o City of

Report to Committee

Richmond Planning and Development Department
To: Planning Committee Date: April 9, 2015
From: Wayne Craig File: RZ 14-665401

Director of Development

Re: Application by Sukinder Mangat for Rezoning at 9840 Seaton Court from Single
Detached (RS1/E) to Single Detached (RS2/B)

Staff Recommendation

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9244, for the rezoning of
9840 Seaton Court from “Single Detached (RS1/E)” to “Single Detached (RS2/B)”, be
introduced and given first reading.
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Way Cra1g
Director of@elopment
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Staff Report
Origin
Sukinder Mangat has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to rezone the property at
9840 Seaton Court from the “Single Detached (RS1/E)” zone to the “Single Detached (RS2/B)”

zone, to permit the property to be subdivided to create two (2) lots with vehicle access to a rear
lane (Attachment 1). A survey of the subject site is included in Attachment 2.

Findings of Fact

A Development Application Data Sheet providing details about the development proposal is
attached (Attachment 3).

Surrounding Development
Existing development immediately surrounding the subject site is as follows:

To the north, is a dwelling on a lot zoned “Single Detached (RS1/E)”, which was created through
subdivision in 2005.

To the east, immediately across the rear lane, are two (2) dwellings on lots zoned “Single
Detached (RS1/E)” fronting Seabright Road.

To the south, is a dwelling on a lot zoned “Single Detached (RS1/E)” fronting Seaton Court.

To the west, immediately across Seaton Court, are two (2) dwellings on lots zoned “Single
Detached (RS1/B)”, which were created through rezoning and subdivision in 1997.

Related Policies & Studies

Official Community Plan (OCP)

The OCP land use designation for the subject property is “Neighbourhood Residential”. This
redevelopment proposal is consistent with this designation.

Lot Size Policy 5409

The subject property is located within the area covered by Lot Size Policy 5409 (adopted by
Council in 1989; amended in 1995, 2001, and 2013). This Policy permits rezoning and
subdivision of lots shown cross-hatched on the accompanying plan to the Policy in accordance
with the “Single Detached (RS2/B)” zone (Attachment 4). This redevelopment proposal is
consistent with the Lot Size Policy.

Flood Management

The proposed development must meet the requirements of Flood Plain Designation & Protection
Bylaw No. 8204. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on Title is required prior to final
adoption of the rezoning bylaw.
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Public Consultation

A rezoning sign has been placed on the property. Staff has received comments from a
neighbouring resident at 9880 Seaton Court by phone and in writing (Attachment 5). The
resident has expressed general concerns about continued infill development in this and other
neighbourhoods in Richmond. Specific concerns about the proposed development on the subject
site include:

e Construction practices such as lot grading and maximizing the building envelope.

e Adjacency impacts resulting from tree removal and building separation, such as the loss
of the existing screening and privacy that is provided by mature trees, and the proximity
and extent of the new building facades to neighbouring lots.

Proposed development on the subject site must comply with all aspects of zoning at the Building
Permit application stage. The building envelope under the proposed “Single Detached (RS2/B)”
zone is relatively the same as under the existing “Single Detached (RS1/E)” zone. The proposed
new dwellings must achieve the minimum flood construction level required in Flood Plain
Designation & Protection Bylaw No. 8204, which is 0.3 m (1 ft.) above the highest elevation of
Seaton Court. The method of achieving the minimum flood construction level can be by raising
the lot grade, by structural elevation of the habitable floor elevation, or by a combination of both
methods.

Tree retention, removal, and replacement has been assessed as part of this development
application and is described below. On-site works at future development stage are not permitted
to negatively impact trees identified for protection, and any works proposed to be conducted
within or adjacent to tree protection zones must be done under supervision of a Certified
Arborist.

Analysis

Background

The subject property is located on the east side of the Seaton Court cul-de-sac, in an established
residential area. Seaton Court has undergone some redevelopment through rezoning and
subdivision since the late 1980’s, consistent with applicable land use policies.

