Agenda

City Council

Council Chambers, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Monday, January 23, 2012
7:00 p.m.

CNCL ITEM
Pg. #

MINUTES

1.  Motion to adopt:

(1) the minutes of the Regular Council Meeting held on Monday,
December 19, 2011 (distributed previously);

(2) the minutes of the Special Council Meeting held on Monday,
December 19, 2011 (distributed previously); and

CNCL-19 (3) the minutes of the Regular Council Meetings for Public Hearings

CNCL-27 held on Tuesday. December 20, 2011, and Manday, January 16,
2012; and

CNCL-65 to receive for information the Metro Vancouver ‘Boards in Brief’ dated

Friday, December 16, 2011 and Eriday, January 13, 2012.

AGENDAADDITIONS & DELETIONS

PRESENTATION

CNCL-69 Simon Johnston, Artistic and Executive Director, and Keith Liedtke, Chair of

the Board of Directors, Gateway Theatre to present the 2010-2011 Operations
Report.
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CNCL
Pg. #

ITEM

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Motion to resolve into Committee of the Whole to hear delegations on
agenda items.

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. 30.)

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

= Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project Environmental Assessment
Update
= Richmond Olympic Oval — Legacy Conversion Update
= Land use applications for first reading (to be further considered at the
Public Hearing on Monday, February 20, 2012):
= 10131 Bridgeport Road — Rezone from (RS1/D) to (RCH) (Harpreet
Johal — applicant)
= 10380 Williams Road — Rezone from (RS1/E) to (RC2) (Rumi Mistry
— applicant)
= 9271 Francis Road — Rezone from (RS1/C) to (RC2) (Ranjit Pooni —
applicant)
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Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

CNCL-105

CNCL-123
CNCL-143

CNCL-151

ITEM

= 8800, 8820, 8840, 8880, 8900, 8920, 8940, 8960 Patterson Road and
3240, 3260, 3280, 3320 and 3340 Sexsmith Road — Rezone from
(RS1/F) to (ZHR10) (0754999 BC Ltd. — applicant)

= 3391 and 3411 Sexsmith Road - Rezone from
(RS1/F) to (RCL4) (Pinnacle International (Richmond) Plaza Inc. —
applicant)

= 6160 London Road and 13100, 13120, 13140, 13160 and 13200 No.
2 Road — Rezone from (IL) to (ZMU20) and (SI) (Oris Development
(Kawaki) Corp. — applicant)

Farm Based Wineries — Possible Option for Zoning Regulation

Hamilton Area Plan — Committee Update #1 — Clarified Terms of
Reference, Work Plan, & Timeline

Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee 2011 Annual Report
& 2012 Work Program

Child Care Development Advisory Committee 2011 Annual Report &
2012 Work Program

Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2011 Annual Report & 2012
Work Program

2011 Annual Report & 2012 Work Program: Richmond Intercultural
Advisory Committee

Fuel Purchases Agreement — BC Petroleum Products Buying Group
Advance Capital Budget Approval — 2012 Lulu West Waterworks Area
Richmond Community Cycling Committee — Proposed 2012 Initiatives
Traffic Safety Advisory Committee — Proposed 2012 Initiatives

Motion to adopt Items 6 through 24 by general consent.

COMMITTEE MINUTES

That the minutes of:

(1)

()
©)

(4)

the General Purposes Commitiee meeting held on Monday, January
16, 2012;

the Planning Committee meeting held on Tuesday, January 17, 2012;

the Public Works & Transportation Committee meeting held on
Wednesday, January 18, 2012; and

the Council/School Board |iaison Committee meeting held on
Wednesday, January 18, 2012;

be received for information.
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Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

GP-13

GP-35

ITEM

VANCOUVER AIRPORT FUEL DELIVERY PROJECT -
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT UPDATE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3437242)

IO VIEW eRFPORT CILICK HERF

See Page GP-13 of the General Purposes agenda for full hardcopy report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1)

2
(3)
(4)

()

That having reviewed the Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery (VAFD)
proposed Highway 99 Addendum pipeline route option, the City
reiterate its position by stating that City Council continues to be
opposed to the transportation of jet fuel on any arm of the Fraser
River;

That the City continue to participate in the EAO and Oil and Gas
Commission processes; and

That the City engage with the provincial Ministry of Transportation
on the review of issues related to the Highway 99 route proposal.

That letters be sent to Port Metro Vancouver requesting a meeting
regarding the dangers related to tanker traffic on the Fraser River as
well as the offloading and storage of jet fuel; and

That staff be directed to enable correspondence reflecting citizen
opinion, including mail and emails received, to be forwarded to the
VAFFC, BCEAO, the Provincial Minister of Environment, and Port
Metro Vancouver.

RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL - LEGACY CONVERSION UPDATE
(File Ref. No. 06-2050-20-RO0/Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3420098 v.3)

JONMIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page GP-35 of the General Purposes agenda for full hardcopy report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the adjustment of the remaining legacy conversion projects and
funding as outlined in the staff report entitled “Richmond Olympic Oval —
Legacy Conversion Update” dated January 13, 2012, by the Director,
Project Development, be approved.
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Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-23

PLN-47

ITEM

10.

APPLICATION BY HARPREET JOHAL FOR A REZONING AT
10131 BRIDGEPORT ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/D) TO

COACH HOUSES (RCH)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8836, RZ 11-578325) (REDMS No. 3406432)

LONMIEW eREPORT CIICK HERF

See Page PLN-23 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
(1) That the following recommendation be forwarded to Public Hearing:

(@) Single-Family Lot Size Policy 5448 for the area bounded by
Bridgeport Road on the south, River Drive on the north, Shell
Road on the east and No. 4 Road on the west (Section 23-5-6),
adopted by Council on September 16, 1991, be amended to
permit:

(b) Properties along Bridgeport Road between No. 4 Road and
McKessock Avenue to rezone and subdivide in accordance with
the provisions of Compact Single Detached (RC2) or Coach
Houses (RCH) provided there is lane access (as shown on
Attachment 3 to the report dated November 15, 2011 from the
Director of Development); and

(2) That Bylaw No. 8836, for the rezoning of 10131 Bridgeport Road
from "'Single Detached (RS1/D)™ to ""Coach Houses (RCH)", be
introduced and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY RUMI MISTRY FOR REZONING AT 10380
WILLIAMS ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E) TO
COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2)

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8850, RZ 11-591646) (REDMS No. 3418237)

TOVIEW eREPORT CI ICK HERE

See Page PLN-47 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw No0.8850, for the rezoning of 10380 Williams Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/E)” to “Compact Single Detached (RC2)”, be introduced
and given first reading.

CNCL -5



Council Agenda — Monday, January 23, 2012

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
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Item

CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-63

PLN-77

ITEM

11.

12.

APPLICATION BY RANJIT POONI FOR REZONING AT 9271
FRANCIS ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/C) TO

COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8851, RZ 11-581922) (REDMS No. 3420594)

—LO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-63 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw No0.8851, for the rezoning of 9271 Francis Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/C)” to “Compact Single Detached (RC2)”, be introduced
and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY 0754999 BC LTD. FOR REZONING AT 8800, 8820,
8840, 8880, 8900, 8920, 8940 AND 8960 PATTERSON ROAD AND 3240,
3260, 3280, 3320 AND 3340 SEXSMITH ROAD FROM SINGLE
DETACHED (RS1/F) TO HIGH RISE APARTMENT AND ARTIST
RESIDENTIAL TENANCY STUDIO UNITS (ZHR10) - CAPSTAN

VILLAGE (CITY CENTRE)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8337/8838/8339/8840, RZ 06-349722) (REDMS No. 3433683)

LO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-77 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That Bylaw No. 8837, to amend the Richmond Official Community
Plan, Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), to facilitate the implementation of
a funding strategy for the construction of the future Capstan Canada
Line station, by:

(@) Inserting in Section 4.0, density bonus policy applicable to
developments that voluntarily contribute funds towards the
construction of the Capstan Canada Line station and provide
additional park, together with a definition for Capstan Station
Bonus in Appendix 1;

(b) Inserting the Overlay Boundary — Capstan Station Bonus Map
(2031) and inserting the Capstan Station Bonus Map boundary
in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031), Specific Land Use
Map: Capstan Village (2031), and reference maps throughout
the Plan; and

(c) Making related Plan amendments providing for rezoning to
proceed in Capstan Village on the basis of the Capstan Station
Bonus density bonus policy;

be introduced and given first reading.
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CNCL
Pg. #

ITEM

)

3)

(4)

()

That Bylaw No. 8838, to amend the Richmond Official Community
Plan, as amended by Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw
No. 8837, to facilitate the construction of multiple-family residential
and related uses on the subject site, by:

(@ In Schedule 1, amending the existing land use designation in
Attachment 1 (Generalized Land Use Map) to relocate “Public
and Open Space Use” in respect to the subject site; and

(b) In Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), amending the existing land use
designation in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031), Specific
Land Use Map: Capstan Village (2031), and reference maps
throughout the Plan to relocate park within the block bounded
by Sexsmith Road, Sea Island Way, Garden City Road, and
Capstan Way and designate the subject site as “Institution”,
together with related minor map and text amendments;

be introduced and given first reading.

That Bylaw No. 8837 and Bylaw No. 8838, having been considered in
conjunction with:

(@) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and

(b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and
Liquid Waste Management Plans;

are hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act.

That Bylaw No. 8837 and Bylaw No. 8838, having been considered in
accordance with OCP Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043,
be referred to the:

(a) Vancouver International Airport Authority; and
(b) Board of Education, School District No. 38 (Richmond);

That Bylaw No. 8839, to amend the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No.
8500, to facilitate the implementation of a funding strategy for the
construction of the future Capstan Canada Line station, by:

(@ Inserting Section 5.19, Capstan Station Specific Use
Regulations, in respect to developer contributions to the
Capstan station reserve, and related text amendments; and

(b) Inserting “RCL4” and “RCL5” in the “Residential/Limited
Commercial (RCL)” zone to provide for a density bonus that
would be used for rezoning applications in the Capstan Station
Bonus Map area designated by the City Centre Area Plan to
achieve City objectives in respect to the Capstan Canada Line
station;

be introduced and given first reading.
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CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-185

ITEM

13.

