Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the

Special meeting of Richmond '| TO: MAYOR & EACH

City Council held on Monday, - COUNCILLOR

December 2, 2019. . [FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
y City of y ]

. emoranaum
Ayt e R|Chm0nd Community Safety Division
To: Mayor and Councillors Date: December 2, 2019
From:  Carli Williams, P.Engl_ File:  99-FILE LATER-

Manager, Business Licences and Bylaws Temporary File
Re: Inspection Update from December 2, 2019 of 12620 No. 3 Road — Nuisance

Structure and Appeal of Order to Comply

This memorandum provides additional information regarding the condition of the house at 12620
No. 3 Road, especially the front of the house and ease of entry. Attached are more photographs of
the house (Attachment 1) and additional history including past complaints, enforcement orders and
an appeal to Council in 2012 on similar issues.

Complaint and Enforcement History

The house on this property has been vacant since at least 2011 when the City was called upon to
deal with complaints of a vacant home, long grass, weeds and an accumulation of garbage. In a
period of two years, from June 2011 to June 2013, City staff made over 20 visits to the site
including staff from Community Bylaws, Building Approvals and Richmond Fire-Rescue. A letter
was sent to the owners in 2013 outlining actions over the two year period (Attachment 2). During
this time, City staff issued an Order to Comply with the Unsightly Premises Regulation Bylaw No.
7162 (Unsightly Bylaw) and the owners of the property appealed this order to City Council. In
2012, City Council denied this appeal (see minutes of appeal listed as Attachment 3).

Since that time, the house’s condition has deteriorated further. There is a tree that has fallen down
(and remained) on the front of the house causing damage to the second floor balcony and the
addition on the back of the house is falling down. There is mould present throughout the house and
it is infested with rats and other rodents. If the house is not demolished, the tree will have to be
removed as Richmond Fire-Rescue has identified this as an unacceptable risk for fire.

The most recent bylaw enforcement activity on this site began in June 2019 when the City received
a complaint that the property contained abandoned boats, trailers, cars, overgrown blackberry
bushes, overgrown shrubs, an abandoned in-ground pool as well broken windows in the house. An
inspection on the property confirmed the conditions described in the complaint and also the
presence of abandoned tires, appliances, storage containers, metal panels, tarps, chairs, scraps of
wood and lumber. Subsequent to the inspection, the owners were issued an Order to clean the site
and comply with the Unsightly Bylaw no later than August 23, 2019.
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Staff attended the site on November 28, 2019" with the owner in attendance. Staff attempted to
revisit the site today (December 2, 2019) but was unable to gain entry as the gate to the property is
locked with the do not occupy order displayed behind the gate.

Regulatory Process

There are two recomendations for Council’s consideration regarding 12620 No. 3 Road. The issue
of declaring the structures a nuisance is an authority granted the Council according to Section 74 of
the Community Charter. This section gives Council the authority to “impose remedial action”, such
as demolition, if something “is so dilapidated or unclean as to be offensive to the community.” The
full wording of this section is supplied as Attachment 4.

If the house and structures are declared a nuisance and the owner does not demolish them, the City
is able to undertake the work and recover the costs in the same manner as property taxes. Similar to
the procedure for demolishing the house and structures, should Council deny the appeal and the
owner does not comply, the City has the option to perform the cleanup and recover the costs in the
same manner as property taxes.

If the house is not declared a nuisance and demolished, City staff will continue with bylaw
enforcement and issue additional orders. However, management of this site will require ongoing
resources from several departments. As of the recent complaint in June 2019, staff from four
departments have made at least six site visits.

Staff from all departments involved in managing this file will be available at the Special Council
meeting to answer questions.

Carli Williams, P.Eng.
Manager, Community Bylaws and Licencing
(604-276-4136)

pc:  SMT

! See Memorandum titled “Results of Inspection of 12620 No. 3 Road dated November 29, 2919 from the Manager,
Business Licence and Bylaw.
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Attachment 2

Clty of ‘ 6911 No.3 Road,
Richmond, BC VBY 2C1

RiChmOnd Wy‘ﬁw.richmbnd,;ca

Tuly 31, 2013 . Comimunify Bylaws
. a¢an Telephon: 604-276-4845
Tile: 26308 Fax: 604-276-4036

REGISTERED

Michael G Faithunst
12620No.3Rd .
Richmond BC V7A 1X5

Verna M Faithurst
7860 Tweedsimuir Ave
Richinond BC VIA L4

Dear Property owners:

Re¢:  Contravention of Unsightly Premises Regulation Bylaw No, 7162 at;
Civic Address: 12620 No 3 Rd
Legal Description: 13 SEC 9 BLIKC3N RG6W PL 41607

Staff have ensoutaged youto voluntarily bring your propesty into compliance with the City’s Unsightly
Premises Regulation Bylaw 7162. As & result of the failure to adequately resolve the condition, we are
now moviig to the next step, which is fo seek mandatory compliance to Bylaw 7162. The voluttary
¢omjillanice history of this case and mandatory compliaiice process are detailed below.

