Agenda

City Council

Council Chambers, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Monday, January 15, 2018
7:00 p.m.

Pg. # ITEM

MINUTES

1. Motion to:

(1) adopt the minutes of the Regular Council meeting held on December
11, 2017 (distributed previously);

CNCL-13 (2) adopt the minutes of the Special Council meeting held on December
20, 2017; and
CNCL-22 (3) adopt the minutes of the Regular Council meeting for Public

Hearings held on December 18, 2017.

AGENDAADDITIONS & DELETIONS

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

2. Motion to resolve into Committee of the Whole to hear delegations on
agenda items.
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Pg. # ITEM

3. Delegations from the floor on Agenda items.

PLEASE NOTE THAT FOR LEGAL REASONS, DELEGATIONS ARE
NOT PERMITTED ON ZONING OR OCP AMENDMENT BYLAWS
WHICH ARE TO BE ADOPTED OR ON DEVELOPMENT
PERMITS/DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMITS - ITEM NO. 23.

4. Motion to rise and report.

RATIFICATION OF COMMITTEE ACTION

CONSENT AGENDA

PLEASE NOTE THAT ITEMS APPEARING ON THE CONSENT
AGENDA WHICH PRESENT A CONFLICT OF INTEREST FOR
COUNCIL MEMBERS MUST BE REMOVED FROM THE CONSENT
AGENDA AND CONSIDERED SEPARATELY.

CONSENT AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS

= Receipt of Committee minutes

= Lower Mainland District Regional Police Service Integrated Team
Annual Report 2016/17

= Updated Design Concept No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump Station

= Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No. 9798
7951 Alderbridge Way Unit 160

=  Major Events Advisory Group Terms of Reference

= Update on Cannabis Regulation within the City of Richmond and Health
Canada Proposed Approach to Regulation of Non-Medical Cannabis

= Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee (RCSAC) 2017
Annual Report And 2018 Work Program

=  Housing Agreement Bylaw No. 9794 To Permit The City Of Richmond
To Secure Affordable Housing Units Located At 6840, 6860 No. 3 Road
And 8051 Anderson Road

=  Child Care Operator Selection for Kingsley Estates Child Care Facility,
10380 No. 2 Road

= Cultural Harmony Plan: Guiding Principles
= Draft Affordable Housing Strategy 2017-2027

= Land use applications for first reading (to be further considered at the
Public Hearing on February 19, 2018):

CNCL -2
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Pg. #

CNCL-70

CNCL-77

CNCL-85

CNCL-144

CNCL-149

5697898

West Portions of 7151, 7171, 7191, 7211, 7231, and 7251 Bridge
Street and East Portion of 7191 Bridge Street — Rezone West
Portions from RS1/F to ZS14 and East Portions from RS1/F to
RS2/C (Pietro Nardone — applicant)

7320, 7340 and 7360 Ash Street — Rezone from RS1/F to ZS14
(Pietro Nardone — applicant)

8871, 8891, 8911, 8931, 8951, 8971 and 8960 Douglas Street —
Rezone from IL and CA to ZC45 (0951705 BC Ltd. — applicant)

2018 Engaging Artists In Community Public Art Projects
Recreation and Sport Strategy Focus Areas

Public Engagement Plan For The Steveston Community Centre Concept
Design

Motion to adopt Items No. 6 through No. 22 by general consent.

COMMITTEE MINUTES

That the minutes of:

1)

(2)

©)

(4)

()

the Community Safety Committee meeting held on December 12,
2017,

the General Purposes Committee meetings held on December 18,
2017 and January 8, 2018;

the Planning Committee meetings held on December 19, 2017 and
January 9, 2018;

the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee meeting held
on December 20, 2017; and

the Finance Committee meeting held on January 8, 2018;

be received for information.
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Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Pg. #

CNCL-152

CNCL-178

CNCL-184

5697898

ITEM

LOWER MAINLAND DISTRICT REGIONAL POLICE SERVICE

INTEGRATED TEAM ANNUAL REPORT 2016/17
(File Ref. No. 09-5350-12) (REDMS No. 5667362 v.2)

See Page CNCL-152 for full report

COMMUNITY SAFETY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION (December
12, 2017)

(1) That the report titled “Lower Mainland District Regional Police
Service Integrated Team Annual Report 2016/17” from the General
Manager, Community Safety, dated November 22, 2017, be received
for information; and

(2)  That copies of the report be provided to:

(@) the Lower Mainland CAO/PCC (Chief Administrative
Officer/Principal Police Contact) Forum to assist in future
discussions surrounding cost allocation formulas for the
various teams; and

(b) the Director of Police Services, Ministry of Public Safety for
consideration during the Province’s review of the governance of
the Integrated Teams.

UPDATED DESIGN CONCEPT NO. 2 ROAD SOUTH DRAINAGE

PUMP STATION
(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.16309) (REDMS No. 5671785)

See Page CNCL-178 for full report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION (December
18, 2017)

That the updated design concept for the No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump
Station Upgrade as detailed in Attachment 1 of the staff report titled,
“Updated Design Concept No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump Station,” be
endorsed.

BUSINESS REGULATION BYLAW NO. 7538, AMENDMENT

BYLAW NO. 9798 7951 ALDERBRIDGE WAY UNIT 160
(File Ref. No. 12-8275-01) (REDMS No. 5673613)

See Page CNCL-184 for full report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION (December
18, 2017)
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CNCL-189

CNCL-195

5697898

ITEM

10.

11.

That Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No. 9798,
which amends Schedule A of Bylaw No. 7538, to add the address of 7951
Alderbridge Way Unit 160 among the sites that permit an Amusement
Centre to operate, be given first, second and third readings.

MAJOR EVENTS ADVISORY GROUP TERMS OF REFERENCE
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-01) (REDMS No. 5680873)

See Page CNCL-189 for full report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That a Major Events Advisory Group, comprised of up to four
members of Council, be established to help guide Richmond’s Major
Events as outlined in the report titled “Major Events Advisory Group
Terms of Reference”, dated December 14, 2017 from the Director,
Arts, Culture and Heritage Services; and

(2) That the Terms of Reference for the Major Events Advisory Group,
as outlined in Attachment 1 of this report, be endorsed.

UPDATE ON CANNABIS REGULATION WITHIN THE CITY OF
RICHMOND AND HEALTH CANADA PROPOSED APPROACH TO

REGULATION OF NON-MEDICAL CANNABIS
(File Ref. No. 12-8000-01) (REDMS No. 5658471 v. 5)

See Page CNCL-195 for full report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the status update and process details for site-specific rezoning
applications for medical marihuana production facilities be received
for information;

(2) That the responses summarized in the staff report titled “Health
Canada Proposed Approach to Regulation of Cannabis”, dated
December 19, 2017, from the General Manager, Community Safety
be approved for submission to Health Canada and that a copy of the
staff report be provided to the Council/School Board Liaison
Committee;
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CNCL-319

CNCL-352

5697898

ITEM

12.

13.

(3) That a letter be sent to the Premier (with copies to the Minister of
Public Safety and Solicitor General, BC Leader of the Official
Opposition, Leader of the BC Green Party, local MLAs, and local
Members of Parliament) reiterating that the cultivation and
processing of marihuana be considered an Industrial use to take
place on Industrially-zoned land and not be considered a Farm Usg;

(4) That a letter be sent to the federal government reiterating Council’s
previous position that the municipal share of revenue be at least 50
cents per gram; and

(5) That staff report back to Council with bylaw amendments and
information on required infrastructure and programs for the
regulation of production, processing, and sale of cannabis (medical
and recreational) in the City.

RICHMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITTEE

(RCSAC) 2017 ANNUAL REPORT AND 2018 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 07-3000-01) (REDMS No. 5653938)

See Page CNCL-319 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION (December 19, 2017)

That the staff report titled “Richmond Community Services Advisory
Committee (RCSAC) 2017 Annual Report and 2018 Work Program,” dated
November 27, 2017, from the Manager of Community Social Development,
be approved.

HOUSING AGREEMENT BYLAW NO. 9794 TO PERMIT THE CITY
OF RICHMOND TO SECURE AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNITS

LOCATED AT 6840, 6860 NO. 3 ROAD AND 8051 ANDERSON ROAD
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-01) (REDMS No. 5654965 v. 3)

See Page CNCL-352 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION (December 19, 2017)

That Housing Agreement (6840, 6860 No. 3 Road and 8051 Anderson
Road) Bylaw No. 9794 be introduced and given first, second and third
readings to permit the City to enter into a Housing Agreement substantially
in the form attached hereto, in accordance with the requirements of section
483 of the Local Government Act, to secure the Affordable Housing Units
required by the Development Permit DP 15-708092.
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CNCL-379

CNCL-388

CNCL-392

5697898

ITEM

14.

15.

16.

CHILD CARE OPERATOR SELECTION FOR KINGSLEY ESTATES

CHILD CARE FACILITY, 10380 NO. 2 ROAD
(File Ref. No. 07-3070-01) (REDMS No. 5676024)

See Page CNCL-379 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the YMCA be appointed as the child care operator for the City-owned
facility currently under construction at 10380 No. 2 Road, subject to the
Society entering into a lease for the facility that is satisfactory to the City, as
outlined in the report titled “Child Care Operator Selection for Kingsley
Estates Child Care Facility, 10380 No. 2 Road,” dated December 11, 2017,
from the Manager of Community Social Development.

CULTURAL HARMONY PLAN: GUIDING PRINCIPLES
(File Ref. No. 07-3000-01) (REDMS No. 5643584 v. 5)

See Page CNCL-388 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the Guiding Principles detailed in the staff report titled
“Cultural Harmony Plan: Guiding Principles,” dated December 14,
2017, from the Manager, Community Social Development, be
endorsed; and

(2) That the Guiding Principles be used to inform the strategic directions
and actions of the draft Cultural Harmony Plan.

DRAFT AFFORDABLE HOUSING STRATEGY 2017-2027
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-01) (REDMS No. 5657869 v. 13)

See Page CNCL-392 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the recommended draft Affordable Housing Strategy 2017-2027
as outlined in the staff report titled, “Draft Affordable Housing
Strategy 2017-2027, dated December 14, 2017 from the Manager,
Community Social Development, be endorsed for the purpose of
seeking public feedback on the implementation plan and future
actions in the draft Affordable Housing Strategy 2017-2027; and
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CNCL-468

CNCL-494

5697898

ITEM

17.

18.

(2) That the final Affordable Housing Strategy 2017-2027, including the
results of the consultation, be reported back to Planning Committee
at a later date.

APPLICATION BY PIETRO NARDONE TO REZONE THE WEST
PORTIONS OF 7151, 7171, 7191, 7211, 7231, AND 7251 BRIDGE
STREET FROM THE "SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)" ZONE TO
THE "SINGLE DETACHED (ZS14) - SOUTH MCLENNAN (CITY
CENTRE)" ZONE; AND TO REZONE THE EAST PORTION OF 7191
BRIDGE STREET FROM THE “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)”

ZONE TO THE “SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/C)” ZONE
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009796; RZ 16-732490) (REDMS No. 5500172)

See Page CNCL-468 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9796, for the
rezoning of the west portions of 7151, 7171, 7191, 7211, 7231, and 7251
Bridge Street from the *Single Detached (RS1/F)"™ zone to the "'Single
Detached (ZS14) - South McLennan (City Centre)™ zone; and to rezone the
east portion of 7191 Bridge Street from the “Single Detached (RS1/F)” zone
to the “Single Detached (RS2/C)” zone, be introduced and given first
reading.

APPLICATION BY PIETRO NARDONE FOR REZONING AT 7320,
7340 AND 7360 ASH STREET FROM “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)”
ZONE TO “SINGLE DETACHED (ZS14) - SOUTH MCLENNAN

(CITY CENTRE)” ZONE
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009784; RZ 16-738953) (REDMS No. 5596252)

See Page CNCL-494 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9784, for the
rezoning of the east portions of 7320, 7340 and 7360 Ash Street from
“Single Detached (RS1/F)” to “Single Detached (ZS14) — South McLennan
(City Centre)”, be introduced and given first reading.
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CNCL-518

CNCL-576

5697898

ITEM

19.

20.

APPLICATION BY 0951705 BC LTD. FOR REZONING AT 8871, 8891,
8911, 8931, 8951, 8971 AND 8960 DOUGLAS STREET FROM THE
“LIGHT INDUSTRIAL (IL)” ZONE AND “AUTO-ORIENTED
COMMERCIAL (CA)” ZONE TO A NEW “COMMERCIAL (ZC45) -

BRIDGEPORT VILLAGE” ZONE
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009815; RZ 15-704980) (REDMS No. 5687131)

See Page CNCL-518 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9815 to create the
“Commercial (ZC45) — Bridgeport Village” zone, and to rezone 8871, 8891,
8911, 8931, 8951, 8971 and 8960 Douglas Street from the “Light Industrial
(IL)” zone and the “Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA)” zone to the new
“Commercial (ZC45) — Bridgeport Village” zone, be introduced and given
first reading.

2018 ENGAGING ARTISTS IN COMMUNITY PUBLIC ART

PROJECTS
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-089) (REDMS No. 5627140)

See Page CNCL-576 for full report

PARKS, RECREATION AND CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION (December 20, 2017)

That the concept proposals and implementation for the community public
art projects at Hamilton McLean Neighbourhood Park, Minoru Arenas and
Britannia Shipyards National Historic Site as presented in the staff report
titled “2018 Engaging Artists in Community Public Art Projects,” dated
November 27, 2017, from the Director, Arts, Culture & Heritage Services,
be endorsed.
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CNCL-602

CNCL-613

5697898

ITEM

21.

22.

RECREATION AND SPORT STRATEGY FOCUS AREAS
(File Ref. No. 01-0370-20-003) (REDMS No. 5674133 v. 6)

See Page CNCL-602 for full report

PARKS, RECREATION AND CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION (December 20, 2017)

(1) That the 2018-2023 Recreation and Sport Strategy Focus Areas, as
detailed in the staff report titled “Recreation and Sport Strategy
Focus Areas,” dated November 30, 2017, from the Interim Director,
Parks and Recreation, be approved; and

(2) That the Focus Areas, as described in the staff report titled
“Recreation and Sport Strategy Focus Areas,” dated November 30,
2017, from the Interim Director, Parks and Recreation, be used to
guide the development of the 2018-2023 Recreation and Sport
Strategy and that staff bring the 2018-2023 Recreation and Sport
Strategy to Council for approval in 2018.

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE STEVESTON

COMMUNITY CENTRE CONCEPT DESIGN
(File Ref. No. 06-2050-20-SCC) (REDMS No. 5667612 v. 8)

See Page CNCL-613 for full report

PARKS, RECREATION AND CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION (December 20, 2017)

(1) That the Public Engagement Plan described in the staff report titled
“Public Engagement Plan for the Steveston Community Centre
Concept Design,” dated November 28, 2017, from the Interim
Director, Parks and Recreation, be received for information; and

(2) That the Steveston Community Centre Concept Design Guiding
Principles as described in Attachment 1 of the staff report titled
“Public Engagement Plan for the Steveston Community Centre
Concept Design,” dated November 28, 2017, from the Interim
Director, Parks and Recreation, be approved.
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*hkkkkhkhkkkikhkkkhkhkkkikkhkkikiikkiikk

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE
CONSENT AGENDA

*khhhhkhkkkkhkhkhkhihhikikhkhkhiik

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS

NEW BUSINESS

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION

CNCL-623 Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9541
(3735, 3751, 3755 and 3771 Chatham Street, RZ 15-697899)
Opposed at 1% Reading — None.
Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.

CNCL-628 Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9597
(9240, 9248, 9260 Cambie Road, RZ 15-692812)
Opposed at 1% Reading — None.
Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.

CNCL-632 Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9669
(23100, 23120 and 23140 Westminster Highway, RZ 16-738480)
Opposed at 1% Reading — None.
Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.

CNCL -11
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DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL

23. RECOMMENDATION

See DPP Plan Package (distributed separately) for full hardcopy plans

CNCL-636 (1) That the minutes of the Development Permit Panel meetings held on
November 16, 2017, November 29, 2017, and December 13, 2017, and
the Chair’s report for the Development Permit Panel meetings held
on March 29, 2017, July 12, 2017, August 9, 2017, November 29,
2017, and December 13, 2017, be received for information; and

CNCL-653 (2) That the recommendations of the Panel to authorize the issuance of:

(a) a Development Permit (DP 16-740024) for the property at 3755
Chatham Street;

(b) a Development Permit (DP 17-760368) for the property at
9240, 9248 and 9260 Cambie Road;

(c) a Development Permit (DP 17-771210) for the property at
23100, 23120 and 23140 Westminster Highway; and

(d) a Development Variance Permit (DV 15-704583) for the
property at 10455 Bridgeport Road;

be endorsed, and the Permits so issued.

ADJOURNMENT

CNCL —-12
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Richmond Minutes

Special Council
Wednesday, December 20, 2017

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie
Councillor Chak Au
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Carol Day
Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

Corporate Officer — David Weber
Absent: Councillor Ken Johnston

Call to Order: Mayor Brodie called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

RESNO. ITEM

The meeting was recessed at 4:01 p.m.
s sk sk sk e sk sk ke sk ok e ok sk ok e sk ok ok e ok sk ok sk ok ok sk ok

The meeting reconvened at 4:42 following the Open and Closed Parks,
Recreation and Cultural Services Committee meeting with Cllr. Johnston
absent.
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Special Council

Wednesday, December 20, 2017
RESNO. ITEM

PLANNING COMMITTEE
Councillor Linda McPhail, Chair

1.  APPLICATION BY POLYGON DEVELOPMENT 302 LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 9211/9251/9271/9291 ODLIN ROAD FROM SINGLE

DETACHED (RS1/F) TO LOW RISE APARTMENT (ZLR31)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009755; RZ 17-778596) (REDMS No. 5505704 v. 5; 5508951)

SP17/5-1 It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9755 to create the
“Low Rise Apartment (ZLR31)” zone, and to rezone 9211/9251/9271/9291
Odlin Road from “Single Detached (RS1/F)” zone to “Low Rise Apartment
(ZLR31) — Alexandra Neighbourhood (West Cambie)” zone, be introduced
and given first reading. '

CARRIED

2. APPLICATION BY CONCORD PACIFIC FOR REZONING AT 8511
CAPSTAN WAY, 3280 AND 3360 NO. 3 ROAD, AND 3131 SEXSMITH
ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F), ROADSIDE STAND
(CR), AUTO-ORIENTED COMMERCIAL (CA), AND GAS AND
SERVICE STATIONS (CGl) TO  RESIDENTIAL/LIMITED
COMMERCIAL AND ARTIST RESIDENTIAL TENANCY STUDIO
UNITS (ZMU25) - CAPSTAN VILLAGE (CITY CENTRE) AND

SCHOOL AND INSTITUTIONAL USE (SI)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009780; RZ 17-769242) (REDMS No. 5677534 v. 2; 5677535; 5599036)
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Special Council

Wednesday, December 20, 2017
RESNO. |TEM

SP17/5-2 It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9780, to amend the
site-specific “Residential/Limited Commercial and Artist Residential
Tenancy Studio Units (ZMU25) - Capstan Village (City Centre)” zone to
include 8511 Capstan Way, 3280 and 3360 No. 3 Road, and 3131 Sexsmith
Road and for rezoning of 8511 Capstan Way, 3280 and 3360 No 3 Road,
and 3131 Sexsmith Road from “Single Detached (RS1/F)”, “Roadside
Stand (CR)”, “Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA)”, and “Gas and Service
Stations (CG1)” to “Residential/Limited Commercial and Artist Residential
Tenancy Studio Units (ZMU25) - Capstan Village (City Centre)” and
“School and Institutional Use (S1)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

3.  APPLICATION BY BENE NO. 4 DEVELOPMENT LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 9980 WESTMINSTER HIGHWAY FROM THE “GAS
& SERVICE STATIONS (CG2)” ZONE TO A NEW “TOWN
HOUSING (ZT83) - NORTH MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE)” ZONE
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009812; RZ 16-741722) (REDMS No. 5206079 v. 5; 5686380)

SP17/5-3 It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9812, for the
creation of a new “Town Housing (Z183) — North McLennan (City
Centre)” zone and for the rezoning of 9980 Westminster Highway from the
“Gas & Service Stations (CG2)” zone to the “Town Housing (ZT83) - North
McLennan (City Centre)” zone, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

4.  RESPONSE TO REFERRAL: OPTIONS TO LIMIT HOUSE SIZE,
FARM HOME PLATE AND HOUSE FOOTPRINT
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-10) (REDMS No. 5674238 v. 3; 5691825)
SP17/5-4 It was moved and seconded

(1)  That the staff report titled “Response to Referral: Options to Limit
House Size, Farm Home Plate and House Footprint” dated
December 13, 2017 from the Director, Development and Senior
Manager, Building Approvals be received for information; and
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Special Council
Wednesday, December 20, 2017

RESNO. ITEM
(2)  That staff be directed to:

(a) conduct public consultation regarding the options presented in
this report (“Response to Referral: Options to Limit House Size,
Farm Home Plate and House Footprint”) regarding house size,
farm home plate and house footprint;

(b) receive comments regarding Provincial involvement fto
encourage farming;

(c) provide a comparison of the proposed options and the
Provincial guidelines on the Farm Home Plate and House
Footprint; and

(d) provide sample pictures of houses with the proposed maximum
sizes.

The question on the motion was not called as discussion ensued with regard to
(i) the public consultation process, (ii) options to reduce the house footprint
and the overall house size on agricultural land, (iii) options to include the
septic field in the farm home plate, and (iv) incorporating elements of the
Provincial guidelines for house size on agricultural land into the proposed
options.

As a result of the discussion, the following amendment motion was
introduced:

SP17/5-5 It was moved and seconded

That staff be directed to include the maximum house floor area of 5,380 e
Jor houses on agricultural land, as noted in the Provincial guidelines, as an
option in the public consultation process.

CARRIED
Opposed: Cllrs. Loo
McPhail

Discussion ensued regarding options to retain the existing regulations, and as
a result of the discussion, the following amendment motion was introduced:
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Minutes

Special Council
Wednesday, December 20, 2017

RESNO. ITEM

SP17/5-6 It was moved and seconded
That staff be directed to include the existing regulations on maximum house
size on agricultural land as an option in the public consultation process.

CARRIED

The question on the motion, which reads as follows:

(1) That the staff report titled “Response to Referral: Options to Limit
House Size, Farm Home Plate and House Footprint” dated December
13, 2017 from the Director, Development and Senior Manager,
Building Approvals be received for information, and

(2)  That staff be directed to:

(a) conduct public consultation regarding the options presented in
this report (“Response to Referral: Options to Limit House Size,
Farm Home Plate and House Footprint”) regarding house size,
farm home plate and house footprint;

(b) receive comments regarding Provincial involvement to encourage
farming;

(c) provide a comparison of the proposed options and the Provincial
guidelines on the Farm Home Plate and House Footprint,

(d) provide sample pictures of houses with the proposed maximum
sizes,

(e) include the maximum house floor area of 5,380 f* for houses on
agricultural land, as noted in the Provincial guidelines, as an
option in the public consultation process, and

() include the existing regulations on maximum house size on
agricultural land as an option in the public consultation process.

was then called and it was CARRIED with Cllr. Loo opposed.
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Minutes

Special Council
Wednesday, December 20, 2017

RESNO. ITEM

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS

Mayor Brodie made the following public announcement (attached to and
forming part of these minutes as Schedule 1):

The City will be consulting with the public on green lane standards in
January, based on interest and feedback received from the community. The
City had previously announced plans to construct a paved lane along an
unopened City lane dedication between Richmond Street and Broadway
Street, from No. 1 Road to 2nd Avenue, following completion of sanitary
sewer repairs along that corridor.

The public consultation will now be expanded to seek public input on a
number of lane standard options, including:

e Paved Lane

e Green Swale Lane

e Country Lane

e Bikeway

Public consultation will take place during January 2018. Two public open
houses will be held at the Steveston Community Centre, 4111 Moncton Street,
on Wednesday, January 10, 2018 and Wednesday, January 17, 2018 from
5:00 to 7:00 p.m. in the Great West Room.

Information boards detailing the options and feedback forms will be available
at the open houses. City staff will be in attendance to answer questions and
provide additional information. Public input will also be sought on other
design measures, including traffic calming options.

In addition, from Wednesday, January 10, 2018 through Sunday, January 28,
2018, interested individuals can visit www.LetsTalkRichmond.ca for more
information on lane options and to complete feedback forms.
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While the consultation will be of primary interest to the residents along the
lane currently being considered, all members of the public are invited to
provide input as the City may utilize this feedback in the future.

It is important to note that the City has no specific plans to develop any other
unopened lane dedications at this time. Consistent with Council Policy 9016,
lanes will only be constructed where there is a City-owned lane dedication
and access is required for sewer or other infrastructure replacement.