(6) That Bylaw No. 8840, to amend the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No.
8500 as amended by Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 8839, to create
“High Rise Apartment and Artist Residential Tenancy Studio Units
(ZHR10) — Capstan Village (City Centre)” and for the rezoning of
8800, 8820, 8840, 8880, 8900, 8920, 8940, and 8960 Patterson Road
and 3240, 3260, 3280, 3320, and 3340 Sexsmith Road from *“Single
Detached (RS1/F)” to “High Rise Apartment and Artist Residential
Tenancy Studio Units (ZHR10) — Capstan Village (City Centre)”, be
introduced and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY PINNACLE INTERNATIONAL (RICHMOND)
PLAZA INC. FOR REZONING AT 3391 AND 3411 SEXSMITH ROAD
FROM “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)”, TOGETHER WITH A
PORTION OF UNOPENED CITY LANE ON THE NORTH SIDE OF
CAPSTAN WAY BETWEEN SEXSMITH ROAD AND NO. 3 ROAD,

TO “RESIDENTIAL/LIMITED COMMERCIAL (RCL4)”
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8841/8842 RZ No. 10-544729 N0.3414179)

JO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-185 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That Bylaw No. 8841, to amend the Richmond Official Community
Plan, as amended by Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw
No. 8837, to facilitate the construction of multiple-family residential
and related uses on the subject site, by:

(@ In Schedule 1, amending the existing land use designation in
Attachment 1 (Generalized Land Use Map) to relocate “Public
and Open Space Use” in the area bounded by Capstan Way, No.
3 Road, Sea Island Way, and Sexsmith Road; and

(b) In Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), amending the existing land use
designation in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031), Specific
Land Use Map: Capstan Village (2031), and reference maps
throughout the Plan to relocate areas designated for park and
road purposes within the block bounded by Capstan Way, No. 3
Road, Sea Island Way, and Sexsmith Road, together with
related minor map and text amendments;

be introduced and given first reading.
(2) That Bylaw No. 8841, having been considered in conjunction with:
(a) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and

(b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and
Liquid Waste Management Plans;

CNCL -8
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CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-247

ITEM

14.

is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act.

(3) That Bylaw No. 8841, having been considered in accordance with
OCP Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043, be referred to the:

(@) Vancouver International Airport Authority; and
(b) Board of Education, School District No. 38 (Richmond);

for comment on or before Public Hearing on February 20, 2012 on
OCP Amendment Bylaw No. 8841.

(4) That Bylaw No. 8842, to rezone 3391 and 3411 Sexsmith Road from
“Single Detached (RS1/F)”, together with a portion of unopened City
lane on the north side of Capstan Way between Sexsmith Road and
No. 3 Road, to “Residential/Limited Commercial (RCL4)”, as
amended by Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 8839, be introduced and
given first reading.

APPLICATION BY ORIS DEVELOPMENT (KAWAKI) CORP. FOR
AN OCP AMENDMENT TO LONDON/PRINCESS SUB AREA PLAN
AND FOR REZONING AT 6160 LONDON ROAD AND 13100, 13120,
13140, 13160 AND 13200 NO. 2 ROAD FROM "LIGHT INDUSTRIAL
(IL)” TO “COMMERCIAL/MIXED USE (ZMU20) - LONDON

LANDING (STEVESTON)” AND “SCHOOL & INSTITUTIONAL (SI)”
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8817/8818, RZ 09-466062) (REDMS No. 3448508)

1O VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-247 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That Bylaw No. 8817, to redesignate 13100, 13120 and 3140 No. 2
Road from “Use to be Determined” and “Public Open Space” to
“Mixed-Use”, and to redesignate the southern portion of 6160
London Road from “Mixed-Use” to “Public Open Space” in the
London/Princess Land Use Map in Schedule 2.4 of the Official
Community Plan Bylaw 7100 (Steveston Area Plan), be introduced
and given first reading;

(2) That Bylaw No. 8817, having been considered in conjunction with:
(a) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and

(b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and
Liquid Waste Management Plans

is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act;
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PLN-311

ITEM

15.

3)

(4)

()

(6)

That Bylaw No. 8817, having been considered in accordance with
OCP Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043, is hereby deemed
not to require further consultation;

That Bylaw No. 8818, to create “Commercial/Mixed-Use (ZMU20) —
London Landing (Steveston)” and for the rezoning of 13100, 13120
and 13140 No. 2 Road and the northern portion of 6160 London
Road, from 'Light Industrial (IL)” to“Commercial/Mixed Use
(ZMU20) - London Landing (Steveston)”, and for the rezoning of
13160, 13200 No. 2 Road and southern portion of 6160 London Road
from *Light Industrial (IL)” to “School & Institutional (SI)” be
introduced and given first reading; and

That staff be directed to take the required steps to redesignate that
portion of FREMP Management Unit 11-29 approximately between
the western property boundary of 6240 Dyke Road and the western
boundary of No. 2 Road within the FREMP-Richmond Area
Designation Agreement from "lcw' (Industrial-Conservation-Water
Oriented Residential/Commercial) to "Rcw(Recreation/Park-
Conservation-Water Oriented Residential/Commercial); and.

That the net funds from the land transactions be transferred to an
account which would be specifically intended for Arts, Culture and
Heritage capital purposes.

FARM BASED WINERIES - POSSIBLE OPTIONS FOR ZONING

REGULATION
(File Ref. No. 08-4040-01; 12-8060-20-8860) (REDMS No. 3434333)

TOVIFW eRFPORT ClLICK HFRF

See Page PLN-311 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw No. 8860, to amend the definition of “farm-based winery” and
to include specific use regulations limiting their size, be introduced and
given first reading.
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Item

Consent
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Item

CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-353

PLN-389

PLN-437

ITEM

16.

17.

18.

HAMILTON AREA PLAN - COMMITTEE UPDATE #1 -
CLARIFIED TERMS OF REFERENCE, WORK PLAN AND

TIMELINE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3438210)

TO VIEW eRFPORT ClLICK HFRF

See Page PLN-353 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the staff report dated January 4, 2012 from the General Manager,
Planning and Development, entitled: “Hamilton Area Plan — Committee
Update #1 — Clarified Terms of Reference, Work Plan and Timeline” be
approved to guide the Hamilton Area Plan Update process.

RICHMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
2011 ANNUAL REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3433597)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-389 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That, as per the General Manager of Community Services’ report dated
December 16, 2011, entitled “Richmond Community Services Advisory
Committee 2011 Annual Report and 2012 Work Program”, the Richmond
Community Services Advisory Committee’s 2011 Work Program be
approved.

CHILD CARE DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2011
ANNUAL REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. ) (REDMS No. 3428025)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-437 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That, as per the General Manager of Community Services’ report dated
December 13, 2011, “Child Care Development Advisory Committee: 2011
Annual Report and 2012 Work Program”, the Child Care Development
Advisory Committee 2012 Work Program be approved.
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Item

Consent
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Item

CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-449

PLN-467

PWT-19

ITEM

19.

20.

21.

RICHMOND SENIORS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2011 ANNUAL

REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3430457)

10 VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-449 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That, as per the General Manager of Community Services report dated
December 13, 2011, “Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2011 Annual
Report and 2012 Work Program”, the Richmond Seniors Advisory
Committee’s 2012 Work Program be approved.

2011  ANNUAL REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM:
RICHMOND INTERCULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3418924)

TOVIEW eREPORT CI ICK HERE

See Page PLN-467 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That, as per the General Manager, Community Services report dated
January 3, 2012 entitled “2011 Annual Report and 2012 Work Program:
Richmond Intercultural Advisory Committee”, the Richmond Intercultural
Advisory Committee 2011 Annual Report and 2012 Work Program
(Attachment 1) be approved.

FUEL PURCHASES AGREEMENT - BC PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
BUYING GROUP
(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01/2011) (REDMS No. 3424005)

JONBEW eRERPQRT CLICK HERE

See Page PWT-19 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the City participate in the BC Petroleum Products Buying
Group fuel purchases contract with Chevron Canada Ltd.,
commencing December 14, 2011 for a three-year period, with the
option to renew for two additional one year periods, to a maximum of
five years; and
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Pg. #

PWT-23

PWT-31

ITEM

22.

23.

(2) That staff review the School District’s policy on biofuels and report
back on the feasibility of a similar policy for the City of Richmond.

ADVANCE CAPITAL BUDGET APPROVAL - 2012 LULU WEST
WATERWORKS AREA (WILLIAMS ROAD)
(File Ref. No. 10-6050-01) (REDMS No. 3438433)

TONMIEW eREPORT CIICK HERE

See Page PWT-23 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

That 2012 Capital Project Submission 4719 (Lulu West Waterworks Area)
as detailed in Attachment 1 of the staff report dated January 5, 2012 from
the Director, Engineering be approved for expenditure and commencement
of work.

RICHMOND COMMUNITY CYCLING COMMITTEE - PROPOSED

2012 INITIATIVES
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-20-RCYC1/2012) (REDMS No. 3414787)

JONIEW eREPORT CIICK HERE,

See Page PWT-31 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the proposed 2012 initiatives of the Richmond Community
Cycling Committee regarding cycling-related engineering and
education activities, as described in the report from the Director,
Transportation, be endorsed;

(2) That a copy of the report from the Director, Transportation entitled
“Richmond Community Cycling Committee - Proposed 2012
Initiatives” be provided to the Council School Board Liaison
Committee and Vancouver Coastal Health for information; and

(3) That staff examine the possibility of expanding the Richmond
Community Cycling Committee beyond cycling.

CNCL - 13
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Pg. #

PWT-39

PLN-321

ITEM

24,

25.

TRAFFIC SAFETY ADVISORY COMMITTEE - PROPOSED 2012

INITIATIVES
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-20-TSAD1-01) (REDMS No. 3410268)

JOMIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PWT-39 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the proposed 2012 initiatives for the Traffic Safety Advisory
Committee, as outlined in the report from the Director,
Transportation, be endorsed; and

(2) That a copy of the above report be forwarded to the Richmond
Council-School Board Liaison Committee for information.

