
To: 

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the 
Special meeting of Richmond 
City Council held on Monday, 
December 2, 2019. 

City of 
Richmond 

'TO: MAYOR & EACH 
COUNCILLOR 

I FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE 

Memorandum 
Community Safety Division 

Mayor and Councillors Date: December 2, 2019 

From: Carli Williams, P.Eng. 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 oftwo 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 prope1ty contained abandoned boats, trailers, cars, overgrown blackberry 
bushes, overgrown shmbs, 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, 20191 with UJ_e owner in attendance. Staff attempted to 
revisit the site today (December 2, 20 19) 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 perfonn 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 

1 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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City of 
Richmond 

July 31, 2013 
File: 26308 

REGISTERED 

Michael G Fail'hurst 
l!l~20No. 3 R.d 
RicJmm11d J;iC V7A, IX5 

VemaM:t<'ahftmst 
7860 tweed::;I)J.uii.· Ave 
J,Uchinond BC V7A 1L4 

Dear Property owners: 

R¢: Co~tr~vention ofVnsightly Premises Regulation BylawNo. 7162 at; 
Civjc Address: 12620 No 3 Rd · · 
Legal Description: 13 SEC 9 ]3LK3NRG6WPL41607 

Attachment 2 

6911 No.3 Road, 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2cl 

IAiww.richmond.,ca 

Com:nuni!y.)llli!W~ 
Teleplwiie: 604-276·4345 

F~l\: 664-27.6-4036 

Staffhave enoouraged you to voluntarily bring yo1;1r property into compliance with the City's Unsightly 
Prelilises Regulation Bylaw 7162. As a result of the failu.re to adequately resolve the condition, we are 
now \l!o'Viug to the ne~t step, which is to seek mal;l.datory co:r;npliance to Bylaw 1162. Tl1e vqlulltlllY 
coinplianc~histoty of this case and mai1datmy complia11ce process ~re detailed below. 

Voluntary Compliance History 

June 16, 2011- the Conunuuity Bylaws Division received a complaint reporting, long grass, weeds, a11 · 
abandoned/vacant buildipg, an accumulation of debris and disoard~d material in the front, side and bade 
yp.rd at 12610 No 3 Road ("the prop~~ty"). 

June 17,2011- Bylaw Liaison Officer Ron. Graham conducted au iilspe~>fion ofthe property. The 
jnspection confirmed a vacant building in a state of disrepair, long grass, ovei·grown foliag¥ aii.d the 
acctunulation of discarded material (household items, furniture, plastio containers, woodeu and metal 
panels, white C!:lllopy, box spring mattress, derelict vehicle, tru:ps, safes) in the driveway, fi:ontyard, side 
ya1'd, !jlld back yatd, as ;reported. 

June 30, 2.011- a let):er Wps sent to the o\vners advishig co-'+cep;t about the t11lsightly aspect of the property 
locat~;?d. at i2620 No. 3 Road Elil.d requesting the removal of all discarded materials and the ci1fung oflong 
grass and weeds by July 14, zqll. . 

~rnond 
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July 13.2011- oM of the owners of the p1'operty Michael Fairhurst, advised staffthaJ the majorijy ofthe 
mttc1~ on the property were ~or flilw use aug thei"efol'e 1uit m~bje?ct to the Cif;y's Unsightly Premlses 
Regulation Byl~w 7162. In light of this information, staff advls,ed Mr. Fftirhntst that the file would be 
refell'ed to the A,gdcultw:al Land Commission (ALC) for co.mment and input on the matte~'. In th.e jnfertm 
Mi:. Fairhui:stwas provided with an extension to comply by 'S.eptember 30, ;2.011 

Septefnber 13i ZOll- the pi·operty\.V;iS ffi.spected by Magda L(I].Jxe, £uperv~sOI' ofConnnt~n,it)' Bylaws 
and Thomas Loo Complia·nce Enfo:rcemer'!.t Officer of tqe A,gdcultqral Land. Commission (ALC). 1\hls 
pl(r)?OSI;l 9fthe ~nspectio~I WiJ.S tQ defertrii.qe Vfhefuer tb,e stprage ofthe 8.C(:Uffit~latechnaterial is in 
aecord.a1,1ce with •·elftte,d farJ}i praqti,qe~. Photo evide~tce was t~4;en on tl1is date. 

October 26, 2.011- Thomas Loo frorn the Agdctilf:!'u'al Laud Cp]nm~s~;ion qorrf;i+.iited that th,e sto~·age of 
the accumulated matertai observed on Sept~mber I 3, 2011 at the. property d~d .qot appefir to be in. keeph1g 
with related farm practices and therefore the City could proceed with f)nforcing the 11nsight1y Premises · 
Regt~httion Bylaw No. 7932 with regard' to the accumulation of materials and garbage located at the 
propel'ty. 