Site Servicing, Off-Site Improvements, and Vehicle Access

Vehicle access to the proposed lots is to be from the existing rear lane. Prior to rezoning
adoption, the applicant is required to register a restrictive covenant to ensure no vehicular access
to Seaton Court and that access is to be to/from the existing rear lane only.

Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, the applicant is required to enter into a Servicing
Agreement for the design and construction of rear lane drainage and asphalt grading over the
lane’s full width from the north property line of the subject property to Seaton Road. The design
is to include the water, storm, and sanitary connections for the proposed lots. The preliminary
scope of work is outlined in Attachment 7.
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Trees and Landscaping

A Certified Arborist’s Report was submitted by the applicant, which identifies on and off-site
tree species, assesses their structure and condition, and provides recommendations on tree
retention and removal relative to the proposed development. The Report assesses:

e Five (5) bylaw-sized trees on the subject property.

e One (1) bylaw-sized tree located on the west property line of the subject site, which is
shared with City-owned property.

e Three (3) bylaw-sized trees located entirely in the Seaton Court boulevard on City-owned
property.

e Three (3) bylaw-sized trees located on the south property line, which are shared with the
adjacent property to the south at 9880 Seaton Court.

* Two (2) bylaw-sized trees located entirely on the adjacent property to the south at
9880 Seaton Court.

The City’s Tree Preservation Coordinator and the City’s Parks Department Arborist have
reviewed the Arborist’s Report, conducted visual tree assessment, and provide the following
comments:

» TFive (5) trees located on-site are recommended for removal due to poor condition from
historic topping, co-dominant stems, and inclusions (Trees # 748, 749, 750, 751, 752).

e The four (4) trees that are either shared with the City or located entirely in the boulevard
on City-owned property are recommended for retention as they are outside of the
building envelope (Trees # 744, A, B, C).

o Tree # 745 is recommended for retention as it is outside of the building envelope.

o The four (4) trees that are either shared with or located entirely on the adjacent property
at 9880 Seaton Court are recommended for removal (subject to neighbouring property
owners’ authorization) due to their marginal condition and significant root loss that
would result with development at the subject site (Trees # 746, 747, D, E).

The neighbouring property owners at 9880 Seaton Court wish to retain Trees # 746, 747, D, E,
despite the recommendations of the project Arborist’s and City staff. Since Trees # 746 and 747
are co-owned and Trees D and E are located entirely on the neighbouring property at 9880
Seaton Court, these trees must be retained and protected unless the applicant obtains written
authorization from the property owners.

The proposed Tree Retention Plan is shown in Attachment 6.

To ensure protection of Trees # 744, 745, 746, 747, A, B, C, D, E, the applicant is required to
complete the following prior to rezoning approval:

e Submit a contract with a Certified Arborist for supervision of all works conducted within
close proximity to tree protection zones. The contract must include the scope of work,
including the number of monitoring inspections at specified stages of construction, any
special measures to ensure tree protection, and a provision for the Arborist to submit a
post-construction impact assessment report to the City for review.
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e Submit a survival security in the amount of $7,000. The security will not be released
until an acceptable impact assessment report is submitted and a landscaping inspection
has been passed by City staff.

Prior to demolition of the existing dwelling on the subject site, the applicant is required to install
tree protection fencing around all trees to be retained. Tree protection fencing must be installed
to City standard in accordance with the City’s Tree Protection Information Bulletin TREE-03
prior to any works being conducted on-site, and must remain in place until construction and
landscaping on-site is completed.

Consistent with the Official Community Plan (OCP) tree replacement ratio of 2:1, a total of 10
replacement trees are required on the proposed lots. Due to the limited space available in the
yards of the proposed lots and the considerable effort to be taken by the applicant to protect a
total of eight (8) trees shared with or located entirely on adjacent property, staff recommend that
a total of six (6) replacement trees be required to be planted and maintained on the subject at
development stage.

To ensure that the six (6) replacement trees are planted and maintained, the applicant is required
to submit a landscaping security in the amount of $3,000 ($500/tree) prior to final adoption of
the rezoning bylaw. Suitable tree species for the proposed lots, as recommended by the project
Arborist and the City’s Tree Protection Department staff, include: Paperbark Maple, Japanese
Snowbell, and Dogwood.