*hhkkkhkkhkkhkkkkhhkkkihkhkkihikkiiikk

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE
CONSENT AGENDA

kkhkhkhhkhkhkhkhkkhkhkhkiihiihkhkhhik

NON-CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

PLANNING COMMITTEE
Councillor Bill McNulty, Chair

APPLICATION BY SANFORD DESIGN GROUP FOR
AGRICULTURAL LAND RESERVE NON FARM USE AT 16880

WESTMINSTER HIGHWAY (LULU ISLAND WINERY)
(File Ref. No.; AG 11-579881) (REDMS No. 3434363)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-321 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION (ClIr. Steves opposed)
That:

(1) authorization for Sanford Design Group, on behalf of Lulu Island
Winery, to apply to the Agricultural Land Commission for a non-
farm use for the purposes of developing a food and beverage service
lounge as an accessory use to the existing farm-based winery facility
at 16880 Westminster Highway be granted;

CNCL - 14
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CNCL ITEM
Pg. #

(2) Richmond City Council recommend to the Agricultural Land
Commission for the registration of a legal agreement on title that
prohibits use of the proposed accessory food and beverage service
lounge and existing farm-based winery facility as a banquet hall or
stand-alone event hosting venue as part of the Agricultural Land
Commission’s review of the non-farm use application; and

(3) Lulu Island Winery undertake consultation with neighbouring
properties regarding the food and beverage service lounge proposal
and the findings be reported out to Richmond City Council prior to
advancing the non-farm use application to the Agricultural Land
Commission.

Consent 26. TRUCK PARKING ON PROPERTIES ON RIVER ROAD EAST OF
Agenda NO. 6 ROAD
(File Ref. No. 08-4040-01) (REDMS No. 3434401)

IO VIEW eRFPORT ClLICK HFRF

PLN-337 See Page PLN-337 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION (Clirs. Au and Steves
opposed to Part (3) and Part (4))

That:

(1) the “Interim Truck Parking Action Plan” (Interim Action Plan), as
amended by Council in February 2008, be continued until the end of
2012 to allow for consideration of further rezoning applications for
commercial vehicle parking and storage within the plan area in the
16000 Block of River Road;

(2) adaily traffic count be undertaken over two (2) one-week periods on
No. 7 Road (between Bridgeport Road and River Road) and on River
Road (East of Nelson Road) in 2012 either by the City or by future
applicants’ consultants, to the satisfaction of City staff, as part of
rezoning applications that facilitate commercial vehicle parking and
storage within the Plan Area;

(3) staff report back to Planning Committee with an update on such daily
traffic count trends by the end of 2012 to consider the option of
amending the Interim Action Plan to allow only commercial outdoor
storage and not commercial vehicle parking in the short term,
depending upon the City’s review of traffic counts in 2012; and

CNCL - 15
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CNCL ITEM
Pg. #

27.

CNCL-159
CNCL-154

28.
CNCL-163
CNCL-156

(4) the existing 1999 OCP “Business and Industry” designation and
policies allowing for a range of long-term intensive industrial uses
for the 16000 block of River Road as well as the agri-industrial uses
set out in the Long-Term Action Plan be considered for inclusion in
the proposed, updated OCP.

COUNCIL/BOARD LIAISON COMMITTEE

RICHMOND EARTH DAY YOUTH SUMMIT 2012 (READY
SUMMIT)

JOVIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Pages CNCL-159 & 154 of the Council agenda for details

COUNCIL/BOARD LIAISON COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
That the City of Richmond be requested to consider:

That the City endorse and continue working with the Board of
Education for the development of the Richmond Earth Day Youth
Summit 2012 (REaDY Summit) program.

NEIGHBOURHOOD LEARNING CENTRE STAFFING AND POLICY
TOVIEW eREPORT CIICK HERE

See Pages CNCL-163 & 156 of the Council agenda for details

COUNCIL/BOARD LIAISON COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
That the City of Richmond be requested to consider:

That City staff work with School Board staff on ideas for the
operation of the Neighbourhood Learning Centre.

CNCL - 16
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CNCL ITEM
Pg. #
29. LONG RANGE FACILITIES PLAN
CNCL-189 10 VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERF
CNCL-157 See Pages CNCL-189 & 157 of the Council agenda for details

COUNCIL/BOARD LIAISON COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
That the City of Richmond be requested to consider:

(1) That the Steveston Secondary lands issue be referred to the Planning
Committee; and

(2) That the Richmond School District Long-Range Facilities Plan be
referred to the Planning Committee.

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS

NEW BUSINESS

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION
CNCL- Vehicle for Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, Amendment Bylaw No, 8801
205 Opposed at 1%/2"%/3™ Readings — None.
CNCL- Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122,
207 Amendment

Bylaw No. 8802
Opposed at 1/2"/3" Readings — None.

CNCL - 17
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CNCL
Pg. #

CNCL-
211

CNCL-213
CNCL-243

ITEM

30.

Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No, 8699
(7900 Bennett Road, RZ 10-521539)

Opposed at 1% Reading — None.

Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL

RECOMMENDATION
TO VIEW ePlL ANS CILICK HERE

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

(1) That the minutes of the Development Permit Panel meeting held on

\Wednesday, December 14, 2011 and \Wednesday, January 11, 2012,
and the Chair’s report for the Development Permit Panel meetings

held on January 11, 2012, November 30, 2011, July 27, 2011, and
July 13, 2011, be received for information; and

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

(a) a Development Permit (DP 10-545704) for the property at 7900
Bennett Road; and

(b) a Development Permit (DP 10-538908) for the property at 8851
Heather Street;

be endorsed, and the Permits so issued.

ADJOURNMENT

CNCL - 18



City of |
Richmond | Minutes

“Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings

Tuesday, December 20, 2011

Place: Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

" Present: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie
Councillor Chak Au
Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

Gail Johnson, Acting Corporate Officer
- Absent: Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt

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

1. Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw 8767 and Zoning
Amendment Bylaw 8764 (RZ 10-539048) _
(Location: 9451/9491/9511/9531/9551 Bridgeport Road and 9440/9460/
9480 Beckwith Road; Applicant: Ampar Ventures Ltd. )

- Applicant’s Comments.
The applicant was available to respond to questions.
Written Submissions.
‘Barry Walsh, 9520 Beckwith Road (Schedule 1)
Submissions from the floor:
None. } .
PHI11/12-1 It was moved and seconded

. That OCP Amendment Bylaw 8767 and Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8764
each be given second and third readings.

CARRIED

CNCL-19
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Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings

Tuesday, December 20, 2011

2. Zoning Amendment Bylaws 8816 and 8805 (RZ 11-562929)
(Location: 7331 Bridge Street and 9571 General Currie Road; Applicant:
0901551 BCLTD,)
Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to respond to questions.
Written Submissions:
None.
Submissions from the floor:

John Fraser, 7280 Ash Street spoke in support of the proposed development,
and queried whether the back lane used by Ash Street houses would be
impacted by the proposed development..

Brian Jackson, Director of Development, provided information regarding
the back lane,

PH11/12-2 It was moved and seconded

That Zoning Amendment Bylaws 8816 and 8805 each be given second
and third readings .
' CARRIED

3.  Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8822 (RZ 11-588990)
(Location: 10391 Finlayson Drive; Applicant: Ajit Thaliwal)
Applicant’s Commenis:
The applicant was available to respond to questions.
Written Submissions:
None.
Submissions from the floor:
None. '
PH11/12-3 It was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8822 be given second and third readings.

CARRIED
CNCL-29

3104424
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Richmond | ' - Minutes

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings

Tuesday, December 20, 2011

4, Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8824 (RZ 11-585027)
(Location: 10020 Aquila Road; Applicant: Raj Dhaliwal)

Applicant’s Comments:

The applicant was available to respond to questions.

Written Submissions:

Carol Day, 11631 Seahurst Road (Schedule 2)

Submissions from the floor:

Carol Day, 11631 Seahurst Road outlined concerns regarding: (i) parking
difficulties; (ii) unsafe conditions for pedestrians, including students at area
schools; and (iii) limited visibility for motorists in the neighbourhood,
“resulting from the proposed development,

Ms. Day concluded her remarks by requesting that Council either deny or
table the application, and further requested that the City undertake a traffic -
study during peak periods on Aquila Road. :

Mr. Kelly McCormack, - 10060 Swinton Crescent expressed concern
regarding the number of cars that park on Aquila Road, and explained how
the excess number of parked cars on the road creates a safety issue. He
commented that residents exiting Aquila Road in their vehicles and
attempting to gain access to Williams Road have difficulty, and he
mentioned visibility difficulties due to a hedge that fronts both Aquila and
Williams Roads.

Raj Dhaliwal, applicant, provided information on the planned removal of
the hedge along both the Williams Road and Aquila Road frontages.

PH11/12-4 It was moved and seconded _
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8824 be given second and third readings.
CARRIED

CNCL-2§

3104424
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PH11/12-6

3104424

City of |
Richmond ~ Minutes

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings

Tuesday, December 20, 2011

Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8826 (RZ 10-557519)
(Location: 9500 Cambie Road; Applicant: GBL Architects Inc.)

_ Applicant ‘s Comments:

The applicant was available to respond to questlons
Written Submissions:
None.
Submissions from the floor:
None.
It was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8826 be given second and third readings.
: CARRIED

Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8827 (RZ 11-589493)
(Location: 10511 No. 1 Road; Appllcant Kevin Sandhu)
Applicant’s Comments: |

The applicant was available to respond to questions.
Written Submissions: |

- None.

Submissions from the floor:

None.

It was moved and seconded . :

That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8827 be given second and third readings.
CARRIED

CNCL-22



City of |
Richmond | - ‘Minutes

Regular Council Meefing for Public Hearings

Tuesday, December 20, 2011

7.  Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8835 (RZ 11-583027)
(Location: 9040 Railway Avenue; Applicant: KNS Enterprlses Ltd) =
 Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to respond to questlons
Written Submissions:
None.
Submissions from the floor:
None.
PH11/12-7 It was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8835 be given second and third readings.
CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

| PH11/12-8 It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (7:29 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
Tuesday, December 20, 2011,

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) Acting Corporate Officer
City Clerk’s Office (Gail Johnson)

 CNCL-23
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for . Public
Hearings held on Tuesday,
December 20, 2011.
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Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public

To Richmond City Council Dec20"2011 Hearings held on Tuesday,
December 20, 2011,
Re: RZ 11 585027 10020 Aquila road

This is technically not a property on an arterial road.