November 3, 2011- after fotn' (4) inonths ofeXteri$ions, a11d faUm:e cjllfue paii of the property owners to 
adequately resolve t11e uhsightly condition ofthe prop~ty~ the Community By .laws Divisi6n issued an 
"Order to Comply". · 

·November 14, 2011 ~the owners; Vema Fairhurst and Michael Faithurst ex()rcised their i'ightto appeal 
the "Order to Comply" pursuant to section. 2.3 .1 of the Unsightly Premises Regulati6n Bylaw No. 7612. 

November 16, i011 '-the owners, Vema Fairhurst and Michael Fairhurst attended a meeting at City Hall 
West with St\lff to d1scuss the request outlined in the Order to Comply dated November 3 J 2011. Michael 
Fairhurst stated that some of the atticles on his property were f01' farm use and that he was conducti]Jg 
renovat!mis at the prope1ty. He stated that he was not Clear on what the City was requesting in terms of 
co.mpli.auce. Tlte "Order to Comply'' dated November 3, 2011 was rescinded by Wayne Men::er, Manager 
Cqm.lliuility Bylaws and an agreement was rea0hed, that are-inspection of the property wo1tld be 
couduct~d im November 24, 201 i. · 

November 24, 2011- Bylaw Liaison Officer Ron Graham and Supe1visor, Commuill,ty Bylaws, Magda 
Laljee attended the property for inspection at 11:00 am as agreed. They •vaited for J~alf ail. h91ir for Mr. 
Fah1lmst to arrive pr~Ol' to proceeding with inspection; tmfortmiately Mr. Fahhurst did not attend .. Several 
photos of the items in contravention of the Uusigl1tly Premises Regulation Bylaw 7162 were taken on this 
date. The photos detailed th~ accumulation of 4iscarded items consisting of met£!1 and wooden materials, 
used household items, plastic containers, boxes of unknown atticles, box spring bed, dilapidated tents 
some 1p.achiuety. 

:Novembe'J: 25, 2011- staff received a phone message from Mr. Fairhurst apologisiug that he was unable 
to make tlie agt·eed upon inspection ofNO'vember 24, 2011. Mi'. Fairlnn'st reqtwsted are-inspection. At the 
convenience of Mr. Fairhurst, a re-mspectl.on of the prop¢dy was scheduled for December 13, 2011 at 
11:00 m'n. 

December 13, 2011 -at 11:00 am, Community Bylaws and Building Approvai staff attended the properly 
for tlie scheduled re-inspectiou. A due dilige~ce inspection of the property by Building Approval staff 
wa,s ~C<quested bit this dat\), due largely to the dilapidated condition of tl1e home, specifically the deck 
areas. Staffwaited on site for 45 1ninut<:<s however Mr. Fairhurst did not show up. As there was no change 
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to the condition of the property fi·om the last inspection ofNovember 24, 2011, photo ev!dence was 11ot 
taken 01~ this date. 

January 12,2012- due to fue inaction on th.e pmt ofthe owner to voluntarily rectify the situation, a new 
O~dei· to Comply was hand delive~ed to Ver11a ~itfMichael Fairhurst by Bylaw Liaison .Officer Ron 
Grahatil having a compHfllibe deadlin.e ofFebt'uary 16, 20 1.2.. ' 

February 7, 2012 - pm·sum~t to section Z.3.1 of the Unsightly Premis~s Regulatitm. BylaW 7612, the. 
owriers, IV!ichii.el Fairhurst and Verna Faidmrst, exercised their right to appeal the "Order to Comply;' 
date~ Janliary 12; 2012. ln. the appeal letter Mr. Fairhurst requested another site inspection to he 
co!idilcted by Way!le M¢tce1~ Mana~er Commutri.ty' :By laws. 

Februarv 23, 2012 - inspection conducted by Wayne Merce~', Mauager CoinJ'nunity Byll).ws, CtJtt 
D;altroy, Ririhillond ·Fire 'Rescue, Bob Caravan, BU:tldh1g inspectioils, Jonathai1 Meatus Building 
Iuspectibns a:nd LruTy Johnson BtiHdit~g Inspections. Several pictures were taken on this date by Way1w 
Mercer Whei adv~s~d that the City would pe p1;oceedlng 'With a Repott to Council. with reg&rci to th,e 
Unsightly ·Premises Appeal Hearing. 

March 26,2012- City ofRiclm10nd Council denied the appea1 submitted by the registered oWI}er1l ofthe 
property Vei:~la and Michael Fairhurst. Council ordered the owners to remove all discarded items. not 

·cq~sistep~ 'with fa,~m use from the propm:ty in. a,ccordauce with the "Order to Comply" of Junuaty 1214, 
. 2012. Council directed staff to provide the owners with a more detailed list ofiten,1s to be addressed. 

March 29, 2012 -Bylaw Liaison Officer Tracy Christopherson and Fire Inspector CUJt D' Altroy tilet 
with Mr Fairhurst on the prope1ty and confirmed what items had to be remove(~. 

