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n City of Richmond
-} 691; No. 3 Road
W Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 : ‘ -
g e R - Lot Size Study Feedback Form
604-276-4000 A . Planning and Development Department
Segtions 21-4-7 & 22-4-7

Contact B01.276-4121 Fax 604-276-4052
To ensure that your response Is valld, please fill in the following:

Name: \J. Soms ff"_/— Addres.;. in Study Area: _§ i”/(? {22‘/)’//454 &/

- Please indicate whether you are a;

m{roparty Owner [J Resident

Please review each of the following questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X” in one of the following boxes. '



™

Question 1:

I am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width along the south side of Youngmore
Road to 9 m {(up to 9 new [ywuld be created in this area through this option). '

) Agree Disagree

Commaents
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-

Question 2:

| am In favour of reducing the -minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
Kelmore Road to 9 m (up to 8 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

[ Agree Disagree

Comments
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Question 3:

1 am In favour of keeping the minimum lot width in the rest of the quarter sectlons 18 m
wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and no development potential for the next 5 years).

.
Agree : [} Disagree
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Question 4:

I am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1-0.6)" to permit '
development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establishment & Arterial

Road Redevelopment Policy in the Official Community Plan (OCP).
[ Agree Disagree

Comments

~_ .. _x
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Question 5:

I am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portlon of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Famlly Housing District,
Subdivislon Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area A
(R1/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngmore Road.

[ Agree , Disagree

Comments
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Meson: Ednin [ 24

City of Richmond

: R BEV6Y 201 i
3 Richmond BC VS Lot Size Study Feedback Form
. 604-276-4000 Planning and Development Department

Sections 21-4.7 & 22-4-7 Contact 604-276-4121 Fax 604.276-4052

To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the following:

Name: Darren& Kelly Neuman Address in Stutly Area: 8560 Fairfax Crescent

Please indicate whether you are a;

{X] Property Owner : [] Resident

Please review each of the following questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X” in one of the following boxes.

2330699 .Page 1of7
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Question 1:

1 am In favour of reducing the minimum lot width along the south side of Youngmore
Road to 8 m (up to 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

[ Agree [X| Disagree
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Comments
)
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Question 2:

I am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
Kelmore Road to 9 m (up to 8 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

[} Agree [X; Disagree
[

Comments

230699 ; | Page3of 7
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Question 3:
I am in favour of keeping the minimum lot width in the rest of the quarter sections 18 m
wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and no development potential for the next 5 years).

X| Agree [ | Disagree
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Comments
We do not want any changes to the lot widths.
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Question 4:

| am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1-0.6)” to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establishment & Arterial
Road Redevelopment Policy in the Official Community Plan (OCP).

|:| Agree r& Disagree
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Question 5:
L am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area A
(R4/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngmore Road.

[} Agree | [X) Disagree
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Additional comments
Please feel free to provide any other comments or suggestions below.

Thank you for taking the time to complete the survey. Please return the completed Feedback Form
~ on or before’February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052.

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
hitp://www.richmond.ca/services/planning/projects/lotsize.htm

The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study area. All responses received will become parf of the public records.

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study.
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g City of Richmond _
3 ; 6911 No. 3 Road . _ . |
g, Richmend, Be vy 2! Lot Size Study Feedback Form
www.richmond.ca .
I 604-276-4000 Planning and Development Department

Sections 21-4-7 & 22-4-7 Contact 604.276~4121 Fax 604-276-4052 |

To ensure that your response is valid, pleése fill in the following: .

Name: KenMiyszaki Address in Study Area: 3400 Newmore Avenue

Please indicate whether you are a;

(X Property Owner .} Resident

* Please review each of the following questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X” in one of the following boxes.

“ryy

2320699 ; — .Page 10of7
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) Question 1:

I am in favour of reducing the minimum Jot width along the south side of Youngmore
Road to 9 m {up to 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

! Agree IX|| Disagree
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. Comments

Youngmore Road is part of the Seafair neighbourhood and any change will ultimately affect the rest. We do not
need smaller lots. If allowed, over time, the number of smailer iots will increase. The current lot size does not

restrict the abiltiy of the developer 1o put up houses on those lots.
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 Feb. 13 2008 8:26AM  BC HYORO _ No. 0316 P. 3

Question 2: .
| am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
Kelmore Road to 9 m (up to 8 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

[ Agree X| Disagree
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Comments

Of course not. This will have ramifications on the rest of the neighbourhood. It will set a precedent for the rest of
the neighbourhood.
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. Question 3:

I am in favour of keeping the minimum lot width in the rest of the quarter sections 18 m
wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and no development potential for the next 5 years).

Xy Agree - [ Disagree
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Comments

Of course. Neither the Planning Dept or the developer have provided any information explaining how this rezoning
could better the neighbourhood. While the current houses are in terrible condition, it is the fault of the developer.
This reminds me of the joke about the kid wha killed his parents and then asked for mercy from the court because

he was an orphan.
Why would any sane person be infavour of reducing lot wuilh in the neighbourhood. With the recent development, i

anything, lot widths should be increased.