Affordable Housing Strategy

For single-family development proposals, Richmond’s Affordable Housing Strategy requires a
secondary suite within a dwelling on 50% of new lots created through rezoning and subdivision,
or a cash-in-lieu contribution of $1.00/ft* of total buildable area towards the City’s Affordable
Housing Reserve Fund.

The applicant proposes to provide a legal secondary suite on one (1) of the two (2) lots proposed
at the subject site. To ensure that the secondary suite is built to the satisfaction of the City in
accordance with the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy, the applicant is required to enter into a
legal agreement on title registered on Title, stating that no final Building Permit inspection will
be granted until the secondary suite is constructed to the satisfaction of the City in accordance
with the BC Building Code and the City’s Zoning Bylaw. Registration of this legal agreement is
required prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw. This agreement will be discharged from
Title (at the initiation of the applicant) on the lot where the secondary suite is not required by the
Affordable Housing Strategy after the requirements are satisfied.

Should the applicant change their mind prior to rezoning adoption about the affordable housing
option selected, a voluntary contribution to the City’s Affordable Housing Reserve Fund in-lieu
of providing the secondary suite will be accepted. In this case, the voluntary contribution would
be required to be submitted prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, and would be based on
$1.00/f¢* of total building area of the single detached dwellings to be constructed

(e.g. approximately $5,623).

4547543



April 9, 2015 -6 - RZ 14-665401

Subdivision Stage

At subdivision and future development stage, the developer is required to pay Development Cost
Charges (City and GVS&DD), School Site Acquisition Charge, and Address Assignment Fees.

Rezoning Considerations

The list of rezoning considerations is included in Attachment 7, which has been agreed to by the
applicant (signed concurrence on file).
Financial Impact or Economic Impact

None.

Conclusion

The purpose of this rezoning application is to rezone the property at 9840 Seaton Court from the
“Single Detached (RS1/E)” zone to the “Single Detached (RS2/B)” zone, to permit the property
to be subdivided to create two (2) lots with vehicle access to a rear lane.

This rezoning application complies with the land use designations and applicable policies
contained within the OCP for the subject site, and with Lot Size Policy 54009.

On this basis, it is recommended that Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9244 be
introduced and given first reading.

Cynthia Lussier
Planning Technician — Design
(604-276-4108)

CL:blg

Attachment 1: Location Map/Aerial Photo

Attachment 2: Survey of the Subject Property

Attachment 3: Development Application Data Sheet

Attachment 4: Lot Size Policy 5409

Attachment 5: Correspondence from neighbouring resident at 9880 Seaton Court
Attachment 6: Tree Retention Plan

Attachment 7: Rezoning Considerations

4547543



ATTACHMENT 1
City of
Richmond

N )] - 1]
: i :
RS1/E
«-PROPOSED m
o = -
RS1/E
¢"REZONING e
— % e[ I
a 7]
- ' o g 084
g RS1/B z o o
| - £ i o @
L g "I ;
) ) v,
0]
SEATON RD P4
l l
J \ g ’ ) ’ | | R
RC1 ] | | | T 1] ] ! .
oy L } RC RC2 Rel1| RC | | RSI/K R(!;l RS1/E \
] | | L] 1] N )
WILLIAMS RD 1
[ ‘ / ] I 3 (—
an RCI iR]C l| IIR(|CI
| A QNS
& ® Q’\Q‘J S ® & & @
5.55 P \ﬁ/ 32.31 A 35.36
= 32.31
% =
5 30.63 ) m g % 8 m Q §
g |8 <, \ QO & g k= g9
[a2]

4.89 = sos0 5 > 32.31 XL 32.31
o Q > N O - g )
o= 85 = 3 53 B |eg

36.58 - < RS 0 AUIANRRC X0 X N & o m 8 &
34.22 ) 32.31 < 32.31
= 7] - L 35.36
A @ 3 [«) =)
5% 2 3 8 n S
11511 / o /
20.15 2015 2015 20.15 2015 20.15 2015 2015 20.15 20.73
D 11520 11540 11560 11580 116(?0 11620 11640 11660 11680 11700