Voluntary Compliance History

Juue 16, 2011 - the Community Bylaws Division received a complaint reporting, long grass, weeds, an -
abandoned/vacant building, an accumulation of debyis and discarded material in the front, side and baek
yard &t 12630 No 3 Road (“the property™).

June 17,2011~ Bylaw Lidison Officer Ron Graliam conducted an inspéetion of the property, The
inspection confirmed a vacant building in a state of disrepair, long grass, overgtown foliage aid the
accnomlation of discarded material (household items, furnitute, plastic confainers, wooden and metal
panels, white vanopy, box spring mattress, derelict yehicle, tarps, safes) in the driveway, front yard, side
yard, and back yatd, as reporteti.

Juue 30, 2011- a letfter was sent fo the owners advising'concern abouit the unsightly aspect of the property
located at 12620 No. 3 Road and requesting the removal of all disoarded materials and the oufting of long
grass aid weeds by July 14, 2011
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July 13, 2011 - otie of the 6vers of the property Michael Faivhurst, advised staff that the majority of the
articles on the property were for farm use and therefore not subject to the City’s Unsightly Premises
Regulation Bylaw 7162, In light of this Information, staff advised Mr, Faivhuist that the file would be
refemred fo the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) for comment and input on the matter. Iu the fufetim
T M Fanhul*st was provided with an exfension to comply by September 30, 2011

Sentembel 13, 2011~ the property was msPeoted by Magda Laljee, Supervisor of Community Bylaws
and Thoinas Loo Compliance Bnforcement Officer of the Agioultural Land Commission (ALC) This
purpose of the inspection was to defermine whether the storage of the accumulated material is i
accordauce with related farpi practices. Photo evidelice was taken on this date.

QOctobeyr 26, 2011~ Thomas Loo from the Agncultuxal Land Comnission qonﬁmwd that the storage of
the acewmulated material observed on September 13, 2011 at the propeity did not appear to be in keeping
with related farm practices and therefore the City could procsed with enforcing the Unsightly Premises
Regulation Bylaw No. 7932 with regard to the accumulation of materials and garbage located at the

property.

November 3, 2011 - after four (4) inonths of extensions, and faflure onthe part of the property owners fo
adequately resolve the unsightly condifion of thie prop erty, the Community Bylaws D1v1510n issued an
“Order to Comply®.

‘November 14, 2011 - the owners, Verna Faithurst and Michael Fairhorst exercised their vight to appeal
the “Order to Comply” pursuant to section 2.3.1 of the Unsightly Premises Regulation Bylaw No, 7612.

November 16, 2011 — the owners, Verna Faithurst and Michael Fairhurst attended a meefing at City Hall
West with staffto discuss the request outlined in the Order to Coniply dated November 3, 2011, Michael
Fairhuist stated that some of the articles on his property were for farm use and that he was condueting
renovations at the property. He stated that he was not clear on what the City was requesting in terms of
complianice. The “Order to Comply” dated November 3, 2011 was rescinded by Wayne Mercer, Manager
Comumivnity Bylaws and an agreement was reached, that a re-inspection of the property would be
conducted on November 24, 2011.

November 24, 2011 - Bylaw Liaison Officer Ron Graham énd Supervisor, Commuiiity Bylaws, Magda
Laljee attended the pxoperty for inspection at 1100 am as agreed. They waited for half an hovr for Mr,
Paithwst to active pucn to proceeding with inspection; nnfortunately Mr. Fairhurst did not attend. Several
photos of the items in contravention of the Unsightly Premises Regnlation Bylaw 7162 were taken on this
date. The photos detailed the accumulation of discarded items consisting of mefal and wooden materials,
used household items, plastic containers, boxes of unkiown articles, box spring bed, dilapidated fents
somé machinery.

Novembey 25, 2011- staff received 4 phone message from Mr. Fairhust apologising that he was unable
to make the agreed upon inspection of November 24, 2011, Mi. Fairhurst requested a re-inspection, At the
convenience of Mr, Faithurst, a re-inspection of the propétty was scheduled for December 13, 2011 at
11:00 am,

Decembex 13, 2011 - at 11:00 am, Cominunity Bylaws and Building Approval staff attended the property
for the scheduled re-inspection. A due diligence inspection of the property by Building Approval staff
‘was requested on this date, due largely to the dilapidated condition of the hotns, specifically the deck
areas. Staff waited on site for 45 minutes however M, Faithurst did not show up, As there was no cliange




to the condition of the property from the last inspection of November 24, 2011, photo evidence was not
takg-m.ou, this date.