Residents with questions about the sewer repair project may contact:

Ben Dias, Manager, Sewerage and Drainage
bdias@richmond.ca
604-244-1207

For lane design queries, contact:

Milton Chan, Manager, Engineering Design & Construction
mchan3@richmond.ca
604-276-4377

For questions regarding the public consultation, contact:

Ted Townsend, Director, Corporate, Communications and Marketing

ttownsend(@richmond.ca
604-276-4399

Also, Mayor Brodie announced that City Hall will be closed from Monday,
December 25, 2017 and will re-open on Tuesday, January 2, 2018. He added
that during the closure, residents can access on-line services or contact the
Public Works 24-hour dispatch line at 604-270-8721.

ADJOURNMENT
SP17/5-7 It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:07 p.m.).
CARRIED
7.
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RESNO. ITEM
Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the Special meeting of the
Council of the City of Richmond held on
Wednesday, December 20, 2017.

Mayor (Malcolm D, Brodie) Corporate Officer (David Weber)
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The City will be consulting with the public on green lane standards in January, based on interest
and feedback received from the community. The City had previously announced plans to
construct a paved lane along an unopened City lane dedication between Richmond Street and
Broadway Street, from No. 1 Road to 2nd Avenue, following completion of sanitary sewer
repairs along that corridor.

The public consultation will now be expanded to seek public input on a number of lane standard
options, including:

¢ Paved Lane Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
¢ Green Swale Lane Special meeting of Richmond
¢ Country Lane City Council held on Wednesday,
¢ Bikeway December 20, 2017.

Public consultation will take place during January. Two public open houses will be held at the
Steveston Community Centre, 4111 Moncton Street, on Wednesday, January 10" and
Wednesday, January 17 from 5:00 to 7:00 p.m. in the Great West Room.

Information boards detailing the options and feedback forms will be available at the open houses.
City staff will be in attendance to answer questions and provide additional information. Public
input will also be sought on other design measures, including traffic calming options.

In addition, from Wednesday, January 10" through Sunday, January 28", interested individuals
can visit www.LetsTalkRichmond.ca for more information on lane options and to complete
feedback forms.

While the consultation will be of primary interest to the residents along the lane currently being
considered, all members of the public are invited to provide input as the City may utilize this
feedback in the future.

It is important to note that the City has no specific plans to develop any other unopened lane
dedications at this time. Consistent with Council Policy 9016, lanes will only be constructed
where there is a City-owned lane dedication and access is required for sewer or other
infrastructure replacement.

Residents with questions about the sewer repair project may contact:

Ben Dias, Manager, Sewerage and Drainage
bdias@richmond.ca
604-244-1207

For lane design queries, contact:

Milton Chan, Manager, Engineering Design & Construction
mchan3@richmond.ca
604-276-4377

For questions regarding the public consultation, contact:

Ted Townsend, Director, Corporate, Communications and Marketing
ttownsend@richmond.ca
604-276-4399

Note that City Hall is closed between December 22 and January 1. Any requests for service
during this time can be directed to the Public Works 24-hour dispatch line at 604-270-8721.
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Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings
Monday, December 18, 2017

Place: Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall

Present: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie
Councillor Chak Au
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Carol Day
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

David Weber, Corporate Officer

Call to Order: Mayor Brodie opened the proceedings at 7:00 p.m.

RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9788
(Location: 10011 Seacote Road; Applicant: Ken Phuah)

Applicant’s Comments:

The Applicant was available to respond to queries.
Written Submissions.

None.

Submissions from the floor:
None.

PH17/11-1 [t was moved and seconded
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9788 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED
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Monday, December 18, 2017

RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9789
(Location: 10460 Williams Road; Applicant: Raj Dhaliwal)

Applicant’s Comments.:
The Applicant was available to respond to queries.

Written Submissions:
None.

Submissions from the floor:
None.

It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9789 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED

OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 9000, AMENDMENT
BYLAW 9520 AND RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500,
AMENDMENT BYLAW 9756

(Location; City Wide; Applicant: City of Richmond)
Applicant’s Comments.

The Applicant (staff on behalf of the City of Richmond) was available to
respond to queries.

Written Submissions:
(a) Sadhu Johnston, City Manager, City of Vancouver (Schedule 1)

(b) Suzanne Goldberg, Director, Public Policy-Canada (Schedule 2)

Submissions from the floor:

Don Flintoff, 6071 Dover Road, queried (i) whether multi-family
developments will have an Electric Vehicle charging station in each
residential parking space, and (ii) in the event of a common plug, which
would be shared by all users, whether it would be regulated differently than a
City-owned plug. Mr. Flintoff was of the opinion that the City would better
benefit from a Supercharge charging station with larger voltages.
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In reply to the delegation’s queries, Brendan McEwen, Sustainability
Manager, advised that (i) all residential parking spaces, excluding visitor
parking, feature an electrical outlet capable of providing Level 2 charging,
and (ii) in consultation with various stakeholders, it was determined that
Level 2 charging would be preferable for at home charging applications.

PH17/11-3 It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw
9520 be given second and third readings.

CARRIED

PH17/11-4 It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9756 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED
PH17/11-5 It was moved and seconded
That Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 9520 be
adopted.
CARRIED
PH17/11-6 It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9756 be adopted.
CARRIED

4 OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 7100, AMENDMENT
" BYLAW 9775 AND OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 7100,

AMENDMENT BYLAW 9797
(Location: Steveston Village; Applicant: City of Richmond)

Applicant’s Comments.

The Applicant (staff on behalf of the City of Richmond) was available to
respond to queries.

Written Submissions:
None.
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Submissions from the floor:

Ken Chow, Architect, expressed concern regarding the proposed changes to
the Steveston Area Plan, noting that he is currently working on a development
in Steveston and the proposed changes may impact the design of the proposed
development and requested that his project be exempt from the proposed
bylaw.

Jun Zi, representative for an investor with an active development in Steveston,
expressed concern with the proposed bylaw and how it would negatively
affect the active development. He remarked that the Applicant has met all of
the City’s requirements and therefore, the active development should be
exempt from the proposed changes.

PH17/11-7 It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Amendment Bylaw
9775 be given second and third readings.
CARRIED
Opposed: Clir. Loo

PH17/11-8 It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Amendment Bylaw
9797 be given second and third readings.

CARRIED
Opposed: Cllr. Loo
PH17/11-9 It was moved and seconded
That Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Amendment Bylaw 9775 be
adopted.

CARRIED
Opposed: Clir. Loo

PH17/11-10 It was moved and seconded
That Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Amendment Bylaw 9797 be
adopted.

CARRIED
Opposed: Clir. Loo
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OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 7100, AMENDMENT
BYLAW 9062 AND RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500,

AMENDMENT BYLAW 9063
(Location: 4020, 4080, 4100, 4180, 4280 and 4300 Bayview Street (formerly 4300 Bayview
Street); Applicant: Onni Development (Imperial Landing) Corp.)

Applicant’s Comments:
The Applicant was available to respond to queries.

Written Submissions:
(a) John Roston, 12262 Ewen Avenue (Schedule 3)

(b) Rupert Whiting (Schedule 4)

(¢) Jim van der Tas, President, Steveston Merchants Association (Schedule
5)

(d) Teresa Murphy, 9651 Finn Road (Schedule 6)

(e) Colleen Burke, 4311 Bayview Street (Schedule 7)

() Erika Simm, 4991 Westminster Highway (Schedule 8)

(g) Marion Smith, Richmond resident (Schedule 9)

(h) Don Flintoff, 6071 Dover Road (Schedule 10)

(i) John Roston, 12262 Ewen Avenue (Schedule 11)

(5) Tasha Schermerhorn, Richmond resident (Schedule 12)

(k) Rossano DeCotiis, President, Onni Group (Schedule 13)

() Memorandum from the Director, Development (Schedule 14)

Submissions from the floor:

Richard Wozny, Principal, Site Economics Ltd., reviewed in detail the
process undertaken to determine the anticipated land lift value, commenting
on (i) estimated lease rates, (i) estimated capitalization rates, and (iii)
estimated building values under the current zoning and under the proposed
new zoning.

Bob King, 11100 Railway Avenue, spoke on the proposed amenity
contribution amount and urged Council to accept nothing less than 100% of
the land lift value.
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John Roston, 12262 Ewen Avenue, remarked that lease capitalization rates are
speculative based on current data and will not be confirmed until after the
leases are executed. He suggested that Council accept the proposed
community amenity contribution amount and review the matter in
approximately three years, at which point the actual land lift value can be
accurately calculated. He added that, should the land lift value be higher than
what is currently estimated, additional amenity contribution funds be
collected.  Alternatively, Mr. Roston suggested that Council accept $5.5
million as estimated by the City’s economic consultant.

Kelly Greene, Richmond resident, spoke in opposition to the proposed
development as she believes that small businesses in Steveston Village will be
negatively affected. She expressed concern with the Applicant’s intentions for
the site and was of the opinion that the amenity contribution amount being
offered was not sufficient.

Cynthia Rautio, 12282 English Avenue, expressed concern with the proposed
hotel use as the site is in a residential neighbourhood. She was of the opinion
that the proposed hotel would increase traffic in the area, and cited concern
with the patrons of the hotel and use of the hotel by unauthentic visitors. Ms.
Rautio then remarked that she did not believe that the hotel would have full
occupancy year-round.

Don Flintoff, 6071 Dover Road, provided background information on the
history of Imperial Landing. He then spoke on the anticipated hotel room
amenities, and was of the opinion that eliminating kitchenettes would
encourage visitors to dine at restaurants. Also, Mr. Flintoff spoke on the
amenity contribution amount, noting that he was in favour of an amount in the
8-9 million dollar range.

Judy Schneider, 3851 Francis Road, expressed concern with regard to the
proposed hotel use and was of the opinion that the introduction of large
retailers in Steveston Village would negatively impact current local small
businesses. Ms. Schneider then urged Council to reject the application.

Jim van der Tas, President, Steveston Merchants Association, spoke on the
potential to rent the existing vacant space at the subject site to fishing
companies in need of office space. He then suggested that the development
be split into thirds whereby each third would be Retail, Commercial, and
Maritime Mixed Use. Mr. van der Tas urged Council to consider a
compromise that would benefit all involved and was of the opinion that the
elimination of kitchenettes from the proposed hotel would be supported by
Steveston restaurant owners.
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Vern Renneberg, 4211 Bayview Street, expressed concern with regard to the
first floor of the development site being used as a storage facility and
remarked that he did not believe that Onni would be a good corporate
neighbour in Steveston Village. He then queried the estimated land lift value
reduction and urged Council to reject the application.

Jackie Turner, 12251 Hayashi Court, commented on a previous application
submitted by the BC Packers for Imperial Landing. She noted that she would
like to see the community amenity contribution go towards upgrading the
Steveston Community Centre, which would benefit residents. Ms. Turner then
commented on general business practices, noting that all businesses have
competition and the market demand determines their viability. She then
stated that she would like to see the current vacant space filled.

Jackie, 4080 Garry Street, spoke in opposition to the proposed development.
She was of the opinion that Steveston Village did not need another hotel and
believed that it would be vacant. She then queried the Applicant’s intentions
and was suspicious of the proposed project. She requested that Mixed
Maritime Use remain the only zone applied to the subject site.

Rick Pawluk, 3257 Hunt Street, expressed concern with the proposed
development and queried the Applicant’s intentions. He urged Council to
carefully consider the application and obtain a higher community contribution
amount,

Mayor Brodie acknowledged the conclusion of the first round of public
speakers and invited the Applicant to address Council on comments made by
the public delegations.

Chris Evans, Executive Vice-President, Onni Group, referenced a letter dated
December 18, 2017 from Rossano De Caotiis, President Onni Group (Schedule
13).

In response to queries from Council, Mr. Evans commented on the Onni
Group’s public perception in Richmond and was of the opinion that a
disreputable business would not be in operation or be a successful business.
He acknowledged challenges the company has faced in other projects, and
remarked that these issues have been resolved and have provided valuable
experience to the company. Mr. Evans then stated that Onni has been
transparent and available to all stakeholders and despite their efforts, not all
stakeholders have been satisfied.
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Mr. Evans spoke to the current proposed amenity contribution amount, noting
that the amount remains the same; however, as a gesture of good will, Onni is
offering donations of $250,000 to each of two local groups: the Steveston
Historical Society and the Richmond Hospital Foundation.

In reply to further queries from Council, Mr. Evans commented on the
anticipated hotel room rates, noting that like with any business, there would
be seasonable fluctuations in price and prices may be comparable to those at
the hotel situated at Lonsdale Quay. He then commented on the anticipated
hotel operation model, noting that it would be marketed similar to that of
Airbnb.

Mr. Evans concluded his remarks but stating that Onni believes the proposed
application is a strong compromise from what was initially proposed and that
Onni is open to hearing rationale whereby a developer contributes over 100%
of an anticipated land lift value.

Seven speakers then addressed Council for a second time with new
information.

Bob King, 11100 Railway Avenue, was of the opinion that the issue at hand
was not financial, but instead about the project’s impact on the community.

Cynthia Rautio, 12282 English Avenue, cited concern regarding the operation
of the proposed hotel as an Airbnb-style, as hotel patrons would not be
accountable and adjacent residents’ security would be compromised.

In response to concerns raised regarding the operation of the proposed hotel
as an Airbnb-style, Mr. Craig advised that should Council wish to apply
restrictions on the proposed hotel, such conditions would need to be applied
now and would become a rezoning consideration.

John Roston, 12262 Ewen Avenue, stated that disorderly conduct by hotel
patrons was not welcome and advocated that his suggestions regarding the
community amenity contribution be considered since accurate lease rates
remain unknown.

Jim van der Tas, Steveston Merchants Association, advised that small
businesses wish to see permitted uses limited on the subject site.

Vern Renneberg, 4211 Bayview Street, queried the proposed donations to the
two local groups, noting that it was unorthodox.
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Don Flintoff, 6071 Dover Road, expressed concern regarding the security of
residents adjacent to the subject site, particularly if the proposed hotel is not
staffed full-time. Mr. Flintoff stated that a conventional hotel operation was
preferable.

In response to concerns raised, Mr. Evans clarified that the proposed hotel
would only utilize Airbnb’s room booking model as it is a valuable marketing
tool and plays to consumers’ desire to lodge in a residential-style
accommodation.

Discussion ensued regarding the current proposed community amenity
contribution amount and as a result, the following motion was introduced:

PH17/11-11 It was moved and seconded
That the rezoning considerations for Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100,
Amendment Bylaw 9062 and Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment
Bylaw 9063 be amended to reflect an amenity contribution of $5.5 million
as estimated by the economic consultants.

The question on the motion was not called as materials regarding a past
marina proposal from the BC Packers was distributed (attached to and
forming part of these minutes as Schedule 15).

Discussion took place on the proposed community amenity contribution
amount. Also, it was clarified that a legal agreement would be registered on
the subject site, which would ensure that all airspace parcels would remain
under a single ownership scenario; should there be desire to stratify the
subject site, a subsequent rezoning application would be required and be
brought before Council for its consideration.

The question on the motion was then called and it was CARRIED with Clirs.
Au, Day, and Steves opposed.

PH17/11-12 It was moved and seconded

That the Application by Onni Development (Imperial Landing) Corp. for a
Zoning Text Amendment at 4020, 4080, 4100, 4180, 4280 And 4300
Bayview Street (Formerly 4300 Bayview Street) to amend the '"Steveston
Maritime Mixed Use (ZMU12)" Zone and the "Steveston Maritime (ZC21)"
Zone be referred back to staff for further discussion with the Applicant and
that a potential covenant for the proposed hotel to be operated similar to a
traditional hotel be examined.

CARRIED
Opposed: Clirs. Au
Day
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ADJOURNMENT

PH17/11-13 It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (10:27 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the Regular meeting for Public
Hearings of the City of Richmond held on
Monday, December 18, 2017,

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) Corporate Officer (David Weber)
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
Public Hearing meeting of
Richmond City Council held on
Monday, December 18, 2017.

To Public Hearing
Date:_0EC. 1% ,20i]

item # 3

Re:. B laws 9520

Y 41sé
e
). CITY OF OFFICE OF THE CITY MANAGER

VANCO UVER Sadhu Johnston, City Manager

December 13, 2017

Mayor and Councillors

City of Richmond

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmond, British Columbia
V6Y 2C1

Dear Mayor and Councillors:

RE: Electric Vehicle Infrastructure Requirements in New Homes

On behalf of the City of Vancouver, | would like to express my support for the City of
Richmond’s proposed requirements for electric vehicle charging infrastructure in new
developments. Shifting to electric vehicles (EVs) helps to reduce carbon pollution and air
pollutants that impact human health, and helps residents and businesses save money,

The City of Richmond's proposed requirements are a bold step forward. They will ensure that
when a resident in a new home switches to an EV, they will have EV charging capability in
their home parking stall. This avoids the need for more costly retrofits, thereby eliminating a
barrier to EV adoption. At the same time, the proposed standards will allow developers to
take advantage of evolving technologies and minimize construction costs.

Since 2011, the City of Vancouver has required that all new homes be built with some electric
vehicle charging circuits in their parking areas (all stalls for single family homes and duplex,
and 20 per cent of parking stalls for multi-family). This has resulted in nearly 17,000 new
home charging circuits since 2014 alone. Vancouver is planning to update our requirements in
early 2018 to align with Richmond’s proposed requirements so that 100 per cent of new
residential developments will be EV-ready.

Once again, | commend your leadership on this important issue and encourage you to support
the proposed requirements.

Yougs truly,

City Manager ‘

tel: 604,873.7627 -
sadhu. johnston@vancouver,ca

City of Vancouver, Office of the City Manager
453 West 12th Avenue

Vancouver, British Columbia V5Y 1V4 Canada
tel: 604,873,7625 fax: 604,873.7641
website: vancouver.ca

BC’s Top Employer§
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ON TABLE ITEM Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the

Date:_Dec. (5,250 Public Hearing meeting of
Meeting: PubWwe Heav: ne Richmond City Council held on
CityClerk ltem:_d4F2 - Monday, December 18, 2017.
From: Suzanne Goldberg <suzanne.goldberg@chargepoint.com>
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 16:50
To: CityClerk
Subject: Letter of support for the proposed Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9756
Attachments: 2017.12.18 - ChargePoint Letter of Support.pdf
David,

Please find enclosed ChargePoint’s letter of support for the City of Richmond staff’'s October 15, 2017 proposed Zoning
Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9756 for Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure —Requirements for New
Developments.

ChargePoint applauds of the City of Richmond for considering this proposal and demonstrating its leadership in
supporting electric vehicles. If you have any questions, please contact me at Suzanne.goldberg@chargepoint.com or
(778) 558-3617.

-Suzanne

Suzanne Goldberg

Director, Public Policy -~ Canada
+1.778.558.3617 mobile

ChargePoint, Inc. | Vancouver BC | Canada

This email and any attachments are intended for the sole use of the intended recipient(s)
and

contain(s) confidential information that may be proprietary, privileged or copyrighted
under

applicable law. If you are not the intended recipient, do not read, copy, or forward
this email

message or any attachments and delete this email message and any attachments
immediately.
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December 18t 2017

David Weber

City of Richmond

City Clerk's Office

6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, British Columbia
VBY 2C1 Canada

RE: Support for the City of Richmond's zoning bylaw amendments for electric vehicle charging
infrastructure requirements for new developments

Dear David,

ChargePoint is pleased to support the City of Richmond staff's October 15, 2017 proposed Zoning Bylaw
8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9756 for Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure —Requirements for New
Developments.ChargePoint, headquartered in Campbeli, California, is the world's largest electric vehicle
charging network, featuring over 43,000 charging spots, including over 700 ports in BC. Every 2 seconds,
a driver connects to a ChargePoint station, and by initiating over 31 million charging sessions,
ChargePoint drivers have driven over 744 million gas free miles.

This proposal builds upon the City’s efforts to reduce GHG emissions and promote the use of electric
vehicles, which can reduce emissions up to 98% relative to a gasoline vehicle. The proposal is well
designed to address immediate and longer-term electric vehicle demand for several reasons:

e The proposal will accommodate near and long term demand with EV-ready infrastructure for all
residential parking spaces, which will include an energized electrical outlet capable of providing a
minimum of Level 2 charging infrastructure in each parking space

o The proposal accounts for the growing demand for electric vehicles in the region by including
provisions for all parking spaces. Annual sales of electric vehicles have increased four-fold since
2013, and these trends are anticipated to continue.

e The proposal addresses one of the largest barriers to electric vehicle adoption: limited access to
home charging. According to data from the US Department of Energy and Simon Fraser
University, over 70% of charging occurs at home.

e The proposal will reduce the cost of future charging station installation significantly by preparing
buildings now, at the time of construction for charging station infrastructure needs. Further more,
as shown in the staff report, the use of energy management can further reduce installation costs
for new development.

ChargePoint applauds of the City of Richmond for considering this proposal and demonstrating its
leadership in supporting electric vehicles. Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments on this
proposal. If you have any questions, please contact me at Suzanne.goldberg@chargepoint.com or (778)
558-3617.

Respectfully,

37 /f»‘;" !

Suzanne Goldberg
Director, Public Policy — Canada, ChargePoint
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Sublic Hearing  meeting  of Date: DeC. i%.,2017
ichmond City Council held on tem #.5 )
Vionday, December 18, 2017. Re:_Bylaws 9062 <106 2

From: John Roston, Mr <john.roston@mcgill.ca>

Sent: Wednesday, 22 November 2017 08:18

To: Badyal,Sara

Cc: Brodie,Malcolm; Johnston,Ken; Au,Chak; Loo,Alexa; Dang,Derek; McPhail,Linda;

McNulty,Bill; Steves,Harold; Day,Carol; Sean Lawson
Subject: Onni

Dear Ms. Badyal,

Whether Mr. Wozny is willing or not to update his report, Councillor Loo made the important point that the City would
be foolish to go back to a consultant whose initial report was unsatisfactory.

Suggestions for your consideration:

1. Mr. Lawson has recommended Mr. Roger Chang of Johnston, Ross and Chang Appraisal as someone who has an
expert knowledge of commercial real estate lease rates and cap rates in Steveston and is qualified to do a new uplift
calculation.

2. 1t would be helpful if the new consultant could calculate the uplift both with and without financial services as an
allowed use.

3. Mr. Evans of Onni could be asked whether he accepts that Building 2 could be subdivided or wishes to have additional
expert input on the matter.

Many thanks for your continuing courtesy and helpfulness in this matter.
John Roston
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From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Follow Up Flag:
Flag Status:

Categories:

To Public Hearing
Date: DeC 1%, 20171

tem #.5

Rupert Whiting <rupertwhiting@gmail.com>
Friday, 24 November 2017 12:35
MayorandCouncillors

Thank you for resisting Onni

Follow up
Flagged

Dylaws 62,9063

- TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

| try to make a point of saying well-done when | see it happening.

Thanks to the seven who wisely voted to continue to resist the Onni proposals until there is an appropriate sum on the
table. Even then there are things that money cannot put right but | agree with Mayor Brodie’s comment that this hasn’t
been and won’t be an overnight decision and, when the time comes, the local businesses and landlords will no longer be

able to say that they were taken by surprise. For now though | support a minimum fee from Onni of S$10M.

One thing that | would never support is the notion of any city-run facility having Onni as the landlord. That would be a

very unwise compromise unless it was only for a fixed term to atllow redevelopment of another site.

To Ms Loo and Mr Johnson | think that you need to take a good long look at what you stand for in the long term for the

city. Neither of you will be getting my vote in any future election and Ms Loo, | used to be an advocate of yours.

Best regards

Rupert Whiting
(604) 339-5369
rupertwhiting@gmail.com
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Building 2 MMU Given the many new companies this could be used easily as MMU. We believe that ONNI will fill that
space quickly with a grocery store if given the zoning to do so. The grocery store is liked by some but many many more
are very vocal that this is the wrong spot for a host of reasons, you have heard them all. Do we really need 3 grocery
stores within 2 walking blocks of each other ?

Building 1 — Full on Retail.

We would even suggest you allow retail zoning right now for building 1 and 3 and they can start the process of leasing
out the very next day, starting construction early in the new year. If that were to happen | believe a lot of pressure
would be alleviated on finding a solution for the remaining buildings. It should be noted that in doing so it will of course

change the lift and the contribution that Onni needs to give.

Thank you in advance for reading this longer that anticipated e-mail. As always if you have any questions please feel free
to contact me directly.

Sincerely,

Jim van der Tas
C 604-834-0693

Sent from Mail for Windows 10
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Schedule 6 to the Minutes of the

dublic  Hearing  meeting  of

Richmond City Council held on
MayorandCouncillors Vionday, December 18, 2017.

From: TERESA MURPHY <tmmurphy@shaw.ca>
Sent: Friday, 15 December 2017 13:01

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Here is an article about Onni worth reading
Hi,

Did you see this article about Onni?

https://globalnews.ca/news/3910790/vancouver-onni-rentals/?utm source=GlobalBC&utm medium=Facebook

All the best,
Teresa Murphy, 9651 Finn Road
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Vancouver approved a condo project, in part, because it had rentals. They cost $5,400/mo... Page 1 of 3

Canada December 11, 2017 7:55 pm : Updated: December 11, 2017 9:58 pm

Vancouver approved a condo project, in part, because
it had rentals. They cost $5,400/month

By Jesse Ferreras and Tanya Beja Global News

A new building in Downtown Vancouver is under fire, with critics saying it does
nothing to increase market rentals in the city. Tanya Beja reports.