2330699 Page 4 of 7
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Question 4:

| am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900/ 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1-0.6)" to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establishment & Arterial
Road Redevelopment Policy in the Official Community Plan (OCP).

[:j Agree : I_Z|_) Disagree
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Comments

| strongly disagree. Initially, | thought that this could be OK. But afier more careful thought, | realize that this will
only encourage developers to seek more reduced lot sizes, to say no is not going to create a huge problem for the
developer as he can build 3 houses on the three lots. If he overpaid for those lots with the expectation faht he
could further subdivide, then it means he was speculating and clearly the neaghbourhood shou!d not be negatively
_be impacted by speculators

-
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) Question 5:
| am in favour of the proposed developrrient application to rezone a portion of
3900/ 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area A
{R1/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngimore Road.

L} Agree X} Disagree
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Comments

No. It is just a way to make even more money for the deve]opef while ruining the ambience of the neighbournood,
Being permitted to build seven houses on seven |ots should be adequate.
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Additional comments

Please feel free to provide any other comments or suggestions below.

I am disappointed by the Planning depts consultation process. ! wonder if the process is just a dog and pony
show to "consult” while the decision will be made on other basis. If you truly wanted neighbourhood input, the
- same five questions should not have been asked. In fact; like a decision tree, depending upon how people
responded to the broad question (which is #3), it should have lead to other questions. For example, if3isa
disagree, then 4 and 5 should be answered but if the answer was no, then they would not be required. Q4 and Q5
- seems to be subsets of Q1. If someone is not in favour of reducing lot sizes along Youngmore in Q1, then they
should not be in favour of redevelopment as listed in Q4 and Q5. -

_Ifyou keep on asking tHe same question in varied forms, one could assume that you know what answer you would
like and if you ask it in enough ways, you may be able to get the answer you are looking for.

The issue is not really a change of ot size for Youngmore road but really whether the lot size in the Seafair
neighbourhood should be reduced, This question is not straightforwardly asked in Q@ 3 and it should be the
response to Q3 that should drive Council's decision.

1think that rezoning does have a place a communities change and the need for a change from
Industrial/commercial/ residential needs to be reviewed, These changes should be considered based on the
needs of the community. However, what we have before us is really a street variance regarding minimum lot size
and the key driver appears to be additional profit for 2 properly aggregatorldeveloper There is no demonstrated
need for this change.

T PS-I _ﬁl_led this form out once but | am not sure if the feedback was automatically recieved. This is my second *;c:v
time and | am printing it off and faxing it in. .

Thank you for taking the time to complete the survey. Please retarn the completed Feedback Form
on or before February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052,

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
http://www.richmond.ca/services/planning/projects/lotsize.htm

The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study area. All responses received will become part of the public recoxds.

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 1f you have any questions regardmg
the Lot Size Study. :

For Translation Assistarice: M T EZ ¥ 2 iFmas. damt fad waee Rt 59 foois
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P City of Richmond
A 6911 No. 3 Road

{ Richm Y 2C1 :
B acmoner 36 Lot Size Study Feedback Form
< 604-276-4000 Planning and Development Department

Sections 21.4.7 & 22.4.7 Contact §04-276-4121 Fax 604-276.4052 .

To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the following:

Name: (RT NAumamn/ Address in Study Area: 3720 T/WrnolE PL,

Please indicate whether you are a;

M Property Owner % Resident

Please review each of the following questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X” in one of the following boxes.

1330659 Page 10f7
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WATER SURVEY OF CANADA

0271372003 14:37 FAX 604 7139541

)

Question 1

g the south side of Youngmore

Road to 9 m (up to 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

| am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width alon
[ Agree
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Comments
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WATER SURVEY OF CANADA

02s/13/2008 14:37 FAX 604 7139541

) Question 2;
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Kelmore Road to 9 m (up to 8 new lots could be created

[ Agree
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Comments
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WATER SURVEY OF CANADA

0271372008 14:37 FAX 804 7139541
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Question 3
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Comments
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, ) Question 4:

tam in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1-0.6)” to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establishment & Arterial
Road Redevelopment Policy in the Official Community Plan (OCP).

1330609
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02/13/2008 14:38 FAX 604 7139541 WATER SURVEY OF CANADA #1006/007

\) Question 5:
I am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of
3300 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area A
(R1/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngmore Road.
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)

Additional comments
Please feel free to provide any other comments or suggestions below.

The proper?ies on the south side of Youngmore have been allowed to deteriorate
in an attempt to encourage rezoning. We should not reward the developer for
- aliowing this to happen. It could set a precedent and we may see other
' - “development” properties in our neighborhood begin to be neglected. Also, | see
Nno reason v'vhy this increase in density is required. There are many other areas
in Richmonl already approved for higher density; for example, those on arterial

routes. | .

Thank you for taking the time to complete the survey. Please return the completed Feedback Form
~on or before February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052.