January 12,2012 - due to the inaction on the pait of the owner to voluntarily rectify the sitnation, a new
Oxdei to Comply was hand delivered to Verpa and Michae] Faithvrst by Bylaw Liaison Officer Ron
Graharh having a compliatice deadline of Febrnary 16, 2012.

ltfebl nary 7, 2012 - pusvant to section 2.3.1 of the Unsightly Premises Regulatmn Bylaw 7612, the
owners, Michael Fairhurst and Verna Pairhurst, exercised their right to appeal the “Order to Comply”
dated Janumy 12, 2012, In the appeal letter Mr. Faithurst requested another site inspection to be
couducted by Wayne Meicer, Manager Commuitity Bylaws.

February 23, 2012 - inspection. gonducted by Wayne Mereer, Mandger Comunuitity Bylaws, Curt
D'altray, Richmond Fire Rescue, Bob Caravan, Building Inspections, Jonathan Mearns Building
Inspections and Larty Johnson Buiiding Inspections, Several plctures were fakén on this date by Wayne
Mercer who advised that the City would be proceeding with a Report to Comncll with regard to the
Unsightly Prémises Appeal Heating,

Mareh 26, 2012 ~ City of Richmond Council denied the appeal submitted by the registered owners of the
property Verna and Michael Fairhurst. Council ordered the owners to temove all discarded items not
consistept with faym use from the property in accordance with the “Order fo Comply” of January 12%,
2012. Couincil directed staffto provide the owners with 2 more detailed list of items to be addressed.

March 29, 2012 - Bylaw Liaison Officer Traay Christopherson and Fire Inspector Curt D*Alfroy met
with Mr Fairhurst on the property and confirmed what ifems had fo be removed,

April 2, 2012 - Bylaw Liaison Officer Tracy Cluistopherson hand delivered a copy of Council resolution
as well as written confirmation with photos defailing clean up/removal requirements to Michael Fairhurst.

June 28, 2012 — Bylaw Liaison Officer Tracy Chustopherson reviewed the inspection photos of the
property with Magda Laljee and Wayne Mercer, The review confirimed that fhe propetty was it
compliance,

June 29, 2012 - Bylaw Liaison Officer Tracy Christopherson hand dehvel ed aletter to the owners
Michae] and Verna Pairhurst advising that the property met Counoil’s direction for clean up aud the
matfer was concluded.

June 20, 2013 - the Community Bylaws Division received a heiw complaint reporting an accumulation of
debris and discarded matetial as well as storage that did not appear to be consistent with farm activity ofr
the property, Bylaw Liaison Officer Larty Wilson attended the property at approximately 11:00 am for
inittal inspection, Inspector Wilson was unable to conduct an inspection as there was a chain link fence
across the front of the property ard a locked iron gate atthe driveway. Bylaw Liaison Officer Wilsox semt
a registered letter to property owners Michae! and Verna Falthwst fequesting contact fo sef up an
inspection.,

ulg 3,2013 - Bylaw Liaison Officer Larry Wilson attended the property and left an inspection notice on
the gate advising of rieed fot inspection,

July 4,2013 - Bylaw Liaison Officer Larry Wilson returned to the property with F fre Inspector Dartyl
Wellsted, Fire Inspector Wellsted was concerried about the visible clutter. Open access to the property on
- the north sidé provided enfry onto the property. Bylaw Liaisori Officer Wilson and Fire Inspector
Wellsted determined that there was 1o one on site. Under the dufhority of Section 16 ofthe Comnnmity




4.

Chaiter Act, thie City’s Unsightly Premises Bylaw 7162 and Fite Protection and Life Safety Bylaw 8306,
att inspeotion was conduated on this date and photos WB‘L‘e’ talcen,

July 4,2013 Bylaw Liaison Officer Wilson received a phope call Jate in the day from Mr Fairhurst
requesting a meeting at the propérty.

July 5,2013 — Bylaw Liaison Officer Wilson inet My Faichurst at the property, however Mr Faithurst
refused entry onto the property and when questioned about emergency access to the property being
inhibited by the locked gate he stated that this was not au issue as entry onto the property was easily
available via the north side of the property which was open, M Faithurst stated he would remove
accumulated debris that was visible from outside his gate and it was agreed hie would begin with this and
Wilson would arrange a te-visit In about two weeks to continue the required cleanup process of the
remainder of the property.

July 19, 2013 — Bylaw Liaison Officer Wilson_ spoke to Mr Fairliurst by phone, end it was agteed Wilson
would return tothe property on July 24, 2013 for an evaluation of the cleanup effort.

July 24, 2013 - Bylaw Liaison Officer Wilson attended property accompanied by Bylaw Liaison
Officer Bensiing, Mr Fairhurst refused entry for the purpose of any inspection and only permiited Wilson
to enter just inside the fiont gaté of the praperty. It was not possible to determine the extent of the cleanup
from thisposition, iowever from what could be seen from the gate area, the cleatmp was minimal and
there was a great deal of accumulated diverse matexials piled in and around the property, As My Fairhurst
had inidieated that he did not want any further entry this request was respected and Bylaw Liaison Officers
Wilson and Benning left the property.