QOriginal Date: 06/18/14
M RZ 1 4—66540 1 Revision Date: 04/14/15

Note: Dimensions are in METRES




Original Date: 06/18/14

Revision Date:

Note: Dimensions are in METRES

RZ 14-665401




ATTACHMENT 2

7102 ‘PIEZ AVW 0dOL—%9SS 'ON OMd

‘ST0'8 ‘WYL "0 NOSNHOP AN g umouq
11111 zl : R I 09 ¥S—1G5d 95784
= e - - - S ¥9GS ‘ON gop
IS \\ // \\\\\ ||||| - /// WDO WDYOI MMM :oHSqoM
" a3 S -t S~ .
0L 9NIGYOODY NOISNINIQ 10T — - Jl\ﬂr. —_— ‘/Xl —_ o A N i Wo2"WDY(@So140 [1plu—3
. Y \ oo o N\ B8268—¥1C Xbd
11034400 @31dILy30 \\xos __Amv.cmbwl_uazw & \ 2 \ \\ z&o va_c:bxmy ; &,.\o 9768—1 17 :duoyds|s]
‘ °) ¥8°0 : 1 \ 1 ¥8°02, X
coaN PN @ = n L0 91 0§ ﬁ:&%«%@ ovoss &wv S z@@ - 178 X9A "O'8 ‘puowiyoly
;O 4 S o0 SEREEILTRESING S , Xk ;0 01 | oo [ T ) A jusosald UlpQ  2¢88 — Gl
2 o° s N o< G95°9; VX o w3 S A A VA |
° “mo ° s@ ,/o & ,__ @ ) ﬂ/ \ i&ﬂ%&llo / /__ / ,m. Ao w\ ,_&( Jofeains pupq "5'g PuD DpOUDY
1 D / i SiunIX . -
1 @ [ mwngmys N NS 7§ N SFRE sei010085y pud woL 0 1
glnwoﬂ' ~_ 7 = ~ — J— %4 [ 7 m,.\o buAdos (D)
\ e . ~—_ L
! A x&o 7 S // T~ / \\‘\
X .OX / v < P4 o S e
@ -3 =7 Y
&S 2 — LTS 24013ANT M 208 = & o seljoWl $9g°’L = UOIOASIT
3\ . ONIgIINg Z 107 = g gV (2] ADM, oUCISIEYIDS] 7 IO OPISIeAlY
E i - JLYNIXOd IV - 0 C)
i 009 00°g-—~ @ % e ﬂ ©® pup|s! o10J} 8b6ps § D PpeIDOOT]
) & a&o z&o \\ /, 8 ‘m - CGYZHZO JUSBWNUOW |0Jjuo)
g k|l o N X (ourfnpnuy| Y SNz 2 o ‘161§ NdH PHowyoueg
2 i X $ dums 1N e e | a 9 =z
& & «.»0_1! @moo e S 2 } 1= > S{IOMISU MDWIYOUST NgH PUOWIYOlY jo
@ oL M 3 = } N X i 2 £YQ U0 pSSDQ 5.0 UMOUS SUO[IDAB[F
W A1 I3 @ c96'98 F 7 & . mW =IOV
m 7 LN IES -2 $OX Lwl0 9l 06 / 7 N c
v aRIE : )
- 00'g-———-1 o> i —
(stunipcz) FOTIANT ONITTIMA o v
i (P) vgoe 9NIdTINg A3yoLS~C e o,/ ¢
8 / R <=~ HVAIXO¥ddY ov86# ‘ &, Wil ypou ssjousp uN
\ 4 ~< X / sjoyupw sajousp @
..L\I« \\\ v.Aa C&O e \ o N uisDg YoIDO pUnol Ssjousp 9
.J/ \ & 60 P,/IXWOH, ..... . A=A sjod 1omod sasjousp @
Amv_:a_ Nv 3 I o \ Sso . S | 195l 19)DM Sj0USp  H
(P) ghoed® O v \Ao;wz‘_n_\mumgoco%Qb, snonpioep sajousp  (p)
\Muo\\\\ nm.vo x \\\\\\Ml / o J8jiuod sejousp  (3)
l\\\\\[l/// ﬁwo \\ 00 N \ R & N353
V7 NR S dume o Rk N g ® . E: ’ |
wo« ) Lz os, (P) OF'18 89" oso@ e\ 52 — o )
2.0 _ O TS @ oo, : =¥ Ky \; o . 5
Rl P T M e WA S s
ey K = =
& n\(o__ o @\ \Mw: SEEN J, \. S -O\m = ] SV
R 4@ ¥\ T 0/ (sunaxz) / /& ; ® 9 M
@ 30 & P g0 7 AR B
v\ e / v
\ A 7
AN < s/ N
AN Vv m
N, 7/
. e 0£T-856-£00 Q''d
GILVOIANI ISIMSTHIO SSATNA JOHNEHIL . o . '8 ONONHORM
STVWIDEA OGNV SEIIW NI @MV SEONVISIA TV 14N00 NOLv3S 0v86#
f |
ST o1 S [}