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
http://www.richmond.ca/services/planning/projects/lotsize. htm

The resuits of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study area. All responses received will become part of the public records.

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study. '
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| 3

City of Richmond
7%} 6311No.3 Road .
3 Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 Lot Size Study Feedback Form

www.richmond.ca .
604-276-4000 Planning and Davelopment Department

B scctions 21-4-7 & 22.4-7 " 'Contact §04-276.4121 Fix 604-276-4052

To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the following:
Name: «Jgq A2 £5 \bARDA o/ Address in Study Area: S0 Lkt s Mo £E A\/E’-

Please indicate whether you are a;

(X} Property Owner ' R Resident

Please review each of the following questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X" in one of the following boxes.

Tor Ebenl LEE, Rﬂﬂwfé '72“'{ <I17Y orf /QCH/"(OA!D
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)

Question 1!

| am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width along the south ‘side pf Youngmore
Road to 9 m (up to 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

[ Agree ) Disagree
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Question 2;

! am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
Kelmore Road to 9 m {up to 8 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

. 2} Agree £ Disagree
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Question 3:
| am in favour of keeping the minimum tot width in the rest of the quarter sections 18 m

wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and nclg@f_glggment potential for the neﬁﬁﬁﬁr_&)

] Agree i¢} Disagree
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Question 4:

I am In favour of the proposed development application to rezons a portion of

3900 / 3520 / 3940 / 3960 / 3080 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E {R1/E)" to "Single-Family Housing District {R1-0.6)" to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establishment & Arterial
Road Redevelopment Policy In the Official Community Pian {OCP).

[} Agres Disagree
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Question 5:

| am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900/ 3920 /3940 ! 3560 / 3880 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivlsion Area A
(R1/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngmore Road.

] Agree Disagree
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]
Additional comments
Please feel free to provide any othcr comments or suggestions below.
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Thank you for taking the time to complete the survey. Please return the completed Feedback Form
on or before February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052.

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
http:l!www.richmond.cafservices/planning/projectsflotsize.htm

“The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study area. All responses received will become part of the public records.

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study.
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City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road

R /Richmind, BCVEXZCL. L.ot Size Study Feedback Form
> - Planning and Development Department

Scctions 21-4.7 & 22-4.7 Contact 604-276-4121 Fax 604-276-4052

To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the following:

Name; Christian Tuazan Address in Study Area: 8440 Fairbrook Cres.

Please indicate whether you are a;

- i Property Owner ]l Resident

Please review each of the following questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X” in one: of the following boxes.

233069 _ ' | - Page 1 of 7
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Question 1:

6042775589

JANG AND TUAZON

PAGE ©2/87

| am in favour of reducing thé minimum lot width along the south side of Youngmore

Road to 9 m (up to 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

i Agree [ Disagree
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Qﬁestlon 2

| am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
Kelmore Road to 8 m (up to 8 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

Agree [} Disagree
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P2/12/2988 13:35 6842775589

Question 3:
I am in favour of keeping the minimum lot width In the rest of the quarter sections 18 m
wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and no development potential for the next 5 years).

Cll Agree ] Diségree
i

i
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REERRREE:
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Question 4:

| am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housling District,
Subdivision Area E (R1E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1-0.6)"” to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establishment & Arterial
Road Redevelopment Policy in the Officlal Community Plan (OCP).

X Agree [}| Disagree -

Comments

2330699 . Page 5 0of 7
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Question 5:

1 am in favour of the proposed development appllcation to rezone a portion of

3500 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdlvislon Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area A
(R1/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngmore Road.

B Agree [l Disagree

Comments

2330699 Page6of7
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Additional comments
Please feel free to provide any other comments or suggestions below.

| feel that the due to the increasing number of people moving to Richmond, it only makes sense to make use of
the available residential land through densification, and thus lessen the need 1o put more pressure on agriculiural

land for development. The properties on the arterial roads in this area have already been allowed and have
ily housing in Richmond. Residential land in Richmond is finite, and with the

brought in needed new single fami
coming of large numbers of apertments and condominiums, more single family dwellings are needed for balance
and for families that want that option. Although allowing subdivision will bring in short term disruption due to

construction, it will in turn leave new homes insteed of ones which have been neglected. These new homes
would be more energy efficient unlike the many older homes now which do not even have insulation. | also like
the idea of new development prompting the finishing of street curbs and sidewalks for more appeal.

Subdividing their ot is not for everyone. If some homeowners stifl tike their large lof, then they would still have the
* right not to subdivide.

Thank you for taking the time to complete the survey.‘ Please return the completed Feedback Form
on or before February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052.