Mandatory Compliance — Order to Coinply Process

The City is now seeking mandatory compliance fo its bylaws through the issuance of the attached “Order
to Comply”, The Order to Comply is the last step prior to the City initiating clean-up action at the
expernse of the property owner.

The legal anthority fot this action is set out in the Unsightly Premises Regulation Bylaw 7162 and is also
shown ip the paragraph below.

222 Ifthe owner or the occupier of such property, or their agents fail to remove or clear the
aoffending material fiom the real property as divected in gn Order to Comply, City staff,
or d contractor engaged by the City, may enter on the real property, dt reasonable times
and in a reasonable tianner, tp remove or clear the offending material at the expense qf
the defaulting owner or occupier of the real property, or their agents.

2.2.3  Where offending material has been removed or cleared in accordance with subsection
' 2.2.2, the charges for such removal or clearance, if unpatd on or before December 31% in
the year in which the charges are nourred, form part-of the taxes payable on such
property, as taxes in arrears,

This action i5 based on an authority provided in the Community Charter.

‘You have the right to appeal this Order to Comply as set out in Section 2.3 of the Unsightly Premises
Regulation Bylaw as follows: .




2.3 Appeal Against an Order to Comply

231 A person upon whom an Order to Cowp[y bas been sepved mdy, by giving notice in
writing fo the City Clerk at least 72 kowrs prior to the expiration of the time given in the
Order to Comply to reinove or clear the offending material, appeal to Council, who tist
hear and determiine the appeal by confir irming, amending or rescinding the Order fo
Conply.

Please contact the City Clerk’s Office, in wrifing, by 5:00 pm August 13, 2013, should you wish to appeal
this Order to Comply. The City Glek’s Office is located at Richmond City HaH 6911 No. 3 Road,
Richmond BC V6Y 2C1, telephone confact 604-276-4007.

Bylaw Liaison Officer Larry Wilson will be candncting a follow up fnspection on ;‘?Lu‘gils't 16,2013 t0
enisure that complance fo this Order is achieved,

Should the inspectmn teveal that the propeity continues to contravene the Ordet, fhe City will arrange for
fhie niecessaty ctions, detailed in the Oyder, to bs utdetfaken on your hehalf and at yotr expense.

Please inform Bylaw Liaisoit Ofﬁcel Lati'y Wilsoii of your intentions regarding the inatier on or before
Angust 26, 2013 at 604-276- 4074.

Yours traly,

Edwamﬁvt;;ﬂg'\
Manager, Commumity Bylaws

EWilw

Att:  Attaclonent 1 - - Jnspection photos taken by Bylaw Liaison Officer Wilson on July 4, 2013
detailing clean up requirements
Attachment 2 - Copy of Special Council Meeting Minutes and Resolution —March 26, 2012
Adtachment 3 — Copy of the City’s written confirmation with photps detailing clean up/removal
requirements— April 2, 2012
Attachment 4 — Copy of inspeotion photos taken by Bylaw Liaison Officer Tracy Chuistopherson
on June 2.7, 2012 showing that the pmpelty met Council’s direction for clean up

pot  City Cleik’s Office
Magda Laljee, Supervisor Community Bylaws
Latry Wilson, Bylaw Liaison Officer




City of Richinond
Commmnity Safety Division _ .
Community Bylaws Order to Comply

July 31, 2013 -

Pursuant to Unsightly Premises Regulation Bylaw 7162
& the Local Government Act

Civic Address 12620 No-8 Rd, Righmond, BC
Legal Desciiption Lot 13 Section 9 Block 3 North Ratige 6 West
New Westminster District Plan 41607

You are hereby otdered to bring the condition ofthis property Into conformity with Richinond’s
Unsightly Preinises Bylaw 7162 and the Local Government Act by August 16, 2013 with the:

Photo 1) neat starage of fravel chests, out of sight, or removal from the property

Photo 2) Removal from the property of assorted iteins from rear of house, pieces of metal, wood a;;d the
proper storage of machinery in one area

Photos 3 & 4) Removal of discarded appliances, assorted wood and metal from bétween the containers

Photos 5 & 6) Removal ofall discarded ftems in the driveway consisting of non farm equipment, wooden
and inetal panels, Styrofoam panels and aSsofced debris including all discarded items partialty
covered under awning in the driveway

Photo 7). Removal from the propetty of discarded furnifire, pieces of wood and thetal
Photo 8) Removal of all furniture, pisces of wood, metal and plastic panels leaning against the building
Photo 9) Neat storage of plastic barrels and any other facm materials in one location