00¢:L 3TVOS




City of

. Development Application Data Sheet
% Richmond P ep

Development Applications Division

RZ 14-665401 Attachment 3

Address: 9840 Seaton Court

Applicant: Sukinder Mangat

Planning Area(s): _Shellmont

Harjinder Dhaliwal
Gurmeet Dhaliwal

967 m?

Owner: To be determined

Proposed north lot — 465 m*

Site Size (m?):

Proposed south lot — 502 m*

Land Uses: One (1) single detached dwelling Two (2) residential lots
OCP Designation: Neighbourhood Residential No change
Lot Size Policy 5409 permits
rezoning and subdivision of the
Lot Size Policy Designation: subject site in accordance with the No change

“Single Detached (RS2/B)” zone,
as shown cross-hatched on the
plan that accompanies the policy

Zoning: Single Detached (RS1/E) Single Detached (RS2/B)
On Future . .

Subdivided Lots Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance

Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.55 Max. 0.55 none
permitted
Lot Coverage — Building: Max. 45% Max. 45% none
Lot Coverage — Buildings,
structures, and non-porous Max. 70% Max. 70% none
surfaces
Lot Coverage — Landscaping with , o . o
live plant material Min. 25% Min. 25% none
. L N ) Proposed north lot — 465 m?

Lot Size (min. dimensions): 360 m Proposed south lot — 502 m? none
Setback — Front & Rear Yard (m): Min. 6.0 m Min. 6.0 m none
Setback — Side Yards (m): Min. 1.2 m Min. 1.2 m none
Height (m): 2 Y, storeys 2 Y storeys none
Other:  Tree replacement compensation required for loss of bylaw-sized trees.
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City of Richmond Policy Manual

| Adopted by Council: April 10, 1989 POLICY 5409
Amended by Council: October 16, 1995
‘ Amended by Council: July 16, 2001*

‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ Amcnded by Council: October 21, 2013

File Ref: 4045-00 SINGLE-FAMILY LOT SIZE POLICY IN QUARTER-SECTION 25-4-6

POLICY 5409:

The following policy establishes lol sizes for the area generally bounded by Shell Road, King
Road, No. 5§ Road and properties fronting onto Seaton Road, in a portion of Section 25-4-6;

1. That properties within the area be permitted to rezone and subdivide in accordance with

the provisions of Single Detached (RS2/E) in Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, with the
following exceplions:

(a) properties with existing duplexes identified on the accompanying plan may be
rezoned and subdivided into a maximum of two lots;

(b) properties with frontage on No. 5 Road may be rezoned and subdivided as per
Single Detached (RS2/C); and

(c) properties shown as “cross-hatched” on the accompanying plan may be rezoned
and subdivided as per Single Detached (RS2/B).