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
http://www.richmond.ca/sexvices/planning/projects/lotsize.him

The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study area. All responses received will becorne part of the public records. -

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding

the Lot Size Study.
, For Translation Assistance: hﬁ‘?“&f&#ﬁﬁ# ﬁﬁfﬂ'tfai — gt
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City of Richmond
| 6911 No.3 Road
Y Richmond, BC V6Y 2C]

mend. Ae vs - Lot Size Study Feedback Form
604-276-4000 Planning and Development Department

Sections 21-4.7 & 22.4-7

Contact 604-276-4121 Fax 604-276-4052
To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the following: _ '
LET Wi TS [ AER STene - ' S Trer BARDMERE CREL
o , SR T S {
Name: \ET iy Thagats Joragy vee

ddress in Study Area: RiCuenaan DN 1Y
LER Buspn gnud Snne
Please indicate whether you are a;

Z Property Owner .’Z_fhesideni

Please review each of the followin

g questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an

“X” in one of the following boxes.

2330699
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Question 1:

| am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width along the south side of Youngmore
Road to 9 m (up o 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

i Agree Mﬁisagree
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Question 2:

l am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
- Kelmore Road to 9 m {up to 8 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

|__' Agree .')( ‘Disagree
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Question 3:

lam in 'favour of keeping the minimum lot width in the rest of the quarter sections 18 m
wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and no development potential for the next 5 years).

M: Agree i | Disagree
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Question 4:

I am in favour of the proposed development a
3900 / 3920 7 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1 -0.6)” to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establishment & Arterial

Road Redevelopment Polic;/i}the Official Community Plan {OCP).

pplication to rezone a portion of

I_i Agree Y1 Disagree -
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Question 5:

I am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of _
3800 /3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area A
(R1/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngmore Road.

| _f Agree W Disagree

NO. 1 ROAD

Comments
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Additional comments
Please feel free to provide any other comments or suggestions below.

. Thank you for taking the time to complete the survey. Please return the completed Feedback Form
on or before February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052.

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
http://www.richmond.ca/scrviccs/p]anning/projects/iotsize.htm

The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study area. AH responses received will become part of the public records.

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study. T
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MAUREEN CRUISE
8340 Eismore Road,
Richmond, B.C. V7C 2A1
Tel: 604-241-8042 Fax: 778-297-8042

TO: Edwin Lee, Planning Technician — Design

City of Richmond
FAX: 604-276-4052
- DATE: February 14, 2008

# OF PAGES: 4 pages (incl. cover page)

RE: Single Family Lot Size Study (Area generally
bounded by Blundell Road, No. 1 Road,
Francis Road and West Dyke Trail)

P
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The Feedback Form requires that we inserl our name and address on page one because if
we don’t our opinion won't be valid. We also have to indicate whether we are a property
owner and/or a resident. There are 5 questions to answer with “Agree” or “Disagrec”.
For (hose of us who don’t want each lot split into two, we can easily “Disagree” with
Questions 1, 2, 4 and 5. However, No. 3 is deliberately tricky. You only can agree to
keeping the minimum lot width in the rest of the quarter section 18m wide (current R1/E.
zone be maintained and no development potential for the next 5 years) (emphasis
added).

If you disagree, then perhaps you think rezoning and development should proceed much
sooner than 5 years. If you agree, then your disagreement with Questions 1, 2, 4, and 5,
is virtually nullified because Question 3 only wants you to consider the “rest” of the
quarter section. Further, if you agree, then you have basically given the City and its
devcloper friends a free ticket to move into the rest of the neighbourhood as soon as the
five years is up.

There was no opportunity “...to learn more about the various lof size options.” There
was only one option — divide each 18m lot into two 9m lots. It doesn’t matter which
direction they face or on which street they are located, there is no option if are all 2-for-1.

[, and I am sure many others, want the zoning to slay the way it is. We want (he

) neighbourhood to be left alone. We don’t want sidcwalks. We don’t want dozens more
people and cars moving through the neighbourhood. We like being able to talk to our
neighbours across the back fence, and in many instances not ¢ven to see fences in the
front yards, We like walking through the neighbourhood, admiring gardens, chatling
with strangers or friends. We probably aren’t very happy that the big houses replacing
the small ones have already covered up all the green with asphalt, and barricaded the
houses and their tenants behind stonc walls and wrought-iron gates.

Yes, there are some people who think, “ob, goodie, Ul] be able to sell my house for twice
as much becausc the lot can be subdivided into two”, Well, not quite, unless they want to
tear their own house down and then make the application to the City, and then have two
pew houses constructed. And then reap some kind of profit. This subdivision game is for
the City and the developers, not the prescnt owner.

Well, perhaps the present owner of the five houses on Youngmore. That owner bas
dcliberately allowed the houses to fall into disrcpair over the past several years. He’s
been happy to collect rent from people living in houses with the shingles blowing off,
maybe offering blue plastic sheeting to cover the roof so the water doosn’t come in. And
the City hasn’t done anything to prevent that deliberate blockbusting and devaluation.