Photo 10) Removal from the property of all discarded items consisting of a metal frames, boxes and
artjclés not consistent wifh farm use

Photo 11) Clear all items fiom the front steps and wallway including; plastic containets, do ors,
miscellaneous pieces of wood, plastic and metal and assorted general débris

Edwal d Warzel
Manager, ConmnmrtyBylmm




: ﬂ% Attachment 3 '
W City of - | |
) Rlchmand - . Minutes

Special Council Meeting
- Mﬁnday, March 26, 2012

Cige:  #00pm.
Place: - .. . .AndersonRodm .
o ' 'Rlclmlond City Hall

* Present: * Mayor Maleolin D. Brodie
- Councillor Chak Au
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt -
Counmllm Bxll McNulty
‘Gouneillor Linda McPhail

" Gotpotate Officer ~ David Weber

-Abgent: " Councillor Linda Barnes
o . *Ccmncﬂlm Ken Johnston
: -Ceuncﬂlor IIa1 old Steves

Call to @rdm o MaYQI Brodie called the meeting to ordér at4:00 .10
RES NO. | ITEM .' |
LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT

1. SITE CLEAN UP OF AN UNSIGHTLY PROPERTYCIVIC ADDRESS

12620 NO. 3 ROAD, RICHMOND BCLEGAL DESCRIPTION: LOT 13
SECTION 9 BLOCK 3 NORTH RANGE 6 WEST NEW
WESTMINSTER DISTRICT PLAN 41607

(File Ref, No.: 12-8060-05, U 2011-582348) (REDMS No. 3475995, 3249066, 3405992 3411507
3411509, 3402659, 3419261, 3481386, 3490684)

Wayne G. Mercer, Manager Community Bylaws and Magda Laljce,
Supetvisor, Community Bylaws provided the most recent set of pictures of
the pioperty at 12620 No. 3 Road, taken on ‘Monday, March 26, 2012 by

Captatn Dave Mac¢Donald, Rlchmond Fire Rescue (RFR), Fire Plevenhon (on
file City Cletks Office).



't of | e
|chmcmd o . Minutes -

Speclal Counc;l Meeting

o - Monday, Mareh 26, 2012
RESNO.  ITEM:,

Mr. Mércer indicated that alﬂmugh the “condition of the property had
- sxgmﬁeanﬂy 1mprovecl it was still considered unsightly, and in dire need of
futther clean up. He also notéd that due to ‘the effort made by the property
- ovmer, there would be a reduction in the final remediation costs, curretitly
¢stimated at $19,488.00.

. Tn angwer to questions, Mr. Me1ce1 p10v1ded the I'ollowmg information;
e 1t is a large property fronting on to No. 3 Road;

I many of the dis¢arded items that had been piled in the cluveway had
been reloeated 16 the back of the house and under the deck :

* there ate. s’ull vehleles cbvered in blackberry bushes

»  fHe pool still has water in it, and the propetty owner was advlsed of the
* iélated safety concerns. It was also noted that the pool was surrourided
by Wood and a significant amoint of other debris, aiid that the gwher .
- haad the choice of draining the pool, or properly securing it with fencing;
and

W :.safety concerrs assocmted wﬂh the debris on the propeity were a
" sepatate issue that would not be dealt with by the Unmghtly PremlSGS
Regulanon Bylaw

chhael Fairhutst, property ownét, 12620 No. 3 Road; made comments about
_the history of the property, and expressed his bellef that the Unsighily
'Pfemlses Regulation Bylaw 1mpeded democracy and ent1tlernent to quiet
enJoyment of property. He also made comments about the conduct 6f City
"~ .employees, and stated that if an accisation of unsightliness is gomg to be
. 'made, then it has to be spelled out with more clauty '

The Chair tequested M. Fanhurst to keep his comments foeused o the
unsightly appearance of the property at 12620 No. 3 Road.

. M. Fairhurst then provided the following information:

- & although his mothex, Vema Pairhurst had accoipanied h1m, he Would
- be'speaking on the matter on behalf of both patties;

i the address at 12620 No. 3 Road was his prmc1pa1 resuienee ”

» :he has béen {rying o take card of the propetty whille workmg a;nd
_ spendmg time with his elderly miother, who lives approxmately a mille
away, :

408769



Cltyof S
Rlchmond K . © Minutes

Speciai Council Meeting
’ Menday, March 26 2012
RESNO,  ITEM

& bafety coficerhs zel ated to the pool are: bemg addressed OrEnge fencmg
is proposed for the perimeter of the pool; '

& othor safsty goncemms related to tire are being adchessed diregtly &‘\uth-'
" ORFR; - ’ |

. ' the piopetty 1s 10 actes in size and is used for farming;

o ihe rgin bm rels are kept on the pioperty to collect water for ﬁtrming use;

o af alfernate aptiofi is to tear down the house and build a meéga hovise;

5 'positwe and ‘oletr direction is needed from Clty Staff reaardlng 1he |
~uns1ght11ness of the property; and

s fthe vehicles oii | thie property arenot visible from the-stieet, M, F&lrhurst
tiidicated that hie is currently replacing the garage roof, and the vehicles -
will go back into the garage once the roof is completed

M, Fairhurst stated that the property is an active working farm plopeﬁy, and'
thiat the blagkberries and eqmpment that may be used for farming are bemg
considered as uns1ghﬂy He expressed his belief that the natwe of the
masightlmess is a result of his use of taips, and thiat a barn on the property for‘
storage would address the issue of the tarps uséd 10 cover up items 61 the

propetty.

