to come, a 
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sudden increase in population over a small area of 
land, and huge congestion in terms of cars and 
traffic. We need to be heard and put into 
consideration as well. 

3 



citiwestfincorp@inbox. com EDWA PHONE NO. : h~4 ?74 47?1 

Schedule 11 to the Minutes of 
the Public Hearing meeting of 
Richmond City Council held on 
Tuesday, September 6, 2016. 

CITY OF RICHMOND 

Sep. 05 2016 10:2SPM P1 

Public Hearing: Tuesday-September-06-2016- 7 pm 

Re: Neighbourhood Petition Against 9460 Williams Road, 
Richmond, BC Rezoning Application. 

10 Pages X 10 Petition Signers I page = 100 Signers. 

From Edward Wong- 604 ... 274-4721 

By Fax: 604-278-5139 

Attention: Director, City Clerk's Office 



FROM citiwestfincorp@inbox.com EDWA PHONE NO. 604 274 4721 Sep. 05 2016 10:32PM P11 

City of Richmond Public Hearing 1) 

Date: Tuesday-September-6-2016 at 7 pm. 

To: The Mayor and the City Council of Richmond Members. 

NEIGHBOURHOOO PETITION TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE (1) 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO {2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Locationfs Address: 9460 Williams Road I & Severn Drive. 

Applicant: Sansaar Investments Ltd. 

Purpose: ·To rezone the subject property from "Single Detached (RS11E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2)", to 
permit development of two (2) compact single-family lots with vehicle access from a new rear lane from Severn Dr . 

. Obiections~ We, the neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detached Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family lots based on the following: 

-To have 21ong narrow homes with a back lane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road, being the 
entrance roadway to the subdivision is highly inappropriate and out of character with the neighbourhood. 

- Richmond prides itself with wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
"Vancouver Special" style, "Spec Homes" type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

-.This approval would also set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
· with narrow side yards and longer house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Single Detached Family Residential Subdivision lots. In this case, the corner house is close to the street. 

- Homes along Williams Road from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they demonstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the closeness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons, we strongly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub-divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 
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FROM: citiwestfincorp@inbox.com EDWA PHONE NO. 604 274 4721 Sep. 05 2016 10:31PM P10 

Citv of Richmond Public Hearing 2) 

Date: Tuesday-September-6-2016 at 7 pm. 

To: The Mayor and the City Council of Richmond Members. 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PETITION TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE (1} 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Location/s Address: 9460 Williams Road I & Severn Drive. 

Applican~: Sansaar Investments ltd. 

Purpose: To rezone the subject property from "Single Detached (RS1/E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2)", to 
permit development of two (2) compact single-family lots with vehicle access from a new rear lane from Severn Dr. 

Objections: We, the neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detached Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family Jots based on the following: 

-To have 2 long narrow homes with a back Jane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road~ being the 
entrance roadway to the subdivision is highly inappropriate and out of character with the neighbourhood. 

- Richmond prides itself with wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
"Vancouver Special" style, "Spec Homes!! type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

-This approval would also set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
with narrow side yards and longer house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Sing.le Detached Family Residential Subdivision lots. In this casG, the corner house is close to the street. 

- Homes along Williams Road from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they demonstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the closeness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons, we strongly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub-divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 
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\, 

City of Richmond Public Hearing 3) 

Date: Tuesday~September-G-2016 at 7 pm. 

To: The Mayor and the City Council of Richmond Members. 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PETITION TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE (1) 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Location/s Address: 9460 Williams Road I & Severn Drive. 

Applicant: Sansaar Investments Ltd. 

Purpose: To rezone the subject property from "Single Detached (RS1/E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2)", to 
permit development of two (2) compact single-family lots with vehicle access from a new rear lane from Severn Dr. 

Objections; We, the neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detached Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family lots based on the following: 

-To have 2 long narrow homes with a back lane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road, being the 
entranc·e ro~dway to the subdivision is highly inappropriatG and out of character with the neighbourhood. 

- Richmond prides itself with wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
"Vancouver Special'" style, "Spec Homes" type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

-This approval would also set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
with narrow side yards and longer house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Single Detached Family Residential Subdivision lots. In this case, the corner house is close to the street. 

- Homes along Williams Road from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they demonstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the closeness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons, we strongly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub-divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 

-------------------*---------------------------------------------------------------------·-----------------------------------~---~··-·-~·----------
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City of Richmond Public Hearing 4) 

Date: Tuesday-September-6-2016 at 7 pm. 

To: The Mayor and the City Council of Richmond Members. 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PETITION TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE (1) 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Location/s Address: 9460 Williams Road I & Severn Drive. 