Some others of us bought these little houses and repaired them. They are made with real
cedar 2x4s (oot spruce/hemlock 1-1/2x3/1/27) framing. Certainly they need upgrading,
but thcy are worth renovating. Instead of pandering to the developers and their greed,
why hasn’t the City said, “No, no more destruction of the neighbourhood. If you want to



FEB-14-2008 14:43 From: To:604 276 4852 . P.4/4

buy west of No. 1 Road, you have to restore and improve the existing buildings.” And
there are probably other neighbourhoods in Richmond which would support that idea.
We need people living in a2 community which really cares about the property, the
jandscaping, the children, the school, the other residents. Living in boxes stacked atop
cach other discourages such interaction. The inhabitants may be very close to each other
physically, but they become isolated. They do not share community.

We are well aware that the City is obliged to pretend that it consulted the residents and/or
owners of the Study Area. Now that we have been “consilted™ and “informed”, is the
City planning to let the developers forge ahead putting up 2-for-1 houses everywhere?

There was absolutely no serious effort made to inform residents/owners. An English-
only Notice in Richmond is lotally inapprapriate. Instead, there has been a deliberate
- effort madc to obscure the issue, to make sure that among the hundreds of people who
attended the meeting no one knew what anyoune else was thinking about the situation, and
now we fully expect the City will say, “We had a meeting, we reccived responses, and
this is what’s going to happen next...”.

The business of politics is very serious, isn’t it? How does the City confuse enough
pcople about its intentions that they’ll just give up and go away? Divide and conquer,
make sure no one knows what his neighbour is thinking, and maybe this rezoning
proposal can be rammed through.

Not this time,

Yours truly,

Maureen Cruise

fmke :

ce Matthew Hoekstra, mhoekstra@richmondreview.com
ce Nelson Bennett, nbennett@richmond-uews.com
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5 City of Richmond
i ¥ i &) 6911 No. ) Road
b4 (Y Richmund. BC VY 201

Gl Richmond. BC VY 2C | Lot Size Study Feedback Form

604-276-4000 Planning and Development Department

Sections 21+4-7 & 22-4-7

Contact 604-276-4121 Fax 604-276.4(52

To ensure that your resporise is valid, please fill in the following:

Name: H’&Ul{@@-\ CRVISE  address in Study Area: Y3No (HASHotts R.Oi\’b
Please indicate whether youaay’a
I'%operty Owner Resident

Pleasc review cach of the following questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X” in onc of the following boxes.
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City of Richmond . .
amhl Ne. 3 Road :
i Richmond, BC V6Y 21 i :
W [mond BC Ve Lot Size Study Feedback Form
604-276-4000 Planning and Development Department

' Contact 604-276-4121 Fax 604-276.4052

To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the following:

Name: //{/4/{ /. /t’;ss Address in Study Area: X’S‘fa /%/JE’QQL C‘AES
Please indicate whether you are a;

B Property Owner n Resident

Plea:,e review each of the followmg, questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X" in one of the following boxes. '

FAX NOD. : Feb. 14 2088 81:56PM P1




FROM FAX NO. : Feb. 14 2888 B1:56FM P2

Question 1:

I am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width along the south side of Youngmore
Road to 8 m (up to 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

L} Agree - i D:sagree
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FAX NO. : Feb. 14 26808 B1:57PM P3
FROM :

Question 2:

l'am in favour of reducing thz minimum lot width in this area ajong the east side of
Kelmore Road to S m (up to & new lots could be created in this area through this option).

!
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Comments
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FROM :
| FAX NO. : Feb. 14 2088 @1:57PM P4

Question 3 [
1 am in favour of keeping the minimum lot width in ﬂ:aéof the quarter sections 18 m
wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and no development potential for the next 5 years).

[} Agree | C] Disagree -
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FAx NO.

Question 4:

t am in favour of the Proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900/ 3920 /3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1-0.6)" to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting ofito No. 1 Road with vehlcle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establlshment & Arterial
Road Redevelopment Policy in the Offlcial Community Plan (OCP).

[ Agree 34 Disagree

Comments
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FROM : :
‘ | FAX NO. Feb. 14 2868 ©1:59PM P6

Question 5:
| am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3860 / 3930 Youngmors Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)" to “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area A
{R1/A)" to permit development of seven (7) iots fronting onto Youngmore Road.

[} Agree ' [} Disagree
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FAX NO. @ Feb. 14 2688 B2:88PM P77

FROM :

f

Additional comments

Please feel free to provide any otter comments or suggestions below.

— e

A Lor or AELRLE WERE « IKELY SUC/kED /a7

8y g 3

Thark you for taking the time to ccmplete the survey, Please return the completed Feedback Form
on or before February 15, 2008 by rrail or by fax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052.

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
http:/www.richmond. ca/services/plaaning/projects/Jotsize htm

The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate jot sizes
for the study area. All responses received will become part of the public records. ‘

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study.

For Translation Assistance: *r#l T RUEW X brikiiti Uit fo¥ wiswy Berst ua gl
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Feb, 14 2008 81:48PM P1

FROM :

FAX NO. :
PN 2 City of Richmond .
i fyﬂ@ g91 rf No.dsgéa\d/ ,
N9 £H0 Richmond, BC V6Y 2C i
i g e P A Lot Size Study Feedback Form
S 604-276-4000 Planning and Development Department

| Contact 6042764121 Fax 604-276-4052

‘Segtions 21-4-7 & 22.4.7

To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the following:

Name: :ﬂll.\ﬁ FW@_W—SS inStudyArea:%‘L%l S@FA‘K |

Please indicate whether you are a;

mroperty Owner [} Resident

Please review each of the following; questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an *X” in one of the following boxes.



