Schedule 2 to the Minutes of
the Development Permit
Pavel Meeting of Thursday, mmv.lopmontl’wmlt Panel

Date:_ D=z . LA (13
December 12, 2013. tom 7. |

Re: G511 No.d Roan
DP 12 -6)145s

Ta: Panel Of Richmond Clty Development,

Re: Complaint about the Townhomes develppment of 40P 12-617455

As the owner of 6451 No. 2 Road, 1, Johnay Leung, has been watching closely the development of the 1and use
adlacent to my lot.

{i.e. 6511 No. 2 Road : former lots of 6471,6491, and 6511 Na. 2 Road).

A\ first 1he developer knocked our door claiming to include aur 101 in his townhomes development. Obviously he is
Insincere because he has no intention to purchase our lot and then he has asked the City 10 measure and do the
surveying of our lot. The developer has never responded to our offec given 1o them. Maybe they have told the
Chty they have tried Lo purchase our (ot, but they never show up finally. This has given us the false signal.

We have gone to the City to inquire about the lang use. The reply has been positive that the four lois (please see
your orlginal city plan ) have to be developed together. We assume that our lot is already Included in the City
Towa homes develapment or at [east our lot (6451 No.2 road) can be rezoned in future on our own. This also
esplains why we did not strongly object to the development of townhomes in our neighborhood at the very early
s1age of hearing. We were certainly misled by the City response at the City office when we inquired and by 1he
developer verbal indication. We are very disappointed. This has given us the second false signal.

Now, the Panel has declded to exctude our loLin the present development with the grounds that this development
Is already up to SOm frontage. Well, it seems to be logical according to the City development guidetines.

BUT,
Let us look at the Future development of 6451 No. 2 Road

Has the Panel considered the future development of our lot which is of more or less the same size, same depth and
same frantage of our adjacent pre-neighbar house lot? Our latest check with the future devefopmant plan from
City map glves us a shock. Our lot development has to be combined with our North-bound nelghbor with a
much smaller lot with less frontage and less depth. (Please see picture No. 3)

This is unacceptable and it contradlcis to our City Development Planning 100.

First, the total frontage of 6451 No. 2 road and 6397 No. 2 road (even combined) is under SOm. This is In conlrary
to the City Guidelines, Second, this is 080 Yo include 6397 No. 2 road (much smaller lot size) in the future
Townhome developmeni as that iot can ONLY accommodate Two 1ownhomes in futdre . That means our lot 6451
No. 2 road has been caught up In the future land developnient lnlo townhomes an QUR OQWN. Ultimately this will
lead us 1o build a single house on 6451 No.2 Road ot and Lhis is againin contrary to the City Planning to make FULL
USE OF THE LAND in Rlchmond Clty development.

Therefore, we would request the Panel 10 consider accepting our single lot to be developed into Townhames in
future WITHOUT any conditions added. We have zlready got the general/common access from the 6511 Na. 2

townhomes {PROPOSED) via No. 2 Road and this makes more sense for us to develop our present single lot into
townhomaes in future,



Thanks for your time ang please either email us 2t cecomp@axionet.com oF mail us your answers.

Repards,

_] Ag/;,j‘; .

Mr. Johnny Leung

{Owner of 6451 No.2 Road, Rlchmond, BC, V7C 3L4)
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