Applicant: Sansaar Investments ltd. 

Purpose: To rezone the subject property from "Single Detached (RS1/E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2)", to 
permit development of two (2) compact single-family lots with vehicle access from a new rear lane from Severn Or. 

Objections: We, the neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detached Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family lots based on the following: 

-To have 2 long narrow homes with a back lane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road, being the 
entrance roadway to the subdivision is highly inappropriate and out of character with the neighbourhood. 

- Richmond prides itself with wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
"Vancouver Special" style, 115pec Homes" type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

-This approval would also set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
with narrow side yards and longer house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Single Detached Family Residential Subdivision lots. In this case, the corner house is close to the street. 

- Homes along Williams Road from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they demonstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the closeness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons, we strongly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub-divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 
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City of Richmond Public Hearing 5) 

Date: Tuesday-September-6-2016 at 7 pm. 

To: The Mayor and the City Council of Richmond Members. 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PETITION TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE (1) 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylaw 85007 Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Location/s Address: 9460 Williams Road I & Severn Drive. 

Applicant: Sansaar Investments Ltd. 

Purpose: To rezone the subject property from "Single Detached (RS1/E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2)", to 
permit development of two (2) compact single-family lots with vehicle access from a new rear lane from Severn Dr. 

Objections: We, the neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detached Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family lots based on the following; 

-To have 2 long narrow homes with a back lane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road, being the 
entrance roadway to the subdivision is highly inappropriate and out of character with the neighbourhood. 

- Richmond prides itself with wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
11Vancouver Special" style, 11Spec Homes" type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

-This approval would also set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
with narrow side yards and longer house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Single Detached Family Residential Subdivision lots. In this case, the corner house is close to the street. 

- Homes along Williams Road from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they demonstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the closeness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons, we strongly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub-divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 

•••••••••••••••-••••---•••-••••••-••·--------·---•••-~---·-·-------·-•••••-••••••••••-•••••••••••••••••••••••-·-----------·-•••••~w~~~•••••·~M·•--• 

No.: 

41) oe 
Address 

0 tf"'f \f'tfVI,. ~I 

Name 

_j"UA,\U$: 

Phone Number 

::J-=tg ],~Lf D222 

42) {00 ~tJP..vt l..BkdtA 1 rz ... "'2-3 }· ~23 

---
43) JV06 0 S~v.<.Y' f0~ 'Ov-(.~\1\0 11S.r ?fr-!7~6 1 
44) 5~~tZN ~ <f ... 0 I g--- 11 to 

45) taP ·-~tf~?~· 
46) 

47) 

48) 

49) 

50) 



FROM citiwestfincorp@inbox.com EDWA PHONE NO. 604 274 4721 Sep. 05 2016 10:28PM P6 

City of Richmond Public Hearing 6) 

Date: Tuesday-September-6·2016 at 7 pm. 

To: The Mayor and the City Council of Richmond Members. 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PETITION TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE (1) 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Location/s Address: 9460 Williams Road I & S~vern Drive. 

Applicant: Sansaar Investments Ltd. 

Purpose: To rezone the subject property from ''Single Detached (RS1/E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2)", to 
permit development of two (2) compact single-family lots with vehicle access from a new rear lane from Severn Dr. 

Objections: We7 the neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detached Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family lots based on the following: 

-To have 2 long narrow homes with a back lane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road, being the 
entrance roadway to the subdivision is highly inappropriate and out of character with the neighbourhood. 

- Richmond prides itself with wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
"Vancouver SpeciaP' style, "Spec Homes" type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

-This approval would also: set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
with narrow side yards and longer house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Single Detached Family Residential Subdivision lots. In this case, the corner house is close to the street. 

- Homes along Williams Road from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they def:nonstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the closeness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons~ we stron~ly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub-divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 
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City of Richmond Public He~rin.s 
\ 

Date: Tuesday..September-S-2016 at 7 pm. 

To: The Mayor and the Ciity Council of Richmond Members. 

Sep. 05 2016 10:27PM PS 

7) 

i 
I 

MElGHBOURHOOD PETI!tiON TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE (1) 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMfl Y RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylavf 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Location/s Address: 9460 ~illiams Road I & Severn Drive. 

Applicant: Sansa~r Investments Ltd. 
f 

Purpose: To rezone the subj~ct property from "Single Detached (RS1/E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2)", to 
permit development of two (~) compact single-family lots with vehicle access from a new rear lane from Severn Dr. 

Objections: We, th~ neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detachef;l Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family lots based on the following: 

-To have 21ong narrow homes with a back lane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road, being the 
I . 

entrance roadway to the SJUbdivision is highly inappropriate and out of character with the neighbourhood. 
! 