FROM : FAX NO. Feb. 14 2008 81:48PM P2

Question 1:

| am in favour of reducing the minimum tot width along the south side of Youngmore
Road to 9 m (up to 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

[J Agree [B¥D sagree

e Y .

AREERNE: :'iZ‘H:.
NSUEETERZ e
\ 3}45‘%?1‘”111'{'7-'-_: S m |

Comments
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FROM : FAx NO. : Feb. 14 2068 B1:49PM P3

Question 2:

! am in favour of reducing th2 minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
Kelmore Road to 9 m (up to & new lots could be created in this area through this option).

[ Agree ¥ Disagree
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Comments




FROM : Nal-
FAX NO. © Feb. 14 2808 B1:49PM P4

Question 3:

-1 am in favour eeping\the minimum |
aintained an

ot width in the rast of the quarter sections 18 m
d no development potential for the next 5 years).
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Feb. 14 2208 81:58PM P35
FAX NO.
FROM

Question 4;

I am In favour of the proposed develcpment application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920/ 3940/ 3860 / 3930 Youngmore Road from “Singie-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District {R1-0.6)" to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting orito No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establishment & Arterial
Road Redevelopment Policy in the Official Community Plan (OCP).

[J Agree Disagree

Comments a; ' ?.A\J'OU [L :

No  cuanGes X No  Exce PTianNs




FAX NO. : Feb. 14 2088 81:51PM P&

Question 5:

I am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920/ 3940 / 3960 / 3930 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” t> “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area A
(RUA)" to permit development of$even (7) lots fronting onte Youngmore Road.

() Agree Disagree

i

Comments

T ah W eoll - oF
o CHANGES X No BY cePTiond

Page 6 of 7



FROM FAx NO. : Feb. 14 2008 61:52PM P7?

Additional comments

> ) ¢ |
Please feel free.to provide any ott e comments or suggestions below.

W WhS THE MTEANATE  oe
No CHAWNGES 1% <ue  ExTiee
BEEA  wWTH  No Exceprions
INCLODED N Ajns N D E=1C NED —
T0-BE CONFUSING "  Peed pric TOLM -

Thank you for taking the time to ccmplete the survey. Please retura the completed Feedback Form
on or before February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax 1o Edwin Lee at 004-276-4052,

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
h:tp:,’/www.richmond.ca/serviccs/psanning/projects/lotsize.htm

The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study area. Al responses riceived will become part of the public records. _

L3

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study.

For Translation Assistance: 4B 7" REPCOT S et ol MeeE igisen fagpiy
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g FQX NO = Feb 14 2@88 81 4‘3PM Pi

¥ TQ-:-THE PLANNING_ DEPARTMENT IN RICHMOND . B

I/WE ATTEN_ ED THE “PUBLIC INFORMATION OPEN HOUSE” AT
' 'THE SCOUT HALL ON JANUARY 23 2008 OR I/WE VIEWED THE
E 'MATERIAL ONLINE

. THE SEVEN PAGE “LOT SIZE STUDY FEEDBACK FORM”
. APPEARED TO BE ARTFULLY DESIGNED TO SUIT THE PLANNING
DEPARTMENT. ALTHOUGH YOUNGMORE AND KELMORE WERE

INCLUDED IN THE “STUDY AREA” AS ADVERTISED, NO.SCENARIO
PERMITTED ANY OPTION TO INCLUDE THOSE STREETS WITH
THE WHOLE OF THE STUDY AREA..

OPTION 3 WAS PARTICULARLY DISINGENIOUS'

ITIS GLARINGLY OBVIOUS THAT THERE WAS NO WAY ONE
COULD ANSWER THE FORM WITH THE RESPONSE:

'y NOINCURSIONS INTO THE SUBDIVISION
NO EXCEPTIONS!

THEREFORE, KINDLY A CCEPT THIS FORM AS M Y
RESPONSE TO THE PLANNING PROPOSAL.

I SUPPORT:
NO INCURSIONS WITH NO EXCEPTIONS !

Name Address Signature
Q)ms\odnof S@\(g A0 Toudowsk €0 4 Oﬂ&VV
Lol sejLen x 8300 EMRHURAST I, Ui\/ﬁ\

’2_&_1“&\'2. Seiler ¢ 8300 Faichurst Q. % U? }ﬂtib

X X X




FAX NO. @ Feb. 14 20@8 Bi:46PM P2

any other comments or suggestions below,

| moved from Montreal to Richmond about 10 years ago and decided to move to the proposed rezoning area due
to the quality of lifa it hed to offer. All this would change for the worst as there woutd be an increesed poputation
density, a greater need for additional schools for kids, more traffic throughout the area and a greater probability
for increased crime. The proposed rezoning area is a mature and stable area and should not be disturbed in its
present form. | can only surmise that the City is looking for additional taxes as a result of the proposed rezoning.