The City of Vancouver is pushing to secure more rental housing so that its people can find a place
to live.

That's a tough task to accomplish when units are going for $5,400 — precisely for a building by
developer Onni that’s located on Richards Street downtown,

WATCH: Vancouver ‘kickback’ to prominent developer

Years ago, the city granted Onni a rezoning for the building with an increased floor space ratio (FSR)
— meaning it could take up more room on the land it was located upon.

The project was to be located in a zone that only allowed for an FSR of 5.0, but city staff
recommended that the ratio be hiked up to 8.87 — increasing the buildable floor space from
150,000 sq. ft. to 265,945 sq. ft.

READ MORE: EXCLUSIVE: City of Vancouver says it mistakenly gave $1.5M break to real estate
developer

The city recommended this after the developer pledged numerous features in the building.
One was that it would inciude a 37-space daycare — an amenity that city staff “welcomed.”

Another was that it would include 130 market renta!l units.

Said a staff report: “the provision of rental housing advances a
significant housing policy goal of the city since rental housing is
affordable to a broader range of household incomes than home
ownership.”

CNCL -40
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Vancouver approved a condo project, in part, because it had rentals. They cost $5,400/mo... Page 2 of 3

Council voted it through. But at least one councillor regrets supporting it now that she’s seen how
much it costs to rent there.

A Craigslist post shows a 450-sq.-ft. unit being offered for $5,400 per month, and a two-bedroom
for $6,600.

“This is not for the
local market,” said
Coun. Adriane Catrr,
“This is not solving
the housing
affordability crisis in
this city.”

She was concerned
that units at the
building would
function less like
rental housing and
more like an
extended-stay hotel.

Condo buildings in Vancouver.

“l

THE CANADIAN PRESS/Darryl Dyck
absolutely

would not
have approved it” had she known, Carr told Global News.

This isn’t the first time that Onni has come under scrutiny for taking rental units and renting them out
for short periods.

READ MORE: City of Vancouver now considering legal action against unlicensed luxury hotel

Earlier this year, the developer paid a $24,000 fine for taking nightly rentals at its building on
Seymour Street.

A spokesperson for the project said units there won't be rented for less than a month at a time —
and that’s legal.

READ MORE: Vancouver approves new regulations for short-term rentals like Airbnb
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Carr wants city bylaws changed so that units are preserved as rental housing.

“It should be very clear in our bylaw that it's long-term rentals, not
one month,” she said.

This very building also faced scrutiny late last year when Onni received a $1.5-million Development
Cost Levy (DCL) waiver under the city’s Rental 100 program, even though it didn't qualify for one.

In the wake of the waiver, Vancouver city Coun. George Affleck pushed a motion that the city carry
out an external audit looking into how it was granted.

Council approved that motion, but in a June 1 memo, Vancouver city manager Sadhu Johnston said
internal audit work done by staff “achieves council’s directive for a thorough and transparent review
of this situation.”

READ MORE: Developer under fire for years of luxury short-term rentals in Vancouver without
hotel license

He said an external audit would cost anywhere between $230,000 and $350,000 “to replicate the
full scope of the internal audit review.” So they didn’t proceed with an external audit.

As for Onni, it repaid the $1.5-million waiver to the city.

© 2017 Global News, a division of Corus Entertainment Inc.
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> Some of you have noticed how mega fortress houses have come to dominate and destroy existing home
neighbourhoods. Can you imagine that allowing a mega strip mall, complete with hote! will somehow be compatible in
this similar setting?

>

> It is not just that our homes will lose value with the large increase in traffic, crime, air, noise, garbage and light
poliution. Allowing general commercial and hotel use will change our neighbourhood forever. And will dominate and
destroy it.

>

> Aside from other commercial destinations, a 32 unit hotel could by itself result in thousands more vehicles using our
small street, at all hours.

>

> Yet, Onni and city council seem absolutely determined to get the shopping centre underway.

>

> | have noted this in previous communications to Council, but it cannot be emphasized enough: It is shockingly
improper that the sole consideration on this rezoning proposal appears to be the amount of money Onni must pay for
the bylaw amendments.

>

> Land use decisions are supposed to be about compatibility with existing uses, impacts on affected properties and
neighbourhood character, the environment, health, safety, (and yes - land values: but not just the land values of one
owner or set of shareholders). It appeared to me and others, at the public hearing in October, that most of the council
members had made up their minds to vote for the amendments. Only the developer’s “contribution” was left to be
resolved.

>

> The minutes of the continued hearing in November and the recent newspaper notice for the December 18 hearing
suggest the same: the zoning is for sale and price is all that matters.

>

> There is no point to having a planning department if a developer can build and use for whatever it wants, subject only
to a price requirement.

>

> Like many of my fellow residents in the village of Steveston, | have lost hope in getting fair representation on the
imperial landing proposal, let alone seeing our village heritage respected and appropriately conserved.

>

> | have been committed to Steveston in so many ways.

> I"'mold now. | had hoped to be here forever.

> If the proposed amendments go through, however, | too will be looking at selling and moving away.

>

> It’s just so heartbreaking.

>

> M C Burke

> 4311 Bayview

> Steveston

>>
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FROM : ERIKA SIMM FAX 273 3240 PHONE NO. @ 273 3287 Dec. 15 2817 @6:26PM P1

Schedule 8 to the Minutes of the
Public Hearing meeting of
Richmond City Council held on

17.
December 15, 2017 Monday, December 18, 20

To: Mayor and Council

City of Richmond, from Lrika Simm
6311 No 3 Rd. 4991 Westminster Hwy
Fax: 604-278-5139 Richmond, B.C. V7C 187

Re: application by ONNI for a zoning amendment at Tmperial Landing
Dear Mayor and Councillors,

.. It seems to me that Onni has made hardly any advancements to meet the MMU zoning
s - requirements, which where present when Onni purchased the parcels of waterfront land
" at.4300 Bayview Street.
This site is absolutely the very best location on the old “ Packers “ site. As you know in
Real Estate it is all about location, location, location.
It was advantageous for Onni to be able to purchase the parcels at a price that considered
‘the: MMU zoning which was in place at that time.
“But, rather than being a good corporate development company, Onni chose to ignore this
special zoning, which was put in place by a large, very diverse committee to enhance the
~ continued maritime / fishing theme and use along Stevestons waterfront.
Onni-chose a stalemate rather than to comply with City zoning regulations.

As a retired Realtor I have met many developers in my day, but I have never encountered
a development company like this! Most developers confribute some public amenities to
the cornmunities they do business with. They care about their image and are benevolent,
especially after they have reached their goal of a large and dominant corporation in
Greater Vancouver. The least they could have done is to comply with City zoning
regulations like every other developer.

If Council at this time decides to accept a one time sum for the value increase of the
zoning upgrade of the parcels at 4300 Bayview Street, than it should be no less than § 9
" Mil. which is the amount the City’s consultant Site Economics Ltd determined.

9 Million is a small amount in the scheme of things, it is the cost of doing business for
Onni. This amount is vot even enough to build a library annex to the existing community
‘centre, for instance.

- 1 don’t think that anything less is acceptable for the people of Richmond, and especially
for the people of Steveston.

- Thank you.

Yours, as always @MS@V\,’V\'\J
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MayorandCouncillors

Schedule 9 to the Minutes of the ON TABLE ITEM

Public  Hearing meeting  of , N
Richmond City Council held on Date:. DQC;‘?F‘?‘T‘, —
Vionday, December 18, 2017. . Meeting: PUiolIC BEAT 100,

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Categories:

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

Item:_# S - Gl

Marion Smith <marionsmith@shaw.ca>

Saturday, 16 December 2017 22:07

MayorandCouncillors

ONNI's Vancouver rentals - recent Global news coverage

- DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

You should be aware of ONNI's activities in Vancouver. See this link from Global BC's Dec 11th news regarding the rental
rates they are charging in a new development.

https://globainews.ca/news/3910790/vancouver-onni-rentals/

Regards,
Marion Smith
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Canada December 11, 2017 7:55 pm Updated: December 11, 2017 9:58 pm

Vancouver approved a condo project, in part, because it
had rentals. They cost $5,400/month

By Jesse Ferreras and Tanya Beja Global News

A new building in Downtown Vancouver is under fire, with critics saying it does nothing to
increase market rentals in the city. Tanya Beja reports.

The City of Vancouver is pushing to secure more rental housing so that its people can find a place to live.

That's a tough task to accomplish when units are going for $5,400 — precisely for a building by developer
Onni that's located on Richards Street downtown.

WATCH: Vancouver ‘kickback’ to prominent developer

Years ago, the city granted Onni a rezoning for the building with an increased floor space ratio (FSR) —
meaning it could take up more room on the land it was located upon.

The project was to be located in a zone that only allowed for an FSR of 5.0, but city staff recommended that
the ratio be hiked up to 8.87 — increasing the buildable floor space from 150,000 sq. ft. to 265,945 sq. ft.

READ MORE: EXCLUSIVE: City of Vancouver says it mistakenly gave $1.5M break to real estate
developer

The city recommended this after the developer pledged numerous features in the building.
One was that it would include a 37-space daycare — an amenity that city staff “welcomed.”

Another was that it would include 130 market rental units.

Said a staff report: “the provision of rental housing advances a significant
housing policy goal of the city since rental housing is affordable to a
broader range of household incomes than home ownership.”

Council voted it through. But at least one councillor regrets supporting it now that she’s seen how much it
costs to rent there.

A Craigslist post shows a 450-sq.-ft. unit being offered for $5,400 per month, and a two-bedroom for $6,600.

“This is not for the local
market,” said Coun. Adriane
Carr. “This is not solving the CNCL - 47

https://globalnews.ca/news/3910730/vancouver-onni-rentals/ 1/3



12/18/2017 Vancouver approved a condo project, in part, because it had rentals. They cost $5,400/month - BC | Globalnews.ca

housing affordability crisis in
this city.”

She was concerned that units
at the building would function
less like rental housing and
more like an extended-stay
hotel.

“| absolutely
would not have
approved it” had
she known, Carr
told Global News.

Condo buildings in Vancouver.

This isn’t the first time that THE CANADIAN PRESS/Darryl Dyck
Onni has come under scrutiny
for taking rental units and renting them out for short periods.

READ MORE: City of Vancouver now considering legal action against unlicensed luxury hotel
Earlier this year, the developer paid a $24,000 fine for taking nightly rentals at its building on Seymour Street.

A spokesperson for the project said units there won't be rented for less than a month at a time — and that's
legal.

READ MORE: Vancouver approves new regulations for short-term rentals like Airbnb

Carr wants city bylaws changed so that units are preserved as rental housing.

“It should be very clear in our bylaw that it's long-term rentals, not one
month,” she said.

This very building also faced scrutiny late last year when Onni received a $1.5-million Development Cost
Levy (DCL) waiver under the city’s Rental 100 program, even though it didn't qualify for one.

In the wake of the waiver, Vancouver city Coun. George Affleck pushed a motion that the city carry out an
external audit looking into how it was granted.

Council approved that motion, but in a June 1 memo, Vancouver city manager Sadhu Johnston said internal
audit work done by staff “achieves council's directive for a thorough and transparent review of this situation.”

CNCL -48
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READ MORE: Developer under fire for years of luxury short-term rentals in Vancouver without hotel
license

He said an external audit would cost anywhere between $230,000 and $350,000 “to replicate the full scope
of the internal audit review.” So they didn’t proceed with an external audit.

As for Onni, it repaid the $1.5-million waiver to the city.

© 2017 Global News, a division of Corus Entertainment Inc.
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ON TABLE ITEM
Date:_Dec. 1% 201 Schedule 10 to the Minutes of
Meeting: Pablic Flenrirg the Public Hearing meeting of
MayorandCouncillors S Lo Richmond City Council held on
L tem: 5 ~Onan *Monday, December 18. 2017 -

From: Don Flintoff <don_flintoff@hotmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, 17 December 2017 12:19

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Onni - December 20, 2017 Public Hearing OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 7100,

AMENDMENT BYLAW 9062 AND RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT
BYLAW 9063 Location: 4020, 4080, 4100, 4180, 4280 and 4300 Bayview Street (formerly
4300 Bayview Street) Applican

Attachments: Onni and Community Amenity Contributions Dec 19.docx

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

Hi,

See attached letter to Council.
Cheers & Merry Xmas,

Don
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December 12, 2017

Mayor & Council
City of Richmond

RE: December 20, 2017 Public Hearing

OFFICIAL COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 7100, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9062 AND RICHMOND ZONING
BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9063

Location: 4020, 4080, 4100, 4180, 4280 and 4300 Bayview Street (formerly 4300 Bayview Street)

Applicant: Onni Development (Imperial Landing) Corp.

Page 1 of 7
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Previous History

A bit of history of the site gleamed from the City’s website —

{mperial Landing Chronolesy —~ 1958 tp Preseat

Sept, 17, 1998 — A Land Use Plan for the Steveston Properties Site was officially adopted by

Couneil.

Dec, 1998 - B.C. Packess submittad an Application for Rezening, Development Permit &
Subdivision,

Oct. 1999 ~ B.C.Packers Rezoning Application reaches Third Reading {6-3).

May 28, 2601 - Council approves B.C. Packers Application (5-3). (Report May 24/01, File No.
8060-21-7108/RZ 98753803) (Reqms No. 420882)
For: Dang/Greenhil/Johnston/Kumagai/McNulty
Against: Mayor Halsey-Brandt/Brodie/Steves
Abseunt until 8;08 pm — Barnes

Sep. 2001 - The City obtained title to the Waterfront Lands from B.C. Packers.
Dee, 2001 - The Site and Development Plans were sold te the Onni Group.
March ~ 2063 - The waterfroat park and boardwalk opened to the public.

Nov. 2003 « Yarious ‘visions’ were presented in Publie Open Houses at Cicy Hall.

Dec.15/16, 2003 ~ General Purposes Commitiee Meetings: the Gen. Mgr. Parks, Recreation &
Cultural Svees presenfed “Feedback — Imperial Landing Open Houses”.
Differing views, opinions, and concerns were expressed by those present.
This repert was referved to staff for further consideration of 20 elements.

Feb. 20, 2004 -General Purposes Committee Meeting: The Manager, Policy Planning, outlined
in a Report by Planner David Brownlee, various elements which were to be
reviewed, arising from the Dec.11, 2003 report ‘Feedback - Imperial Landing

Open Houses”, from the General Manager Parks, Recreation & Cultural
Services. Three options were outlined, with the third arising from

the General Manager, Urban Development and Onni representatives exploring
a possible ‘Compromise Option’, “Staff were directed to further explore with
Onni Development (Imperial Landing) Corp. a modified development package
for the Imperial Landing Maritime Mixed Use (MMU) area and the northeast
corner of Bayview and No.1 Road with the objective of having Onni submit a
rezoning application for Council’s consideration®. (All Couneil incl Kumagai),

Exploxing the compramise option, the following elements were included:

* an additional 30,000 sq.ft. of residential development would be pevmitted

within the MMU;
* an additienal 7,000 sq.ft. of retail commercial for north of Bayview St., near

No.1 Road intended to accommodate a specialty grocery store;
* the existing zones for the MMU would be altered to permit retail commercial;

Page 2 of 7
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* Onniwonld design nnd build a fish market within the MMU avea provided
that there was a bonafide eommitment to lease such space from interested
parties;

* Onni weunld make a financial contribution toward fature waterfront or other
improvements, It is intended that this matter wonld be discussed in a future
clesed Council session,

{ On page 7, the Financial Impact of Compromise Option 3, is noted as -
“ $1.7 million or more potential contribution toward ecommunity amenities.”)

Mareh 1, 2604 - General Purposes Commitiee Meeting: Mr. Crowe, Manager Policy Planning
and My, Burke, Manager, Development Applications, reviewed with Committes
the charts which were on display, to explain the modified development proposal
for the Imperial Landing Maririme Mixed Use (MMU) area and the north-east
corner of Bayview Streef and No.1 Read,

Moved and seconded: that staff report to Committee with visions for the
Imperial Landing Maritime Mized Use (MMU) area and the north-east corner

of Bayview Street and No.1 Road, without pre-commitient, on alternatives for
the site. Elements (a) to (f) to be considered; also ~ that staff provide

information on (i) the timing of a presentation to the public for discussion on the
alternate visions, and (ii) how the public consultation process would be

wndertalien, Carried:

Dec. 26,2005 - In the Planning Committee Minutes.- “Mr, Burke provided an oral update on
the status of the Onni rezoning proposal., He advised that staff were
currently reviewing the revised plans, which had increased the size of the
residential component and decreased the size of the commercial element. My,
Burke added that the key components were still included in the design, and that
once staff had completed their review, the developer would be holding public
information meetings in the area to present the proposal fe area residents.
General Manager, Urban Development, Joe Erceg advised that full vehicular
access had been negotiated through the Ounni property to the City-owned
waterfront property; and as well, the developer had agreed to organize the
property in such a way to inerease the outdeoy plaza area for use by the City™.
Reference was made to the current zoning of the City-owned water loi property
as it related to the Onni proposal, and advice was given that staff would review
that issue as part of their review of the Onai project.

Dee, 20, 2005 to Dec. 2006 — No mention of progress with the proposal is neted in Council
Minutes or those of the Planning or Genera] Purposes Committees. The last
significant review and discussion invelving public participation took place
March 1, 2004,

Page 3 of 7
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o?

Aprit/May 2006 - Onni held several selective and one short Public Open House (May 24, 2006),
to present what is being proposed Yoy the sie {Mo deseriptive handout
provided).

The eastern section from Fasthope Ave. inelndes thres condominium buildings,
with a fotal of approximately 100 residential units,

Dee. 13, 2006 - Onni held a Publie Open Honse re Imperial Landing, Community im.iited to
learn about what was being proposed for this site. (No information piece
provided)

The west end of the site from Easthope Ave is now commercial and includes the
grocery store which moves from the nostheast corner of No.1 Road and
Bayview Street. The residential component remains east of Easthope Ave. and
includes 12-15 townhome units of varying height to English Ave and then a
condominium structure paralleling Bayview Street with approximately 30 nnits
and another condominium building running nertl/south at the eastern limit
with about 30 units. Very little public open/green space between the residential
baildings and the walkway, has been included.

Onni’s Request

Onni has asked the City to amend the OCP and the definition of “Maritime Mixed Use”. Hence, the
Community will lose the Maritime Mix Used granted by Bylaw 9062. The buildings are 30,530 sq. ft. in
total with 106 underground parking stalls located on the urban waterfront in Steveston.

The CAC Numbers & Calculation Results

As Onni has been the one presenting offers in this negotiation, it is time for the City to put forward their
offer for Onni’s consideration. There are numerous calculations with a wide range of numbers to digest.
Onni will argue that Mr. Roston’s numbers are too high and Mr. Roston will argue Onni’s numbers are
too low. It is time for the City to put its “best and final offer” on the table before closing this matter for
the foreseeable future.

Council has lots of numbers to consider. However, it has yet to land on a number. The numbers are
listed below:
e On March 17, 2014, Onni had proposed a CAC of $1.5 million.
e On May 7, 2014, Mr. Roston submitted his analysis showing the suggested CAC should be $8.6
million.
e InJune 2017, Coriollis recommended a CAC of $2.04 million to $2.55 million.
e OnSeptember 13,2017, Mr. Roston revised his CAC t0°$11:9 million. 9
e  On October 11, 2017 the Community Amenity Contribution offered by Onni was $2 375 Million.
e On October 16, 2017, as part of their delegation to Council, Onni increased their community
amenity contribution offer amount to $3,375,000.
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e  On November 2017, Onni offers to voluntarily contribute $4.75 million towards the Steveston
Community Amenity provision account.

e Arecently received calculation shows that the community amenity contribution should be
$12.212 million for Buildings 1-4 and another $8.45 million for Buildings 5-6 for a total of $20.66
million.

Currently the CAC amounts being discusses, range for $11.9 million to $20.66 miilion by members of the
Community, and Onni’s most recent offer of $4.75 million. Taking the lower number of about $12
million and Onni’s amount of $4.75 million, we can split the difference at about $8 to $9 million as a
possible settlement amount.

Changed Perceptions of Onni

Given the passage of time and the recent publicity about Onni:

e Dec. 2, 2016: Onni tells Global News it will repay the City of Vancouver the $1.5-million waiver it
was allegedly mistakenly granted.

e December 2, 2016 Global News The Rental 100 program has already come under
scrutiny this week, after Global News discovered the developer Onni was given a $1.5-
million kickback under the program for their mixed condo/rental building The Charleson,
despite not qualifying for the incentive and never having applied for it.

e CBC News Posted: Mar 30, 2017, Onni has been warned twice to stop the practice, says City of
Vancouver

For the reasons above, any CAC settlement should require a bond be posted by Onni for the settlement
amount.

A Proposed Negotiated Settlement

One solution might be a CAC of about $8-9 million. This would be a suitable amount even though it falls
short of Mr. Roston’s and other calculations. The CAC should be applied to the upgrade of the net loft (in
the 2018 capital budget) and is in line with the Maritime Mixed Use the City will forfeit by amending the
bylaw. Onni should consider this amount as the City’s “Best and Final Offer”. As the City must rely upon
Onni to fulfill its part of any negotiated agreement, it should require a bond be posted.

As part of the settlement agreement, the City will permit the amended zoning requested, will allow
hotel suites without kitchens and will permit a wine bar similar in nature to the Cobblestone Wine bar in
Naramata®. Also, the hotel should portray a maritime theme to reflect the intent of the Maritime Mixed
Use no longer required to be provided by Onni. Properly done, this Maritime theme hotel could emulate
the Naramata Heritage Inn & Spa shown below.

! https://naramatainn.com/
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D. Flintoff
6071 Dover Rd., Richmond
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ON TABLE ITEM Schedule 11 to the Minutes of

Date:_Dec. 1%, 2017 the Public Hearing meeting of
CityClerk Meeting: @'Pu bilic ,Hcm ) ng Richmond City Council held on
ltem:_$# S — Oy = VONday, December 18, 2017. —
From: Badyal,Sara
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 08:51
To: CityClerk
Cc: Craig,Wayne
Subject: FW: Onni
Attachments: Onni Imperial Landing Dec 18 2017 Rezoning Amenity Contribution Calculation.pdf

From: John Roston, Mr [mailto:john.roston@mcgill.ca)

Sent: Saturday, 16 December 2017 12:40

To: Brodie,Malcolm; Johnston,Ken; Au,Chak; Loo,Alexa; Dang,Derek; McPhail,Linda; Day,Carol; McNulty, Bill;
Steves,Harold

Cc: Badyal,Sara; Sean Lawson

Subject: Onni

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I have a couple of options to suggest for resolving the Onni amenity contribution saga. The preferred one proposes an
amenity calcutation based on fact, not guesses. It does not rely on consultants. It does not rely on trust and goodwill. It
allows the project to proceed immediately without further hearings and chasing around in circles. Details are in my
attached submission to the Dec. 18 Public Hearing.

With best wishes for the holiday season, John Roston

john.roston@mcgill.ca
John Roston

12262 Ewen Avenue
Richmond, BC V7E 658
Phone: 604-274-2726
Fax: 604-241-4254
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Onni Imperial Landing Rezoning Amenity Contribution Calculation
Roston submission for Public Hearing December 18, 2017.

High lease rates and a low cap rate increase the uplift in property value that would result from rezoning.
Doubts were raised about the report by the City’s consultant, Mr. Wozny, because he used lease rates
for some buildings that were lower than the lease rates that Onni submitted in 2014 as their expected
iease rates and he used a cap rate that was higher than the cap rate submitted by Onni’s consultant. A
Steveston real estate agent, Mr. Lawson, also submitted his view that much higher lease rates and a
much lower cap rate should be used.

At the last Public Hearing on Nov. 20", Mr. Craig stated that staff had been in touch with Mr. Wozny and
he did not wish to change his report. Councillor Loo pointed out that if Council had doubts about Mr.
Wozny’s report, it should not go back to him, but engage a different consultant. After the Public
Hearing, Mr. Lawson submitted the name of a highly qualified appraiser who is familiar with Steveston
commercial real estate. Staff nevertheless went back to Mr. Wozny and, as expected, he did not change
his report. 1t’s hard to see how Council is further ahead than it was on Nov. 20™.

The central problem is that no one knows the correct lease rates and cap rate that should be used in the
calculation. The use of consultants results in educated guesses, but they are still guesses and not fact.

| have two options to suggest:
Suggested Option 1:

A. There is no way to be sure of an appropriate cap rate without putting the buildings up for sale.
Therefore, the easiest way to agree on a cap rate is to accept the 5.25% rate submitted by Onni's
consultant.

B. The lease rates and the costs involved in leasing are unknown until the buildings are actually leased.
It may take a couple of years to fit out and lease all the space. Some of the space may be initially
leased at artificially low rates for a brief period until longer term tenants can be found.

C. The easiest way of being sure that accurate lease rates and leasing costs are being used is to agree
on an amenity contribution that is split into two instaliments:

1. The immediate payment of Onni’s current offer of $4.75 million.

2. The calculation 3 years from now of the total uplift using the actual lease rates and leasing costs
at that time for all 6 buildings. Agree now that the total amenity contribution will be the greater
of 75% of that calculation of actual uplift or the $4.75 million already paid. If that total amenity
contribution is greater than $4.75 million then the difference will be paid at that time.