April 2, 2012 -Bylaw Liaison Officer Tracy Christopherson hand delivered a copy of Council resolution 
as well as w.ritten coitflrmation >Yi\11 photos detailing clean up/removal requirements to Michael Fairhurst. 

June 28, 2012- Bylaw Liaison Officer Tracy ChristophersoiJ reviewed the inspec;tjon photos of the 
property with Magda Laljee and Wayne Mercer. The review confrri.ned that flu~ propei'ty was in 
compliance. 

June 29, 2012 ~ Byl&w Liaison Officer Tracy Christopherson hand delivered a letter to the owners 
1vficha,~X ~nO, Ver,n!!. Fairhurst advising that the ptop,erty 1net Co1.1noil' s direction for clean up and the 
matter was conclud~d. · · · · · 

June 20, 2013 -the Oommuility Bylaws D ivisiou received a new complaint reporting an accumulation of 
d.ebds aud discarded material as well as storage that did not appear to be cqnsist~nt with farm activity on 
the pwp.erty. Bylaw Liaison Officer Larry Wilson attended the prope1ty at approximately 11:00 am for 
iui.tl11l rnsp()ction,. ~specto~· Wilson was unable to co.nduct au inspection as there was a chain link fence 
across the front of the pi·operty and a locked iron gate ahh~;i driveway. Bylaw Liaison Officer Wilson sent 
a r~giste!7ed letter to propedy owners Michael and Ver11li. Fairhurst l'equesting contact to set up an 
inspection. 

July 3, 2013 -Bylaw Liaison Offioe1' Lany Wilson atte1ided the property and left at1 h1spectiou notlce on 
the gate a~.vJsing of need foi' inspection, 

July 4, 2013 -Bylaw Liais()n O.{fiGer Lany Wilson retumed to the property with Fire Inspector Danyl 
WeHsted. Fire Inspector We listed was coilcenied about the visible c:ilutter. Open access to the property on 
the nmih side provided entJ.y onto th.e property, Bylaw Liaison Qtficel' WiJson and Firt'l Inspector 
Wellsted determined that there was 110 one on site. Under the authority of Section 16 ofthe Coinmunity 
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Chai1el; Act, the City's l)Il~ightly )?remises Bylaw 7162 and fire Protection and Life Safety Bylaw 8306, 
ati inspeotio.n was condtioted on thifl date a ad J?Iwtos wete tak!'ln. 

July 4. 2013 - Byl!l.W Liaison Offtelor Wil~<m receive_d a phqp:e caU late in the day fi:om Mr Fairhurst 
requ~til;i.g a meetiilg at the pr0p¢rty. - . 

July 5, 60.i3 -Bylaw Liaison Officer Wili>on inet ~· Fah:hurst at the property, however 11r Fairhurst 
refused entty onto the property and when questioned about emergency access to the property being 
inhibite<i1 by tb.e locked gate he stated that this was not a11 issue as entry onto the propvrty was easily 
ayf[ilable v~a the north side of the property wh_ich was open. Mr Fairhurst stated he would remove 
accumulate.d d_ebl'is that was visible from outside his gate and it was agreed he wmtld begin with this a11d 
Wilson would arrange a ~e-visit in abo11ttwo weeks to continue the required cle~uwp process of the 
remainder ofthe property. 

Jtdv 19, 2013 -Bylaw Liaison Officer Wilson spoke to N.il: Faidtiirst by phone, and it was agt'eed Wilson 
would n~tum to the property on July 24, 2013 for an evaluation of the cleanup effort. 

Julv 24, 2013 ·" By)aw Liaison Office~· Wilson attended prope1ty accompanied by Bylaw Liaison 
• Officer Benning. Mr Fairhurst refused entry for the pU!po~e of any inspection aud only permitted Wilson 

to enter just inside the front gate of the property. It was not po~ible to determh1e the extent of the cleanup 
from this·position, however from what could be seen from the gate area, the cleanup was U~inimal and 
there was a great deal of accumulated diverse materials piled in and around the property. As Mr Fairhurst 
ha.d i!\dieated that he did not want any further entty this request was respected and Bylaw Liaison Officers 
Wilson ahd Benni}Ig left the property. · 

Mandatory <;ompliance ~ Oi'det· to Cm'nply Process 

The City is now seeking mandatory compliancf) to its bylaws through the issuance of the attached "Order 
to Comply". The Order to Comply is the last step prim· to the City initiating clea)l-Up action at the 
expense of the prope1ty owner. · 

The legal authority fat this action is set out in the Unsightly Pre1nises Regulation Bylaw 7162 and is also 
shown in the paragraph below. 

2.2 .. ~ Jjthe owneJ' or the occupier of such property, ot their agents ftdl to remove or clear the 
offending material fi•om the J'eal properiy as diT'eated in t;!n Onler to Comply, City staft 
or a contractor engaged by the City, may enteT' on the real prope1·ty, cit reasonable times 
and in a reasonable 111mum; to remove or clem• the offeudiug matedal at the eypens? of 
the defaulting owner or occupier of the real property, or their agents. 