Furthermore, | found it quite disturbing that the Councilor representing the area was not present during the open
house to take questions from the people that live there.

Rolf Seilar

8300 Fairburst Road,
Richmond

Thank you for taking the time to complete the survey. Please return the completed Feedback Form

~ bn by before February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax to Edwin Lée at 604-276-4052.

An online F.eedback Form is also available on our City Websitc at
hitp://www.richmond.ca/services/planning/projects/lotsize.htm

The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study area. All responses received will become part of the public records.

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study.

For Trunslation Assistance: WM TR EF C8aiFmiE - trt fe¥ myoE hﬁj" wdt frovie
W L 4% X Bh X 85 HIREBYYE REATER ARfedt fad
Tk : 604-279-7180 604-279-7160 2 IF T



FROM : :
FAX NO. @ Feb. 14 2888 03:26PM P1

y  City of Richmond
" 6911 No. 3 Road
% Rushasiad, BO Ve il lot Size Study Feedback Form

604-276-4000 Planning and Development Department

Sections 21-4-7 & 22-4-7 Contact 604-276-4121 Fax 604-276-4052

To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the following:

Name:deEezncy Eoarsnp To  Address In Study Area: 2360 JLmonts Qo

Please indicate whether you are a;

Property Owner [_] Resident

Please review cach of the following questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X” in one of the following boxcs. '

2330659 : Page 1 of 7

A A



FROM :

" Question 1;

Il nsin tom fmriomitw ol waakiialme bbby wnlralimnacins 1ad [y Y | TR | ras
Road to 9 m (up to 9 new {Elcym:ould be created in this area through this option).
[ J Agree .[M Disagree

FAX NO. Feb, 14 28088 B3:29PM P77

arsloldle =ba

TSI (e

| ‘[ i.u
!

(= anannaisra
E.

TTITLT
:_ i '--.f =

4 ”._. L?—Hu ‘_

T

ES BN P VA s s st T i A A e st (S wull AP A0 el 9 s | s s R it e s sy o st (O e

2130639

Page 2 of 7



FROM :

FAX NO. _ Feb. 14 20@8 @3:26PM P2

Question 2:

| am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
Kelmore Road to 3 m {up to 8 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

[} Agree B/Disagree
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FROM : FAX NO. Feb. 14 2008 @3:28PM P6

Question 3:

lam in favour of keeping the minimum Jot width in the rest of the quarter sections 18 m
wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and no development potential for the next 5 years).

) Agree »\ & [} Disagree
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FROM : FAX NO. ¢ Feb. 14 2088 83:27PM.- P3

Question 4:

I am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 /3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Faml ly Housing District,
- Subdivislon Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1-0.6)" to permit

development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new

lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the L.and Establishment & Arterlal
Road Redevelopment Pollc:lfzi?.he Officlal Community Plan (OCP).

(] Agree Disagree

Comment - S Xl

2130699 ' Page 5 of 7



FROM

FAX NO. : ' Feb. 14 2008 B3:28PM PS

Question 5:

| am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Famlly Housing District,
Subdivislon Area E (R1/E)” to “Slngle-Family Housing District, Subdivislon Area A
(R1/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngmore Road.

[ Agree M Disagree

Comments

AGHNE 6 CRANGES pad> N0 EXCERT ONS

Page 6 of 7
2130699



FROM : FRX NO. - Feb. 14 2888 @3:27PM P4

Additional comments

Please feel free to provide any other comments or suggestions below.,

RYEgSrioMS %" — ﬂ‘N\\G E‘Néuéw C..:F-!B '_/

Thank you for taking the time to complete the survcy. Please return the completed Feedback Form
on or before February 15, 2008 by mail or by tax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052.

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Websitc at
http://www.richmond.ca/scrvices/planning/projects/lotsize.htm

The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes '
for the study area. All responses received will become part of the public records.

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study.

For Translation Assistance: Yo R¥ESE ¥ X ikl o et 50
HR PR LB et mwﬁa}%
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2130699 Page70of 7



Feb.li-.2008 2:50PM  HAPPY PLANET £OODS ~ No. 0937 DL 172

Facsimile Trohsmiﬁol

To:  Judy - Co:  City of Richmond
From:  Andrec Douglas Date:  Februory 14, 2008
Re: Schedule F Poges: 2

Fax # 604-276-4052

MrorReview * O Plecse’Comment ° (1 PleaseRéply O Pidase Recycle *
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FROM : FAX NO. :

City of Richmond
&) 6911 No.3 Road

& Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1
: www.richmondea - - -
604-276-4000

Sections 21-4-7 & 22-4-7

Feb. 14 2008 B2:43PM Pl

Lot Size Study Feedback Form

Pianning and Development Department

Contact 604-276.4121 Fax 604-276-4052

To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the following:

L k " )
Name: JAMGES L. FerrunN A B Address In Study Area: 33| Em@uwed RD

Please Indi-cate_whethef you are a;

dPropedy Owner

() Resident

Please review each of the fbllowing questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questions by placing an “X" in one of the following boxes.

m. ... & _E™Y



FROM : :
‘ ., | FAX NO. Feb. 14 20688 82:43PM P2

Question 1:

- ] am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width along the south side of Youngmore
Road to 9 m (up to 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

Disagree
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FROM :

FAX NO. @ Feb. 14 ZBE8 @2:44PM P3

Questlon 2;

I am In favour of reducing the minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
Kelmore Road to 9 m (up to & naw lots could be created in this area through this option).