3. If Onniis operating a hotel itself rather than leasing it to an independent hotel operator, then
the actual hotel revenue can be used to calculate an appropriate nominal lease rate.

D. The advantage of this arrangement is that the amenity calculation is based on fact, not guesses. it

does not rely on consultants. It does not rely on trust and goodwill. It allows the project to proceed
immediately without further hearings and chasing around in circles.
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Suggested Option 2:

A,

if Onni does not accept Option 1 then the main reason will be that it knows the actual lease rates
will be much higher than the lease rates used by the consultants and/or the leasing costs will be
much lower, That should give Councillors pause in considering other options.

Councillors for whom the hotel is a key factor in their support for rezoning should keep in mind that
Onni has refused to commit to actually opening a hotel.

Similarly, Councillors for whom eliminating empty buildings is a key factor should keep in mind that
Onni may leave Buildings 5 and/or 6 empty to continue public pressure for rezoning to allow retail.

If Councillors nevertheless choose to pursue a single amenity contribution payment now, then the
full $5.5 million contribution calculated by the City’s consultant should be the lowest amenity
contribution that the circumstances allow them to accept.

Although this option allows the project to proceed immediately without further hearings, the
amenity calculation is based on guesses by consultants. The issues of trust and goodwill remain.
There is the possibility that in 3 years, when actual lease rates are known, the acceptance of $5.5
million will become a political issue.

Finally, I hope that Council will direct the amenity contribution to a Steveston amenity fund rather than
the current designation for a new Steveston Community Centre. There should be consultation with
Steveston residents on priorities before a decision is made on best use of the funds.

John Roston
12262 Ewen Ave,
604-274-2726
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ON TABLE ITEM Schedule 12 to the Minutes of the

Date:_Me(. 14, 2011 ;gtalic dHea!ring meeting  of
4 ' Meeting: Public. Henrina Mtc (rjnonD City Council held on
o oy

MayorandCouncillors ltem: 5 - O onaay, December 18, 2017.

From: Tasha Schermerhorn <tashaschermerhorn@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 09:23

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Meeting tonight and Bylaw changes for the Onni Development

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

Mayor and councillors

I am absolutely against the zoning bylaw changes proposed that will allow the Onni development in
Steveston. I am a nearly 100% lifelong Metro Vancouver resident and six and a half year Richmond resident
and Steveston remains one of the most beautiful places I can think of here.

I take every visitor I get to Steveston to stroll along the quaint neighbourhood streets where we stop in for a
coffee at Davood's shop, or fish and chips at Pajo's. Everyone is delighted by all of the beautiful, privately-
owned boutiques full of one-of-a-kind items with friendly owners and staff.

My favourite summertime activity is spending time at Garry Point Park followed by a walk on to the docks to
grab fresh seafood and even some ice cream. I love coming to the farmer's market's in the summer and since I
take the bus down and it stops right there I always stop in the thrift shop in the old church.

All these places lend a certain air, a certain charm to Steveston. It is small businesses in the existing buildings
that make Steveston so wonderful. They've made it wonderful for the four decades I can remember it. |
understand there is room for growth but it's so important to maintain the beauty and charm. Please, please,
please don't let Onni continue its path of destruction.

Onni is nothing short of a horrible developer. How are things looking with the commercial space at Imperial
Landing? I live in an Onni rental apartment. This year I went almost three months without mail. What sort of
owner allows the lack of basic services like that? They also closed the pool and sauna with next to no

excuse. The rent increases come in every year though. Did you know last winter one of their buildings in
Burnaby had a boiler break down. That served for the central heating for the building. That building went for
SIX WEEKS without heat in the middle of winter. The residents had to go to CTV News to publicize the issue
to get it resolved. Did you know Onni built a tower in downtown Vancouver with rental suites starting at
$5,400 for a bachelor suite? I understand the commercial space at Imperial Landing stays so vacant because
they have such high rental rates that no small business could possibly afford to move in.

Onni doesn't care about Steveston. Onni doesn't care about who or what occupies its buildings. Onni cares

about money. That's it. Period. The people who live in Steveston, the people who own businesses and work in
Steveston, and the people who visit Steveston care about its future. Onni does not. I care about Steveston. It is
part of what I call home and I would hate to see another Onni development move in and continue to ruin one of
my favourite places in Metro Vancouver. Please don't let this happen.

Tasha Schermerhorn
Richmond Resident.
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MayorandCouncillors

Schedule 13 to the Minutes of
the Public Hearing meeting of
Richmond City Council held on

From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:

Subject:
Attachments:

Wayne,

= Monday, December 18, 2017.

Chris Evans <cevans@onni.com>

Monday, 18 December 2017 13:03

Craig,Wayne

MayorandCouncillors; Erceg,Joe; Rossano De Cotiis; Kyle Shury; LOREN SLYE; Linda
Barnes

Onni Letter - Imperial Landing

Onni - Imperial Landing.pdf

Please see attached a letter from Rossano DeCotiis on our application that will be at Public Hearing this evening.

Thank you,

Chris Evans
Executive Vice President
Onni Group

5

CNCL - 62



December 18%, 2017
Dear Mayor and Council,

Re: Imperial Landing — Rezoning Application

The rezoning application before Council has been amended and improved throughout the Public Hearing
process which began on October 18th. At the initial Public Hearing the vast majority of the speakers
spoke in favour of the application and clearly demonstrated the support for the uses being proposed in
the application.

At both the first and second Public Hearings there were motions from Council to review the amenity
contribution with Staff and in addition to our discussion with Staff, the City’s consuitant has had the
opportunity to consider the varfables and comparables that were used and questioned to calculate the
increase in value as a result of the rezoning. No recommended changes were suggested or warranted
and thus the increase in value agreed upon previously remains unchanged.

With the proposed amenity contribution of $4.75 million representing 100% of the agreed increase in
value, we struggle to rationalize a further increase over and above the 100%. But as a way to further
contribute to the community we will commit to two one-time donations of $250,000. One donation will
be to the Steveston Historical Society and one wiil be to the Richmond Hospital Foundation.

We have always valued and appreciated the entire Steveston community, its businesses and its
residents, the Imperial Landing project is one that we are extremely proud of and we look forward to
being a continued part of such a strong and unique community.

This is the sole and final amendment we are prepared to make to our application, we are not willing to
consider any further changes. We appreciate all of the time and effort from the City on this application
and look forward to learning of Council’s decision.

Sincerely,

v

Rossano De Cotiis

CNCL - 63



Schedule 14 to the Minutes of
the Public Hearing meeting of G TARIF ITEM

Richmond City Council held on Date —_

Monday, December 18, 2017. Mee —_—
R ——— Iterr -
‘«; ) City of | Memorandum
N 97 oY Planning and Development Division
st ke o RIChmond Development Applications
To: Mayor and Councillors Date: December 18, 2017
From: Wayne Craig File: RZ13-633927

Director, Development

Re: Application by Onni Development (Imperial Landing) Corp. for a Zoning Text
Amendment at 4020, 4080, 4100, 4180, 4280 and 4300 Bayview Street
(formerly 4300 Bayview Street) to Amend the “Steveston Maritime Mixed Use
(ZMU12)” Zone and the “Steveston Maritime (ZC21)” Zone

The purpose of this memo is to provide new information to Public Hearing regarding the above
application. The applicant has provided an offer to make charitable donations to two Richmond
non-profit organizations (Attachment 1).

Subsequent to the November 20, 2017 Public Hearing meeting, Onni advised that they continue to
offer a community amenity contribution amount of $4,750,000 (100% of a mid-point of value).
This information was included in a memo dated December 13, 2017.

Subsequent to writing the December 13, 2017 memo, Onni further revised their proposal; offering
to make two charitable donations in the following amounts to the following Richmond non-profit
organizations:

a) $250,000 to the Richmond Hospital Foundation; and

b) $250,000 to the Steveston Historical Society.

Conclusion

If Council is satisfied with the proposal, the following should be added to the rezoning
considerations:

“That prior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9063, the
developer is required to complete the following:

e Provide staff with written confirmation from the Steveston Historical Society of their
receipt of the developer’s voluntary contribution in the amount of $250,000.00.

e Provide staff with written confirmation from the Richmond Hospital Foundation of their
receipt of the developer’s voluntary contribution in the amount of $250,000.00.”

| ——
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December 18,2017 -2-

If Council is satisfied with the proposal, it would be appropriate for Official Community Plan
Bylaw 7100, Amendment Bylaw 9062 and Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment

Bylaw 9063, to be given second and third readings subject to the revision noted above. Prior to
final adoption of the bylaws, the developer would be required to fulfill all the revised rezoning
considerations, as presented at the November 20, 2017 Public Hearing meeting and as amended by
Council, as noted above. :

é}

Wayne Craig P
Director, Development
(604-247-4?25)

SBblg
Attachment 1: Letter from Onni Group (dated December 18, 2017)

pe: Senior Management Team (SMT)
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Attachment1

to memo dated December18, 2017

December 18", 2017
Dear Mayor and Council,

Re: Imperial Landing — Rezoning Application

The rezoning application before Council has been amended and improved throughout the Public Hearing
process which began on October 18th. At the initial Public Hearing the vast majority of the speakers
spoke in favour of the application and clearly demonstrated the support for the uses being proposed in
the application.

At both the first and second Public Hearings there were motions from Council to review the amenity
contribution with Staff and in addition to our discussion with Staff, the City’s consultant has had the
opportunity to consider the variables and comparables that were used and gquestioned to calculate the
increase in value as a result of the rezoning. No recommended changes were suggested or warranted
and thus the increase in value agreed upon previously remains unchanged.

With the proposed amenity contribution of $4.75 million representing 100% of the agreed increase in
value, we struggle to rationalize a further increase over and above the 100%. But as a way to further
contribute to the community we will commit to two one-time donations of $250,000. One donation will
be to the Steveston Historical Society and one will be to the Richmond Hospital Foundation.

We have always valued and appreciated the entire Steveston community, its businesses and its
residents, the imperial Landing project is one that we are extremely proud of and we look forward to
being a continued part of such a strong and unique community.

This is the sole and final amendment we are prepared to make to our application, we are not willing to
consider any further changes. We appreciate all of the time and effort from the City on this application
and look forward to learning of Council’s decision.

Sincerely,

e

Rossano De Cotiis
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Bylaw No. 7108

Page 15

13. Richmond Zoning and Development Bylaw No. 5300 is amended by inserting as
Section 291.105 thereof the following:

“291.105

COMPREHENSIVE DEVELOPMENT DISTRICT (CD/105)

The intent of this zoning district is to support the maritime economy with an emphasis on

' 291.105.1

the commercial fishing industry.

PERMITTED USES

LIGHT INDUSTRY, limited to maritime or commercial fishing-related uses;

291.105.2

291.105.3

291.105.4

291.105.5

94060 / 8060-20-7108

CUSTOM WORKSHOPS, TRADES, & SERVICES, limited to maritime or

‘ commercial fishing-related uses;

OFFICE, limited to maritime or commercial fishing-related uses;

AUTOMOBILE PARKING, limited to maritime or commercial
fishing-related uses;

SERVICE & REPAIR OF BOATS & MARINE EQUIPMENT,;

FISH OFF-LOADING; '

FISH AUCTION;

MARINA;

MARITIME EDUCATION;

ACCESSORY USES, BUILDINGS, & STRUCTURES.

PERMITTED DE.NSITY
.01 'Maximum Floor Area Ratio:
(a) For Parking as a principal use: No maximum limit.
(b) For all other uses: 0.80 (exclusive of parts of the building,
which are used for off-street parking purposes).

MAX!MUM LOT COVERAGE: 60%

MINIMUM SETBACKS FROM PROPERTY LINES & RIGHTS-OF-WAYS

.01 1.0 m (3.281 ft.);

.02 Notwithstanding the limitations imposed in .01 above, where a
structure does not project above the grade of the adjacent public
road, rights-of-way secured under Public Rights of Passage,
dyke, or City of Richmond parkiand, no setback shall be required.

MAXIMUM HEIGHTS

.01 Buildings: 12 m (39.370 ft.) but not containing more than
three-storeys.
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Richmond Minutes

Community Safety Committee

Date: Tuesday, December 12, 2017
Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall
Present: Councillor Bill McNulty, Chair
Councillor Derek Dang

Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Linda McPhail

Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Community Safety Committee held
on November 15, 2017, be adopted.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

January 16, 2018, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

DELEGATION

1. Oliver Griiter-Andrew, President and CEQO, E-Comm, introduced Dave
Mitchell, Director of Fire Services and Ryan Lawson, Operations Manager.

With the aid of a PowerPoint presentation (copy on file, City Clerks Office),
Mr. Griiter-Andrew, Mr. Mitchell and Mr. Lawson provided the following
information:

= E-Comm has consistently met or exceeded its service level target for
calls answered within a prescribed time frame;
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Community Safety Committee
Tuesday, December 12, 2017

5687327

» E-Comm is transitioning Emergency Services radios to the Next
Generation Radio Program (NGRP);

* the NGRP has improved performance, resiliency, security and
interoperability;

» a key priority at E-Comm is retention and recruitment for new
employees and the improvement of its training program;

» all police and ambulance services have been completely transitioned to
the NGRP; and

»  in 2018, Fire-Rescue will be completely transitioned to the NGRP.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Griiter-Andrew noted that (i)
Mission is  located outside of E-Comm’s network, (ii) the Record
Management System (RMS) will be two-tiered to accommodate the size of
departments in various municipalities, (iii) some jurisdictions have online
reporting systems for non-emergency calls, however due to the specific nature
of certain calls there is different protocol for reporting various incidents, and
(iv) E-Comm is examining various diversionary tactics for non-emergency
calls.

COMMUNITY SAFETY DIVISION

LOWER MAINLAND DISTRICT REGIONAL POLICE SERVICE

INTEGRATED TEAM ANNUAL REPORT 2016/17
(File Ref. No. 09-5350-12) (REDMS No. 5667362 v.2)

Cecilia Achiam, General Manager, Community Safety, highlighted the
following information:

» the Police Services Integrated Team have completed a government
survey and the results are being tabulated and will be shared with a
working group in the new year;

*  discussions are ongoing with regard to the funding structure change from
criminal code to violent crime for Integrated Teams; and

* the cost of integrated teams may be impacted as a result of the Supreme
Court of Canada’s ruling in R v. Jordan.

It was moved and seconded

(1)  That the report titled “Lower Mainland District Regional Police
Service Integrated Team Annual Report 2016/17” from the General
Manager, Community Safety, dated November 22, 2017, be received
for information; and
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Community Safety Committee
Tuesday, December 12, 2017

5687327

(2)  That copies of the report be provided to:

(a) the Lower Mainland CAO/PCC (Chief Administrative
Officer/Principal Police Contact) Forum to assist in future
discussions surrounding cost allocation formulas for the
various teams; and

(b) the Director of Police Services, Ministry of Public Safety for
consideration during the Province’s review of the governance of
the Integrated Teams.

CARRIED

COMMUNITY BYLAWS MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT -

OCTOBER 2017
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-01) (REDMS No. 5648517)

In reply to queries from Committee, Greg Scarborough, Manager, Property
Use, Policy and Programs, spoke of Community Bylaw’s involvement in soils
being deposited on the Garden City Lands. Committee requested Community
Bylaws become more involved with the project and actively monitor the soils
being used.

Also, Ms. Achiam commented on Community Bylaw’s staffing, highlighting
that the department has seen an increase in temporary staff as a result of short-
term rental enforcement. Also, she remarked Bylaw Officers do not typically
encounter situations in which they are in imminent danger, however should
such situations arise; they are trained to call the appropriate agency.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Scarborough advised that there is a
consistent volume of calls with regard to illegal suites and all prosecutions
have had positive outcomes.

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled “Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report -
October 20177, dated November 20, 2017, from the General Manager,
Community Safety, be received for information.

CARRIED

RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT -
OCTOBER 2017

(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 5643447)

Tim Wilkinson, Acting Fire Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue, noted that
Richmond Fire-Rescue (RFR) is putting together an integrated team to
examine ways to reduce fires on Mitchell Island with regard to inspection
processes conducted by various agencies.
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Community Safety Committee
Tuesday, December 12, 2017

5687327

In reply to queries form Committee, Acting Chief Wilkinson advised that
there is only fire coverage at the port at English Bay, and in most cases when
ships are at sea; it is the responsibility of the Coast Guards with permission
from the ship’s Captain.

The Chair queried when the Optimal Deployment Study for Richmond Fire-
Rescue would be available and Acting Chief Wilkinson advised that staff are
waiting for the final report and recommendations.

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled “Richmond Fire-Rescue Monthly Activity Report
— October 2017”, dated November 6, 2017 from the Acting Fire Chief,
Richmond Fire-Rescue, be received for information.

CARRIED

FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING
(Verbal Report)

(i)  Line of Duty Death Funeral

Acting Chief Wilkinson advised that the Line of Duty Death funeral for Bryan

Kongus will take place on December 18, 2017 at Fraserview Mennonite
Brethren Church.

(i) LUCAS CPR Machines

Acting Fire Chief Wilkinson noted that and agreement has been reached with
BC Emergency Services and RFR will be purchasing more LUCAS CPR
machines for their fleet.

(iiij)  Christmas Tree Chip Event

Acting Fire Chief Wilkinson advised that the Christmas tree chip event will
take place on January 6™ and 7™.

RCMP MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT - OCTOBER 2017
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 5641557)

Superintendent Will Ng, Richmond RCMP, highlighted that (i) an
appreciation reception was held to express gratitude for the countless
volunteers hours undertaken by volunteers, (ii) the Richmond RCMP Youth
Squad held their graduation ceremony on December 7™, (iii) the D.A.R.E. BC
annual volunteer appreciation event was held on December 9%, and (iv) the
RCMP Toy Drive raised over $11,000.
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In reply to queries from Committee, Superintendent Ng advised that the
RCMP can examine other options for reporting non-emergency situations to
reduce the wait time and that staff can liaise with E-Comm to explore
solutions. Superintendent Ng then noted that staff are examining the potential
of creating educational videos for the public to educate them on proper
protocol for calling 9-1-1.

Superintendent Ng remarked that Vancouver Coastal Health has reached out
to the Richmond RCMP and has scheduled a meeting for January to discuss
the opportunity to have a nurse to assist with mental health related calls.

It was moved and seconded

That the report titled “RCMP’s Monthly Activity Report — October 2017,”
dated November 8, 2017, from the Officer in Charge, Richmond RCMP
Detachment, be received for information.

CARRIED
RICHMOND RCMP DETACHMENT STRATEGIC PLAN 2018-2020
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 5630810 v.2)

In reply to queries from Committee, Superintendent Ng advised that more
information will be provided on the stakeholder groups which were consulted
in the planning process of the Richmond Detachment Strategic Plan 2018-
2020.

It was moved and seconded

That the report titled “Richmond Detachment Strategic Plan 2018-2020”,
dated November 20, 2017, from the Officer in Charge, Richmond RCMP be
received for information.

CARRIED

RCMP/OIC BRIEFING
(Verbal Report)

(i) Volunteer Appreciation Event

Please see Page 5 for discussion on this matter.
(ii)  Youth Academy Graduation

Please see Page 5 for discussion on this matter.
(iii) Break and Enters

Superintendent Ng advised that break and enters have increased recently due
to the time of year and that staff are working diligently to resolve the
situation.
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10.

11.

EMERGENCY PROGRAMS QUARTERLY ACTIVITY REPORT -

THIRD QUARTER 2017
(File Ref. No. 09-5126-01) (REDMS No. 5670469)

Committee requested that feedback from attendees of the Richmond Resilient
Communities Programs (RRCP) workshop that took place at Sea Island and
Thompson Community Centres be provided to Committee.

In reply to queries from Committee, Norman Kotze, Manager, Emergency
Programs advised that an invitation can be extended to various businesses to
participate in the emergency preparedness workshops in an effort to educate
them on their role in an emergency. He then noted that staff are in discussions
with the Richmond School Board to determine the feasibility of presenting a
version of the Richmond Resilient Communities Programs (RRCP) workshop
to Parent Advisory Committees.

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled, “Emergency Programs Quarterly Activity Report
— Third Quarter 2017,” dated November 24, 2017 from the General
Manager, Community Safety, be received for information.

CARRIED
COMMITTEE STANDING ITEM
E-Comm
None.
MANAGER’S REPORT

Next Generation Radio Program for Richmond Fire-Rescue

Acting Fire Chief Wilkinson advised that RFR has received all the new radios
for the Next Generation Radio Program and they will be amalgamating with
Vancouver with regard to training with the new radios.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:06 p.m.).

CARRIED
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Community Safety Committee
Tuesday, December 12, 2017

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Community
Safety Committee of the Council of the
City of Richmond held on Tuesday,
December 12, 2017.

Councillor Bill McNulty Sarah Kurian
Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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City of
Richmond Minutes

General Purposes Committee

Date: ' Monday, January 8, 2018

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair
Councillor Chak Au

Councillor Carol Day
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Bill McNulty

Absent: Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes Committee held on
December 18, 2017, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

DELEGATION

1. Tourism Richmond to present on Tourism Richmond’s strategy and
destination branding.

Allen Chen, Chief Marketing Officer, joined by Ceri Chong, Manager,
Industry Development, and Eda Koot, Chair, Tourism Richmond, with the aid
of PowerPoint presentation highlighted Tourism Richmond’s 2018-2020
Strategy Plan and new destination branding. A video of Tourism Richmond’s
new Brand Anthem was played for Committee.
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In response to questions from Committee, Mr. Chen noted that Tourism
Richmond is looking to develop further content in 2018 to go with the new
destination branding.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

PROPOSED PLAN FOR MAJOR EVENTS IN 2018
(File Ref. No. 11-7400-01) (REDMS No. 5689731 v. 5)

It was suggested that the item be deferred to a special General Purposes
Committee meeting to be held next Monday to allow staff to provide further
information regarding the 2018 events and all Committee members to be in

. attendance.

Discussion then took place in regards to identifying additional information
required for each event prior to the next meeting and Committee requested
that further details regarding attendance and attendees, scope, and goals of the
major events for 2018 be provided.

In response to questions concerning the proposed major events in 2018, Bryan
Tasaka, Manager, Major Events and Film and Jane Fernyhough, Director,
Arts, Culture and Heritage Services commented that:

. the Canada Day event is proposed to be a one day event to focus on the
July 1*" celebration with more street-based activities and vendors;

. the security and transportation management of the Canada Day event
are fixed costs and the budget impact for reduced funding would be on
programming and activities;

. the Salmon Festival organized by the Richmond Agricultural and
Industrial Society will be a one day event again in 2018;

. there can be attendance issues for Canada Day events that span multiple
days, if Canada day falls in the middle of the week;

. under the Steering Committees’ proposed budget reduction, the
Richmond Maritime & Wooden Boat Festival in 2018 would focus on
wooden boat activities at a reduced scope from 2017,

. the Sunset Series at the Oval has developed momentum over the years
with a few hundred people in attendance and residents in the area
anticipate the continuation of the event;

. the Harvest Festival event held in 2017 was the first year for the event
and there has been expressed interest in its continuation; and
. staff will work with the organizer for the Cherry Blossom Festival in
2018 to provide necessary support and the event will most likely be
held on April 8™
2.
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5707326

As a result of the discussion, the following motion was introduced:

It was moved and seconded

That Item 2, “Proposed Plan For Major Events In 2018”, be deferred to a
Special General Purposes Committee meeting to be held on Monday,
January 15, 2018.

CARRIED

MAJOR EVENTS ADVISORY GROUP TERMS OF REFERENCE
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-01) (REDMS No. 5680873)

It was suggested that recommendations to come forward to the General
Purposes Committee from the Major Events Advisory Group should include a
clear indication of what staff have recommended and what the advisory group
has recommended if there is a variance.

It was moved and seconded

(1) That a Major Events Advisory Group, comprised of up to four
members of Council, be established to help guide Richmond’s Major
Events as outlined in the report titled “Major Events Advisory Group
Terms of Reference”, dated December 14, 2017 from the Director,
Arts, Culture and Heritage Services; and

(2)  That the Terms of Reference for the Major Events Advisory Group,
as outlined in Attachment 1 of this report, be endorsed,

CARRIED

COMMUNITY SAFETY DIVISION

UPDATE ON CANNABIS REGULATION WITHIN THE CITY OF
RICHMOND AND HEALTH CANADA PROPOSED APPROACH TO

REGULATION OF NON-MEDICAL CANNABIS
(File Ref. No. 12-8000-01) (REDMS No. 5658471 v. 5)

Discussion took place regarding a staff referral for potential bylaw
amendments and required infrastructure for the regulation of production,
processing, and sale of marihuana and concern over the impact to agricultural
land and food production.

In response to queries from Committee, Barry Konkin, Program Coordinator,
Development and Cecilia Achiam, General Manager, Community Safety
noted that (i) local governments maintain regulatory control over land use,
zoning, and business licence requirements, (ii) marihuana production requires
larger land and building provisions for processing and security than other
greenhouse applications, and (iii) the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) Use
Regulation already allows for the production of marihuana for medicinal
purposes on the ALR.