The applicant wished to subdivide the property on Aquila read into two lots which would allow for four -
homes where there currently is only one. Parking will be extremely difficult and will create unsafe
walking conditions for students and limited visibility for motorists.

McNair High school is accessed from Aquita road by many of the students . Motorists line up on Aguila
road to access the area. | am a McNair parent and have personally experienced the grid lock traffic and
know that last thing the intersection needs is this residential development.

The arterial road policy allows for the properties “ fronting” the arterial road to be subdivided. Council
can use thelr discretion in this case to deny this rezoning application based on that..

In the application it states the set back on the sides is 1.2 m but 3.0 m on Aquita road . This confirms
that the applicant is aware that this property is not a standard arterial road redevelopment
application .The drawings for the house also documents the plan is to orientate one of the houses to
face Aquila which will result in cars being parked on Aquila and limiting visibility and access for
commuters . '

Aquila road is a main feeder road to McNair High school and also allows for access to Thomas Kidd
Elementary school and allows for access to Williams frem the entire neighbourhood so the traffic at
this intersection is very busy with cars having long waits to access Williams road .

The zoning requires 3 parking spaces on site for each of the skinny new lots ,six in total , these have
not been clearly marked on the drawings which raises more concerns .

This redevelopment would cause unsafe road conditions and it could cause fatalities to students who
need to access Williams road from Aquila so | wanted to take the time to present to council as | khow
that all of the councilors are concerned about student safety.

Please :
*Deny this application for subdivision -OR -* Table this application in order to

*Revise the Arterial road policy to deny redevelopment of properties that are located on feeder roads
which allow access to existing neighbourhoods

“*Order a traffic study to document the high traffic during peak hours on Aquila road.

Thanks for your help Carol Day 11631 Seahurst rd Richmond V7A 4K1 604 240 1986

CNCL-25



~ McNair Senior Secondary | . | -

ASY
Student Access Student Access
"
oy
x
lj s‘

AQUILARD

TEUD

< PROPOSE

NO.4RD —

- Q REZONING?

!

r’

TTTTTTTTT T

CNCL-26



Place:

Present:

Absent:

Call to Order;

3430291

City of
Richmond Minutes

'Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings

Monday, January 16, 2012

Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie
Councillor Chak Au
Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

Gail Johnson, Acting Corporate Officer

-Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt

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

Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8794 (RZ 11-562552)
(Location: 140 Wellington Crescent; Applicant: Graham Macfarlane)

- Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to answer questions.
Written Submissions.

(@)
(b)
©
(d)
(e
®
(8)
“(h)
®
g
9]

Melissa Gervais, 1411 Wellington Crescent (Schedule 1)

Paul Mirko, 100 Wellington Crescent (Schedule 2)

Charlene Porter, 1300 Wellington Crescent (Schedule 3)
Gwen and Evan Perkins, 20 Wellington Crescent (Schedule 4)
Catherine MacDonald, 211 Douglas Crescent (Schedule 5)

Meg Holdsworth, 3040 Douglas Crescent (Schedule 6)

Roger Staples, 431 Catalina Crescent (Schedule 7)
Ingrid Trouw, 2160 Handley Avenue (Schedule 8)

Peter Sleeman, 1651 Wellington Crescent (Schedule 9)
Robin Macfarlane, 3531 Catalina Crescent (Schedule 10)

Linda McKnight, 291 Douglas Crescent (Schedule 11)
CNCL-27
' 1.



Y City. of ,
4 Richmond | Minutes

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings'
Monday, January 16, 2012

()  N. Corbett, Handley Avenue (Schedule 12)
(m) Dee Delaplace, 1051 Catalina Crescent (Schedule 13)
(n)  Greg and Andrea Laing, 91 Douglas Crescent (Schedule 14)
(0)  Bob Schmitz, 2040 Boeing Avenue (Schedule 15)
(p) David Coath, 380 Douglés Crescent (Schedule 16)
(@)  Jack Baryluk, 180 Lancaster Crescent (Schedule 17)
(1) , (Schedule 18)
(s)  Lisa Farden, 2331 Boeing Avenue (Schedule 19)
. (t) Joy Farden, 2331 Boeing Avenue (Schedule 20)

- (u)  Shirley Landefeld, 1691 Wellington Crescent (Schedule 21)
(v) J. Downey, 1571 Wellington Crescent (Sbhedule 22)

- (w) L. Van Den Pley, 1700 Wellington Crescent (Schedule 23)
(x)  Kevin Borden, 180 Douglas Crescent (Schedule 24)
(y) Shawne Sleeman, 180 Douglas Crescent (Schedule 25)
(zy B.B., 1200 Douglas Crescent (Schedule 26)
Staff’s Comments:

Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development, advised that correspondence in
support of the application, as well as correspondence opposing the
application, had been received. He stated that staff is working on a report
that will propose options regarding form and character guidelines for coach
houses and granny flats in Burkeville. The staff report will include
community input gathered in February, 2012, and will be presented to
Planning Committee, and Council, in March, 2012,

A brief discussion ensued between Council and Mr. Jackson, in which staff

was directed to also report back on the ability of existing streets in

Burkeville to handle access by emergency vehicles, and on-street parking.

‘ The following motion was then introduced:
PHI12/1-1 It was moved and seconded

- That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8794, regarding Graham Macfarlane’s

application for 140 Wellington Crescent, be referred back to staff.

' CARRIED

CNCL-228
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Regular Council Meeting for Publlc Hearings
Monday, January 16, 2012

2, Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8833 (RZ 11-582017)

(Location: 4911/4931 McLure Avenue; Apphcant (897099 B.C. Ltd. and

Wei Chen)

Applicant’s Comments:

The applicant was available to answer questions.

Written Submissions: |

None.

-Submissions from the floor:

None. '

PH12/1-2 It was moved and seconded _

That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8833 be given second and third readings.

CARRIED

3. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8834 (RZ 11-562968)
(Location: 9431, 9451 and 9471 Alberta Road and surplus portion of Alder
Street road allowance; Applicant: Yamamoto Architecture Inc.)
Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to answer questions.
Written Submissions: ‘
Robert Hillman, 9371 Hemlock Drive (Schedule 27)
Submissions from the floor:

Michael Li, 9391 Alberta Road, stated his concern regardmg the

construction period, and stated that as the father of infant children, air

quality and noise pollution during the construction périod was a concetn,
- and especially how it might negatively impact his family’s health.

The applicant was adv1sed by Council to make a contact number available
to Mr. Li.

PHi2/1-3 It was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8834 be given second and third readings.
CARRIED

CNCL-239

3430291
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_Richmond

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings

Monday, January 16, 2012

Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8843 (RZ 11-565948)

Minutes

4, '
‘ (Location: 7600 Garden City Road; Applicant: Am-Pri Construction Ltd.)
Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to answer questions.
Written Submissions:
None. :
Submissions from the floor:
None.
PHI12/1-4 Tt was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8843 be given second and third readings.
CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
PH12/1-5 It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (7:21 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, January 16, 2012.
Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) : Acting Corporate Officer

3430291

City Clerk’s Office (Gail Johnson)
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Send a Submission Online (response #607) ' : _ - Pagelofl

“To Public Hearing
Date:;__<3aw |6, 212
ltem -~ R Oy et
Re: (f"}m‘f ~

' MayorandCouncil!ors

PR it i

From: City of Rlchmond Websne [webgraphlcs@rtchmond ca]
Senl: January 7, 2012 6:20 PM
“To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #507) ' - (S:col:;;dcl:lle lﬁ;(e) e::lneg Ml;-lbl;,tes Pofll:::z

. Hearing held on Monday, Jahuary
‘Send a Submlssmn Onhne (response #607) 16, 2012.

Suwey Informatlon

Slte: Clty Websne
] Page TIIIe: Send a Submrssmn On!me

: .URL: htlp I/cms rlchmond calPage1 793 aspx
Submisslon Time/Date; 1/7!2012 5:28:34 PM

Survey Response ‘

Your Name: | : Me!lssa Gervals
YourAddreSS' , 1411 Wellington Crescent Rlchmond BC -

o ‘ ‘VTB 'lGB _

. Subject Property Address OR . L .
Bylaw Number: 140 Wei!mgton Crescent Richmond, BC

E dlsagree with the rezonmg of thns property
from single detached to coach house; We
now have a number of coach house/rental

-suite zoned properiies-in Burkeville and there
is Just not enough parking to support the
additional residents. Case in point, at the

- corner of Wellington & Hudson there is a
Comments: -rental suite and there are 4 - 6 cars parked

’ infront of the house at any given time. it is
difficult to get one car through but impossible
to get an emergency vehicle such as a fire

- truck or ambulance through at all. | will not
sacrifice the security of my home and family

| for additional housing in Burkeville. Thank
you. :

01/09/2012



Send a Submission Online (response #608)

MayorandCouncillors

~Page | of 1

To Public H@arihg
Data:
liem # ! L

From: City of\Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca]
Sent: January 11, 2012 12:26 PM
To: ,  MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #608)
Categories: 12-8060-20-8794 - 140 Wellington Crs

Send a Submission Online (résponSe #608)

He: (/nfi!ﬂ,t,\) 'ﬁf"!"f‘

Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public

Hearing held on Monday, January
16, 2012.

Survey Information

Site: | City Website

Page Title; | Send a Submission Online

URL.: | http://ems.richmond.ca/Page1793.aspx

Submission Time/Date: | 1/11/2012 12:25:55 PM

Survey Response -

Your Name:

Paul Mirko w

Your Address:

100 wellington crescent

Bylaw Number:

Subject Property Address OR

140 wellington crescent , bylaw8794 (RZ 11-
562552)

Comments:

Having seen the results of the building at 251
douglas | am now fully opposed to coach
houses in this neighbourhood. The small
family area feeling of the area will be lost with
the increased.density. The backyard privacy
of the neighbour, lost. Loss of sunlight due to
increased two story structures. in particular
for me the sun would not hit my rear kitchen
windows until after noon. Not happy with the
whole idea. Sorry Graham | have to say my
piece. Yours Paul Mirko

01/11/2012

CNCL-32



Send a Submission Online (response #609)

Page 1

of 1

To Public Hearing
Duate:, JJAM [t 7,()[?

itemn &
MayorandCouncillors Aa: ﬂ{m[nu) 17576;’4&
From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca)
Sent: - January 11, 2012 9:04 PM ‘
To: MayorandCouncillors Schedule 3 to the Minutes of the

Subject:  Send a Submission Online (response #609)
Categories: 12-8060-20-873%4 - 140 Wellington Crs

16,2012,

Send a Submission Online (response #609)

- Survey Information

Site; ; City Web5|te

Page Title: { Send a Submission Online

URL: | http://cms.richmond.ca/Page1793.aspx

. Submission Time/Date: | 1/11/2012 9:02:53 PM

Survey Response

. Your Name:

_ Charlene Porter

" Your Address:

Subject Property Address OR
Bylaw Number:

Comments:

01/12/2012

| disagree with the rezoning of this propérty

Thank you.