‘-Retelencc was made to a pomt on, page CNCL-7 of the agenda, about the
~ dwiier having stated that he does not oceupy the building, and cories by dfnly
to check on the property and ¢onduct renovations. Mr. Fairhurst replied that -
- the house was undergoing changes,

" The Chair asked Mr. Falrluust how much more tinie he Wmﬁd need fo
‘complete the clean up of the site, Mr. Fairlrst stated in wsponse that he
. required very clear direction on what he needs to do in ordér to address the
tnsightliness of the property, and that he had a list of thmgs to do from the
Fire Department. '

The Chair asked M. Fa1rh11rst if he had anyﬂlmg fuﬂhel to add. Mr
Faithurst replied that he may wish to respond fo any further comments that
-Would be made. Mt Fairhurst was excused from the table dnd tie took a seat
i the pubho gallery. :

3498769



City of | | - |
Richmond ~ R " Minutes

Special Ccuncil Mee‘tmg

L Monday, March 26,2012
RESNO. ITEM

:Jxm Wishlove, Deputy C]llef Technoldgy & Co)mmuncatxons, advised that
“RFR had been to the property at 12620 No. 3 Road, and found a number of
outstanding firé safety hazards on the property, including the pool, Depuly
Chief Wishlove also noted that RFR would be sending further correspondence
in response o the property owiier’s request for clear diréction.

~ Upon a comparison of applicable photos attached to the staff report; with

- photos taken today, Council members noted that some improvements had

taken place. In response to. spcclﬁc questions about a riumber of the photos

. taken of the property at various dates, Ms Laljee and Mr. Mcrcer provided
the following information:

s  improvements have heen made on tie front steps, however, there s still
' tmaterial stacked up against the house;

¢ . some progress has been made, but it to the level requited;

"s  most of the material has been temOVéd fiom- the drlveway, however
much of it has been relocated to the back of the property;

o  fhe freezer that was in the dnveway had been relocated, however 1t'
should have been removed from the pr operty,

»  some of the items temaining on the property may be placed in proper
storage

s ftlie property owner would ieed to remove all teinaifing, paitially
© cbvered items in the driveway; and

s adiscarded stove box spring and matiress had been 1ém0V¢d

During the comparlson of photos, it Was emphasized that the property owner
would be required to remove many of the materials from the property, rather
- than relocate those materials elsewhere on the property. In ¢onclusion, Mr,
‘Mercer advised that three points of the Order to Comply had been fully
‘complied with, and the rest had been partlally complied with.  He also stated
' that ‘staff will provide Mr. Fairhurst with & new Order to Comply, which
would cleatly itemize what would be required of him with specific direction.

'A brief chsc;usslon ensued about materials on ‘the pmperty that may be
appropuate for farm use. In answer to a query, staff advised that a
vrep1esentat1ve from the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) had visited the
property to identify what materials are consistent with farming, and the Order
to Comply was based on that information.

4,

345876



City of o
Richmond - = " Minutes

Special Ccuncil Meeﬁng

| - Manday, March 26, 2012
RESNO.  ITEM

Given the progress madc to date, 1t was deterinined that staff would Wox:k ,
Wlih the appellant over the coutse 1of the next moniths, providing a more
detailed list of iteriis to be addressed ta bung the pigperty mto compliance.

" The Chair asked My, Faithurst if ¢ had aily additional éormmiefits. Mi
 Faifhiwst expressed concerns related fo removal of farming ihatérlal,

‘ includmg the batrels on his property that may be used for collection of rain,
as well as hoops that may be used as greenhouses for growing plants. The
Chiair noted that the Order to Comply was made upon taking mte ;
'consldea atlon that farming was a part of the property

BP12/2-1 © It'was tioved and seconded
() That the appeal submitted by Verna mzd Mtckae[ Fatrhurst,
... . vegistered vwners of 12620 No 3 Read, against the “Order o
G sply” issued on January 12th, 2012 regardmg the unsightly
- cotdition of 12620 No 3 Road pursuant fo the Unstghtly Prerigises
Regulatzon Bylaw No. 7162 and sectton 17(1) of the Commum{y'
3 C)’zarter, be denieid;