As a result of the discussion, the following metion was introduced:
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It was moved and seconded

(1)

)

)

)

)

That the status update and process details for site-specific rezoning
applications for medical marihuana production facilities be received
Jfor information;

That the responses summarized in the staff report titled “Health
Canada Proposed Approach to Regulation of Cannabis”, dated
December 19, 2017, from the General Manager, Community Safety
be approved for submission to Health Canada and that a copy of the
staff report be provided to the Council/School Board Liaison
Committee;

That a letter be sent to the Premier (with copies to the Minister of
Public Safety and Solicitor General, BC Leader of the Official
Opposition, Leader of the BC Green Party, local MLAs, and local
Members of Parliament) reiterating that the cultivation and
processing of marihuana be considered an Industrial use to take
place on Industrially-zoned land and not be considered a Farm Use;

That a letter be sent to the federal government reiterating Council’s
previous position that the municipal share of revenue be at least 50
cents per gram; and

That staff report back to Council with bylaw amendments and
information on required infrastructure and programs for the
regulation of production, processing, and sale of cannabis (medical
and recreational) in the City.

CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:22 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the General
Purposes Committee of the Council of the
City of Richmond held on Monday,
January §, 2018.

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Amanda Welby

Chair

5707326

Legislative Services Coordinator
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Planning Committee

Date: Tuesday, December 19, 2017

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Councillor Linda McPhail, Chair
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Chak Au

Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Harold Steves (entered at 4:01 pm)
Mayor Malcolm Brodie

Also Present: Councillor Carol Day

Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held on
December 5, 2017, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

January 9, 2018, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room
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COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

RICHMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITTEE

(RCSAC) 2017 ANNUAL REPORT AND 2018 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 07-3000-01) (REDMS No. 5653938)

The Chair acknowledged the outgoing RCSAC Co-Chair, Alex Nixon and the
incoming RCSAC Co-Chair Lonnie Belfer and thanked the committee for
their work in the community.

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled “Richmond Community Services Advisory
Committee (RCSAC) 2017 Annual Report and 2018 Work Program,” dated
November 27, 2017, from the Manager of Community Social Development,
be approved.

CARRIED

Cllr. Steves entered the meeting (4:01 p.m.).

HOUSING AGREEMENT BYLAW NO. 9794 TO PERMIT THE CITY
OF RICHMOND TO SECURE AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNITS

LOCATED AT 6840, 6860 NO. 3 ROAD AND 8051 ANDERSON ROAD
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-01) (REDMS No. 5654965 v. 3)

It was moved and seconded

That Housing Agreement (6840, 6860 No. 3 Road and 8051 Anderson
Road) Bylaw No. 9794 be introduced and given first, second and third
readings to permit the City to enter into a Housing Agreement substantially
in the form attached hereto, in accordance with the requirements of section
483 of the Local Government Act, to secure the Affordable Housing Units
required by the Development Permit DP 15-708092.

CARRIED

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

APPLICATION BY POLYGON DEVELOPMENT 302 LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 9211/9251/9271/9291 ODLIN ROAD FROM SINGLE

DETACHED (RS1/F) TO LOW RISE APARTMENT (ZLR31)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009755; RZ 17-778596) (REDMS No. 5505704 v. 5)

David Brownlee, Planner 2, reviewed the application, noting that there will be
13 residential units and a mix of proposed unit types allocated for affordable
housing.
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Discussion ensued with regard to allocating affordable housing units suitable
for families and the site’s connection to the Alexandra District Energy Utility.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9755 to create the
“Low Rise Apartment (ZLR31)” zone, and to rezone 9211/9251/9271/9291
Odlin Road from “Single Detached (RS1/F)” zone to “Low Rise Apartment
(ZLR31) — Alexandra Neighbourhood (West Cambie)” zone, be introduced
and given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY CONCORD PACIFIC FOR REZONING AT 8511
CAPSTAN WAY, 3280 AND 3360 NO. 3 ROAD, AND 3131 SEXSMITH
ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F), ROADSIDE STAND
(CR), AUTO-ORIENTED COMMERCIAL (CA), AND GAS AND
SERVICE STATIONS (CGl) TO  RESIDENTIAL/LIMITED
COMMERCIAL AND ARTIST RESIDENTIAL TENANCY STUDIO
UNITS (ZMU2§) - CAPSTAN VILLAGE (CITY CENTRE) AND

SCHOOL AND INSTITUTIONAL USE (SI)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009780; RZ 17-769242) (REDMS No. 5677534 v. 2)

Suzanne Carter-Huffman, Planner 3, reviewed the application, highlighting
the following:

E the site consists of three parcels with proposals for office, commercial,
and residential uses, along with new City parkland;

" the proposed development will include the expansion of the existing
City-owned neighbourhood park;

. development of the site is coordinated with the development of the
future Canada Line Capstan Station and the developers will provide a
contribution towards the station’s development;

= Hazelbridge Way will be extended and frontage improvements are
proposed for the site;

= two levels of underground parking, short-term public parking and car
share parking spaces are proposed for the site;

" there will be 29 residential units and a mix of proposed unit types
allocated for affordable housing;

= the proposed development will provide a cash-in-lieu community
amenity contribution of approximately $3.90 million;

= the developer proposes to provide approximately 13,000 ft* towards
non-profit arts space; and
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= the proposed development is District Energy Utility ready, will be built
to LEED Silver standards, and will include parking for electric
vehicles.

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) the potential installation of rooftop solar
panels, (ii) the allocation of space for bicycle storage, (iii) the allocation of the
various residential unit types for affordable housing and, (iv) the inclusion of
affordable housing units suitable for families.

In reply to queries from Committee, staff noted that (i) School District No. 38
was consulted as part of the adoption of the City Centre Area Plan (CCAP)
and the proposed development is consistent with the CCAP, (ii) the City will
lead the design for the proposed park expansion, and (iii) the developer will
choose the community organization to manage the proposed non-profit arts
space.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9780, to amend the
site-specific “Residential/Limited Commercial and Artist Residential
Tenancy Studio Units (ZMU25) - Capstan Village (City Centre)” zone to
include 8511 Capstan Way, 3280 and 3360 No. 3 Road, and 3131 Sexsmith
Road and for rezoning of 8511 Capstan Way, 3280 and 3360 No 3 Road,
and 3131 Sexsmith Road from “Single Detached (RS1/F)”, “Roadside
Stand (CR)”, “Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA)”, and “Gas and Service
Stations (CG1)” to “Residential/Limited Commercial and Artist Residential
Tenancy Studio Units (ZMU25) - Capstan Village (City Centre)” and
“School and Institutional Use (SI)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY BENE NO. 4 DEVELOPMENT LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 9980 WESTMINSTER HIGHWAY FROM THE “GAS
& SERVICE STATIONS (CG2)” ZONE TO A NEW “TOWN

HOUSING (ZT83) - NORTH MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE)” ZONE
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009812; RZ 16-741722) (REDMS No. 5206079 v. 5)

Diana Nikolic, Senior Planner/Urban Design, reviewed the application, noting
that 17 townhouse units and one secondary suite are proposed for the site.

Committee commended staff for their efforts to secure affordable housing
units in new developments.
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It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9812, for the
creation of a new “Town Housing (ZT83) — North McLennan (City
Centre)” zone and for the rezoning of 9980 Westminster Highway from the
“Gas & Service Stations (CG2)” zone to the “Town Housing (ZT83) - North
McLennan (City Centre)” zone, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

RESPONSE TO REFERRAL: OPTIONS TO LIMIT HOUSE SIZE,

FARM HOME PLATE AND HOUSE FOOTPRINT
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-10) (REDMS No. 5674238 v. 3)

Supplementary Correspondence received on options to limit house size the
Farm Home Plate and the house footprint on agricultural land was distributed
on-table (attached to and forming part of these minutes as Schedule 1).

With the aid of a video presentation (copy on-file, City Clerk’s Office) and a
PowerPoint presentation (attached to and forming part of these minutes as
Schedule 2), John Hopkins, Planner 3, commented on (i) the types of septic
systems used on agricultural sites in Richmond, (ii) options to include the
septic field within the Farm Home Plate, and (iii) options to reduce the house
footprint within the farm home plate.

Mr. Hopkins remarked that the consultation process will take place during the
first quarter of 2018 and will include (i) mail notices to agricultural property
owners, (ii) advertisements in the newspaper and the City website, (iii) a Let’s
Talk Richmond survey, (iv) a public open house, and (v) a meeting with the
Agricultural Advisory Committee.

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) comparing the proposed options with the
Provincial guidelines and the regulations of other municipalities,
(ii) protecting farmland, (iii) including additional open house sessions in the
public consultation process, (iv) including options to permit three level homes
on agricultural lots to reduce the house footprint, and (v) clarifying the role of
the Province and the City in regulating residential development on
agricultural land.

In reply to queries from Committee, Wayne Craig, Director, Development,
noted that (i) staff have provided information regarding the proposed Building
Permits that include secondary suites, (ii) a house on agricultural land can
have a maximum height of 2.5 storeys, (iii) staff can circulate survey
questions to Council prior to public consultation, and (iv) additional
information can be added to the video presentation prior to public
consultation.
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7.

Michelle Lee, Richmond resident, commented on the preservation of farmland
and remarked that the septic field should be included in the Farm Home Plate.
She added that information on the Provincial guidelines related to the
maximum house size on agricultural land should be included in the public
consultation package.

John Roston, Richmond resident, referenced his speaking notes (attached to
and forming part of these minutes as Schedule 3), and spoke on options to
include the septic field within the Farm Home Plate and reduce the house
footprint.

Ron Han, 6440 No. 6 Road, commented on the potential impact to the size of
the house footprint if the septic field is included within the Farm Home Plate.

It was moved and seconded

(1) That the staff report titled “Response to Referral: Options to Limit
House Size, Farm Home Plate and House Footprint” dated
December 13, 2017 from the Director, Development and Senior
Manager, Building Approvals be received for information; and

(2)  That staff be directed to:

(a) conduct public consultation regarding the options presented in
this report (“Response to Referral: Options to Limit House Size,
Farm Home Plate and House Footprint”) regarding house size,
Farm Home Plate and house footprint;

(b) receive comments regarding Provincial involvement to
encourage farming;

(¢) provide a comparison of the proposed options and the
Provincial guidelines on the Farm Home Plate and House
Footprint; and

(d) provide sample pictures of houses with the proposed maximum
sizes.

CARRIED
Opposed: Cllr. Loo

MANAGER’S REPORT

None.
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ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:26 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Planning
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Tuesday, December 19,

2017.
Councillor Linda McPhail Evangel Biason
Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
Planning Committee meeting of
Richmond City Council held on
Tuesday, December 19, 2017.

Supplementary Correspondence

Item #6 - Response to Referral: Options to Limit House Size,
Farm Home Plate and House Footprint
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John Roston

Lemar Safi, Matthew Murphy, Shintaro Kawai, and Reid Ong

Jim Wright

Anne Lerner

Andrea Neil and Peter Jamieson
Neora Snitz

Sue Holland

Vivienne Lowenstein

Noel Eaton

Neva Bruce

Lydia Rozental

Margot Spronk

Mandi Morgan, Bill Morgan and John Baines
Glenda Roach

Doris Bruce

Janet Yee

Kenny Hall

Yvonne Bell

Ruth Singer

Jennifer Rogerson

Laura Gillanders
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Biason,Evangel
A

Subject: FW: Planning Committee Meeting - December 19, 2017
Attachments: Planning Committee Roston Submission Dec. 19 2017.pdf

-------- Original message --------

From: "John Roston, Mr" <john.roston@mecgill.ca>

Date: 2017-12-18 1:33 PM (GMT-08:00)

To: "McPhail,Linda" <[.LMcPhail@richmond.ca>, "McNulty,Bill" <BMcNulty@richmond.ca>, "Au,Chak"
<CAu@richmond.ca>, "Loo,Alexa" <ALoo@richmond.ca>, "Steves,Harold" <hsteves@richmond.ca>
Cc: "Craig,Wayne" <WCraig@richmond.ca>, "Woo,Gavin" <GWoo@richmond.ca>, "Hopkins,John"
<JHopkins@richmond.ca>

Subject: Planning Committee Meeting - December 19, 2017

Dear Councillor McPhail,
A few observations are attached on the most informative staff report entitled “Response to Referral: Options to Limit
House Size, Farm Home Plate and House Footprint” to be presented at the Planning Committee meeting tomorrow.

john.roston@mcgill.ca
John Roston

12262 Ewen Avenue
Richmond, BC V7E 658
Phone: 604-274-2726
Fax: 604-241-4254
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Options to Limit Farmland House Size, Farm Home Plate and House Footprint
Roston submission to Planning Committee Meeting - December 19, 2017.

This is an excellent staff report on the factors involved in calculating the relationship of house size,
septic field size and home plate size. However, the one factor that is less clear in the report is the
relationship between house footprint and house size. This ratio is required for us to easily calculate the
minimum home plate for a house of a given size. Using the data tables in the report, as explained below,
the median ratio of house footprint to house size can be calculated to be 53%. The following questions
can then be answered. The calculations are shown at the end of the document.

Question: Can the septic field be included in the home plate?

Answer;
House Size (ft?) Farms 0.5 to 2.5 acres | Farms over 2.5 acres
Current Richmond maximum 10,770 No Yes
Reduce maximum to 6,500 or less Yes Yes

Question: What is the home plate requirement including septic field for all farms 0.5 acres or more if
the maximum house size is reduced to 6,500 ft? or less?

Answer:
House Size (ft?) Required Home Plate (ft?)
Richmond non-ALR lot maximum: 3,260 5,420
ALR guideline maximum: 5,400 8,970
Reduced maximum: 6,500 10,790

Question: Given that 61% of Richmond’s farms are under 2.5 acres, how much of these farms would
be covered by the home plate including septic field?

Answer:

House Size Required Home Coverage Coverage Coverage

(ft?) Plate (ft?) 0.5 acre (%) 1 acre (%) 2 acres (%)
Rich. non-ALR: 3,260 5,420 25 12 6
ALR max.: 5,400 8,970 41 21 10
6,500 10,790 50 25 12
7,500 12,450 57 29 14
8,500 14,110 | not permitted 32 16
Current max.: 10,770 17,880 | not permitted 41 21

The smaller the house size, the more chance that a small farm can be profitable. Statistics Canada
data shows that a Richmond farm less than 2 acres in size can have a net profit over $30,000, but it is
hard to do that if the house is larger than 5,400 ft2.

Note that once a maximum home plate size is selected, nothing forces the property owner to build the

maximum permitted house size. A smaller house will allow more space on the home plate for outside
recreation.
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Public Consultation

itis important to make the options as simple as possible to understand. Data should be kept to the
minimum necessary to understand the options. It is also important to add the Richmond average non-
ALR lot maximum and the ALR guideline maximum house sizes as options.

The public needs explanations of home plate size and the objective of minimizing it, the objective of
including the septic field in the home plate and the Richmond average non-ALR lot maximum and the
ALR guideline maximum house sizes.

The figures in staff reports have used a drawing of a cozy farmhouse no matter the size of the house and
home plate under discussion. It is important that the public see what a particular size of house looks
like. For example, this is a 5,400 ft* house:

Sample Calculations

In the tables at the end of the report on house development permits issued between April and
November 2017, the data in Table 2 for farms of 0.5 acres and above gives the actual house size and
house footprint. For the 9 houses listed, the median ratio of house footprint to house size is 53%.

ALR guideline maximum house size (500 sq.m.): 5,400 ft?
House footprint 53%: 2,862 ft?

Septic field size type 2 = 30% of house size: 1,620 ft?
Total house footprint and septic field: 4,482 ft?

Required home plate = 2 x total: 8,970 ft?

House size: 6,500 ft2

House footprint 53%: 3,445 ft?

Septic field size type 2 = 30% of house size: 1,950 ft
Total house footprint and septic field: 5,395 ft?
Required home plate = 2 x total: 10,790 ft?
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MayorandCouncillors

From: Reid Ong <reidong@gmail.com>

Sent: Friday, 15 December 2017 17:05

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Richmond Farmland

Attachments: politician farmland letter.docx; 1.pdf

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE
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Mayor and Councillors
City of Richmond

6911 No Road
Richmond BC V6Y 2C1

Mayotrandcouncillors@richmond.ca lemarsafil 0@gmail.com

November 29, 2017
Dear Your Worship Malcoim Brodie,

We are a group of Social Studies 10 students from McMath, who are concerned
about the farmland in Richmond. We believe that the construction of large mansions
on Richmond’s farmland is a poor idea, and that the farmland should be used for
agriculture rather than housing. Our main concern is the size of the structures that
are being built on fertile agricultural land. Another concern we have is that if workers
construct buildings it would destroy much of the soil that farmers need to grow crops.

We wrote to you due to multiple articles read in class that stated that there were
many large houses built on farmland. We then began to research further on this
subject. When researching on this subject we found out that there was a house
holding an illegal casino. We were all shocked by this news, and further researched
this topic. Later we found that there were many incidents with people gambling, even
a murder on the property. Another reason why we believe we should stop
construction of housing on farmland is because we read that there is only 5% of land
in British Columbia that has the quality of soil necessary for farming, out of the 1%
that can be farmed in Richmond. Furthermore, the construction of these mansions
creates difficulty for farmers planting their crops.

We have attached an informational brochure including some important information
supporting the reduction of building size on ALR land in Richmond.

We would be pleased if you could help minimize the size of houses or prevent
construction on Richmond farmland.

Sincerely,
Lemar Safi, Matthew Murphy, Shintaro Kawai, Reid Ong

att/ farmland brochure
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:53

To: Jim Wright'

Subject: RE: File 08-4057-10/2017-Vol 01, PLN 250-294 (19 Dec 2017 Planning)

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC VeY 2C1

From: Jim Wright [mailto:jamesw8300@shaw.ca]

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 02:02

To: MayorandCouncillors

Cc: Richmond FarmWatch

Subject: File 08-4057-10/2017-Vol 01, PLN 250-294 (19 Dec 2017 Planning)

Mayor and Councillors,

Re the stated “Well-informed Citizenry” goal and the options for the maximum size for ALR farm houses in
Richmond (all on page PLN-251 for today’s Planning Committee meeting):
If you include the option of 6,500 square feet, please clearly label it as “twice the provincial guideline for
Richmond” or “100% larger than the provincial guideline for Richmond.”
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:53

To: ‘annel200 '

Subject: RE: Overdevelopment Of massive homes/motels(?) on ALR

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

From: annel200 . [mailto:annel200@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 21:54

To: MayorandCounciliors

Subject: Overdevelopment Of massive homes/moteis(?) on ALR

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

| am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you follow Ministry of
Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are aliowed on agricultural land than on residential land. We need to
protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime agricultural land and should be used
for growing food, not mansions.

Our reliance on supplies of fruit and vegetables from California may decrease dramatically with the weather problems that they
are experiencing. Our rich soils will become an increasingly valuable source of food crops for export and Jocal
consumption. Stop paving/destroying this resource.

It is obvious that the builders if these obscenely huge commercial-size structures have no interest in food production. As a result
small scale farmers have been losing access to lands to lease for production of food for our tables. We residents are losing out
on formerly abundant fresh produce.

Sincerely,

Anne Lerner
12633 No. 2 Road

CNCL:-100



MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:53

To: ‘Andrea’

Subject: RE: Please review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legisiative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmaond, BC V6Y 2C1

From: Andrea [mailto:ajneil@shaw.ca]

Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 21:21

To: MayorandCouncillors

Cc: Peter Jamieson

Subject: Please review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

We are asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you
follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land.
We need to protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime
agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Andrea Neil and

Peter Jamieson

120-5790 Andrews Road
Richmond, BC

V7E 6N7
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:51

To: ‘Neora Snitz'

Subject: RE: URGENT

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development,

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

From: Neora Snitz [mailto:n.snitz@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 20:46

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: URGENT

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you
follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land.
We need to protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime

agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

Sincerely, Neora Snitz, 202-11671 7th Ave, Richmond
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncitlors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:47

To: ‘Sue Holland'

Subject: RE: Residential development in the Agricultural zone

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC v6Y 2C1

From: Sue Holland [mailto:ttsholland@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 20:25

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Residential development in the Agricultural zone

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you
follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential
land. We need to protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are
prime agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

Sincerely

Sue Holland

108-4500 Westwater Drive
Steveston BC V7E 6S1
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCounciilors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:47

To: 'Vivienne Lowenstein'

Subject: RE: ALR issue

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO; MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Cyraig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
£911 No. 2 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

From: Vivienne Lowenstein [maiito:lowenstein@shaw.ca]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 20:08

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: ALR issue

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you
follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land.
We need to protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime
agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

Sincerely,

Vivienne Lowenstein
3371 Richmond Street
Richmond V7E 2V9
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:47

To: 'Noel Eaton’

Subject: RE: Residential Development in the Agricultural Zone

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC v6Y 2C1

From: Noel Eaton [mailto:noel.eaton@gmail.com]

Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 19:45

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Residential Development in the Agricultural Zone

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you
follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land.
We need to protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime
agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

Sincerely,

Noel Eaton

12-10680 Springmont Dr.
Richmond, BC, V7IE1W1
noel.caton(@gmail.com
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:47

To: '‘Neva Bruce'

Subject: RE: A specific request for Our Richmond planning

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk’s Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC Vv6Y 2C1

From: Neva Bruce [mailto:neva.bruce49@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 19:42

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: A specific request for Our Richmond planning

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am requesting that when the bylaw for residential development in the Agricultural Zone comes for review, that
you follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Larger

Home on agricultural land decrease the agricultural land space. We are fortunate to have farmable land here in
Richmond and we need to think of not only ourselves, financial gain and "progress" but the future for our
children and their children and the ability to care for ourselves within our community.

Speculation happens on ALR land with each allowed larger home is approved and built on agricultural land as
opposed to residential land zones appropriately.

As a city of forward thinking individuals we need to consider the innate value of our limited food-growing
abilities that exist uniquely in Richmond.

We have a long history of farming and producing excellent local food ready for consumption; nearly on our
doorsteps. Let us not waste the prime soil in the ALR, respect the current Ministry guidelines and maintain
reasonable sized homes to ensure there is no further disintegration of our natural resources.
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Best regards,
Neva Bruce
11671-No 1 Road
Richmond BC
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:47

To: ‘Lydia Rozental'

Subject: RE: Building of mansions on agricultural land

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been forwarded
to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition, your email has been
forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director, Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC VéY 2C1

From: Lydia Rozental [mailto:lrozental@shaw.ca]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 18:35

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Building of mansions on agricultural land

Please stop the building of mansions on agricultural land. They destroy fertile soil, use more resources than needed and
they become a front for other activities but farming.

Please restore the land to the farmers, not speculators.

With respect and gratitude,

Lydia Rozental
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:47

To: ‘Margot Spronk'

Subject: RE: Residential Development in the Agricultural Zone

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

From: Margot Spronk [mailto:mspronk@shaw.ca]

Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 17:28

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Residential Development in the Agricultural Zone

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

] am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you follow Ministry of
Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land. We need to
protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime agricultural land and should be used
for growing food, not mansions.

Sincerely,

Margot Spronk

#31, 12331 Phoenix Drive,
Richmond, B.C.

V7E 6C3
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncitlors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:47

To: ‘john baines'

Subject: RE: Agricultural mega homes

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanich Berg | Legisiative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC VeY 2C1

From: john baines [mailto:johnbaines@shaw.ca]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 17:21

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Agricultural mega homes

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am asking that as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you follow Ministry
of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size. Speculation happens on ALR when larger homes are allowed on agricultural
land than on city land. We need to realize the precious resource that exists in Richmond, these soils are prime agricultural land
and should be used for growing food not mansions.

Sincerely, Mandi Morgan, Bill Morgan, John Baines

mbrodie(@richmond.ca
Imcphail@richimond.ca
kijohnston(@richmond.ca
bmenulty@richmond.ca
aloo(@richmond.ca
caw@richmond.ca
ddang(@richmond.ca
cday@richmond.ca
hsteves(@richmond.ca
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:47

To: 'glenda roach’

Subject: RE: Prioritize food and soil over mansions

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC v6Y 2C1

From: glenda roach [mailto:glenda.w.r@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 17:23

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Prioritize food and soil over mansions

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you
follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land.
We need to protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime
agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

Sincerely,
Glenda

Glenda Roach

10080 Dyke Road
Richmond, B.C. Canada
V7A 2L6
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:46

To: 'Doris Bruce'

Subject: RE: Agricultural Zone Bylaw Review

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legisiative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office { City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC VoY 2C1

From: Doris Bruce [mailto:doris bruce@telus.net]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 17:12

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Agricultural Zone Bylaw Review

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

| am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the
Agricultural Zone, that you follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding
home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on
agricultural land than on residential land. | believe we need to protect the
precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime
agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

| attended a council meeting earlier this year when this issue was debated and
listened to Richmond planning staff recommend a much smalier housing
footprint on agricultural land, than what council decided upon. | am very
dismayed by council's decision and recommend that going forward, Ministry of
Agriculture guidelines on home size be followed.
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Do the right thing, and change the bylaw to ensure we protect our agricultural
land for food production, not building mansions!