1300 Wellington Crescent

RZ 11-562552

(RZ 11-562552) from single detached to
coach house. We now have a number of
coach housefrental suite zoned properties in
Burkeville and there is just not enough
parking to support the additional residents,
Case in point, at the corner of Wellington &
Hudson there is a rental suite and there are 4
- 6 cars parked in front of the house at any
given time. It is difficult to get one car through
but impossible to get an emergency vehicle,
such as a fire truck or ambulance, through at
all. | will not sacrifice the security of my home
and family for additional housing in Burkeville.

)), ECENE

“CLERKS

Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January



Send a Submission Online (response #610)

‘MayorandCouncillors

Page 1 of 2

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca]
Sent:  January 13, 2012 1:47 PM :

To: Mayorandcéuncillors

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #610) .

Send a Submission Online (response #610)

‘Survey Information

Datn:

To Puﬁlic H@ariwg

ftemn &

-

Rs: @mlWO Y

s

Schedule 4 to the Minutes of the

Council

Site; | City Website -

P e s i 1 A A b 16’ 2012'

Page Title; } Send a Subrﬁis_éion Online

URL; | hitp:/fcms.richmond. ca/Page1793. aspx

oo
[P —

~ Submission Time/Date: | 1/13/2012 1:46:40 PM

- Survey Response

"+ Your Name:

Gwen & Evan Perkins

. Your Address:

20 Wellington Crescent

Subjéct Property Address OR

140 Wellington Crescent

~ Bylaw Number:

01/13/2012

Re: Rezoning application notice which |
received by mail regarding my neighbour at
120 Wellington Crescent applying to build a
Coach House (Granny Flat) on his property.
We have a few concerns with this application
which we will quickly outline below : - Fire risk
in the neighborhood will increase given that
there will be more buildings in closer proximity
to one another on the same property; more
dense building close to other existing
dwellings. The Coach House that is already
across the alley from 120 Wellington Crescent
is only about 10-15 feet from the owner's
home on the property. The Coach House's
roof line is almost in direct contact with the
overhead powerlines that run down the alley. -
The "face" and integrity of the neighborhood
will be changed forever, and not for the better.
This will encourage more renters with little
vested interest in the community to move into
the neighborhood. Could become "slum like" if
the densification continues. - This could
potentially become a huge issue if all ~
homeowners within Burkeville choose to build
Coach Houses on their property. More burden
would be placed on existing utilities and

Meeting for

Hearing held on Monday, January




Send a Submission Online (response #610)

Comments:

infrastructure; this will will be an issue that we
as taxpayers would eventually have to pay
for, - The term "Coach House".or "Granny
Flat" is inaccurate in this case; the property

owner wants to build a "Coach House above a |

detached garage". In my opinion, this is

- essentially. another house on the same

property, not a "Coach House", The Merriam-

“Websters dictionary defines the term Coach

House as " noun: an outbuilding for a coach
or carriage (in modern terms, a vehicle)". This
is not a Coach House by definition, because
there is'a dwelling above it. - A Granny Flat
on the other hand, would be a one level
structure - it is defined in the Merriam-
Websters dictionary as "an apartment that is -
adjacent to the main living quarters of a

"house"; but there is no mention of a garage or

any type of vehicle storage. We could "iive"
with this type of development because it

would put a limit on the size and height of the -

building. However, it wouid still create the
other density issues we have already
mentioned in our previous points. Thank you
for your time, and | appreciate being the
opportunity to have some input into the future
of my neighborhood. Please give what | have
outlined some serious thought; once the
proverbial "Genie" is out of the bottle it will be
impossible to put it back: Regards, Gwen and
Evan Perkins

01/13/2012

Page 2 of 2

CNCL-35



Send a Submission Online (response #611) : Page 1 of 2

e %‘-*gm@ Hearing

: _I.\EgyorandCouncll.lors ot \‘W o ’LoW

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca] ﬂtm’n & ‘ g ’M"P
Sent:  January 13, 2012 2:02 PM '
To: MayorandCouncillors e

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #611)
' : Schedule 5 to the Minutes of the
. . ‘ . Council Meeting for Public
Send a Submission Online (response #611)  Hearing held on Monday, January

Survey Informdtlon 16, 2012.

Site: C|ty Websnte

Page TltIe: Send a Subm|551on Onllne

URL: http /lcms richmond. ca!Page1?93 aspx
Submission TimeIDate: 1/13/2012 2:01:33 PM

Survey Response

Your Name:; . , Catherine MacDonald

Your Address: ' - 211 Douglas Crescent

- Subject Property Address OR | Bylaw 8794 (RX 11-52652) 140 We!lmgton
- Bylaw Number: Crescent

| have witnessed first hand the desecration of
the Burkeville neighbourhood with the addition
of Coach Houses, with a monstrosity just
completed by the immediate neighbour to my
north. The structure's front door and balcony
over look my backyard directly, and the loss
of privacy and nature views has me -
confirming the decision to leave this once-
precious area. The overcrowding of this
neighbourhood with these additions has
begun to deteriorate the original fascination
and speciality of this unigue neighbourhood,
and the addition of another Coach House on
140 Wellington will have my house and
property surrounded by giant structures
blocking light, eliminating privacy and ruining
more views. Parking has become a

- contentious issue within this area as a result -
of additional bodies and vehicles. Where will
these people and their guests park? | have
already experienced the destruction of
property in my back lane as a result of
additional neighbour's vehicles. First and
foremost, there should be by City Council, as
advocates of "the people" and residents of
The City of Richmond, to preserve a standard

Comments:

01/13/2012



Send a Submission Online (response #611)

of living that was bought in to when our
homes were purchased. Considering financial
gains of individuals who choose to revise their
residences for additional income should not
outweigh that responsibility and consideration.
Thank you, Sincerely, Catherine MacDonald

01/13/2012

211 Douglas Crescent, Burkeville

Page 2 of 2
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Send a Submission Online (response #621) ' Page 1 of 2

To Pyblic Hearing
Dete:S a6, 7017
M\ dc || o ! %:MY
ayvorandCounciliors S .
- From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphlcs@rlchmond cal
Sent: January 16, 2012 3:12 PM : 7
To: MayorandCouncillors . Schedule 6 to the Minutes of the

Subject: Send a Sebmission Online {response #5621} - I(_Z‘Iouncll Il\:lt;gtmg;:r l:]“bllﬁ
T caring held on Mon ay, anuary

Categories: 12-8060-20-8794 - 140 Wellington Crs 16, 2012.

Send a Submission Online (response #621)

: Survey Informatlon

Slle; : Clty Webs:te
Pag Tltle: Send a Subm;ssmn Onlme

: 7 URL: http://cms.richmond. ca/Page1?93 dpr
Submission Time/Date: 1/16/2012 3:11:27 PM

Sux:vey Res Sponse

Your Name _ Meg Holdswoﬁh

Your Address B 3040 Douglas Crescent

Subject Property Address OR

Bylaw Number: 8794 - 140 Wellington Crescent

l.am in disagreement with the development of
a Coach House at above address. | feel that a
moratorium on building Coach Houses and
Granny Flats should be imposed in Burkeville
until the establishment of design criteria and
neighbourhood 'fit' are developed. | quote
Malcoim D. Brodie, Mayor, Richmond in a -
letter to the Richmond Review "City staff have
been asked to develop form and Character
guidelines, which would determine under
_ : which circumstances granny flats and/or
Comments: - coach houses might be allowed.” Thereisa 2
' storey Coach House across the lane from this
. address that is very obviously not a 'fit' for
- Burkeville. it's size exceeds the house size in
both square footage and height. Thereis no |
back garden left. A patio area overlooks a
neighbour's garden. | would like to reiterate
concerns outlined by Ingrid and Jake Trouw in
a written submission to the rezoning of 251
Douglas Crescent to be found in Schedule 11
to the minutes of the regular meeting of
council for public hearings held on Monday,
January 18, 2010. I would also like to express

CNCL-38

01/16/2012



Send a Submission Online (response #621)

01/16/2012

concerns about the Water displaced by new
developments. | am not an Engineer, but have

‘noticed property flooding during time of .

significant rainfall adjacent to new
developments, Respectfulky Submitted, Meg
Hoidsworth

Page 2 of 2 .
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Send a Submission Online (response #620)

MayorandCouncillors .

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.cal]

Sent: January 16, 2012 2:55 PM
To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #620)

Page 1 of |

To Public H@m‘ﬁng

Schedule 7 to the Minutes of the

Council

16, 2012.

Send a Submission Online (response #620)

bm vey Information

‘ URL: http: /Icms richmond. ca/Page1?93 aspx “
| Submission Time/Date: ' 1/16/2012 264:42PM

Survey Resp(:)nse.
Your Name
Your Address

'‘Subject Propeﬁy Address OR
Bylaw Number:

Comments:

01/16/20172

Roger Stap!es

Site Clty Website

Page Tltle Send a Submtssmn Onllne

431 Catalina Cres Richmond B. C

140 Wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

| would like to support the building of the
coach house as a very positive way to allow
extended families to live together. | am in full
support to rezone the entire Burkeville area to
£520 so the individual does no have to
subject them self to individual bias as this
Zoning has high community support over all.']
fully support the Official Community Plan
(OCP)-2041 and believe the results of the
coach house Survey Findings of Burkeville At
95% in favor of Building Permit only and 89%
approval of permitting Coach House should
be all that is needed to allow the building of

such units.