2.2 . .3 Where offeurliug material has been removed or cleared in accordance with subsection 
2.2.2, the charges for such removal or cler:trm1ce, ifunpafd on or before December 31'' in 
the year in which the charges are fnctrn'ed, form part· of the taxes payable on such 
property, as taxes in arrears. 

This action is based on an authority provided in the Oommutlity Charter. 

You ll,_av~ the right to appeal tllis Order to Comply as set out in Section 2.3 of the Unsightly Pl'emises 
Regulation Bylaw as follows: 
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2.3 AppealAgrdnst au Onler to Comply 

2.3.1 A person zpon whom an 01.'f{er to Comply iu;s been servec1 may, by giving .1Jotfce in 
writing to the City Clel'k at least 72 hours prior to the expiration ofthe time giwin it~ tl1e 
(Jra?i to comply to reinoye .or clem· the offe!iding material, appeal to Comtd~ who 111.ust 
h.eai' and ifetemiine the appea_l by co7tfil1/1iitg; an'zending or rescindilig the 01·der to 
Comply. · 

Please contact the City Clerk's Offi<:<e~ in writing, hy 5:00 Jl1rl.August n 2013, ~hould you wlsh to app~al 
thls Order to Comply. The CitY Cleric's Office js located atRiclm).ortd City H~Il; 6911 No. 3 Road, 
Richmond BC V6Y 2Cl;telephone contact 604-276-4007. · 

Bylaw Liaison Officer Lany Wilson will be conducting a foilow up inspection on August 1.6, 201:3 to 
e,nsure that compliance to tlus Order is achieved. 

Should the inspectio.n t:eve&l that thE) ptopelty contin,ues to contravene the O,rdei·, the City will arrange for 
the l).ecessaty actions, detailed in the Qrdel~ to be uli.dettaL~eJi oii YOl.ll' behalf and at your expense. 

Pkas~infom! Bylaw Liai~oP. Officer Laity Wilson of your intentions regarg:ing the matter on or before 
August26, 2013 at 604-276-4014. . 

Yours truly, 

f.~~A.j 
Edward Warze~ .~ 
Maw:igeJ~ (:ommtinitjJ Bylaws 

EW:~w 

Att: Att:o:tcbrn,ent t - -Xnspectioil photos taken by Bylaw Liatson Officer Wj!son on July 4, 2013 
detailing ciean up requii:ements 
Att.achment 2 - Copy of Special Council Meeting Minutes and Resolution-March 26, 201:2 
Attac}II~Jeht 3-Copy of the City's written confirmation with photos detailing clean up/removal 
requifements- Aprll2, 2012 
Attachment 4- Copy of inspection pl10tos taken by Byla\V Liaison Officer Tracy ChriStophersbn 
on June 27, 2012 showing that the property met Council's direction for olean up · 

pci City Clade's Office 
Magda Laijee, SuperviSor Commmiify Bylaws 
tany Wilson, Bylf!.W tiaisqn Officer 
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City ofRichiuond 
Community .Safety Division 
Community Bylaws Order to Comply 

Civiy Addr~~ 
Legal Description 

Pur~uant to Unsi§htly Premises Reglllation Bylaw 7162 
& the Local GovernmE?nt Act 

12620 No-3 Rd, R,iphmond, Be 
Lot 13 Sectioit 9 Block 3 North Range 6 West 
New Westminster District Plan 41607 

July 31, 2013 . 

You ~·e Jlereby ordered to bring the cendltion ofthis property into conformity with Richmond's 
Unsightly Prelnises BylaW n 62 rutcl the Local Govemment Act by August 16,2013 w~th the: 

Photo 1) neat storage of travel chests, out of sight, or ren:ti;>val from tb,e ptopetty 

Phdto 2) Removal from the property of assotted items fi:owrear ()f house, pieces of met~, wood and the 
proper storage of machinety in one area · 

fhotos ~ & 4) Removal of discarded appliances, assotted wood and metai from b~tween, the containers 

PhOtos 5 & 6) Removal ofall discarded items in the driveway consisting of non farm equipment, wooden 
and j,net~;~l panels, Stjrofoam panels m~d assotted deb )is including all discarded items pattially 
covered under awning in the drfvewfi.Y 

Photo. 7) Removal fi:om the property of discarded furnittii:e, pieces of wood ai'ld 1i1.etal 

PhMo 8) R.emoval of all fi.U'niture, pieces of wood, metal and plastic panels leanh1g against the l;milding 

Photo 9) Neat storage of plastic barrels and any other farm materials in one location 

Ph.oto 10) Remov_~l from the property of all discarded items consist.lng of a metai fi.·aptes, boxes and 
articles not consisten~ with farm 'i1se 

Photo 11) Ciear all items fi·om the front steps arid walkway including, plastic contalnets, doors, 
miscellaneol.\S pieces of wood, plastic and metal and assmted general debris · 

Detai1s on the Order to Comply p~·ocess, ilJ.qlud4lg appeals, are outlined in the attaohed letter . . 

cr-Lh f} 
~~at~~rz~.' 
Manager! Conuinmity Bylaws 
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:Piac.e: · · .. 