Sincerely,
Doris Bruce

4531Mahood Drive
Richmond
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:46

To: ‘Janet Yee'

Subject: RE: No Mansion on Farmland

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC veY 2C1

From: Janet Yee [mailto:janetkyee@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 17:09

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: No Mansion on Farmland

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

[ am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you follow Ministry of Agriculture
guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land. We need to protect the
precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime agricultural land and should be used for growing food,
not mansions.

Sincerely,

Janet Yee

10619 Shepherd Drive
Richmond, BC.
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:46

To: 'Kenny Hall'

Subject: RE:

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development.

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office | City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

From: Kenny Hall [mailto:kenny.hall84@gmail.com]
Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 16:57

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject:

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you
follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land.
We need to protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime
agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

Sincerely,

Kenny Hall

128-5600 Andrews Road
Richmond, BC

Be kind whenever possible. It is always possible. His Holiness the Dalai Lama
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 08:45

To: 'Bell, Yvonne [HSSBC)'

Subject: RE: Easy Urgent [etter to Richmond Council re: Mansions on Farmland

Categories: - DISTRIBUTED ON TABLE, - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S
OFFICE

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your email. Please be advised that copies of your email have been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor for this afternoon’s Planning Committee meeting. In addition,
your email has been forwarded to Gavin Woo, Senior Manager, Building Approvals and Wayne Craig, Director,
Development,

Thank you again for taking the time to bring your concerns to our attention.

Hanieh Berg | Legislative Services Coordinator
City Clerk's Office { City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC veY 2C1

From: Bell, Yvonne [HSSBC] [mailto:Yvonne.Beli@hssbc.ca]

Sent: Monday, 18 December 2017 16:55

To: MayocrandCouncillors

Subject: Easy Urgent letter to Richmond Council re: Mansions on Farmland

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you
follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land.
We need to protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime
agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

Sincerely, Yvonne Bell, life time Richmond resident.
Yvonne Bell
10431 Mortfield Road

Richmond, BC
V7A 2W1
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MayorandCouncillors

From: Ruth Singer <sararuthsinger@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 11:22

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Large homes on Agricultural Farm Land

Dear Mayor and Council

Have you any idea of what you are doing to our limited
farm land?

When all this land is gone you will be wringing your
hands at the loss of land and the high price of fruits
and vegetables

Have any off you driven down number 4,5,and 6 roads
recently? There are monster homes that were and are
being built on prime farm land!!

There are also homes that look like mini hotels
Where is our council when all this is going on Whose
hand is being crossed with money

When the next election comes up 1 know who 1 will
not vote for

A speedy reply is requested

Yours truley

Ruth Singer

#421-12931 Railway Ave Richmond
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MayorandCouncillors

From: Jennifer Rogerson <jenrogerson@me.com>
Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 10:33

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Concerns regarding Mansions on farm land

Dear Mayor and Councillors,

I am asking, as you review the bylaw regarding residential development in the Agricultural Zone, that you
follow Ministry of Agriculture guidelines regarding home size.

Speculation happens on ALR land when larger homes are allowed on agricultural land than on residential land.
We need to protect the precious food-growing resource that exists in Richmond - these soils are prime
agricultural land and should be used for growing food, not mansions.

Sincerely,

Jennifer Rogerson
2-9339 Alberta Rd
Richmond BC
V6Y 4E3
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MayorandCouncillors

From: Laura Gillanders <lauragillanders@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, 19 December 2017 12:13

To: MayorandCouncillors

Cc: Hopkins John; Brodie Malcolm; McPhail,Linda; Johnston,Ken; McNulty,Bill; Loo,Alexa;
Au,Chak; Dang,Derek; Day,Carol; Steves,Harold; Richmond FarmWatch

Subject: Considerations for Staff Options Planning Meeting December 19, 2017

December 18,2017

Dear Richmond Mayor and Councillors and Staff,
Thank you for the work you are doing to reduce the residential impact on farmland in Richmor}%‘l‘,
The staff report presented for planning today should include more options.

Staff was asked to look at options of reducing house size, reducing home plate, and potential regulations regarding
the septic field, and limiting the maximum house footprint.

Staff however presented an option which was outside of what was asked of them which is Option 3 - increasing the
home plate to 14,300 sq ft from 10,780 sq ft which is the current bylaw on farms 0.5 - 2.5 acres.

I ask that staff also present an option that shows a 300m? farm house on the 10,780 sq ft home plate, which leaves a
very liveable usable amount of space on the home plate with plenty of room for the septic field, recreation,
outbuildings, etc.

If staff is showing an option increasing the home plate to accommodate a 6500 sq ft mansion, which is far too big for
a small farm, why are we not also looking at an option to further reduce the house to fit the smaller home plate which
Richmond was initially so proud of?

A 6500 sq ft house on a 1.5 acre West Richmond vegetable farm guarantees that no farmer will ever live there and
eliminates the possibility of the farm being viable. Currently homes on small farms such as these are under 2000 sq
ft, and the farm fields begin at approximately 35m. This ensures the farm is profitable—maximized growing space
and a small house, leaving room for all the outbuildings and equipment storage, etc.,that support the farm.

One size does not fit all in Richmond. A small vegetable farm has different needs.

Please add options to keep the multi-tiered sizes:

Farms up to 0.5 acres: Home plate = 50% of lot area, Max house size 300 m* (Initial staff calculation following
Ministry Guidelines)

Farms 0.5 - 2.5: Home plate= 1000 m?, Max house size 300 m?
Farms over 2.5 acres: Home plate= 10% of lot area up to maximum of ?(1400m?? 2000 m??)

The idea that a smaller home plate will save more farmland is misguided. A large house on a small home plate does
not enhance farming. The home plate, especially on larger farms further away from the city amenities, provide much
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needed recreation, garden areas, orchard, outbuildings, storage, etc. The house size is the primary factor for driving
upthe price of farmland and speculation.

The staff report shows that the large mansions on small farms are not functional.

Please add a request to show option 4 of reducing house size in compliance with the Ministry Guidelines which will
be the best option to enhance farming.

Thank you,

Laura Gillanders of Richmond FarmWatch
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Options to Limit Farmland House Size, Farm Home Plate and House Footprint
Roston submission to Planning Committee Meeting - December 19, 2017.

This is an excellent staff report on the factors involved in calculating the relationship of house size,
septic field size and home plate size. However, the one factor that is less clear in the report is the
relationship between house footprint and house size. This ratio is required for us to easily calculate the
minimum home plate for a house of a given size. Using the data tables in the report, as explained below,
the median ratio of house footprint to house size can be calculated to be 53%. The following questions
can then be answered. The calculations are shown at the end of the document.

Question: Can the septic field be included in the home plate?

Answer;
House Size (ft?) Farms 0.5 to 2.5 acres | Farms over 2.5 acres
Current Richmond maximum 10,770 No Yes
Reduce maximum to 6,500 or less Yes Yes

Question: What is the home plate requirement including septic field for all farms 0.5 acres or more if
the maximum house size is reduced to 6,500 ft? or less?

Answer:
House Size (ft?) Required Home Plate (ft?)
Richmond non-ALR lot maximum: 3,260 5,420
ALR guideline maximum:; 5,400 8,970
Reduced maximum: 6,500 10,790

Question: Given that 61% of Richmond’s farms are under 2.5 acres, how much of these farms would
be covered by the home plate including septic field?

Answer:

House Size Required Home Coverage Coverage Coverage

(ft2) Plate (ft?) 0.5 acre (%) 1 acre (%) 2 acres (%)
Rich. non-ALR: 3,260 5,420 25 12 6
ALR max.: 5,400 8,970 41 21 10
6,500 10,790 50 25 12
7,500 12,450 57 29 14
8,500 14,110 | not permitted 32 16
Current max.: 10,770 17,880 | not permitted 41 21

The smaller the house size, the more chance that a small farm can be profitable. Statistics Canada
data shows that a Richmond farm less than 2 acres in size can have a net profit over $30,000, but it is
hard to do that if the house is larger than 5,400 ft%

Note that once a maximum home plate size is selected, nothing forces the property owner to build the

maximum permitted house size. A smaller house will allow more space on the home plate for outside
recreation. o
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Public Consultation

it is important to make the options as simple as possible to understand. Data should be kept to the
minimum necessary to understand the options. It is also important to add the Richmond average non-
ALR lot maximum and the ALR guideline maximum house sizes as options.

The public needs explanations of home plate size and the objective of minimizing it, the objective of
including the septic field in the home plate and the Richmond average non-ALR lot maximum and the
ALR guideline maximum house sizes.

The figures in staff reports have used a drawing of a cozy farmhouse no matter the size of the house and
home plate under discussion. It is important that the public see what a particular size of house looks
like. For example, this is a 5,400 ft? house:

Sample Calculations

In the tables at the end of the report on house development permits issued between April and
November 2017, the data in Table 2 for farms of 0.5 acres and above gives the actual house size and
house footprint. For the 9 houses listed, the median ratio of house footprint to house size is 53%.

ALR guideline maximum house size (500 sq.m.): 5,400 ft?
House footprint 53%: 2,862 ft?

Septic field size type 2 = 30% of house size: 1,620 ft?
Total house footprint and septic field: 4,482 ft?

Required home plate = 2 x total: 8,970 ft?

House size: 6,500 ft?

House footprint 53%: 3,445 ft?

Septic field size type 2 = 30% of house size: 1,950 ft?
Total house footprint and septic field: 5,395 ft?
Required home plate = 2 x total: 10,790 ft?
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Richmond

Response to Referral:
Options to Limit House Size, Farm

Home Plate and House Footprint
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Schedule 3 to the Minutes of the
Planning Committee meeting of
Richmond City Council held on
Tuesday, December 19, 2017.

The 6,050 ft> House

Angus Drive
e 7 bedrooms
e 7 bathrooms
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Options to Limit Farmiand House Size, Farm Home Plate and House Footprint
Roston submission to Planning Committee Meeting - December 19, 2017.

This is an excellent staff report on the factors involved in calculating the relationship of house size,
septic field size and home plate size. However, the one factor that is less clear in the report is the
relationship between house footprint and house size. This ratio is required for us to easily calculate the
minimum home plate for a house of a given size. Using the data tables in the report, as explained below,
the median ratio of house footprint to house size can be calculated to be 53%. The following questions
can then be answered. The calculations are shown at the end of the document.

Question: Can the septic field be included in the home plate?

Answer:
House Size (ft?) ' Farms 0.5 to 2.5 acres | Farms over 2.5 acres
Current Richmond maximum 10,770 No Yes
Reduce maximum to 6,500 or less Yes Yes

Question: What is the home plate requirement including septic field for all farms 0.5 acres or more if
the maximum house size is reduced to 6,500.ft* or less?

Answer;
House Size {ft?) Required Home Plate (ft?)
Richmond non-ALR lot maximum: 3,260 5,420
ALR guideline maximum: 5,400 8,970
Reduced maximum: 6,500 10,790

Question: Given that 61% of Richmond’s farms are under 2.5 acres, how much of these farms would
be covered by the home plate including septic field?

Answer:

House Size Required Home Coverage Coverage Coverage

(ft2) Plate (ft?) 0.5 acre (%) 1 acre (%) 2 acres (%)
Rich. non-ALR: 3,260 5,420 25 12 6
ALR max.: 5,400 8,970 41 21 10
6,500 10,790 50 25 12
7,500 12,450 57 29 14
8,500 14,110 | not permitted 32 16
Current max.: 10,770 17,880 [ not permitted 41 21

The smaller the house size, the more chance that a small farm can be profitable. Statistics Canada
data shows that a Richmond farm less than 2 acres in size can have a net profit over $30,000, but it is
hard to do that if the house is larger than 5,400 ft%,

Note that once a maximum home plate size is selected, nothing forces the property owner to build the

maximum permitted house size. A smaller house will allow more space on the home plate for outside
recreation.
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Public Consultation

it is important to make the options as simple as possible to understand. Data should be kept to the
minimum necessary to understand the options. It is also important to add the Richmond average non-
ALR lot maximum and the ALR guideline maximum house sizes as options.

The public needs explanations of home plate size and the objective of minimizing it, the objective of
including the septic field in the home plate and the Richmond average non-ALR lot maximum and the
ALR guideline maximum house sizes.

The figures in staff reports have used a drawing of a cozy farmhouse no matter the size of the house and
home plate under discussion. It is important that the public see what a particular size of house looks
like. For example, this is a 5,400 ft2 house:

Sample Calculations

In the tables at the end of the report on house development permits issued between April and
November 2017, the data in Table 2 for farms of 0.5 acres and above gives the actual house size and
house footprint. For the 9 houses listed, the median ratic of house footprint to house size is 53%.

ALR guideline maximum house size (500 sq.m.): 5,400 ft?
House footprint 53%: 2,862 ft?

Septic field size type 2 = 30% of house size: 1,620 ft?
Total house footprint and septic field: 4,482 ft?

Required home plate = 2 x total: 8,970 ft?

House size: 6,500 ft?

House footprint 53%: 3,445 ft?

Septic field size type 2 = 30% of house size: 1,950 ft?
Total house footprint and septic field: 5,395 ft?
Required home plate = 2 x total: 10,790 ft?
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Richmond Minutes

Planning Committee

Date: Tuesday, January 9, 2018

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Councillor Bill McNulty, Vice-Chair
Councillor Chak Au
Councillor Alexa Loo

Absent: Councillor Linda McPhail

Councillor Harold Steves

Also Present: Councillor Carol Day

Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held on
December 19, 2018, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

January 23, 2018, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

1. CHILD CARE OPERATOR SELECTION FOR KINGSLEY ESTATES

CHILD CARE FACILITY, 10380 NO. 2 ROAD
(File Ref. No. 07-3070-01) (REDMS No. 5676024)
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Planning Committee
Tuesday, January 8, 2018

5714482

It was moved and seconded

That the YMCA be appointed as the child care operator for the City-owned
Juacility currently under construction at 10380 No. 2 Road, subject to the
Society entering into a lease for the facility that is satisfactory to the City, as
outlined in the report titled “Child Care Operator Selection for Kingsley
Estates Child Care Facility, 10380 No. 2 Road,” dated December 11, 2017,
from the Manager of Community Social Development.

CARRIED

CULTURAL HARMONY PLAN: GUIDING PRINCIPLES
(File Ref. No. 07-3000-01) (REDMS No. 5643584 v. 5)

In reply to queries from Committee, Kim Somerville, Manager, Community
Social Development, noted that a number of community stakeholders were
consulted on the proposed Guiding Principles and additional community
consultation will take place during the development process of the draft
Cultural Harmony Plan, Also, it was noted that the proposed Guiding
Principles will complement the City’s existing strategies and were developed
through a Cultural Harmony Steering Committee.

Discussion ensued with regard to the available services supporting newcomers
to Richmond and consultation done with Richmond School District No. 38.

As a result of the discussion, staff were directed to forward the Guiding
Principles to the Council/School Board Liaison Committee.

It was moved and seconded

(I) That the Guiding Principles detailed in the staff report titled
“Cultural Harmony Plan: Guiding Principles,” dated December 14,
2017, from the Manager, Community Social Development, be
endorsed; and

(2)  That the Guiding Principles be used to inform the strategic directions
and actions of the draft Cultural Harmony Plan.

CARRIED

DRAFT AFFORDABLE HOUSING STRATEGY 2017-2027
(File Ref, No. 08-4057-01) (REDMS No. 5657869 v. 13)

Joyce Rautenberg, Affordable Housing Coordinator, reviewed the draft
Affordable Housing Strategy, noting that (i) staff will be seeking public
feedback on the implementation plan, (ii) staff anticipate that the final
strategy will be presented to Council in the first quarter of 2018, (iii) non-
profit organizations may utilize land banks for certain affordable housing
projects, and (iv) staff can provide Council with information from Metro
Vancouver regarding affordable housing units that are at risk for
redevelopment.
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Planning Committee
Tuesday, January 8, 2018

5714482

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) calculating the potential loss of
secondary suites and affordable housing units in redevelopment projects,
(ii) encouraging the development community to support affordable housing
projects, and (iii) encouraging development of affordable housing units
suitable for families.

Deirdre Whalen, 13631 Blundell Road, commented on the City’s proposed
Affordable Housing Strategy and expressed concern on the lack of affordable
housing units in the City. Also, she expressed that there is insufficient data on
the loss of secondary suites from redevelopment projects.

Discussion ensued regarding the process to legalize and register secondary
suites and available data on the occupancy of secondary suites. It was noted
that approximately 250 new secondary suites have been secured through the
rezoning process.

It was moved and seconded

(1)  That the recommended draft Affordable Housing Strategy 2017-2027
as outlined in the staff report titled, “Draft Affordable Housing
Strategy 2017-20277, dated December 14, 2017 from the Manager,
Community Social Development, be endorsed for the purpose of
seeking public feedback on the implementation plan and future
actions in the draft Affordable Housing Strategy 2017-2027; and

(2)  That the final Affordable Housing Strategy 2017-2027, including the
results of the consultation, be reported back to Planning Committee
at a later date.

CARRIED

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

APPLICATION BY PIETRO NARDONE TO REZONE THE WEST
PORTIONS OF 7151, 7171, 7191, 7211, 7231, AND 7251 BRIDGE
STREET FROM THE "SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)" ZONE TO THE
"SINGLE DETACHED (ZS14) - SOUTH MCLENNAN (CITY
CENTRE)" ZONE; AND TO REZONE THE EAST PORTION OF 7191
BRIDGE STREET FROM THE “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)” ZONE

TO THE “SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/C)” ZONE
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009796; RZ 16-732490) (REDMS No. 5500172)

Jordan Rockerbie, Planning Technician, reviewed the application, noting that
secondary suites are proposed for all ten new lots. He added that a cash-in-
lieu contribution towards the Affordable Housing Reserve is proposed for the
six retained lots fronting Bridge Street. It was further noted that the proposed
road improvements along Bridge Street will accommodate two-way traffic.
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Planning Committee
Tuesday, January 8, 2018

5714482

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9796, for the
rezoning of the west portions of 7151, 7171, 7191, 7211, 7231, and 7251
Bridge Street from the "Single Detached (RS1/F)" zone to the "Single
Detached (ZS14) - South McLennan (City Centre)" zone; and to rezone the
east portion of 7191 Bridge Street from the “Single Detached (RS1/F)” zone
to the “Single Detached (RS2/C)” zone, be introduced and given first
reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY PIETRO NARDONE FOR REZONING AT 7320,
7340 AND 7360 ASH STREET FROM “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)”
ZONE TO “SINGLE DETACHED (ZS14) — SOUTH MCLENNAN

(CITY CENTRE)” ZONE
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009784; RZ 16-738953) (REDMS No. 5596252)

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9784, for the
rezoning of the east portions of 7320, 7340 and 7360 Ash Street from
“Single Detached (RS1/F)” to “Single Detached (ZS14) — South McLennan
(City Centre)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY 0951705 BC LTD. FOR REZONING AT 8871, 8891,
8911, 8931, 8951, 8971 AND 8960 DOUGLAS STREET FROM THE
“LIGHT INDUSTRIAL (IL)” ZONE AND “AUTO-ORIENTED
COMMERCIAL (CA)” ZONE TO A NEW “COMMERCIAL (ZC45) -

BRIDGEPORT VILLAGE” ZONE
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009815; RZ 15-704980) (REDMS No. 5687131)

Sara Badyal, Planner 2, reviewed the application, highlighting that (i) the
proposed development includes a six-storey building for hotel use and a one-
storey building for commercial use, (ii) the proposed hotel will have
approximately 97 rooms, (iii) the proposed development complies with the
City Centre Area Plan, (iv) the proposed development will include frontage
improvements for Douglas Road and the rear and side lanes, (v) the proposed
hotel will be built to connect to a future District Energy Utility system, and
(vi) the proposed building’s architectural design will be considered during the
Development Permit process,
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Planning Committee
Tuesday, January 8, 2018

5714482

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9815 to create the
“Commercial (ZC45) — Bridgeport Village” zone, and to rezone 8871, 8891,
8911, 8931, 8951, 8971 and 8960 Douglas Street from the “Light Industrial
(IL)” zone and the “Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA)” zone to the new
“Commercial (ZC45) — Bridgeport Village” zone, be introduced and given
first reading.

CARRIED

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Amenity Charges in the Official Community Plan

Wayne Craig, Director, Development, spoke on the proposed inflationary
increases to the development amenity charges contained in the Official
Community Plan, noting that inflation data from Statistics Canada will be
utilized and that staff can present a report on the matter at the next Planning
Committee meeting.

(ii)  Agricultural Property Assessment

Discussion ensued with regard to media reports of an increase in the assessed
value of agricultural properties in the city.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig noted that agricultural
properties that qualify for farm status must meet farm production criteria set
by BC Assessment, otherwise properties that do not meet the farm production
criteria will be assessed using residential rates.

As a result of the discussion, staff were directed to provide a memorandum to
Council regarding the assessment process of agricultural properties.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:51 p.m.).

CARRIED
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Planning Committee
Tuesday, January 8, 2018

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Planning
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Tuesday, January 8§,

2018.
Councillor Bill McNulty Evangel Biason
Vice-Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee

Date: Wednesday, December 20, 2017
Place: Anderson Room

Richmond City Hall
Present: Councillor Harold Steves, Chair

Councillor Carol Day
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Mayor Malcolm Brodie

Absent: Councillor Ken Johnston

Also Present: Councillor Chak Au
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Alexa Loo

Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:02 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural
Services Committee held on November 28, 2017, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

January 30, 2018, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
Wednesday, December 20, 2017

DELEGATION

With the aid of a PowerPoint presentation (copy on-file, City Clerk’s Office),
Sara Dent and Darcy Smith, representing the Young Agrarians BC, spoke on
the Young Agrarians’ Lower Mainland Farmland Matchmaker program,
highlighting that (i) the program aims to connect landowners with farmers and
ensure underutilized agricultural lands are put into production, (ii) the
program has partnered with the City of Surrey and other community
organizations, (iii) there has been a demand for the program, (iv) Young
Agrarians are planning outreach events in Richmond in 2018, and (v) Young
Agrarians are seeking funding support from the City to continue program
development.

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) the terms of the leases, (ii) the sales and
marketing strategy of smaller farming productions, and (iii) a review of the
Young Agrarian’s financial model,

In reply to queries from Committee, Ms. Dent and Ms. Smith noted that
(1) farm lease agreements are typically for a five to ten year term and farms
are typically one to five acres in size, (ii) the Young Agrarians’ financial
statements can be provided, (iii) applicants are screened to ensure potential
farmers have previous farming experience, and (iv) Young Agrarians engage
in outreach with various community organizations to promote the program.

As atesult of the discussion, the following referral motion was introduced:

It was moved and seconded
That staff:

(1) review the Young Agrarians BC’s Lower Mainland Farmland
Matchmaker Program and how it fits with Richmond;

(2)  review the background of the Young Agrarians BC; and

(3) examine sources of funding to support the Lower Mainland
Farmland Matchmaker Programy

and report back.

CARRIED
COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION
2018 ENGAGING ARTISTS IN COMMUNITY PUBLIC ART
PROJECTS
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-089) (REDMS No. 5627140)
2.
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
Wednesday, December 20, 2017

It was moved and seconded

That the concept proposals and implementation for the community public
art projects at Hamilton McLean Neighbourhood Park, Minoru Arenas and
Britannia Shipyards National Historic Site as presented in the staff report
titled “2018 Engaging Artists in Community Public Art Projects,” dated
November 27, 2017, from the Director, Arts, Culture & Heritage Services,
be endorsed.

CARRIED

RECREATION AND SPORT STRATEGY FOCUS AREAS
(File Ref. No. 01-0370-20-003) (REDMS No. 5674133 v. 6)

It was moved and seconded

(1) That the 2018-2023 Recreation and Sport Strategy Focus Areas, as
detailed in the staff report titled “Recreation and Sport Strategy
Focus Areas,” dated November 30, 2017, from the Interim Director,
Parks and Recreation, be approved; and

(2) That the Focus Areas, as described in the staff report titled
“Recreation and Sport Strategy Focus Areas,” dated November 30,
2017, from the Interim Director, Parks and Recreation, be used to
guide the development of the 2018-2023 Recreation and Sport
Strategy and that staff bring the 2018-2023 Recreation and Sport
Strategy to Council for approval in 2018.

CARRIED

PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT PLAN FOR THE STEVESTON

COMMUNITY CENTRE CONCEPT DESIGN
(File Ref. No. 06-2050-20-SCC) (REDMS No. 5667612 v. 8)

In reply to queries, Elizabeth Ayers, Manager, Community Services Planning
and Projects, noted that adding a youth member to the Steveston Community
Centre Concept Design Building Committee can be considered and that the
costs associated with the Public Engagement Plan are included in the
approved 2017 Capital Budget.

It was moved and seconded

(1)  That the Public Engagement Plan described in the staff report titled
“Public Engagement Plan for the Steveston Community Centre
Concept Design,” dated November 28, 2017, from the Interim
Director, Parks and Recreation, be received for information; and
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
Wednesday, December 20, 2017

(2)  That the Steveston Community Centre Concept Design Guiding
Principles as described in Attachment 1 of the staff report titled
“Public Engagement Plan for the Steveston Community Centre
Concept Design,” dated November 28, 2017, from the Interim
Director, Parks and Recreation, be approved.