Meeting  for
Hearing held on Monday, January

Public

CNCL-40



Send a Submission Online (response #619) Page 1 of 1

| To Sgbhc H@as‘mg f
M'a_yorandCounciIIors . - | Date:, 12
- C v kﬁg@mﬁgﬁ_ {
From: ~ Clty of Richmond Website [webgraphlcs@nchmond ca) RG-WEAQ_‘.J&M} <3-1ﬁiu
Sent: January 16, 2012 2:55 PM
To: MayorandCouncillors
Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #619) _ o
Categories: 12-8080-20-8794 - 140 Wellington Crs ' Schedule 8 to the Minutes of the

Council Meeting for Public_

: e . Hearing held on Monday, January
Send a Submission Online (response #619) 16, 2012.

Survey Informatmn
B Slte: City Webstle

ge Tltle: Send a Submtssmn Onllne

; URL. http:/cms. rtc.hmond LafPage1 793, aspx
5 SumeSSIon Tlme/Date: 1/16/2012 2:54:01 PM '

SurVLy R(,sponsc

_ Your Name: - lngnd Trouw

Your Address 2160 Handley Avenue Rlchmond

Subject Property Address CR

Bylaw Number: 140 Wellmgton Crescent

I wi-H be attending the Public Hearing tonight
Comments: with my objections to rezoning this property to
Coach House. Thank you.

CNCL-41

01/16/20172



Send a Submission Online (response #622) - Page | of 2

MayorandCounclllors " o p@bl;@ Hearing
OO Bater = 3,

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphlcs@rlchmond ca] Mo 5 - _'"‘" !"éi '747( e

Sent: January 16, 2012 3:27 PM ‘ Re:. 0;_]'1 %,) 410}“?_;’?‘“"

To: MayorandCouncillors - ' o

Subject: Send a Submission Online {response #822)

Categories: 12-8060-20-8794 - 140 Weliington Crs
_ ) Schedule 9 to the Minutes of the

' .. . ‘ Council Meeting for Public

Send a Submlssmn Online (response #622) Hearing held on Monday, Janua,.y

16, 2012,
Su1vey Informatmn

: S:te: City Websne

Page Tltle Send a Submussnon On!lne

URL. http: Jiems.tichmond. ca/PageﬂQS aspx
Submusmon T:me/Date 1/16/2012 3:26:20 PM

Survey Response

Your Narme: : PeterSIeeman

Your Address: 1?3561 Welhngton Crescent Rlchmond BC V?B

Subject Property Address OR
Byan Number

140 Wellington Crescent

I am in favour of Council APPROVING
Mr.McFarlan's application for a Coach House

g at this address. | am a pensioner and

b, purchased my home in Burkeville in August

1975, and have subsequently acquired four
other homes in Burkeville that | rent.. While
the capital gains has been outstanding, |
cannot use that to buy grocerjes, As | get )
older there will come a time when | can no
jonger be able to phsically do the "FREE"
maintenance that | now do to earn the
marginal retun on this capital investment. The
idea of selling the properties and investing the
money in Term deposits , equities or bonds is
not a viable option as the returns on those
passive investments are miniscule especiaily
after Capital gains tax substantially reduces
the capital sum....and will not keep pace with
the inflation. A good option is to build Coach
Houses to provide affordable living as well as
supplement pensions for our aging home i
owners...particularly widowed or single
mothers, which incidentally four of my

CNCL-42
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Send a Submission Online (response #622)

- Comments:

01/16/20172

immediate neighbours are and who are in

- favour of Coach Houses. This also makes

possible affordable ownership for young

people about to acquire their first home. To

demolish an original Burkeville home to. make
way for a Megga home does nothing to
preserve this community lifestyle, nor the
Quaint features of the original homes. | would
like to be able to move my typical 1941
Burkeville home to back of the iot, turn it
around 180 degrtees , jack it up and put a two
car garrage below. ...and call it a Coach
House. This way there would be several
synigeries.... a cost saving in

construction ....recycle the "old forrest" lumber
materials, retain the original Burkeville look in
te LaneWay home , and provide affordable
rental houseing, at same time upgrage the
foundations, to overcome the rodent probiems
that plague the ‘crawl spaces of old homes
here....as well as overcome drainage
problems etc. and make space for the
construction of a new modest home. In some
cases my single mother neighbours are
thinking ahead to the time when their children
grow up and cannot afford a home. the .
mother can live in the Coach House while the
grown up child can occupy the original home.
| have already witnessed an elderly couple
who loved Burkeville get displaced from their
home dure to the growing value but static
utiization of teh land. If they had a Coach
House , chances are they would still be in our
neighbourhood instead of in a Community
Social housing project a long way from friends
and medical services . Respectfully
submitted. Peter Sleeman 604 273 1635.

i

Page 2 of 2
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Send a Submission Online (resﬁonse H618)

MayorandCounclllors

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@rich mond ca]

i

I e w;s; Hoaring
patesSn (( 202

Page lof 1

fem #
Ro:_ 1w 14

heﬁr%%

i aareenls,

B L O IR VR P,

Schedule 10 to the Minutes of the

Sent: . January 16, 2012 1:11 PM~
To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject:  Send a Submission Online (response #618)

Categories: 12-8060-20-8794 - 140 Wellington Crs 16,2012,

Send a Submission Online (response #618)

Survey Informatlon

Stte - City Websne

f Page Tltle "Send a Subm|53|on Onlune |

URL: http:fiems. rlchmond caf‘Page‘l?QS aspx
Submission Time/Date: 1/16/2012 1:09:53 PIVI

Survey Response
Your Name:
Your Address

Subject Property Addross OR
Bylaw Number :

Comments:

NY 1620012

Robin Macfarlane
3531 Catalina Cr

140 Wellington Cr

Hello, | would love to talk at the public hearing

tonight about how positive a move it is for the
city council to approve all coach house
rezonlng applications in Burkeville. | am fully -
in support of Mr.Macfarlane's rezoning effort. |
feel | am fortunate to live in a city that has a
very progressive outlook towards issues of
sustainable growth, in coping with the current
and future housing needs in Richmond. | also
feel that we need a process where we can
legitimize all the the illegal suites and the
existing garages in burkeville that are housing
people currently. It's obvious that people want
to be able to offset rising costs in the city with
income suites etc. { think it's important to be
comptliant with the city's future goals and
vision for Richmond, which is a difficult task
indeed. But we need to be involved together
with the city so that other needs are
addressed concurrently with the growth of our
neighborhood, ie parking, emergency vehicle
access, elc, thereby ensuring the safety and

well being of our fantastic little island oasis of |

awesomeness. Thankyou and cheers R.

Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January

CNCL-44



Customer Feedback (response #10091) " Page 1 of 2

Public Hearing
. Dat@" A 16, 2012
Johnson, Gail ' . fram 2\

L e

Subject: FW. Customer Feedback (response #10091)

AT Er

TR AT I s

Schedule 11 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January
16, 2012,

From: Clty of Richmond Website [mailto;webgraphics@richmond.ca]
Sent: Monday, 16 January 2012 1:50 PM

To: InfoCentre

Subject: Customer Feedback (response #10091)

Customer Feedback (response #10091)

Survey Intormatlon

Slte Clty Websne

Page Tltle Customer F eedback

: ‘ URL: : http ffcms. rlchmond ca/F’age2466 aspx
© Submission Time/Date. 1/16/2012 1:49:33 PM

Suwey RG‘EI)OILS(‘

What would you like to

submlt'?

trafflc or transponatlon (sugnals signage, road
marklngs etc)

Which of the following does .~ water, sewer Ofdi’afnage _ »

your request or concern ‘

relate to: , | . o S

- parking and parking violations

building and construction sites or permits

PLEASE PROVIDE THE FOLLOWING SO THAT STAFF MAY RESPOND OR
OBTAIN ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

' | OF BlCyz
. Name: ' Linda Mcnght " DATE G2
Address ' 291 Douglas Crescent
Phone: : 604-273-5644 - .

Fax:

Email: Iinda.m_ckn'ig‘ht_@vch.ca o 45}?‘
CNCL-45
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Customer Feedback (response #10091) Page 2 of 2

LOCATION OF PROBLEM IF APPL!CABLE
_ Address: - 140 Welilngtom Crescent

Cross Streets.

| strongly oppose the application. We live next
door to the coach house that was built at 251
Douglas Crescent (across the lane from this
application). Since its completion we feel our
quality of life has been severely affected. Our
privacy is gone. After the third week in August
we no longer get sun in our yard in the
afternoon."'When it started to rain in the fall
the drainage in our backyard had become a
serious issue with pooling water lasting for
days, something that had not happened
before. The parking is becoming increasingly
difficult and we worry about acess by
emergency vehicles. We feel all these
problems will be worse if the proposed coach
house at 140 Wellington goes ahead. We also
guestion what ensures that the parking area
required in the coach house is used for cars
and not as further rental space, and if in the
future that turns out to be the case what the
city will do about it?

Please describe the problem
or concern you wish to report:

CNCL-46

01/16/2012



' X To Pulblic Heaiing
Schedule 12 to the Minutes of the Date: :@' (6. 20\

Council Meeting for Public itam &

|
. ‘ Hearing held on Monday, Janual'y Ra: %ldﬁ\) i '1qu
Dear Sirs 16, 2012. - '

These are my comments concerning the proposed rezoning in Burkevillelimm-singiexd@taﬁhednmm-‘
“Coach House”

As the owner of a property on Handley Ave. | wish to.oppose the rezoning to “Couch house”

1) Coach House designation will allow multiple residents on the same lots
2) If rezoning is permitted on one property as “Coach house” the city will no longer have grounds
to refuse any other property in Burkeville from the same designation.
3} If more and more properties convert to “Coach house” the density of population can increase
‘ rapidly. (This is very likely if each Coach house becomes rental units generating income}
4} At present Burkeville has a small community center, small Fire hall, small playground area and a
few tennis courts — the community is not designed to accommodate high density populations
5) Property developers will speed up this density increase — Lot sizes in such an older development .
are typically larger than lot sizes in new residential areas. (They can make more money with one
residence plus coach house per lot} '
6) There will be substantial cost increase associated with proposed rezoning there will be an
*increased strain on things like existing water and sewer lines etc.)
7) Burkeville has very limited entrances and exits — Most of the roads are narrow throughout
Burkeville so there will be traffic and parking problems. '

In conclusion | believe that rezoning Burkeville into Coach House will completely change the
nature of the small Burkeville community ~ and not in a positive way.