- Richmond prides itself vJith wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
"Vancouver Special" styiJ, "Spec Homes" type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

i 
I 

-This approval would alsQ set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
with narrow side yards an\:llonger house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Single Detached Family R~sidential Subdivision lots. In this case, the corner house is close to the street. 

- Homes along Williams Rbad from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they de~onstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the clo1eness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons, we stron~ly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub-divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 
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FROM citiwestfincorp@inbox.com EDW8 PHONE NO. 604 274 4721 Sep. 05 2016 10:27PM P4 

City of Richmond Public Hearing 
~ 

Date: Tuesday-September-6.2016 at 7 pm. 

To; The Mayor and the City Council of Richmond Members. 

8) 

NE\GHBOURHOOD PETITION TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE £1) 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylaw 1BSOO, Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Location/s Address: 9460 Williams Road I & Severn Drive. 

Applicant: Sansaai~ Investments Ltd. 

Purpose: To rezone the subject property from "Single Detached (R$1/E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2)'', to 
permit development of two (2) compact single-family lots with vehicle access from a new rear lane from Severn Dr. 

Objections: We, the neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detached Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family lots based on the following: 

- To have 2 long narrow hQmes with a back lane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road, being the 
entrance roadway to the subdivision is highly inappropriate and out of character with the neighbourhood. 

- Richmond prides itself with wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
~'vancouver Special" style1, ''Spec Homes" type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

-This approval would also. set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
with narrow side yards and longer house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Single Detached Family Residential Subdivision lots. In this case, the corner house is close to the street 

- Homes along Williams Road from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they demonstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the closeness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons, we strongly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub-divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 

----"~-----------------·-------------··---~-------------------------------------------------------------------~----------------------------------~--
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FROM citiwestfincorp@inbox.com EDWR PHONE NO. 604 274 4721 Sep. 05 2016 10:26PM P3 

City of Richmond Public Hearing 9) 
i 

Date: Tuesday-September-6~2016 at 7 pm. 

To: The Mayor and the City Council of Richmond Membe~. 

NE\GHBOURHOOD PETITION TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE (1) 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO lWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Location/s Address: 9460 WiUiams Road I & Severn Drive. 

Applicant; Sansaa.- Investments Ltd. 

Purpose: To rezone the subje:Ct property from "Single Detached (RS1/E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2)1',.t~ 
permit development of two (2) compact single-family lots with vehicle access from a new rear lane from Severn pr. 

Objections: We, the neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detached Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family lots based on the following: 

·To have 2 long narrow homes with a back lane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road, being the 
entrance roadway to the subdivision is highly inappropriate and out of character with the neighbourhood. 

- Richmond prides itself with wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
"Vancouver Special" styre, "Spec Homes" type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

-This approval would also set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
with narrow side yards and longer house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Single Detached Family Residential Subdivision lots. In this case, the corner house is close to the street. 

- Homes along Williams Road from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they demonstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the closeness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons, we strongly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub·divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 
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FROM citiwestfincorp@inbox. com EDW8 PHONE NO. 604 274 4721 Sep. 05 2016 10:25PM P2 

Citv of Richmond Public Hearing 10) 

Date: Tuesday-September-6-2016 at 7 pm. 

To: The Mayor and the City Council of Richmond Members. 

NEIGHBOURHOOD PETITION TO STOP APPLICATION TO REZONE IN ORDER TO SUB-DIVIDE ONE (1) 
SINGLE DETACHED FAMILY RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO (2) SINGLE FAMILY LOTS. 

Re: Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9582 (RZ 15-701879) 

Locatlon/s Address: 9460 Williams Road I & Severn Drive. 

Applicant: Sansaar Investments Ltd. 

Purpose: To rezone the subject property from "Single Detached (RS1/E)" to "Compact Single Detached (RC2}", to · 
penn it development of two (2) compact single-f;:~mily lots with vehicle access from a new rsar lane from Severn Dr. 

Objections: We, the neighbourhood of this Subdivision strongly object to the Rezone Proposal to 
develop 1 Single Detached Family lot into 2 Compact Single Detached Family lots based on the following: 

-To have 2 long narrow homes with a back lane at the corner of Severn Drive & Williams Road, being the 
entrance roadway to the subdivision is highly inappropriate and out of character with the neighbourhood. 

-Richmond prides itself with wide ample residential lots, and this proposed development with two narrow 
"Vancouver Special" style, "Spec Homes" type lots devalues the subdivision's neighbourhood character. 