CARRIED

Discussion ensued with regard to including the 2018 Steveston Cherry
Blossom Festival as a City event.

As a result of the discussion, the following referral motion was introduced:

It was moved and seconded
That staff:

(1) examine options to add the 2018 Steveston Cherry Blossom Festival
as a City event and be included in the 2018 Major Events report; and

(2)  identify sources of funding for the 2018 Steveston Cherry Blossom
Festival;

and report back.
CARRIED

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Steveston Gymnasium Leak

Ms. Ayers advised that staff are currently repairing a leak in the Steveston
Gymnasium and anticipates that the repairs may not be completed by the end
of the week. She added that residents are being advised to utilize other
facilities.

Staff were directed to provide a memorandum on the costs to repair the
Steveston Gymnasium.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:40 p.m.).

CARRIED
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
Wednesday, December 20, 2017

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Parks,
Recreation and  Cultural  Services
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Wednesday, December

20,2017.
Councillor Harold Steves Evangel Biason
Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Finance Committee

Date: Monday, January 8, 2018

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair
Councillor Chak Au

Councillor Carol Day
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Bill McNulty

Absent: Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 5:23 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Finance Committee held on
December 4, 2017, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES DIVISION

1.  FINANCIAL INFORMATION - 3RD QUARTER SEPTEMBER 30,

2017
(File Ref. No. 03-1200-05) (REDMS No. 5683936 v. 5)
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Finance Committee
Monday, January 8, 2018

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled, “Financial Information — 3rd Quarter
September 30, 2017”, dated December 8, 2017 from the Director, Finance
be received for information.

The question on the motion was not called as in reply to queries from
Committee, Jerry Chong, Director, Finance, and Robert Gonzalez, Deputy
CAO and General Manager, Engineering and Public Works, advised that (i)
no additional costs have been incurred related to the minor delay in the
Minoru Centre for Active Living project, (ii) the $934,000 appropriated from
Engineering and Public Works for services fees relating to Lulu Island Energy
Company (LIEC) are part of an agreement for district energy services
rendered by LIEC on behalf of the City, and (iii) surplus funds for water
utilities are transferred to the Water Levy Stabilization Provision to offset
Metro Vancouver increases as water and sanitary sewer rates are stabilized to
ensure payers have a normalized rate, despite spikes in rates imposed by
Metro Vancouver.

The question on the motion was then called and it was CARRIED.

RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL CORPORATION

RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL - 3RD QUARTER 2017 FINANCIAL

INFORMATION
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 5665524)

It was moved and seconded

That the report on Financial Information for the Richmond Olympic Oval
Corporation for the third quarter ended September 30, 2017 from the
Controller of the Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation be received for
information.

The question on the motion was not called as, in response to queries from
Committee, Rick Dusanj, Controller, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation,
commented that there are just over 6000 members of the Richmond Olympic
Oval and that the marketing budget includes three full time staff members.

The question on the motion was then called and it was CARRIED.

LULU ISLAND ENERGY COMPANY

LULU ISLAND ENERGY COMPANY - 3RD QUARTER 2017

FINANCIAL INFORMATION
(File Ref. No. 10-6600-10-01) (REDMS No. 5642816 v. 7)
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Finance Committee
Monday, January 8, 2018

It was moved and seconded

That the Lulu Island Energy Company report titled “Lulu Island Energy
Company — 3rd Quarter 2017 Financial Information” dated November 2,
2017 from the Chief Executive Officer and Chief Financial Officer, Lulu
Island Energy Company be received for information.

CARRIED.
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:42 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Finance
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Monday, January 8,

2018.
Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Amanda Welby
Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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City of

Report to Committee

Richmond
To: Community Safety Committee Date: November 22, 2017
From: Cecilia Achiam, MCIP, BCSLA File:  09-5350-12/2017-Vol
General Manager, Community Safety 01
Re: Lower Mainland District Regional Police Service Integrated Team Annual
Report 2016/17

Staff Recommendation

1. That the report titled “Lower Mainland District Regional Police Service Integrated Team
Annual Report 2016/17” from the General Manager, Community Safety, dated November 22,
2017, be received for information; and

2. That copies of the report be provided to:

a) the Lower Mainland CAO/PCC (Chief Administrative Officer/Principal Police Contact)
Forum to assist in future discussions surrounding cost allocation formulas for the various
teams; and

b) the Director of Police Services, Ministry of Public Safety for consideration during the
Province’s review of the governance of the Integrated Teams.

( _SLA
General Manager, Community Safety
(604-276-4122)

REPORT CONCURRENCE
Att. 2

REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT / INITIALS:
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE 0,5

APPROVED BY 7{0

=T [

— <o ~—
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Staff Report
Origin

On October 3, 2017, the Lower Mainland District (LMD) of the RCMP released the “Lower
Mainland District Regional Police Service Integrated Team Annual Report 2016/2017”
(Attachment 1). An analysis of the RCMP Report has been prepared to examine whether the
City is receiving a level of service proportionate to the payment for these services.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #1 A Safe Community:

Maintain emphasis on community safety to ensure Richmond continues to be a safe
community.

1.4.  Effective interagency relationships and partnerships.

Background

The Integrated Teams consist of five specialized units: the Integrated Homicide Investigation
Team (IHIT), Integrated Forensic Identification Services, Integrated Collision Analysis and
Reconstruction Service, Integrated Police Dog Services and Emergency Response Team. These
Integrated Teams provide specialized services for municipalities that contract with the RCMP,
the Province and independent police departments. The Integrated Teams provide municipalities
with the ability to deal with crimes that are highly complex and are multi-jurisdiction.

Generally, the costs of the Integrated Teams are shared by participating municipalities based on a
funding formula' with two criteria:

1) Criminal Code Offence — 5 year average criminal code offenses accounts for 75% of the
cost sharing

2) Population — Annual population accounts for 25% of the cost sharing

The base cost for Integrated Teams may differ with the Provincial and Federal contributions. A
summary of the base costs is provided in Attachment 2.

In July 2017, the Province has engaged a consultant to conduct the LMD Integrated Teams
Governance Review. The consultant will work with the LMD Integrated Teams Advisory
Committee and the Chief Administrative Officer/Principal Police Contact Committee to gather
suggestions and input for the review.

! Population and criminal code offenses statistics are based on the report entitled “B.C. Policing Jurisdiction Crime Trends” from
the BC Provincial Ministry of Justice, Police Services Division. Example of the generalized formula:
Richmond Overall Cost Share =
0 ( Population of Richmond ) +0.7 ( Richmond S Year Total Average Criminal Code Of fenses )
Total Population of Participating Partners.

S Year Total Average Criminal Code Of fenses of Participating Partners
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Analysis

Expenditures on Integrated Teams

The City’s expenditure on the Integrated Teams in the last fiscal year was $3,712,213 (April 1,
2016 to March 31, 2017). The City’s last three years expenditures on Integrated Teams are
outlined in Table 1.

Table 1 — City of Richmond Historical Expenditures on integrated Teams
Fiscal Year Actual Annual Cost of RCMP Equivalent Police
Integrated Teams Strength
2014/15 $3,423,691 17.75
2015/16 $3,709,878 17.77
2016/17 $3,712,213 16.89

Source: City of Richmond. The financial information contained in Table 1 is based on invoiced statements
by the RCMP and is slightly different than the financial information provided in the RCMP Integrated
Teams Annual Report.

The equivalent police strength is calculated based on the same funding formula on the police
strength for all Integrated Teams. There was a slight decrease in 2016/17 due to new
municipalities joining the Integrated Teams. The average cost per police officer is higher due to
overtime for complex investigations; specialized training and equipment; and the deployment of
higher ranking officers.

Long-term Budgeted Expenditures of the Integrated Teams

The long-term budgeted cost of the Integrated Teams for the City in 2022/23 is $4,458,407,
which equates to an average growth of approximately 1.8 per cent per year for six years. Table 2
outlines the long term cost projection provided by the RCMP.

Should the City experience higher population growth and/or increases in criminal code offences
relative to other municipalities, then the cost share would reflect based on the funding formula.

Table 2 - Budgeted Expenditures on Integrated Teams
B MP
Fiscal Year udgeted Cost of RC Change From Previous Year
Integrated Teams
2017/18 $3,995,335 -
2018/19 54,071,611 1.9%
2019/20 $4,175,652 2.6%
2020/21 54,276,974 2.4%
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Fiscal Year Budgeted Cost of RCMP Change From Previous Year
Integrated Teams
2021/22 $4,366,751 2.1%
2022/23 $4,458,407 2.1%

Source: RCMP 5 Year Plan with IHIT cost distribution at 70/30.

On July 8, 2016, the Supreme Court of Canada released the ruling on R v Jordan, a landmark
decision that imposed timelines of 18 months from charge to conclusion in the Provincial Court
and 30 months in the Supreme Court. Delays caused by defense counsel are excluded from the
calculation of this timeline. The impact of this ruling would require the police to begin
compiling complete disclosure packages earlier and to work more closely with Crown
prosecutors. It is anticipated that an increase in the police support resources would be required
in order to meet the deadlines imposed by this ruling, resulting in higher policing costs to the
municipality.

Analysis of Cost Sharing by Municipalities

The long term sustainability of any shared services depends on the fairness of cost sharing. With
the provision of the regionalized specialized police services, municipalities value the
standardized level of service, cost stability and cost equity of the Integrated Teams.

Standardized Level of Service: The City has received standardized level of service from the
RCMP Integrated Teams. Recognizing the crimes investigated by the Integrated Teams are
multi-jurisdictional, this regionalized deployment model allows timely intelligence sharing and
efficiency in investigations.

Cost Stability: The current funding formula is based on population (25% per cent) and criminal
code offenses (75 per cent) in the participating municipalities. Under this cost structure, the City
pays a share of the cost regardless of the actual calls for service in Richmond for the Integrated
Teams.

Cost Equity: The Integrated Teams tend to investigate files that are multi-jurisdictional and are
categorically violent®. For example, the Integrated Homicide Investigation Team and the
Integrated Forensic Identification Service would be called upon to investigate homicides; the
Integrated Police Dog Service would be called upon to assist in high risk offences such as
robbery or assaults. As such, the funding formula should reflect seriousness of these call
response.

z Policing and Security Branch of the BC Ministry of Justice defines “violent crime” as, “the offences of homicide,
attempted murder, sexual and non-sexual assault, sexual offences against children, abduction, forcible
confinement or kidnapping, firearms, robbery, criminal harassment, extortion, uttering threats, and threatening or
harassing phone calls and other violent offences.” These are the type of criminal offences that the RCMP
Integrated Teams are called upon for service.
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Alternative Funding Formula Option for Consideration

Examination of the violent crime statistics and calls for service data published in the RCMP
Integrated Teams Report suggests that violent crime rates may impact the calls for service of the
Integrated Teams in Richmond. Between 2011 and 2016, the Richmond’s violent crime rate
declined and correspondingly, the Integrated Team response also declined.

Given the nature of the criminal offences investigated by the Integrated Teams, the funding
formula should consider violent crime statistics to ensure cost equity to municipal partners. With
the trend of a lower violent crime rate in Richmond compared to other jurisdictions, Richmond’s
share of the Integrated Teams cost would be less if the funding formula was to be replaced with
violent crime than criminal code. Chart 1 below depicts the average estimated percentage of cost
share* using both the criminal code and violent crime.

Chart 1 - Comparison of Integrated Teams Funding Formulas -

Richmond's Cost Share
10.00%

9.00%

8.00% —

7.00%

(estimated)

6.00%

Percentage of Richmond's
Cost Share

5.00%

2009 2010 2011 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016

riminal Code

! Formula 7.93% 7.98% 8.06% 8.16% 8.16% 8.24% 8.18% 8.15%

iolent Crime

7.33% 7.55% 7.66% 7.58% 7.59% 7.60% 7.41% 7.44%
| Formula

With the current funding formula using criminal code offences, the City’s cost share of the
Integrated Teams is about 8.15 per cent of the total cost. If the funding formula is revised to use
violent crime offences, the City’s cost share would drop to 7.44 per cent, a decrease of 0.71 per
cent. With the total municipal partners cost of approximately $42.5 million per year, this would
translate into a savings of $301,750 per year. Attachment 3 shows the cost sharing difference for
all municipalities participating in the Integrated Teams

Financial Impact

None.

4 The percentage of cost share estimated includes all partner municipalities only. Provincial jurisdiction is
excluded. In practice, each unit of the Integrated Teams are calculated separately because not all municipalities
participate in all of the Integrated Teams units. Provincial and Federal contributions have to be included in the
calculation. As such, the actual percentage cost share would be slightly different than presented in Chart 1.

5667362 CNCL - 156



November 22, 2017 -6~

Conclusion

Staff will continue to examine and monitor the annual costs and benefits to the City of Richmond
of the RCMP Integrated Teams. The Integrated Teams primarily respond to violent crime such
as homicide, robbery and assaults. Richmond has seen a decline in violent crime over the last
five years and correspondingly, a reduction in call response of Integrated Teams. Violent crime,
rather than general criminal code offences, is a better metric that reflects the multi-jurisdictional
nature of serious crimes. For a sustainable regionalized police service such as the Integrated
Teams, the use of violent crime statistics for the funding formula reflects better cost equity and
cost stability.

This annual comparison would be beneficial to the Lower Mainland Municipalities in future
discussions at the CAO/PPC (Chief Administrative Officer/Principal Police Contact) Forum with
regard to governance and funding of the Integrated Teams. The contents of this report might also
assist the Director of Police Services in his review of the governance of the Integrated Teams.

Douglas Liu
Manager, Business and Operational Analysis

Community Safety Division
(604-276-4004)

Attachment  1: Integrated Teams 2016-2017 Annual Report
2: Base cost of Integrated Teams
3: Cost Share Comparison Using Criminal Code and Violent Crime Statistics
(excludes Provincial figures)
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ATTACHMENT -2

Base cost of Integrated Teams:

a) Funding for the Emergency Response Team has a 50% municipal and 50% provincial
and federal cost distribution.

b) The Integrated Homicide Investigation Team has a 70/30 cost split, where municipalities
are responsible for 70% of the costs (as of April 1, 2012). However, this distribution is
currently being discussed between the Provincial and Federal governments and may
revert to 90/10 in the future.

c) All other Integrated Teams have a 90% municipal and 10% federal cost distribution.

d) Costs associated to accommodation and Public Service Employee are charged to the
municipal sector at 100%.

e) Independent police services that utilize the Integrated Teams contribute 100% of their
costs.
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Cost Share Comparison Using Criminal Code and Violent Crime Statistics (excludes Provincial

figures)
Comparison of Funding Formulas
(Municipal Partners Only, Provincial Jurisdiction Excluded)
2016 2016
Municipality Cost Share Cost Share Difference
Criminal Code Violent Crime
Abbotsford 5.62% 6.89% 1.28%
Burnaby 9.69% 9.00% -0.69%
Chilliwack 5.62% 521% -0.41%
Coquitlam 5.68% 5.23% -0.45%
Delta 3.62% 3.36% -0.26%
Hope 0.51% 0.64% 0.13%
Kent 0.26% 0.44% 0.17%
Langley City 2.32% 1.86% -0.45%
tangley Township 5.51% 4.56% -0.95%
Maple Ridge 4.26% 4.59% 0.33%
Mission 2.35% 2.58% 0.24%
New Westminster 3.54% 4.05% 0.51%
North Vancouver City 2.41% 2.48% 0.07%
North Vancouver District 2.69% 2.48% -0.21%
Pitt Meadows 0.86% 0.91% 0.04%
Port Coquitlam 2.73% 2.75% 0.02%
Port Moody 0.92% 0.94% 0.01%
Richmond 8.15% 7.44% - 0.70%
Sechelt 0.40% 0.49% 0.09%
Squamish 1.01% 1.39% 0.38%
Surrey 28.75% 29.57% 0.83%
West Vancouver 1.46% 1.58% 0.13%
Whistler 0.80% 0.88% 0.08%
White Rock 0.84% 0.67% -0.17%
100.00% 100.00%

The percentage of cost share estimated includes all partner municipalities only. Provincial jurisdiction is
excluded. In practice, each unit of the Integrated Teams are calculated separately because not all
municipalities participate in all of the Integrated Teams units. Provincial and Federal contributions have
to be included in the calculation as well. As such, the actual percentage cost share would be slightly

different than presented in Chart 1.
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City of

Report to Committee

2 Richmond
To: General Purposes Committee Date: November 27,2017
From: John Irving, P.Eng. MPA File: 10-6340-20-
Director, Engineering P.16309/Vol 01
Re: Updated Design Concept

No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump Station

Staff Recommendation

That the updated design concept for the No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump Station Upgrade as
detailed in Attachment 1 of the staff report titled, “Updated Design Concept No. 2 Road South
Drainage Pump Station,” be endorsed.

John Irving, P.Eng. MPA
Director, Engineering
(604-276-4140)

Att. 1

REPORT CONCURRENCE

ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE [P M nes BRANAGER

Parks Services g//

Sewerage & Drainage

REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT / INTIALS: DRY CAD
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE OS
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Staff Report
Origin

At the June 21, 2017 Public Works and Transportation Committee Meeting, preliminary design
concepts for the architectural features of the No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump Station Upgrade
were presented by staff. The committee queried whether the exterior fagade of the station could
reflect the ferry building that was once near this site.

The purpose of this report is to provide Council with an updated pump station architectural
concept that reflects upon the historic usage of the site as a ferry terminal.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #6 Quality Infrastructure Networks:

Continue diligence towards the development of infrastructure networks that are safe,
sustainable, and address the challenges associated with aging systems, population
growth, and environmental impact.

Analysis

In the mid 1950°s, Bowditch wharf at the south foot of No. 2 Road was used by Coast Ferries to
operate the ferry Lady Rose. The Lady Rose carried passengers and one automobile from
Steveston to Galiano, Mayne and Saturna Islands. The Coast Ferries office and waiting room
were located on the wharf.

The preliminary design concepts for the No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump Station have been
revised to pay homage to the old waiting room. The revised concept is effectively a replica of
the original office and waiting room as interpreted from photographs of the original building.

The building size was estimated based on the architectural features contained in the photographs.
This building has a similar footprint to the original concept and will be just large enough to
house the backup generator and maintenance access to the underground portion of the pump
station. The proposed building is not large enough to accommodate public entry, but interpretive
panels will be placed outside.

The previous design concept included a rooftop public viewing area. However, due to the shape
of the roof of the historic building, the viewing area has been removed from the updated concept
as it would significantly alter the look of the building. Also, since the historic building was
located on the wharf outside of the dike, the new building will be placed in a different location
farther inland.

Subject to Council’s endorsement, staff anticipate that detailed design for No. 2 Road South
Drainage Pump Station will be completed by Spring 2018, with construction to follow thereafter.
As with all capital projects, staff will be implementing a communication program with local
residents and businesses through the detailed design and construction phases.
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Financial Impact

Funding to complete the No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump Station upgrade has been approved
by Council as part of the 2016 Capital Program. The estimated cost of the No. 2 Road South
Drainage Pump Station is $7.7M.

This project is included in the 2016 Flood Protection Program. The Province of British Columbia
is providing the City with $16.63M for the replacement of 4 drainage pump stations and
approximately 1.2km of dike upgrades. The provincial funding is based on a 2/3 to 1/3
provincial to municipal share of eligible costs.

Conclusion

The No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump Station was approved in the 2016 Capital Program. An
updated design concept has been prepared that reflects upon the historic use of the site. Subject
to Council’s support, work will continue on advancing the design concept to a full detailed
design.

T
Elena Paller, P.Eng. Milton Chan, P.Eng.
Project Engineer Manager, Engineering Design and Construction
(604-276-4023) (604-276-4377)

MC:mc

Att. 1: Updated Concept - No. 2 Road South Drainage Pump Station
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City of

) Report to Committee
22 Richmond P

To: General Purposes Commitiee Date: November 28, 2017

From: Cecilia Achiam, MCIP, BCSLA File: 12-8275-01/2017-Vol
General Manager, Community Safety 01

Re: Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No. 9798

7951 Alderbridge Way Unit 160

Staff Recommendation

That Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No. 9798, which amends
Schedule A of Bylaw No. 7538, to add the address of 7951 Alderbridge Way Unit 160 among
the sites that nermit an Amusement Centre to operate, be given first, second and third readings.

Covsiin s v, ACIP, BCSLA
General Manager, Community Safety
(604-276-4122)

Att. 1

REPORT CONCURRENCE

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE

Law ﬁ/

INITIALS:
REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT /

AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE C{

Af {
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Staff Report
Origin

One of the categories of regulated businesses in Richmond is Amusement Centre which contains
Amusement Machines, defined in the Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538 as:

A machine on which mechanical, electrical, automatic or computerized
games are played for amusement or entertainment, and for which a coin or
token must be inserted or a fee charged for use, and includes machines
used for the purposes of gambling.

The Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538 restricts a business from operating with more than
four amusement machines unless the location is listed in Schedule A of the bylaw.

This report deals with an application received from 1141176 B.C. Ltd., doing business as: JC
Game Cafe (hereinafter referred to as JC Game Cafe) to operate 40 console game systems for
online/offline gaming from premises situated at 7951 Alderbridge Way Unit 160. This premises
is not listed as an approved address on Schedule A which permits more than four amusement
machines.

JC Game Café is a new business and this company and its directors have no history with the City
of Richmond. This location was previously occupied with a Pool Hall and Amusement Centre
but recently moved to another location and was removed off the Schedule A of the Business
Regulation Bylaw No. 7538.

Analysis

Amusement Centre regulations and definitions cover different types of amusement machines
such as 3D virtual reality computerized games, console gaming, computer games in the Internet
Café and traditional arcades. Amusement Centres are a regulated business because of their
potential to impact the community, including their historic role of attracting criminal activity.
The City has imposed regulations to minimize this risk including restricted operating hours,
prohibition on children under 15 to be present during school hours and rules prohibiting
gambling, fighting, consumption of alcohol, etc. These businesses may be inspected from time to
time to ensure regulatory compliance of the regulations.

As this business is new in the City of Richmond there is no history of any violations.

The location the applicant is intending to operate is zoned Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA),
which permits among other uses, Amusement Centre. The unit is situated in a single-level
commercial building on a multi-building parcel. This zone provides for a mix of commercial and
related uses oriented to vehicular access. There are currently eleven commercial businesses
operating on this property. Businesses range from various permitted uses such as: recreation,
indoor; restaurants; retail, general; vehicle body repair or paint shop; car rental; service, business
support and childcare. This property is situated at the corner of No 3 Road and Alderbridge Way,
(Attachmentl).
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In addition to the bylaw amendment, the applicant will be required to ensure that the premises
meets all building and health regulations before a Business Licence would be issued.
Financial Impact

None.

Conclusion

Amusement Centres are regulated under the City’s Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538 and
staff are recommending that the applicant’s request for 7951 Alderbridge Way Unit 160, be
added to Schedule A of the bylaw to allow more than four amusement machines to be operated.

>/ /;”X N ‘g‘;«??fw

{ vl N
Victor M. Duarte”
Supervisor, Business Licences
(604-276-4389)

VMD:vmd

Att. 1. Aerial View Map
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Bylaw 9798

Business Regu ition B! ww No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No. 9798

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

1. That Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, as amended, is further amended by adding the

following address in Schedule A item 1.

Civic Address Civic Number

1. Alderbridge Way 7951 Unit 160

Original Bylaw Reference

9798

And renumbering the rest of the current addresses in sequential order.

2. This Bylaw is cited as “Business Regulation Bylaw No. 7538, Amendment Bylaw No.

9798”.

FIRST READING

SECOND READING

THIRD READING

LEGAL REQU REMENTS SATL [ED

ADOPTED

MAYOR

5673765
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Rezoning Applications and Review Process for Medical Marihuana Production

Current and Historical Rezoning Applications

To date, there have been three applications to amend the Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to allow
a medical marihuana production and or research facility. These applications are summarized in
the table below:

Application Number Site Address Current Status

RZ 13 - 639815 11320 Horseshoe Way Application closed and Bylaw
abandoned by Council July 25, 2016

RZ 14 -665028 5960 No. 6 Road Public Hearing September 6, 2016
Bylaw at 3" Reading

RZ 17 -769785 13751 Garden City Road Staff review

The first application for the facility at 11320 Horseshoe Way received 3" reading following the
Public Hearing on March 17, 2014. However, the applicant did not proceed with the project, and
Council abandoned the rezoning bylaw on July 25, 2016.

The application for the property at 5960 No. 6 Road is consistent with the OCP policy adopted
by Council, and is currently at 3" reading, and the applicant is working on conditions of rezoning
adoption, including confirmation of licensing from Health Canada.

The application for the property at 13751 Garden City Road does not comply with the OCP
policy, and is currently under staff review. A staff report on the application will be presented to
Planning Committee and Council in due course.

Current Rezoning Process

In order to allow a medical marihuana production or research facility, an application to amend
the Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 is required, and a bylaw must be adopted by Council. The
zoning amendment bylaw would be drafted to allow the proposed use on a site-specific basis
only. As per the Official Community Plan, Council has directed staff to review applications for
cannabis production on a case-by-case basis.