City of 
Richmond 

. 4:6op.m~ 

Specia·r Counc·il· Meeting 

Mon~a.Y.~ .March '2s~ ·2012 . 

.: i\11.der.$oJJ..:R06m 
·ru¢hh1<!nd City Hall 

.Mayor ;M:ai({oli)i D. Brodie 
· · CoUncillor Chak Aii 

· Coruicili~t D~ryk Dailg 
·Cout1cillor Evelina Halsey<Brap.dt 
Councillqr ~Hi MoNulty 
¢m.mdiior Linda McPhail 

.¢otporate O:fficer'""' D::tvidWeber 

Co:undilor Linda Bmnes · 
· CioUhcillbr Ken Johnston 
'C~JJP-ciU6r Hm.-oid.·steves 

. IY.tayo;r Bt'odie called the m,¢etit1g to <;>tge~ at 4:00 p.m. 

Attachment 3 

RES NO. ITEM 
... ·.' 

LAW ANb COMMUNITY SAFETY DgPARTMENT 
. . 

:SITE CLEAN UP O:F AN UNSiGHTLY PROPERTY.CIVIC AriDRESS: 
iZ620 NO. 3 ROAD, RICHMOND BCLEGAL JiESCWTION: LOT 13 
SECTION .9 .BLOCK 3 NORTH RANGE 6 WEST . NEW 
WESTMINSTER DISTRICT PLAN 41607. . . . 
(File Ref. No.: 12-8060-05, UP 20 11-582348) (REDMS No. 34J5995, 3449066, 34039.9i 3:4HS¢7, 
3411509,3402659,3419261,3481386,3490684) . . 

Wayne G .. · Mercer, Manager,. Comm~ity Byla}Vs · .~d· Jvi~g~fl: Lalj~~)· 
Supervisoi·~ Qornrp.unity J3ylaws provided the ·most recent set of picuires of 
the property at 12.620 No. 3 Road, t~en on Monday, M~rc}l 26; ·Z012 l,Jy 
. Ca}'>t~. Davy MacDonald, Ricbmond Flre Rescue (RFR). Fire Pt¢vention (on 
t1ie City Clerks Office). 



City :of . 
Richmond Mihutes• 

RSS ·NO. ITEM ·. 

sp·ecial 'Couhcjl Meeting 
Monday, March 26, 2012 

Mr. M~t;C<::t· indi<\ated that . a.Ithcntgh the condition of the p~opertf had 
$lgriificantly improV.eJl? it was still considered unsightly, ~nid i].1 dire 1teed 6f . 
further clean up. He also no.ted that due to the effort made by the property 
ovmer, there would be a reduction in the fmal remediation costs, c1metitly 
~stimateci at $19,488.00. . 

Ii1 an$wet to quest1ons, Mr. Mercer provided the foilowirtg information: · 

. • it is a large propeliy fronting on to No.3 Road; 

• · ·ri;i.fm:i (?f tlie discarded items that had been. pil~d. in th~ driveway I,J.a<;l 
beeri ~e.lCic~ted td the back of the house and urider the deck; : . · 

• . · thete ~i·e _ still vehicles ooVere.d in blackbeny bushe's; 

• . . tlie pooi sti11 has water 1n it, ?b.~· the prop~rty owner was adyis~d of the . 
tol~ted . safety conceins. It 'A'as aiso noted that the pool was surrounded 
b}7 y;r,o94 juid a significant amount of other debrls, ai1d that the owner 
· ha4 the Ciioice of drainil.ig th~ pool, or properly securing it with fencing; arrd · · 

•• . safety c(',)ncerns ~s~odateci With the c,I~bris on the property we.:re ~ 
rs~pat?t(l issue that would not b.$ dealt With by the Unsightly Premises 
RegUlation Byla:w. . · · ·· .. . 

Mici1ael Fairhurst~ propetiy owner, -12620 Ng. 3 Ro~d~· rnacl~ cgn)meiits about .· 
the history of the property, and expressed his l:>elier that th.e Up.sightly 

· · ~tym.ises Regulation ,BYiaw impeded deni.oc1:acy Etrid eiititlemerit to 'quiet . · 
e1~oyment of propert)r. He also· made cori1ments about the conduct Of City 
{llpployees, and ·stated that if an accusation of unsightliness is going to be 
·~nade, then it l~as to be spelled out with more darity. 