Sincerely

N Lokl




Send a Submission Online (response #617) . | _ Page 1 of 2

To Public Hearmg
' Date: :M 16,2012
' MayorandCouncrllors ' ftom #

ﬁaé@f%ﬂ%

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphrcs@rich mond.ca]
Sent:  January 16, 2012 12:57 PM

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #617) _ Schedule 13 to the Minutes of the

Council Meeting for Public

Hearing held on Mond
Send a Submission Online (response #617) 16 2003, Ononday, January

~

Sm vey Informati ion
' Srte: Csty Websrte

Page Tltle: I .Send a Submrssron Onlme

URL: ' http //crns r:chmond ca/Page1 793.aspx
. Submission Time/Date: 1/16/2012 1? 55 54 PM

Survey Resp()nso
Your Name ' Dee Delaplace

Your Address 1051 Catalina Crescent Richmond BC

: 'Subject Property Address OR 8794
Byiaw Number .

| don't want to dictate as to what a person can
do on their own property, but | do have an
issue when it directly impacts their neighbors
in a negative way. When a Coach House
dwarfs the original home, or their neighbors
home | consider this as having a negative
impact. | am not directly affected by this
partictlar Coach House application, but close
friends and neighbors have been affected
negatively by a 2 story Coach House built
directly next door to them. They have had the
afternoon sunshine which they used to enjoy
in their backyard completely blocked and now
have the pleasure of having a window looking
directly down upon them from the second
story. So, not only has their sun been
biocked, but now they have also lost the
privacy that they valued so highly. There is
also now a drainage issue, which has
emerged since this structure has been in
place. The neighborhood of Burkeville is
charming in so many ways, and a big reason
for this has been the green space between
homes and the privacy that it provides. It
seems that the features that make Burkeville
so special is what is rapidly being disregarded

Comments:

CNCL-48
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Send a Submission Online (response #617)

- approved in Burkeville

01/16/2012

now. We know that old smaller homes come

. down and new much larger ones will go up in

their place. But | don't see any reason why
one neighbor should be able to benefitin a
monetary way while taking a valued asset
from another neighbor. Why couldn't these
Coach Houses be limited to one story only? (a
carport could be built along side of it) That
way those benefiting from the rental income
will be the only ones impacted. | am
commenting now because if we don't address
this now, these huge Coach Houses will
continue to be built and sooner or iater it will
directly impact me. Currently there is no end
of rental accommodation available in
Richmond as advertised on Craigslist, so this
issue doesn't seem to be about available
housing. | believe the issue of Coach Houses
and the impact on the neighborhood needs to
be further studied before any more are

Page 2 of 2
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Send a Submission Online (response #612)

MayorandCounclllors

From:

Sent: January 13, 2012 6:03 PM
To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject:

Send a Submission Online (response #612)

Survey Inf ormatlon

Slte

URL: http .’lcms rlchmond ca/Page1?93 aspx
Submission Time/Date: * 1/13/2012 6.02.19 F_’M

Survey Response

N1/

Your Name

Your Address

Subject Property Address OR

Bylaw Number:

Comments:

AP0

City of Richmond Website [webgraphms@nchmond cal

Send'a Submission Online {response #612)
Categories: 12-8060-20-8794 - 140 Wellington Crs

?VCIty Websnte . o

Page T:tie: Send a Submusswn Onhne

i Greg and Andrea Lalng

Page 1 of |

Date:

To Public Hearing

djuvlb 7017/

Ham

- e ﬁeeé\n laaw Y94

16,2012.

( 91 Doug!as Crescent Rlchmond

140 Wellington Crescent

Cur house backs onto the same alley as the
proposed Carriage House to which we are
referencing. Regretfully, the precedent set by the
$0-called Carriage House also on our block (251
Douglas) is an eye-sore; a large boxy structure that
is actually a whopper double garage with a suite
above. We are now worried. Frankly, we were
originally open to the movement to add Carriage
Houses - we envisioned the charming examples
that we noticed coming up in Vancouver. The
monstrosity that towers over our adjacent
neighbours is actually ridiculous. We are strongly
opposed to yet another one on our block!
Seriously, think twice about what you are allowing
hére. Burkeville's charm is quickly eroding with
present trends continuing. Not only are enormous
double decker garages {the so-called "Carriage
Houses") coming up but thoughtless land eating
monster homes are as well of late. We know that
the day of the uniform bungalow is long gone - but
we appeal to the city planners to make sensible
decisions about the go-forward designs that are
approved in our unique and still-charming
neighbourhood. Respectfully, Greg and Andrea
Laing '

RECL!VFD

CNCL-50

Schedule 14 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January
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Send a Submission Online (response #613) ' Page [ of 2

To Public Hearing
MayorandCouncillors . Date:. D daar )b, 7017
e e e ltam. #mW\W.ﬂ..,.w,,.d,.z...w.m
From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphlcs@rlch mond.ca] Re: Q’w\lﬁﬂ) 9 ¢
Sent: January 14, 2012 8:41 AM . i
To: MayorandCouncillors _ R

Subject:  Send a Submission Online (response #613)

. , Schedule 15 to the Minutes of the
Categories: 12-8060-20-8794 - 140-Wellington Crs

Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January

Send a Submission Online (response #613) 16,2012

~~SUI‘Vey lnfor matmn
| | Slte Clty Websne S

: Send a Submlssmn Onlme

; URL ”i'http Ilcms nchmond cd/PageﬂQS aspx.
Submlssmn Tlme/Date 1 1/14/2012 s 40 28 AM

'bu rvey Rcsponse

Your Name: , ; Bob Schmitz .

Your Address ' 2040 Boeing Ave

. Subject Property Address OR ' ,
- Bylaw Number e 140 Wellington Cr.

While | am not adverse to progress and
redevelopment in neighbourhoods, | do feel
that until the current road system in Burkeville
is reviewed and or upgraded, coach house
zoning in its present form is not a viable
option. The additional need for parking is
certain. And the current parking in the area is
already dictated by narrow streets and
ditches. The concern | would have like many
others, is the accessibility for emergency
vehicles and personnel to reach their
Comments: i destination. The safety of the community as a
* whole is at stake. | understand the need or
perhaps demand for this type of housing to a
certain extent, but the infrastructure in this
- particular area is not in place. | also feel that

the style and size of the coach house should
be reviewed. A recent build of an approved
coach house in the 200 block of Douglas
(directly behind 140 Wellington) is a good
example. This building is farger and talier than
the existing home and in many persons view
quite overwhelming as it takes up such a
¢ large space. It would appear that it will

CNCL-51.
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Send a Submission Online (response #613)

01/16/2012

certainly accommodate more than one tenant
quite likely requiring additional parking over
and above what meets the code for coach
housing. The need for mortgage helpers and

b affordable housing in our market place will be

ongoing. Home owners should have options
such as coach houses or lane way houses
available to them, but not at the expense of

Page 2 of 2

CNCL-52



Send a Submission Online (response #614) - Page 1 of 1

To Public Hearing
Date: M ,A 70,2/

' , ftormn #
MayorandCouncuIlors  IRe: M %144
From: - City of Richmond Website [webgraphlcs@rlchmond ca) B TRy
Sent: January 14, 2012 11:38 AM '
To: MayorandCounciIIors

" Schedule 16 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January
16, 2012.

Subject: Send a Submrssmn Online (response #614)
Categories: 12- 8060 20-8794 - 140 Wellington Crs

- Send a Submission Online (feSponse #614)

Survey 111f01mat10n

Slte ICrty Website
Page Tutle Send a Submlssmn Onhne

URL hltp !/cms rachmond ca/Page1 793 aspx
Submnssaon Tlme/Date 1!14!2012 11 3? 24 AM

Surve‘,y Response

Your Name ' . David Coath

i

Your Address | 380 Douglas Crescent

© Subject Property Address OR |
:; By!aw Number

140 Weilmgton Crescent

I don't think any more “Coach Houses" should
be built in Burkevilie. The neighbours to the
south lose their back yard privacy. The
: neighbours to the north lose their back yard -
Comments: i privacy and are in almost perpetual shade. It
i takes about twenty minutes to walk to the

i - skytrain. | believe we should focus density

: along the No.3 Road corridor, closer to the

: skytrain, not in the fringe areas.

CNCL-53

01/16/2012



Send a Submission Online (response #615)

MayorandCouncillors

Page 1 of 1

To Public Heaving
Date: m 6. 2012

ttem %
tzw o9«

From;
Sent:
To:

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #615)

Send a Submission Online (response #615)

Qulvoy Inforrndtlon
: - Slte §City Websrte

o Page T|tle Send a Submrssmn Onlane

Ctty of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.cal
January 15, 2012 9:14 AM
MayorandCouncitiors

Schedule 17 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public

Hearing held on Monday, January
16, 2012,

UR":

Survey Response

* Your Name:

Your Address

Subject Property Address OR '

Byiaw Number .

Comments:;

01169019

rented, it will reduce the financial burden of < RICF‘@H;‘N
- home ownership especially for single-incom /9/’;;\&%:
~ property owners like me. D (2

i p:licms rrch ond calPage1793 aspx _
Subm|SS|on Tlmef‘Date , 1!15/‘2012 9 13 47 AM .

Jack Baryluk

180 Lancaster Crescent

I would ilke to support Graham MacFarlane in

-amenities to Burkeville. Individual

140 Wellington Crescent / Bylaw 8794

his application for re-zoning. | have owned my
home in Burkeville for three years now and, in
the future, | hope to have the ability to change
the zoning for my own property to add a
coach house. | believe there is adequate
parking within Burkeville' and the fact that
there is still a 2-car garage under the coach
house allows for off-street parking for both the
main house and the coach house occupants.
Low-rise densification is an advantage for the
community since adding more residents may
allow us to keep the school open and may
support a case to return bus setvice and other

homeowners will increase the value of their
properties and will have opportunity to have
extended family members (children, parents)
share their property. if the coach house is




A1/A5/2012 1611 £R4-278-2285 FPETER SLEEMAN

Public Hearing

Letter of support for construction of a

Coach House at 140 Wellington Crescent, Richmond BC.

i

To whom it may concern

PaGE A2

To Public Heasig |

@@t@;,mm;m,,!ﬂéqm?;ﬁizm
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T A A RN e S TS et
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Schedule 18 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public '

Hearing held on Monday, January
16, 2012. '

I hereby tender my support for the applicant Mr.Graham Mcfarlane for
construction of a Coach House at 140 wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

Signed....