The application review process includes confirmation of RCMP review, Richmond Fire Rescue
review, and proof of licensing from Health Canada. Principal staff review of an application
focusses on the conformance of the application to Council’s adopted OCP policy. A bylaw
would not be presented to Council for consideration until all technical issues have been resolved.

Future Bylaw Amendments

At the current time, the regulatory framework of the Official Community Plan and the Richmond
Zoning Bylaw 8500 has focussed on medical marihuana production facilities and medical
marihuana research and development facilities. There are no current zoning regulations which
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o2 City of

Report to Committee

Richmond
To: Planning Committee Date: November 27, 2017
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Manager, Community Social Development 01
Re: Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee (RCSAC) 2017 Annual

Report and 2018 Work Program

Staff Recommendation

That the staft report titled “Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee (RCSAC) 2017
Annual Report and 2018 Work Program,” dated November 27, 2017, from the Manager of
Community Social Development, be approved.

Al -

Kim Somerville
Manager, Community Social Development
(604-247-4671)
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Staff Report
Origin

The mandate of the Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee (RCSAC) is to
encourage and promote social policies and community services that contribute to the well-being
and quality of life of Richmond residents, and to develop the capacity of the community service
sector.

While an advisory body, the RCSAC is only partially a City-appointed committee (i.e. only two
citizen representatives are Council-appointed). The City supports the RCSAC by providing an
annual operating budget, a Council Liaison and a Staff Liaison.

This report presents the RCSAC 2017 Annual Report (Attachment 1) and proposed 2018 Work
Program (Attachment 2).

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant, Active and Connected City:

Continue the development and implementation of an excellent and accessible system of
programs, services, and public spaces that reflect Richmond’s demographics, rich
heritage, diverse needs, and unique opportunities, and that facilitate active, caring, and
connected communities.

2.2.  Effective social service networks.

2.3.  Outstanding places, programs and services that support active living, wellness and
a sense of belonging.

This report also supports Social Development Strategy (2013-2022) Action 38:

Nurture and enhance existing communication channels and networks with community
agencies (e.g. through staff support to the Richmond Community Services Advisory
Committee, participation in networking groups).

Analysis

RCSAC Charter

As indicated in the RCSAC Charter (Attachment 3), the mission of this advisory committee is
“to encourage and promote those social policies and community services which contribute to the
general health, welfare and quality of life of the residents of Richmond, and to increase inter-
agency relations and cooperation in order to enhance community capacity”. Their mandate is
described in the attached Charter as:

Section A

The RCSAC shall advise Richmond City Council and may, in consultation with City
Council, make representations to other policy-making bodies on the following:
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1. Policies that encourage cooperative planning and delivery of community services to
ensure optimum efficiency and effectiveness;

2. Social issues/concerns that have an impact on community services, special needs
groups and the quality of life in the community;

3. Community impact of governmental changes to policies and/or programs affecting
Richmond’s community services, and

4. Any other matters that may be referred by Richmond City Council, RCSAC member
groups and the community at large.

Section B

1. Coordination of activities and information sharing between the voluntary and public
sector.

The RCSAC also has separate “Operating Policies and Procedures” describing membership,
structure and procedures.

2017 Annual Report

Highlights of the 2017 RCSAC Work Program, based on a number of Council Term Goals
(2014-2018) (Attachment 1) include:

¢ The Non-Profit Organization (NPO) Space Needs Action Team secured partial funding
through a Richmond Community Foundation grant to develop, conduct, analyze and
report on an agency-specific Non-Profit Space Needs survey. This project is distinct from
their annual Social Services and Space Needs Survey, which monitors general trends but
does not provide agency-specific information;

¢ Communication Tools were sent to Council regarding a request for the City to fund the
balance of the NPO Space Needs Survey and to establish a Richmond Food Systems
Advisory Committee;

e A calendar addition to the RCSAC website whereby members can post mental health and
addictions programs and services to enable intake workers and other service providers to
navigate and access systems and services for their clients more easily. The usefulness of
this pilot project will be reviewed intermittently; and

e An MLA Information Session to be held in December 2017,

2018 Work Program

Council Term Goals (2014-2018) have been used to form the basis of RCSAC 2018 activities.
As indicated in “Origins”, above, Council Term Goals 2.2 and 2.3 regarding effective social
service networks are particularly relevant. In addition, the RCSAC contributes to Council Term
Goals regarding community safety, well-planned communities, sustainability, partnerships,
infrastructure and a well-informed citizenry (Attachment 2). Highlights of the RCSAC’s 2018
work plan include:
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e Implementing the NPO Space Needs Survey and reporting results to Council;

e Continuing to update an inventory of community-based tables and committees relevant to
social services;

¢ Expanding the RCSAC calendar of addictions and mental health services and programs

e Working collaboratively with other Richmond organizations to provide information
regarding affordable housing needs;

¢ Providing information to Council regarding the impact of Federal and Provincial policy
and funding decisions on Richmond services;

e Hosting an annual information sharing meeting with Richmond MLAs as well as
provincial ministers; and

e Continuing to apprise Council of matters affecting community agencies and Richmond
residents.

This work program may be revised as necessary, based on emerging issues and Council
priorities.

Financial Impact
None.
Conclusion

The RCSAC 2018 Work Program is designed to reflect Council Term Goals (2014-2018) and
advance Social Development Strategy (2013-2022) actions by strengthening social infrastructure
and addressing emerging issues impacting the community. The RCSAC will continue to support
the community service sector by fostering collaborative working relationships, networking
opportunities and information exchange. The RCSAC thereby plays a vital role in sustaining and
enhancing the social well-being of Richmond residents.

e

Lesley Sherlock
Social Planner
(604-276-4220)

Att, 1: RCSAC 2017 Annual Report
2: RCSAC 2018 Work Program and Budget
3: RCSAC Charter
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2017 RCSAC Executive Committee Report

2017 Executive Committee Membership:

Kathie Chiu, Salvation Army Co-Chair

Alex Nixon, Richmond Food Bank Co-Chair

Rick Dubras, Richmond Addictions Services Society Treasurer

Jenn Fancy de Mena, Problem Gambling Addictions Services (until Feb 2017) Member-at-Large
Hayden Marshall-Fox, Turning Point Recovery Society Member-at-Large
Lonnie Belfer, Avia Employment Services (from March 2017) Member-at-Large
Councillor Derek Dang City Council Liaison
Lesley Sherlock, Social Planner City Staff Liaison

Results of Executive Elections at the November 9, 2017 Annual General Meeting

As documented in the RCSAC Operating Policies and Procedures, members on the Executive,
with the exception of the Co-Chair positions, hold their positions for a period of one year.
Elections are held at the November Annual General Meeting (AGM) to elect/re-elect committee
members to their respective executive roles. The results of the elections were:

Co-Chair Kathie Chiu, Salvation Army (2™ year)

Co-Chair Lonnie Belfer, Avia Employment Services
Treasurer Rick Dubras, Richmond Addiction Services Society
Member-at-Large Ling Chu, SUCCESS

Member-at-Large Diane Sugars, Chimo

Member-at-Large Janice Lambert, Richmond Family Place

Executive Committee Summary of 2017 Activities:

Membership
e The number of members (40) stayed the same from 2016 to 2017.
e There were two Citizen Appointee positions (2017-2018): Olivia Chia and Hamid
Ghanbari.

RCSAC Action Groups

The RCSAC does not have standing sub-committees, but rather has ad hoc, time-limited action
groups to address specific concerns or accomplish specific tasks. The following action groups
were active in 2017:

¢ Addictions and Mental Health

e Food Systems

¢ Non-Profit Organization (NPO) Space Needs Project (to identify agency-specific space

needs)

¢ Annual Social Services and Space Needs Survey (overall funding and space needs trends)

¢ Commercial Tax Task Group (amalgamated with the NPO Space Needs Group)

e RCSAC Website

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report Page 2 of 12
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Additionally, the RCSAC receives monthly reports from the Richmond Homelessness Coalition
to keep the RCSAC informed on housing and homelessness issues.

Action Group Reports

Addictions and Mental Health
Mandate:

To work in an advisory capacity to Richmond City Council on issues related to Addictions and
Mental Health (AMH); to enhance the continuum of AMH services in Richmond; and to develop
partnerships and identify funding sources for the implementation of AMH working group
initiatives

Activities:

In order to renew the 2012 Addictions and Mental Health Gap Analysis Report, the AMH Task
group looked for and applied for funding to renew the Gap Analysis since it was last completed
five years ago. Unfortunately, we were unsuccessful with the funding request. In order to
support initiatives that reduce barriers to accessing services, the AMH Task group supported the
development of a RCSAC calendar update that would allow all members to post programs and
services on one website location to allow intake workers and partners to navigate systems and
services more easily. These changes have increased website viewing and utilization when
compared to last year’s results. The AMH Task Group has supported the evaluation of this
initiative and results were positive. The AMH Task Group has also been diligent in ensuring
more consistent reporting to the RCSAC in 2017 to make sure that members are aware of
programs and services as well as key changes in the community such as current updates
regarding the STOREYS development, the Outreach and Resources Support Program (OARS)
and prevention initiatives carried out by other organizations (e.g. Richmond Addiction Services
Society, the Salvation Army and Pathways Clubhouse).

Food Systems

Membership:

Anita Georgy, Alex Nixon, De Whalen.
Mandate:

To explore ways to address gaps in how our food system serves our community, and report back
to the RCSAC on potential solutions.

Activities:

The Food Systems Action Group met with Brent Manstield, Director of the BC Food Systems
Network, to discover how other municipalities address food system gaps. The action group
recommended that the RCSAC advise Richmond City Council to form a Richmond Food System
Advisory Committee to provide advice to City Council. The RCSAC presented a
Communication Tool to Planning Committee in May 2017 conveying this advice.

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report Page 3 of 12
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Non-Profit Organization (NPO) Space Needs
Membership: Janice Barr, Rick Dubras, Janice Lambert, Sandy MclIntosh, Alex Nixon.

Mandate: To explore Richmond’s NPO space needs and find collaborative solutions; to report
the results back to the RCSAC.

Activities:

The NPO Space Needs Action Group secured partial funding through the Richmond Community
Foundation to commission the development of a new Space Needs Survey to gather agency-
specific information. The goal is to deploy and analyse the new survey and provide City Council
with policy options regarding NPO space needs.

Commercial Tax Task Group

Membership:

Judy Valsonis (TFA), Janice Barr (RSCL), Brian Wardley (HORAS), Rick Dubras (RASS),
Jennifer Larsen (Community Member), Una Mulhall (Pathways Clubhouse)

Mandate:

To understand the changes to the commercial tax situation for non-profits in 2017 as many
Richmond agencies have experienced recent increases to rent including property tax.

Activities:

The group met with City staff who presented information as to the current situation of property
taxes in Richmond. This information was presented to the RCSAC membership. Due to the
overlapping concerns with the NPO Space Needs Task Group, the Commercial Tax Task Group
decided to join the NPO Space Needs Task group.

Website
Membership: Rick Dubras, Hayden Marshall-Fox, Lonnie Belfer, Jennifer Dieckmann

Mandate: To update the RCSAC website and integrate a mental health and addictions services
calendar into it.

Activities:

In January the Addictions and Mental Health Task Group Proposal was accepted at the RCSAC
General Meeting. The purpose of the proposal is to carry out a pilot program concerning the
specific use of the RCSAC website calendar for mental health and addictions services as an aid
for intake workers and other service providers in the field as well as to increase use of the
RCSAC website. The focus is coordination of services and programs in one on-line location.

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report Page 4 of 12
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Beginning in February, the secretary began to enter mental health and addictions specific
programs and services in the RCSAC website calendar, supported by the AMH Task Group.
The secretary asked pilot project participants to provide Calendar program updates at regular
intervals.

In late spring, the RCSAC contracted with I'T GURL, an IT services consultant, to update the
look of the RCSAC Calendar to make it easier to view and navigate.

The Website Task Group met in September and October to discuss how the Calendar was
working and what other areas could be improved/changed.

In September the RCSAC Calendar was shown at the General meeting to the membership where
further suggestions where offered on the use of the calendar.

In October, pilot project participants were contacted for feedback. The majority stated that,
although they did not use the Calendar often, it was a useful resource. They would like it to be

searchable and have more program information entered.

Communications with the City of Richmond

The RCSAC sent the following correspondence to City Council to advise them on issues
impacting Richmond’s citizens and community services:

¢ Richmond Food Systems Advisory Committee Communication Tool

¢ Richmond Non-Profit Space Review Funding Request

Community Tables

The RCSAC continues to maintain a list of community tables and committees addressing a range
of social service topics.

Presentations

Community organizations presented to the RCSAC at most RCSAC meetings on issues and
topics vital to Richmond’s community services. The organizations and topics included:

e February: RCSAC Member Presentations

e March: Colt Program

e April: Transit Police

e May: Dr. Michael Ma

e June: Richmond Women’s Resource Centre
e September:  Richmond Addictions Services Society
e Qctober: Richmond Cares, Richmond Gives

e November: RCSAC AGM

¢ December MLA Forum

Financial

A 2017 financial report and proposed 2018 budget were drafted by the Treasurer and approved
by the membership at the RCSAC’s November AGM.

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report Page 50f 12
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The RCSAC has continued to operate without an increase to its operating grant for five years,
despite the added financial pressures due to increasing membership (from 33 members in 2011 to
40 members in 2017). For 2017, the RCSAC continued to reduce meeting and staff expenses.

The 2018 Work Plan was approved at the November 9, 2017 RCSAC AGM as a working
document that will be revisited throughout the year and revised as necessary.

RCSAC 2017 Membership

In 2017, we lost Jennifer Larsen, a long-time member of the RCSAC. Jennifer served her
community with passion and commitment and her contribution to the RCSAC is greatly missed.

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report Page 6 of 12
5665976 CNCL - 328



Organization

Representative(s)

Voting Members

Avia Employment Centres

Lonnie Belfer

BC Responsible and Problem Gambling

Jenn Fancy de Mena

Boys and Girls Club of South Coast BC Jason Lee

Chimo Community Services Diane Sugars
City Appointee Hamid Ghanbari
City Appointee Olivia Chia
Community Living BC George Sartori
Developmental Disabilities Association Donna Cain
Family Services of Greater Vancouver Karin Kirkpatrick
Heart of Richmond AIDS Society Brian Wardley

Individual Member

Jennifer Larsen

Pacific Community Resource Services

Leslie Martin

Pathways Clubhouse Richmond Una Mulhall

RCMP Richmond Constable Heather Hall
Richmond Addictions Services Society Rick Dubras
Richmond Animal Protection Society Eyal Lichtmann
Richmond Cares, Richmond Gives Jocelyn Wong
Richmond Caring Place Society Sandy McIntosh
Richmond Children First Helen Davidson
Richmond Centre for Disability Ella Huang
Richmond Division of Family Practice Denise Ralph
Richmond Family and Youth Court Committee Neelu Kang Dhaliwal
Richmond Family Place Society Janice Lambert
Richmond Food Bank Society Alex Nixon
Richmond Food Security Society Anita Georgy

Richmond Mental Health Consumer & Friends Society

Isabel Ceron

Richmond Multicultural Community Services

Parm Grewal

Richmond Poverty Response Committee De Whalen
Richmond School District #38 Sherry Elwood
Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee Sandra Gebhardt
Richmond Society for Community Living Janice Barr
Richmond Therapeutic Equestrian Society TBD

Richmond Women’s Resource Centre

Florence Yau

Richmond Youth Service Agency Jane Reed
Salvation Army (Richmond) Kathy Chiu
S.U.C.C.E.S.S. Ling Chu
Touchstone Family Services Judy Valsonis
Turning Point Recovery Society Ted Paxton
Vancouver Coastal Health Belinda Boyd

Vancouver Transit Police

Inspector Bruce Shipley

Non-Voting Members

Council Liaison

Cllr. Derek Dang

Staff Liaison

Lesley Sherlock

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report
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2017 RCSAC Work Plan Results

For the 2017 year, the RCSAC continued to link its annual work plan initiatives to the Richmond City
Council Term Goals. The 2017 Work Plan was designed to provide Council with advice to support
Council’s Goal Statement for Community Social Services:

Continued implementation of the Social Development Strategy that articulates
our role and how we work with our partners in service provision, manages
expectations and targets our limited resources in the delivery of these services.

Within this goal statement, the RCSAC focused on providing advice on the following Council
priorities. The RCSAC also worked to strengthen agency and RCSAC capacity.

Council Term Goal 1.4 - Effective interagency relationships and partnerships
Objectives

e To respond to Council requests for advice regarding community safety matters

e To provide a forum for Social Service Providers, Council Liaisons and City Staff, Citizen
Appointees and Individual Members to collaborate, share, network and learn from one another,
as well as from guest speakers regarding City and community initiatives

e To identify, advise and provide recommendations to City Council and staff of trends, gaps and
needs of our community

2017 Activities

e Provided networking and information sharing opportunities for member agencies with
the goal of strengthening the social safety net

e Heard eight presentations from various groups on topics relevant to RCSAC member
organizations and Richmond social services, including presentations by the Transit Police
and Dr. Michael Ma from Kwantlen Polytechnic’s Criminology Department

Council Term Goal 2.2 - Effective social service networks
Objectives

e To increase connections within the RCSAC membership

e To increase information and opportunities for the RCSAC members to plan and promote
community and social service events and activities

e To review and broaden the membership of the RCSAC and encourage organizations providing
community and social services in the Richmond community to join

e To increase administrative efficiency for the RCSAC

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report Page 8 of 12
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2017 Activities

Maintained the Community Table/Committee Inventory

Actively recruited potential member organizations

Began the process of upgrading the RCSAC website to ensure its continued use
Completed the RCSAC 2017 Annual Report

Council Term Goal 3.4 - Diversity of housing stock

Objectives

e Continue to support the implementation of the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy
e Advise Council regarding the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy Update

2017 Activities

e Participated in the Affordable Housing Strategy Update consultations
¢ Received monthly updates from the Richmond Homeless Coalition

Council Term Goal 4.2 - Innovative projects and initiatives to advance sustainability

Objectives

e The RCSAC will examine food security and its inter-relation to community and social services
in Richmond (e.g. intersection of food with physical and mental health, disease prevention,
emergency food relief)

e Support the City as it advocates for a coordinated regional approach to enhance local food
security

e Support the development of a food security action plan and appropriate committee structure for
the City of Richmond

2017 Activities

e An action team was formed regarding Food Security in Richmond

e A Communication Tool was sent to Council advising that Richmond City Council create a
Richmond Food Systems Advisory Committee

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report Page 9 of 12
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Council Term Goal 5.1 - Advancement of City priorities through strong intergovernmental
relationships

Objectives

e To provide Council with information about the impact of provincial and federal funding
decisions on social services agencies and Richmond residents

2017 Activities

e Presented “Municipal Responses to Child & Youth Poverty” report to Planning
Committee in February 2017 resulting in Council advocating to the Province for the
establishment of a BC Poverty Reduction Plan

e Held the MLA Information Session and exchanged information on social services and
gaps in service in Richmond

Council Term Goal 6.2 - Infrastructure is reflective of and keeping pace with community need

Objectives

e Identify non-profit society space needs within Richmond
e Identify housing needs of RCSAC member agency clients

2017 Activities

e Formed the NPO Space Needs Subcommittee to closely examine agency-specific space
needs in Richmond

¢ Funding request for NPO Space Needs project was reviewed by Planning Committee in
September 2017

Council Term Goal 9.2 - Effective engagement strategies and tools
Objectives

e To share and promote information and engagement opportunities to clients of member agencies
e To stay apprised of results of engagement tools and how they are impacting our clients

2017 Activities

¢ FEncouraged information sharing at every RCSAC General Meeting
e Sent out weekly updates to RCSAC member organizations that incladed community and
agency updates

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report Page 10 of 12
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Welcomed eight presentations from various groups on important topics relevant to
member organizations

Additional RCSAC Work Plan Activities

Objectives

To increase connections between the RCSAC members

To increase information and opportunities for the RCSAC members to plan and promote
community and social service events and activities

To review and broaden the membership of the RCSAC and encourage organizations providing
community and social services in the Richmond community to join

To increase administrative efficiency for the RCSAC

2017 Activities

Maintained the Community Committees and Tables list

Increased RCSAC membership

Encouraged and facilitated sub-committees and task forces to collaborate on RCSAC and
community projects

Promoted information sharing amongst member organizations

Encouraged and facilitated advocacy amongst member organizations

Reduced meeting and administrative costs of the RCSAC

Began the process of upgrading the RCSAC website

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report Page 11 of 12

5665976

CNCL - 333



RCSAC 2017 Financial Statement

2017 - January 1 to

December 31
Balance Projected to be $4212.58
brought Forward from
2016
Revenue
City of Richmond $11,000.00
Membership Dues $1,450.00
Bank Interest $1.11
Sponsorship
Total Revenue $16,663.69
Expenses
Admin Assistant $9.,599.42
Admin Expenses $236.01
Forums/Meetings $778.16
Website + IT $2,079.49
Website Training/Calendar $0.00
Post Box Renewal $170.10
Volunteer Appreciation $50.00
Task/Action Groups $250.00
Total Expenses $13,163.18
Total Balance $3,500.51

RCSAC 2017 Annual Report
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2018 Draft RCSAC Work Plan

The RCSAC continues to link its annual work plan initiatives to Richmond City Council’s Term Goals.
The 2018 Work Plan is designed to provide Council with advice on social and other community
services to support Council’s Goal Statement for a Vibrant, Active and Connected City.

The RCSAC will prioritize Council requests for advice as they arise throughout the year. The RCSAC
will also continue to provide advice on community service matters that reflect Council Term Goals as
outlined in the following proposed 2018 Work Plan.

Goal 1: A Safe Community
1.4 Effective interagency relationships and partnerships
Objectives

e To respond to Council requests for advice regarding community safety matters

e To provide a forum for Social Service Providers, Council Liaisons and City Staff, Citizen
Appointees and Individual Members to collaborate, share, network and learn from one another,
as well as from guest presenters from the City and community

o To identify, advise and provide recommendations to City Council and staff of trends, gaps and
needs of our community

Proposed 2018 Actions

o Continuing to implement the annual RCSAC Community Social Services and Space Needs
Survey that provides an overview of agency funding and space need trends in Richmond

» Invite guest presenters to educate the RCSAC on topics relevant to social service providers and
their clients, including community safety

e Determine the need for further gap analysis in service areas, in addition to Addictions and
Mental Health

e Support initiatives that reduce barriers to accessing services in the community

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

e Advice is provided to Council regarding community safety net matters

* Annual Social Services and Space Needs Survey monitoring funding and space needs trends is
prepared, implemented, analyzed and reported out
e Communication Tools are sent to Council as appropriate

RCSAC 2018 Work Plan Page 2 of 7
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Goal 2: A Vibrant, Active, and Connected City
2.2 Effective social service networks
Objectives

e To increase connections within the RCSAC membership

e To increase information and opportunities for RCSAC members to plan and promote
community and social service events and activities

e To review and broaden the membership of the RCSAC and encourage organizations providing
community and social services in the Richmond community to join

e To increase administrative efficiency for the RCSAC

Proposed 2018 Actions

¢ Maintain the Community Table/Committee Inventory and provide an update to Council in the
RCSAC Annual Report

e Continue to develop a members-only log-in section on the RCSAC website so members can
access minutes, agendas, reports etc.

e Support on-going updates to the RCSAC website including additions and improvements to the
Members-only calendar of addictions and mental health services

e Form an action team to review membership and invite organizations to learn more about the
RCSAC

QOutcomes/Indicators of Success

Increased RCSAC website utilization and webpage hits

RCSAC website members-only log-in page is used

Increased number of events and program information posted to the RCSAC website
Additional social and community service organizations join the RCSAC

Report on successful outcomes completed and included in the RCSAC 2018 Annual Report

Goal 3: A Well-Planned Community
3.4 Diversity of housing stock
Objective
e Advise Council regarding the need for affordable housing and related support services
e Continue to work collaboratively to support the implementation of the City’s Affordable
Housing Strategy
Proposed 2018 Actions

e Participate in the City’s Homelessness Strategy Update consultations

RCSAC 2018 Work Plan Page 3 of 7
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Work collaboratively with organizations, advocates, and the City to identify and highlight
affordable and supportive housing needs and projects in Richmond.

Work collaboratively with Richmond social services and advocates to prepare communication
tools highlighting housing needs and projects to City Council and staff

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

Regular updates are presented to the RCSAC General Committee meeting by member
organizations on the state of housing and homelessness in Richmond
Successful actions are completed and reported in the RCSAC 2018 Annual Report

Goal 4: Leadership in Sustainability

4.2 Innovative projects and initiatives to advance sustainability

Objectives

The RCSAC will examine issues of food security and its inter-relation to community and social
services in Richmond (e.g. intersection of food with physical and mental health, disease
prevention, emergency food relief)

Support the City as it advocates for a coordinated regional approach to enhance local food
security

Support the development of a food security action plan for the City of Richmond and a
committee to oversee implementation

Proposed 2018 Actions

Action teams formed as necessary to meet objectives
Sup