Th~ Chalr requested Mr. Fairhurst to keep his . comments :fqcused 'Qli the 
t\Mightly appearance of the property at 12620 Nq. 3 Road. . · · 

Mr. Fairhurst then provldeci the foilowing information: 

• although J.lls mother, Vema Fairhurst had accoinpariled hiij~, l}e W,ould 
be ~peaking on the matter on behalf of both parties; · 

" t}H} address at 12620 No.3 Road was his principal residen~e; 
• . · -~~ h~s beeh :trying t9 take ¢aie of the property while wo.rkhlg ~d 

. ~p~ndin,g ~time With Ins eldetiy ni<)ther, who lives approximately . a mile away; .. ' 

2, 
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$~6.(y 96l,'i~erhs· ~elated to the popl ~¢· ~eip.g. ad,dte$.$ed, (Jr?Luge f~:uci:ri,t; 
iS. ·p.~opo~~d forth~ p~rimeter of the pool; . · 

otflet :$,i;i±ety co;nceins 'related to fire ·are beh1g addt;essed dire¢ly v\dtli· 
.R;Flt; . 

~, · th~J?ioP.etiy is 10 acres ~I). size and i:;; used for farming; 

• the rai;n barrels are kept on the ptoperty to collect water ih~ ::fu.rm1ng :q$¢;· 

.~ ~t~tn~t{:;l gpitQ:n {s to tear down the hohsc and build a fuegt:~. house; 

p6sitive and :~~eat direction is needed from City staff' r~garding the 
·. \lh~i~htl)n.;~ss pf'~e propeiiy; ~n.d 

the ~ehicl¢s oii the property are.not visibie from the sti·eet Mr. Fai~hurst 
jn:cilriated· that he is currently replad:t;~.g the garage r()of, and the veh1cl~s 

. . (will go back into the garage once the ioofis compietyd. ' 

· · Mr~ Fa:lrhurst stated that the property ~s !lli active working fatm prop~i,ty~ · ~hd · 
tha:t the bla,ckberde.s and eqi.1ipment that ~nay be ~sed for fann)ng ?.re b.ei~g 
coru.idered as 'nlJ.sightly. He expressed his beii~f that the nature Of W-e 
W-1&ightli11ess is a re·sult ofh1s use oftatps, and th~t a bam on the prop~rty for· 
f?Tqtage w6tll9- E!.ddress the issue of the tarps used t9 cover up items on the 
property, 

:.Ret''eren¢e was made to a point on page QNCt-7 of the ~~nda, about the 
· :o\.v1ier h~ving stl'l.tecl that he.4oes not occupy the building, and co1ii.es qy daiiy 
tp oheck on the prope1ty and conduct renovations. Mr. Fairhurst replied that 

· · th~ hou.se v'Va$ undergoing changes: 

The Chair asked Mr. Fairhtu:·st hoW mttch more tiine he wohid n~ecl to· 
cornpl~te the clean up of the sh~. Mr. Faii'h:ui·st s·tate_d in re~ponse that h~ 

. .tequl:ted very clear direction oi1 what he needs to do in orde1; t6 address the 
~sightliness of the property, at:J,d that he had a list of things to do :frdm the 
Fire Dep!frtment. 

.Th~ Chair ask(;)d Mt. Fajrhurst 'if he Q.ad !:in:Ything ro~t4et ·to ad<:t N,r:r. 
·j:ia:4'ht1rst replied that he may wish to. respond to any further comn:ients that 
·Woti.ld be made. IVIt. Fairhilrst was excused ·from the table, and li~ took a seat 
in. the :pU.blic gall~ry. . · 

3. 
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Jipj. Wi&hlove, D~puty ChlH.: Technold'gy &, C¢1ruritmication.S, advised t11at 
:RFR had ·been to the ptopeliy at 12620 No. 3 Road, and found a riumher of 
otltstat1,cH;1g fll:e safety hEizards on the prope1ty, including the pool. Deputy 
·Chief'WisN·ove also noted tha{RFR would be sending f:h1tl1er correspondence 
in response to the property owiiees request for Clear direction. 

Uppn a comparison of applicable photos attached to the staff reporti wrth 
· photos taken today, CO'imcil members noted that some improvements pad 

t[lken place. :)11 response to ,specific ·questions about a number of the photos 
. takeiJ. of the property at various ctates, Ms. Latjee and M.r. Mercer provided 

the fo)lowing infonnation: · . · . . . . 

• improvements have been made on thf;l fmtit steps, h~we'Vets thei;e is still 
hlaterial stacked up against the house; 

. , . some pro~rcss has ~een made, but Ii6t to the level requhed; 

, l)i<)st of the matetiai has been temov¢d froin the tb:iveway, however, 
rn~ch of it hils been reiocated to the back of the properly; 

• the freezer that wa~ ii1 the driveway had beel't reldcat~d, howevef it · 
~hquld have been removed from the prope1ty; . . 

• some of the items temaining on the property 111.ay be placed in propyr 
storage; 

• . tl:),e property owner WOllld. nee.d to r~in,c;rve .all reinai),ilng!i paftially 
cow~ed it~ms in tlie driveway; ahd . . . . 

• a discard(ld sJove? bqx ~pdng and mattress had bce11 i'~mQY(1~ . . 