&) That on oF after J’une 30 2012, Walden Dzsyasq{ Sérvices, gy
contractor for the City, be (mﬁmrzzed 1o rénipve: wll discarded tlems
. j10t consisterit with farin use af 12620 No 3 Road in accordanie with

' Nt}ze “Order {o Comp{y” of Janumy 12™ 3012 issued under the
:Unszaiztly Preriisés Bylaw No, 7162 and section 1 71 of the

Corimunity Chmz‘e:, mzd : '

{3 Thut the final cost of this rgmedzaﬁan, esfmuztetl W@ mrzximum of
. $19 488.00 (including fees and z‘mes), be mvmcecl fo the I‘egtsfer'ed
owners of the property located ot 12620 No 3 Road.”

 The quesnon -on Resolution No. SPIQ/'? 1 Yag Hot called a3 membels of

‘ Councll made various ::omments about pmpelues fiséd for farring, and hOW -
farmers do not have the nght 0 be in violation of the C1ty s Unsightly

* Property Regulation Bylaw, A

~The question on Resolu’aon No SPIZ/Z-fl Wa,s then called, and it was
CARRIED. -
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Minutes

Speclal Coungil Meetmg
Mnnday, March 26, 2012

'RESNO.  ITEM

Thg Chair adwsed M. I“auﬂmrst thaf ha had until e 30, 2012 to oompleta
the clean-up of the propetty at 12620 No 3 Raad, Richmond otherwise the
City Would tale further action by hiring the contractor to remove and dispose
of the ; remaining mater xals on the property.

ADJ@URNMENT
sp12R2. R Was ’mdvéd and séconded -
That the meeting adjourn (5:09 p.in.). v
o a ~ CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of hi
Minutes of the Special Meeting of the
Cotmeil of the City of Richmond held on
Monday, March 26, 2011,

Magor (Maloglm D, Brodie) * Cotporate Officer (David Weber) .~
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Attachment 4

2003 COMMUNITY CHARTER SBC CHAP. 26

Division 12 — Remedial Action Requirements
Council may impose remedial
action requirements .
72 (1) A councﬂ I may impose remedxal action requirements i in relation to . (

(a) matters or thmgs referred to in section 73 [hazardaus condmans],
(b).matters or things referred to in section 74 [declared nuisances], or
(c) circumstances referred to in section 75 [harm to drainage or dike].
(2) 1In the case of matters or things referred to in section 73 or 74, a remedial action requirement
(2) may be imposed on one or more of
(1) the owner or lessee of the matter or thing,. and
(i) the owner or occupier of the fand on which it is located, and
(b) n‘iay require the pe‘rsdn to
(ii) ﬁll it m, cover it over or alter 1t
(111) bring it up to a standard specified by bylaw, or

{iv) otherwise deal with it in accordance with the directions of cotncil or a person
authorized by council.

(3) In the case of circumstances referred to in section 75, & remedial action requirement

(a) mgy be 1mposed on the person referred to in that sectton, and

Hazardous conditions
73. (1) Subjectto subsection (2), a council may 1mpose a remedial action requirement in relation to any

of the following;
(a) a building or other structure, an erection of any kind, or & similar matter or thing;
(b) a natural or artificial opening in the giound, or a similar matter or thing;
(c) atree;
(d) wires, cables, or similar matters or thmgs, that are on, in, over, under or along a highway;
(e) mtalters or things that are attachéd to a structure, erection or other matter of thing referréd to
inparagraph (a) that is on, in, over, under or.along a highway.

(2) A council niay oily impose the remiedial étion requirement if

© () the council considers that thé iiatter or thing is in or ciéates an unsafe condition, o
(b) the matter or thing contravenes the Proyincial building regulations or a bylaw under section 8

e 0 Aspheres of authority — buildings and other structures] or Division 8 [Bmldmg
Regulahon] of thls Part.

Declared nuisances
74, (1) A council may declare that any of the following is a nuisance and may impose & remedlal action

requirement in xelation to the declared nuisance:
(» a buxldmg or other structure, an eiection of any kmd or a similar matter or thing;
{b)a natural or art:ﬁcxal opening in the ground, or a surdlar matter or thing;
(¢) a drain, ditch, watercourse, pond, surface water, or a similar mafter orthing;
(d) a matter or thing that is in of abott any matter or 'thiflg referred to in paragraphs (a) to (c).
(2) Subseotion (1) also applies in relatlon to a thing that council considers is so dilapidated or
unclean as to be offensive to the community,
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2003 ' COMMUNITY CHARTER SBC Chap. 26

Harm to drainage or dike
75. (1) A council may impose a remedial action requirement if a person has
(a) obstructed, filled up or damaged a ditch, drain, creek or watercourse that was constructed or
improved under this-Act or the Local Government Act, or
(b) damaged or destroyed a dike or other drainage or reclamation work connected with it.