-This approval would also set a precedence that will be detrimental to the neighbourhood's character 
with narrow side yards and longer house depth that would lose privacy, and harmony to the existing 
Single Detached Fa~ily Residential Subdivision lots. In this case, the corner house is close to the street. 

- Homes along Williams Road from No. 4 to No. 5 Road have shown how narrow and close the homes are 
to each other, and they demonstrate how out of character they will be in this neighbourhood's residential 
subdivision. Also, the closeness of these homes may be a hazard problem in a potential fire situation. 

For this reasons, we strongly object to the proposed rezoning change to sub-divide 1 lot into 2 lots. 
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Sch~dule 12 to the Minutes of the 
P~blrc He~ring meeting of 
Rrchmond Crty Council held on 

_c_it~y_c_le_r_k~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~Tuesday,Sep~mber6,2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

stellaauyoung2016 < stellaauyoung2016@gmail.com > 

Friday, 2 September 2016 10:10 AM 
De Sousa,Steven 
Re: Richmond zoning bylaw 8500,6700/6720 no.1 rd 

In regards to your lettet ofRZ 15-705932, propsed rezoning single dwelling homes t~s~~~~,..,..,.~rm£.~:.;;::,J 
high that i have no problem with this new development. 

I would like to see in the near future of all these old houses are being tomed down to build all the same height 
and sizes and better sidewalk and must have brighter street lights for security reasons to prevent any more break 
and enters in our neighbourhood. 

Please no highrises. We need sunlights for our trees and grasses. Even sidewalks. No meter parking. We do not 
have enough parking stalls inside our complex has to park on city street. 

Yours truly, 

Stella at tennyson garden. 

Sent from my Samsung Galaxy smartphone. 

oz 
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Schedule 13 to the Minutes of 
th.e Public ~earing meeting of 

d II Richmond CJty Council held on 
-~-a~y~o_r_a_n~c_o_u_n_c_i_o_r_s~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Tuesday, September6, 2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 
Tuesday, 6 September 2016 10:50 AM 
MayorandCouncillors 
Public Hearing -September 6, 2016- Item 7 - RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9583 (RZ 15-705932)- Send a Submission Online (response# 
984) 

Send a Submission Online (response #984) 

Survey Response 

Your Address 

Comments 

HE HAl L & Ll XUE H 

6511 N0.1 RD #9 

6700/6720 No.1 Road (RZ 15-705932) 

Hello, Sorry, we are not available to attend the 
public hearing. For the property rezoning (RZ 15-
705932), we don't agree with that since it might 
increase the land and building price. The more 
price increases, the more property tax is needed to 
pay by us. Thank you for your understanding and 
take your time. Regards, Hailin & Xuehang 

1 



Schedule 14 to the Minutes of 
the Public Hearing meeting of 
Richmond City Council held on 

-~-a~y~o-r~a-n~d~C~o~u~n~c-il~lo~r~s~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ Tuesday, September6, 2016. 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Webgraphics 
Monday, 5 September 2016 9:24 PM 
MayorandCouncillors 
Public Hearing - September 6, 2016 -Item 8 - RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, 
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9584 (RZ 14-672762)- Send a Submission Online (response# 
982) 

Send a Submission Online (response #982) 
Survey Infonnation 

Your Address 

Comments 

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

12040 No.5 Road/8500/9584 (RZ14-672762) 

Atttention: Director, City Clerk's Office Re: 
Richmond zoning bylaw 8500, Amendment bylaw 
9584 (RZ 14-672762) Location: 12040 No.5 Road 
Applicant/s: Haydenco Holding Ltd. Purpose: To 
rezone the subject property from "Agricultural AG 1" 
to Light Industrial (IL)", to permit development of an 
industrial manufacturing building. My concerns re: 
the rezoning of 12040 No.5 from AG1 TOIL: 
Currently, 12040 No 5 road is the only lot between 
us and Haydenco Holding limited current 
manufacturing building. -This light industrial 
company can be heard Running 24/7 -Currently we 
can only use our backyard when the company 
shuts down, which is one day week. -The noise 
levels from their current location are so high that 
you cannot carry on a conversation with anyone in 
the back yard - The noise levels from their current 
location can be heard inside our house. - I currently 
feel as though I may have already suffered some 

1 
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hearing loss due to the noise from this Company. -
Light industrial companies that operate 24/7 while 
generating ongoing loud noises are not a good fit 
next to residential areas. These companies do 
have a direct impact on the quality of life of anyone 
living in the residential area. -Further loss of 
Richmond's Agricultural Land Reserves -
Environmental impact/ Fine particulars maybe seen 
from what I perceive to be a vacuum system or 

In conclusion, for the reasons above, I 
agree with the rezoning from AG1 to IL. 

Shannon Schneider 
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