Durip.g the cp~nparison of :Photos; it was enipbaslzed that the iJl'bpeity ovm.er 
W01.11d be i·~qUii·~cl to remove many of the materials from the prop~rty, ra:ther 

· than relocate th6:se materials elsewhere on the prope1ty. In conclusion, Mr . 
. Mercer aq\lise.~ th~t three pc)ints of the Qrder to Cqmply had bee1i. fully 

C.9.nwlied with, fnid the rest haa been p~utiaiiy complied with. He also stated 
~ha,t • $taff wiil . provide Mr. f~irlllu·st with a new Order to Comply, -which 
vvot~id clea:tly iten~ize what ~r(ntld be required ofhim with specific direction. 

· A. bde:f dis¢uspion ensued abpu~ ill?tte;riais on ·the ptopeii:y that may be 
~pprop!'hi.t~ for fa1m use. Ill "answer to a query, staff advised that a 
representative from the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) had visited the . 
property to identify what materials are corisistent with farming, and the Order . 
to Comply was based on that inforrtuttion. · 

4. 
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·Q.iveri the progres$. mttd¢ tO, <;l~t¢~ i.t :.Was ·det~ri:hirted that staff wotild wo~ 
'Vfith the app~llant over the cotii:se· i)f the ne:x:t inqxiths, p~ovidh1g a mot~ 
a~ tailed list of ite.riis to be addressed td bring the p~opeity 1nto cotnplian~e .. 

';0:1e · ciiair asked I'vh'.. Fairhurst if .he l~ad aiiy. 11dditional 66nmients. .!Yh·. 
. :Fah1iirrst expressed conc~ms related . to reinov;:1l of farming ~h*eiii:tl, 

. 1riq.l'Qiiing the barrels on his· ptopetiy that may be used for collection of rain, 
a.s 'weil as hoops that niay be used ~s gte(mhouses for growit1g :Pia~ts. Th~ 
Ch~~· .-noted il~t1,t. the Oi·der to Comply Wl:l.S made upon taking into 
·co~isid~ration that ftnming was a p&rt of the prt>perty. 

-lt was:~cyed and seconded . .. . . . 
aJ .·Tiiat t/Je (tpp£:al sithmitted by Verna liltd Michael Faii'ltittst, 
. ·. r.¢.gis,tetea awiu!rs of 12620 No 3 1J.oafl, against the ''Order tQ 

· Qiiilp{y" issued tm Janua1y 12tiz, 2()12 regardi11g the unsightly 
: :{i~itilMcm o] 11620 No 3 Road pwsuaflt to the (.insightly Prefi~lses 
R~gulation · J,JyldW No. 7162 and section 17(1) of the Community· 

: Qlt(~tter, he deliied; · · · 

(2) · tlrat oil or after Juiie 30; 7.iJi2., . Waldt!it Di$p(J~a:i Siltv.fce$,- q$ 
CJ,ilitractor for the City, be fti!i1tqi4iect':io tei1i;tJ~f! i~U ·i/f!t;xirded items 
.!tilt e:onsi$ie1U Wit It farm itse (lt 12620 flo 3 Ro~d in t1¢cordrtn,¢'e With 
.tlte fiQr.tiet io .(qfnply" of lll!iUary Ji1', 2012 issu.ed undei' the 
lh~sigiztly Prerizis~s. Bylaw No~ 7162 a.ud sectioii .Ii(I) nf the 
.. (;q;iirnunity Cltartir; l!!'id . · 

. . . . 

· (3) · .th.·ai t,he final cost of this :rB.mfJ.iftpftlrtt, ~.stiui.tt.tetl I'll .It thq>;inittr[l bl 
· $19,488.00 (inclui/ing fees lmlt ia.tes)~···(J~ lit~ijice'if to tli¢ ~·egister~il 
. (J}vners of the pr(Jperty located at 1262() No 3 Riiad. · . · . ·. ·. 

The tl\leStion on Resolution No. ,$li~?/.2~1 . Wa~ ti.O.t- ·c~~led ~s members bt 
. ¢<>®~ll ;ma,de vario~1s conu!;Lents about ptoperties 1lsed for farming, 13.rtd how 
·@:tners ·do ~1ot have the #g~t,tQ be in violation o.f the City's Unsightly 
~·operty RegulatLon Byhrw~ · · 

the question on R~so1~tion No. 8?"12/~-1 w&s then catled, ~he\ it vi?~ 
. CARRlED. 

5. 
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·The. Chait adYised·Mr. F~hhirrst that· h~ had tmtil ;Juiie.30, 2012 to co~pU~te 
'¢.$. cl.e~ri,.:ijp .. ofthe propeity .at12620 No 3 Ro.ad, :RichnH1nd< otherw1$e tl1e 
Qicy ~~om~take f1uther action by hiring the contractoi· to remove mid dispose 
6f'the i;e111ah:ll,ng n'laterials on the property. 

ADJOURNMENT 

it was moved ~uid seconded 
Tltaitlt.e me~tlllg adjoum {5:09p.m.). 