{ 2003-26-75. . |

Time limit for compliance .

76. (1) The resolution imposing a remedial action requirement must specify the time by which the required
action must be completed.
(2) Subject to section 79 [shorter time limits in urgent circumstances], the time specified under
subsection (1) must not be earlier than 30 days after notice under section 77 (1) [notice to affected
persons] is sent to the person subject to the remedial action requirement.
(3) The council may extend the time for completing the required action even though the time limit
previously established has expired.

| 2003-26-76. ]

Notice to affected persons
- 77. (1) Notice of a remedial action requirement must be given by personal service or by registered mail to
(a) the person subject to the requirement, and
(b) the owner of the land where the required action is to be carried out.

(2) In addition, notice of the remedial action requirement must be mailed to
(a) each holder of a registered charge in relation to the property whose name is included on the
assessment roll, at the address set out in that assessment roll and to any later address known to
the corporate officer, and
(b) any other person who is an occupier of that land.
(3) A notice under this section must advise - :
(a) that the person subject to the requirement, or the owner of the land where the required action is
to be carried out, may request a reconsideration by council in accordance with section 78
[person affected may request reconsideration], and
(b) that, if the action required by the remedial action requirement is not completed by the date
specified for compliance, the municipality may take action in accordance with section 17
[rumicipal action at defaulter's expense] at the expense of the person subject to the requirement.

[ 2003-26-77. . |

Person affected may request

reconsideration by council

78. (1) A person who is required to be given notice under section 77 (1) [notice to affected persons] may
request that the council reconsider the remedial action requirement,
(2) Subject to section 79 [shorter time limits in urgent circumstances], a request under subsection (1)
must be made by written notice provided within 14 days of the date on which the notice under section
77 (1) was sent or a longer period permitted by council, :
(3) If the council receives a notice that complies with subsection (2), it must provide the person with
an opportunity to make representations to the council,
(4) After providing the opportunity referred to in subsection (3), the council may confirm, amend or
cancel the remedial action requirement,
(5) Notice of a decision under subsection (4) must be provided in accordance with section 77 (1) and (2)
[notice to affected persons].

| 2003-26-78. - |
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Shorter time limits in
urgent circumstances
79.  If the council considers that there is a significant risk to health or safety if action is not taken earlier,

the resolution imposing the remedial action requirement may
(a) set a time limit under section 76 [time limit for compliance] that is shorter than the minimum
otherwise applicable under subsection (2) of that section, and
(b) set a time limit for giving notice under section 78 [persons affected may request
reconsideration] that is shorter than the limit otherwise applicable under subsection (2) of
that section, '
| 2003-26-79. ]

Recovery of municipal costs
through sale of property
80. (1) This section applies to remedial action requirements in relation to the following:
(a) matters or things referred to in section 73 (1) (a) [unsafe and non-complying structures];
(b) matters or things referred to in section 74 (1) (a). [ruisances in relation to structures];
(c) matters or things referred to in section 74 (1) (d) [nuisances in relation to things in or near '
structures] that are in or about a matter or thing referred to in section 74 (1) (a).
(2) Subject to this section, if a remedial action requirement has not been satisfied by the date specified
for compliance, the municipality may sell the matter or thing in relation to which the requirement was
imposed or any part or material of it.
(3) The earliest date on which the municipality may sell property referred to in subsection (2) is the
later of
(a) the date specified for compliance, and
(b) 60 days after the notice under section 77 (1) [notice to affected persons] is given.
(4) If a municipality sells property under this section, it
(a) may retain from the proceeds
(i) the costs incurred by the municipality in carrying out the sale, and
(ii) if applicable, the costs incurred by the municipality in exercising its power under section 17
[imunicipal actions at defanlter's expense] that have not yet been paid by the person subject
to the requirement, and :
(b) must pay the remainder of the proceeds to the owner or other person lawfully entitled,
(5) For certainty, the authority under this section is in addition to that provided by section 17
[municipal action at defaulter's expensel].
l 2003-26-80.

PART 4 — Public Participation and Council Accountability
Division 1 — Elections, Petitions and Community Opinion
Election proceedings ‘
81. (1) A general local election for the mayor and all councillors of each municipality must be held in the
year 2014 and every 4th year after that.
(2) By-elections for office on municipal council must be held as required under section 54
[by-elections] of the Local Govermment Act.
(3) General local elections and by-elections must be held in accordance with Part 3 [Electors and
Elections) of the Local Government Act,
| 2003-26-81; 2014-19-1; RS2015-1-RevSch (B.C. Reg. 257/2015). |

Petitions to council
82. (1) A petition to a council is deemed to be presented to council when it is filed with the corporate.

officer.
(2) A petition to a council must include the full name and residential address of each petitioner.
[ 2003-26-82. ]
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