This policy, as shown on the accompanying plan, is to be used to determine the
disposition of future single-family rezoning applications in this area for a period of not

less than five years, unless changed by the amending procedures contained in
Richmona Zoning Bylaw 8500.

* Onginal Adoption Date (n Effect
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From: B Masson [mailto:bec_masson@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, 03 November 2014 6:04 AM

To: Lussier, Cynthia

Subject: re: 9840 Seaton Crt

Date: 03.Nov.2014

From:

G.& R. Masson

9880 Seaton Court

Richmond V7A 4B8

(604) 271-0384

Email: <bec masson@hotmail.com>

To: Cynthia Lussier

Planning Technician

Development Applications Division

City of Richmond
Tel: 604-276-4108
Email: clussier@richmond.ca

Re: Development & Rezoning of 9840 Seaton Court

We are concerned about the back filling, raising the height of the lot as per Richmond City building code, and

ATTACHMENT 5

how it will effect the trees along the property line, general increased drainage of ground water into our
property and the maintenance of the structures and drainage lines put in place to mitigate any of these

negative impacts into to the future.

Can you clarify what the exact requirements are concerning the raising of the lot height on new construction
is. Is it the lot that has to be raised, (a portion of the lot or the whole lot) or is it just a requirement to have the

foundation of the house at a specific height in relationship to the crown of the road?

Could the new construction be done without changing the height of the 9840 Seaton Court lot along our
property line within a specified zone that would limit the effect to us regarding the trees, drainage etc.

This is a follow up to a phone call on Monday, October 27" | left a message.

Regards
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ATTACHMENT 7

City of

Rezoning Considerations

A% Richmond Development Applications Division

6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

Address: 9840 Seaton Court File No.: RZ 14-665401

Prior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9244, the following must be
completed:

1.

Submission of a Contract entered into between the applicant and a Certified Arborist for supervision of any on-site
works conducted within the tree protection zone of the trees to be retained (Trees # 744, 745, 746, 747, A, B, C, D, E).
The Contract should include the scope of work to be undertaken, including: the proposed number of site monitoring
inspections at specified stages of construction, any special measures to ensure tree protection, and a provision for the
Arborist to submit a post-construction assessment report to the City for review.

Submission of a Tree Survival Security to the City in the amount of $7, 000 for the trees to be retained (Trees # 744,
745,746, 747, A, B, C, D, E).

Submission of a landscaping security to the City in the amount of $3,000 for the planting and maintenance of a total
of six (6) replacement trees on the future lots, with the following minimum sizes:

No. of Replacement Trees Minimum Caliper of Deciduous Tree | or | Minimum Height of Coniferous Tree
2 11 cm 6m
2 8 cm 4m
2 6 cm 35m

If required replacement trees cannot be accommodated on-site, a cash-in-lieu contribution in the amount of $500/tree
to the City’s Tree Compensation Fund for off-site planting is required.

Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title.

Registration of a legal agreeinent on title ensuring that the only means of vehicle access is to the rear lane and that
there be no access to Seaton Place.

Registration of a legal agreement on Title to ensure that no final Building Permit inspection is granted until a
secondary suite is constructed on one (1) of the two (2) future lots, to the satisfaction of the City in accordance with
the BC Building Code and the City’s Zoning Bylaw.

Note: Should the applicant change their mind about the Affordable Housing option selected prior to final adoption of
the Rezoning Bylaw, the City will accept a voluntary contribution of $1.00 per buildable square foot of the single-
family developments (i.e. $5,623) to the City’s Affordable Housing Reserve Fund in-lieu of registering the legal
agreement on Title to secure a secondary suite.

Enter into a Servicing Agreement* for the design and construction of upgrades to the rear lane, including (but not
limited to): rear lane drainage and modification of asphalt grading over the lane’s full width from the subject
property’s north property line to Seaton Road. No street lighting or curbs are required in the lane. A centre swale
with 200 mm diameter storm drainage pipe, inspection chambers, and manholes is required. Subject to approval, the
City will fund construction work extending beyond the development’s frontage, the cost of which will be added to the
Cost Recovery Bylaw. Note: the design is to include the water, storm, and sanitary connections for the proposed lots
(as described below).