]:] Agree Disagree
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FROM : FRX NO. Feb. 14 2008 @2:45PM F4

Question 3:

I am in favour of keeplng the minimum lot width in the rest of the quarter sections 183 m
wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and no development potential for the next § years).

[} Agree . [] Disagree mg suga - s36E BeLow:

Hi : Py e PR e i ==~

| l TZEITY ;‘{”{7: (TR T . -_F—-_H
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Page 4 of 7
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FROM : -FAX NO. : Feb. 14 2008 02:46PM PS

Question 4:

| am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmere Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1-0.6)" to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the L.and Establishment & Arterial

Road Redevelopment Policggthe Officlal Community Plan {(OCP).
] Agree Disagree -

Pema & 7



FROM :
FAX NO. Feb. 14 2088 92:47PM P6

Question 5:
1 am in favour of the proposed development application o rezone a portion of

390073920/ 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)" to “Single-Family Housling District, Subdlvision Arga A
(R1/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngmore Road.

1 Agree - - [ Disagree
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FAX NO. Feb. 14 2888 B2:48PM P7

Additional comm.ents

Pléase feel free to provide any other comments or suggestions below.

WWWsMw»WW ohansd e/

R

Thank you for mkiﬁg the time to complete the survey. Please return the completed Feedback Form
on or before February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052.

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
http:/ferww.richmond.ca/services/planning/projects/lotsize.htm

Tlie results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study area. All responses xeceived will become part of the public records.

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study. :

For Translation Assistance: %g‘ﬁzﬂ;ﬁﬁt{@jﬁg%
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City of Richmond

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 i
w i W;3wf2$§hmon e Lot Size Study Feedback Form
604-276-4000 Planning and Development Department

Sections 21-4-7 & 22-4-7 Contact 604-276-4121 Fax 604-276-4052

To ensure that your response is valid, please fill in the foliowmg

Name: ffﬂ?’ +(ael K‘”‘-‘”””“’S Address in Study Area: S5/ /’?’/L SRTORE /QZ

Please indicate whether you are a;

4 Property Owner Resident

Please review each of the following questions and indicate your preferences in each of the
following questlons by placing an “X” in one of the following boxes.

2330699 Page 1of 7



Question 1:

| am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width along the south side of Youngmore
Road to 9 m (up to 9 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

[} Agree 34 Disagree
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Comments

2330699 Page 2 of 7



~

“ Question 2;

I am in favour of reducing the minimum lot width in this area along the east side of
Kelmore Road to 9 m (up to 8 new lots could be created in this area through this option).

] Agree Disagree

Comments

2330699 Page 3 of 7



Question 3:

I am in favour of keeping the minimum lot width in the rest of the quarter sections 18 m
wide (current R1/E zone be maintained and no development potential for the next 5 years).

Xl Agree [[] Disagree

]

Comments

2330699 Page 4 of 7



Question 4:

| am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District (R1-0.6)” to permit
development of three (3) lots fronting onto No. 1 Road with vehicle access from a new
lane off Youngmore Road under the provision of the Land Establishment & Arterial
Road Redevelopment Policy in the Official Community Plan (OCP).

[} Agree : Disagree

Comments

2330699 Page 5 of7



)

Question 5;

| am in favour of the proposed development application to rezone a portion of

3900 / 3920 / 3940 / 3960 / 3980 Youngmore Road from “Single-Family Housing District,
Subdivision Area E (R1/E)” to “Single-Family Housing District, Subdivision Area A
(R1/A)” to permit development of seven (7) lots fronting onto Youngmore Road.

[} Agree Disagree

Comments

2330699 Page 6 of 7



Additional comments

Please feel free to provide any other comments or suggestions below.
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Thank you for taking the time to complete the survey. Please return the completed Feedback Form
on or before February 15, 2008 by mail or by fax to Edwin Lee at 604-276-4052.

An online Feedback Form is also available on our City Website at
http://www .richmond.ca/services/planning/projects/lotsize.htm

The results of this survey will be used by City staff and Council to determine the appropriate lot sizes
for the study arca. All responses received will become part of the public records.

Please contact Edwin Lee, Planning Technician, at 604-276-4121 if you have any questions regarding
the Lot Size Study.

For Translation Assistance: %*8F: § wigre Aoet w9 faw
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