Cettifi.ed a true mid cotrect c(.)py of ·tb:e 
Minutes of the Special Meeting of tl1e · . 
Cotro9il of the City. of Richmond held o:n 
MOliday; March 26, 2011 . 

.... ·.. .· " · .. · . ... .. . 

M~ydt (M~lc6iin I). Brodie) .· · Qorporate D{ffcet (ba~,M webei·) . 

6. 
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2003 COMMUNITY CHAI!.TJ!:R SBCCHAP.26 

Division 12 ~Remedial Action Requirements 
Coupcil ptily impo~e remedial 
action requirem~nts 

72. .(1) A C.?.uhc~ _may !_~.rose _~~-medi~ ~ction reqilitements!n relatio~ to 
(I!) matters or things referred to in section 73 [hazardous conditions], 

(b)ma~ters or things referre~ to in section74 [declared nuisances], o.r 

(c) circumstances referred to in section 75/harm to drainage or d.ike]. 

(2) In t~e case of matters or things referred to .in section 73 or 74, a remedial action requirement 

(a) may be imposed on one or more of 

(i) the owner or lessee of the matter or thing, and 

(ii) the owner or occupier ofthe land tin Which it is located, and 

(b) ma;v require the person .to 

(i) remove or demolish the lllatter or thing; 

(ii) fiJI it in, covedt 0ver or alter it, 
(ii() biing it up to a standard specified by bylaw, or 

(iv) otherwise deal with it in accordance with the dh·ections or coundi. or a (lerson 
authorized by council. 

(3) In the cas~ o.f ch:cumstances referred to in se.ction 75, a remedial action requirement 

(a) mjiy be imposed on the person referred to in that section, and 

(b) may req~ire the person to ll!ldertake .r~;:storation work in accordance with .the directions of 
. council o.r a person authorized by. council. 

Hazardous conditions 
73. (1) Subject to ~;ul:isection (2), a council may impose a remedial action requirement in relation to any 

of the following: 
(a) a building or other structure, an erection of any ldnd, or a similar matter or thing; 

(b) a naturai or artifiCial opening .in the ground, or a si.mlhu: matter or thing; 

(c) a tree; 

<d) wires, cables, or similar matters or things, that are on, in, over, under or along a highway; 

(e) matters or things that are ;:t.ttached to a structure, erection or otht}r matter or thingreiened to 
in paragraph (a) that is on, in, over, under or along a highway. 

(2) A c6il~GH il\:ay oiily impo~e the reme~t;,il ~¢~i611 requirement if 

(;:t.) the council considers thatthe inatter or thing is in or cte\}tes an unsafe condition~ or 
(b) the inaiter {)r thing ce)ntravenes the lii:oyincial building regulations or a bylaw under section 8 

(3) (l) Jsph¢iis of(litthor{fy - build~ngs and other structures] or Division 8 [Builc!ing 
. ~~gitlqfion] o(this P~t 

Declared nuisances 
7 4. ( 1) A courtcil may declare tfiat any of the following is a nuisance and may impose a remedial action 

requirement in relation to the declared nuisance: 
(a) a building or other structure, an erection of any kind, or a similar matter or thing; 

(b) a natural or artHiciai·open:ing inthe ground, or a ,si.J;nilar matter or thing; 

(c) a drain, ditch, watercourse, pond~ stirfl\ce water, or a: similiU' matter or thing; 

(d) a matter or thing thatis in or abcitit imy matter or th.h1g referred to iri paragraphs (a) to (c). 

(2) Subsection (1) also applies in relation to a thing that council considers is so dilapidated or 
rincl~an as to be offensive to the community. 

Jan.l/04 30 (J,qickscribe Services Ltq. 

· .. 



2003 COMMUNITY CHARTER SBCChap. 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 sr the· Local Government Act, or 

(b) damage~ 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 tq 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, niay 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 
[municipal 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 requixed to be given notice under section 77 (1) [notice to affected persons] m~y 

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. 

Jan. 1116 31 Quickscribe Services Ltd. 
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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 ~horter 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 refetTed to in section 73 (1) (a) [unsafe and non-complying structures]; 
(b) matters or things refened to in section 74 (1) (a). [nuisances 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 refened 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 munic;ipality may sell property refened 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 incuned by the municipality in canying out the sale, and 
(ii) if applicable, the costs incurred by the municipality in exercising its power under section 17 

[tnunicipal actions at defaulter'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 expense]. 

2003-26-80. 

PART 4- Public Participation and Council Accountability 
Division 1 -Elections, Petitions and Community Opinion 

Election proceedings , 
<s':!~~l1au 2s1.B> 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. 
<A,;> Jan o11~'Y (2) By-elections for office on municipal council must be held as required under section 54 

[by-elections] of the Local Govemment Act. 
(3) General local elections and by-elections must be held in accordance with Patt 3 [Electors and 
Elections] of the Local Government Act. 

2003-26-81; 2014-19-1; RS2015+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 corporf!-te. 

officer. 

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

Jan.l/16 32 Quickscribe Services Ltd. 