Water Works

e Using the OCP Model, there is 92.6 L/s of water available at a 20 psi residual at the Seaton Court frontage.
Based on your proposed development, your site requires a minimum fire flow of 95 L/s. and as a result
upgrade to the frontage water main along Seaton Court may be required. Or alternatively, please submit fire
flow calculations signed and sealed by a professional engineer based on the Fire Underwriter Survey (FUS) or
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International Organization for Standardization (ISO) to confirm that there is adequate available flow for
onsite fire protection without needing to upgrade the existing frontage water main.

e A water main upgrade may be required pending the review of the FUS calculation to be submitted by the
developer.

e City to disconnect the existing 20mm water connection and install two new 25mm diameter water
connections complete with meter boxes at the PL fronting Seaton Court.

Storm Sewer Works:

e City to relocate the two existing storm inspection chambers onto the City boulevard and reconnect services to
provide on-site drainage for each subdivided lot.

e Depending on the final lot elevations and driveway locations, 2 additional inspection chambers will be
required on Seaton Court for boulevard drainage. Boulevards must be swaled to inspection chambers to
prevent storm water ponding on the road, driveway and boulevard.

e Lane drainage upgrade is required. See detail in Frontage Improvements section.

Sanitary Sewer Works:
e No sanitary sewer upgrade is required.

e City to cut and cap the existing sanitary connection at the inspection chamber in the northeast property corner,
and install a new inspection chamber and two service connections at the common property line in the rear
lane.

General Items:

* Proposed driveway locations must not conflict with existing street lights and/or utility poles. Requests to
relocate street lights and/or utility poles will not be considered other than under exceptional circumstances.

At Demolition* stage, the following must be completed:

e Installation of tree protection fencing around all trees to be retained (Trees # 744, 745, 746, 747, A, B, C, D, E).
Tree protection fencing must be installed to City standard in accordance with the City’s Tree Protection
Information Bulletin TREE-03 prior to any works being conducted on-site, and must remain in place until
construction and landscaping on-site is completed.

At Subdivision* & Future Development* stage, the following must be completed:

e Pay Development Cost Charges (City and GVS&DD), School Site Acquisition Charge, and Address Assignment
Fees.

Prior to Building Permit* issuance, the following must be completed:

¢ Obtain a Building Permit (BP) for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily
occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, additional City approvals and
associated fees may be required as part of the Building Permit. For additional information, contact the Building
Approvals Department at 604-276-4285.

Note:

*

This requires a separate application.

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn not only as personal covenants
of the property owner but also as covenants pursuant to Section 219 of the Land Title Act.

All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, charges and encumbrances as is
considered advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the
Director of Development determines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate
bylaw.
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The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City including indemnities, warranties, equitable/rent charges, letters of
credit and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a
form and content satisfactory to the Director of Development.

e Additional legal agreements, as determined via the subject development's Servicing Agreement(s) and/or Development Permit(s),
and/or Building Permit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be required including, but not limited to, site
investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de-watering, drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading,
ground densification or other activities that may result in settlement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and
private utility infrastructure.

e  Applicants for all City Permits are required to comply at all times with the conditions of the Provincial Wildlife Act and Federal
Migratory Birds Convention Act, which contain prohibitions on the removal or disturbance of both birds and their nests. Issuance
of Municipal permits does not give an individual authority to contravene these legislations. The City of Richmond recommends
that where significant trees or vegetation exists on site, the services of a Qualified Environmental Professional (QEP) be secured
to perform a survey and ensure that development activities are in compliance with all relevant legislation.

(signed original on file)

Signed Date



City of
Richmond Bylaw 9244

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 9244 (RZ 14-665401)
9840 Seaton Court

The Council of the City of Richmond, in open meeting assembled, enacts as follows:

1. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the
following area and by designating it “SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/B)”.

P.I.D. 003-958-230

Lot 11 Block 6 Section 25 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan
19923 :

2. This Bylaw may be cited as “Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9244”,
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