Address.

Phone No,

Date. 16" Jan 2012

Q.
I\ RECEIVED %
Cl P 05
ERKS M

Fh
?/

o+
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To Public Hearing |
Date: L 4. . Lo 2012 |
' ttam 4 _|
Public Hearing 3 Re: @JM‘ > @7aq

RS N

Letter of support for construction of a

rrrrrr

Coach House at 140 Wellington Crescent, Richmond BC. |
Schedule 19 to the Minutes of the

Council - Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January

To whom it may concern 16, 2012,

| hereby tender my support for the applicant Mr.Graham Mcfarlane for
construction of a Coach House at 140 wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

Al LISA W_m,.\J

T I L LA PRI S Rsvuvetepysisharrnbnny

Signed.......

Address. 2 3 | 6064.}-1("3 Ave .

Fod B C.
V7B 5

Phone No, ©o 17 Z,OZ_O

Date. 16" Jan 2012
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Public Hearing

Letter of support for construction of a

Coach House at 140 Wéilington (,'re.scent, Rlchmond BC.

To whom it may concern

PAGE B2

To Public Hearing |
Date:, L a~~ \b (el

lhorm #...\
He: Q)’V\\\W Q’Lﬂk}

.......

‘Schedule 20 to the Minutes of the

Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January
16, 2012.

| hereby tender my support for the applicant Mr.Graham Mcfarlane for
~construction of a Coach House at 140 wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

o .
signed....... ,j’\’\swi’“’ ........... JDL X

Address.

ﬁd’tmuw\d 6 C

Phonﬁ No. (_(}OL} : (9[:')‘7 3330

Date. 16™ Jan 2012

RECEIVED /2
HMﬁ%@Eﬂ?FQEéEQKK
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To Public Hearing

Public Hearing Date: {wu (4. 282

ﬂmm fﬁm
Letter of support for construction of a \dun) 8794

Coach House at 140 Wellington Crescent, Richmond BC.

At

Schedule 21 to the Minutes of the
: ) Council Meeting for Public '
. To whom it may concern Hearing held on Monday, January
16, 2012.

I hereby tender my support for the applicant Mr.Graham Mcfarlane for
construction of a Coach House at 140 wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

b

Address. /5 % z!%/«r

llllllllllllll

| Phone No, @0 CID&Z07‘1% ?

Date. 16" Jan 2012

/ .
th:mfﬁg/r‘«,
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Ta Public Hearing
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Re: ﬂ?mllaw‘) %194

Public Hearing

Letter of support for construction of a
Coach House at 140 Weilington Crescent, Richmond BC.  Schedule 22 to the Minutes of the
- Council Meeting for Public

Hearing held on Monday, January
16, 2012, ,

To whom it may concern

! hereby tender my supporf for the applicant Mr.Graham Mcfarlane for
construction of a Coach House at 140 wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

Signed. - / M .....................
Address./ .’» s //U//Z_,ryéfl

Phone No, Jav- 2 T~ 4/?75

Date. 16" Jan 2012
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To Public Haaring
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Re: @M\ka"“) 214y

o

Public Hearing
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Letter of support for construction of a .

Schedule 23 to the Minutes of the

Coach House at 140 Wellington Crescent, Richmond BC.  Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January
16, 2012,

To whom it may concern

y

{ hereby tender my support for the apblicant Mr.Graham Mcfarlane for -
construction of a Coach House at 140 wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

Address. /7 @G WELLt G/ (peT
RicH mo~d  gc

Phone No, 5@% A6~ 2 87

. Date. 16™ Jan 2012

& o
QP\RECEIVED /2%

LERRE
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Schedule 24 to the Minutes of the
: Council Meeting for Public
Public Hearing Hearing held on Monday, January
| 1 16,2012, 3
Letier of support for construction of a

Coach House at 140 Wellington Cr_esi:ent, Richmond BC.
To whom [t may concern

| hereby tgénder my support for the applicant Mr.Graharn Mcfarlane for
construction of a Coach House at 140 wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

'Add'rless. /go bwﬂf% C{f'f’% 184‘(/% M/Lf)t/ual gc V?g }Eg

| Phqne: No, ()(jz/ 7@7 4/‘70 £
Date. 16" Jan 2012




Schedule 25 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January

Public Hearing 16,2012.

Letter of support for construction of a

Coach House at 140 Wellington Crescent, Richmond BC.
To whom it may concern

| hereby tender my support for the applicant Mr.Graham Mcfarlane for
construction of a Coach House at 140 wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

~ Signed...

Address. '
% "@W C’% Richnond B V78 25,

PhoneNo, (¢ K02 /635
Date. 16™ Jan 2012

CNCL-62



Schedule 26 to the Minutes of the
Council Meeting for Public -
Hearing held on Monday, January

y 16, 2012.
Public Hearing

Letter of support for construction of a
-Coach House at 140 Wellington Crescent, Richmond BC.

To whom it may concern

I hereby tender my support for the applicant Mr.Graharn Mcfarlane for
construction of a Coach House at 140 wellington Cres Richmond B.C.

Signed.:ﬁ% ..................

Address, L200  Povg les  Crescent

Phone No, 6O 7?’2 - 2300

Date. 16™ Jan 2012




Send a Submission Online (response #616)

MayorandCou ncullors

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@rlchmond cal
Sent: January 15, 2012.2:16 PM

To: MayorandCouncillors

Page 1 of 1

Date:

To Public Hearing
!é ] 20t 2

Btam

%Ifm 282

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #616)

Send a Submission Online (response #616)

‘ourvcy Informatlon

Site: | City Websate

Schedule 27 to the Minutes of the

16,2012,

Pégé Title: | Send & Submlsswn Online

Survey Response
YourName -
.Your/\ddress
| Subject Properfy Address OR

Bylaw Number;

Comments:

01/16/2012

URL: | hifp:/flems.richmond.ca/Page1793.aspx
Supmission Time/Date: | 1115/2012 2:15:57 PM

Robert Hlllman

9371 Hemlock Drlv

RZ-11-662968

| I'm opposed until something is done with the

parking issues in this neighborhood. There are so
many cars parking randomily in this neighborhood
it's become unsafe. Hemlock isn't even finished
properly yet, but we want to keep building. We
need to open up Hemiock and not make it a dead
end. We need a 4 way stops at Katsura and
Ferndale and Hemlock and-Alder: Has anyone
from the city come out and see what it's like to
creep your car out from Katsura to turn on to
Ferndale. Parked cars block your vision and you
have no choice to creep out and almost get hit.
Before we proceed with any new building, let's
correct the parking, 4-way stops, and finish
Hemlock properiy. it's shocking the Richmond
planning dept, has a total disregard for street,
safety, and parking in this neighborhood. The
developers have to change their plans to meet
the land they currently own, and not to take away
any more public land. These developments
should also be required to provide enough
parking for all the units. Street parking in a new
area should be unheard of other then visitors
using the space. We have to remember, there are
children that have to cross the roads and we need

. to make it safe for them and us. Thank-you!

Council Meeting for Public
Hearing held on Monday, January




Board in Brief

For Metro Vancouver meetings on Friday, December 16, 2011.

. Please note these are not the official minutes. Board in Brief is an informal summary. Matenal
relating to any of the following items is available on request from Metro Vancouver.

For more information, please contact either:
Bill Morrell, 604-451-6107, Bill. Morrell@metrovancouver.org or
Glenn Bohn, 604-451-6697, Glenn.Bohn@melrovancouver.org

Greater Vancouver Regional District
Inaugural Meeting of 2012 Board

Administration of Oath of Office for the 2012 Board of Directors

Chief Provincial Court Judge Thomas J. Crabtree admlnlstered the Oath of Office for the 2012
Board of Directors

Election of Board Chair

After calls for nomination, Director Greg Moore was elected by acclamation to be the 2012 Chair
of the Board of Directors.

Election of Board Vice Chair

After calls for nomination, Director Raymond Louie was elected the Vice Chair.
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Board in Brief

For Metro Vancouver meetings on Fridéy, January 13, 2012

" Please note these are not the official minutes. Board in Brief is an informal summary. Material
relating to any of the following items is available on request from Metro Vancouver.

For more information, please contact either:
Bill Morrell, 604-451-6107, Bill. Morreli@metrovancouver.org or

Glenn Bohn, 604-451-6697, Glenn.Bohn@metrovancouver.org

Greater Vancouver Regional District
2012 Metro Vancouver Board Regular Meeting Dates Approved
This year’s board méetings will be held on the following dates:

Friday, January 13; Thursday, January 26 and Friday, January 27 (workshop); Friday, March 2;
Friday, March 30; Friday, April 13; Friday, April 27; Friday, May 25; Friday, June 15;

Friday, June 29, Friday, July 13, Friday, July 27; Friday, September 21; Friday, October 12,
Wednesday, October 17 (Budget Workshop); Friday, October 26; Friday, Novembar 16; Friday,
November 30; and Friday, December 14.

Meetings will be held at 9:00 a.m. in the 2nd floor boardroom at 4330 Kingsway in Burnaby,
unless otherwise specified on the Metro Vancouver public notice board, website, and agenda.
The January 26 and 27 workshop may be held outside the regional district boundaries if
required.

Metro Vancouver Appointments to External Agencies - 2012 Approved
Board Chair Greg Moore recommended the following appointments:

Agricultural Advisory Committee - Harold Steves, Richmond

Board of Trustees of the Sasamaf Volunteer Fire Department - Michael Wright, Port Coquitlam

Deita Heritage Airpark Management Committee - Scott Hamilton, Deita

Flood Control and River Management Committee of the Lower Mainland Local Government
Association - Linda Barnes, Richmond; Lynne Harris, Abbotsford; Mae Reid, Coquitlam




’("l" , -

Fraser Basin Council - Richard Walton, North Vancouver District (Alternate: Barbara Steele,
Surrey '

Fraser Valley Regional Library Board - Gayle Martin, Langley City (Alternate Brad West, Port
Coquitlamy)

Internatipnal Centre for Sustainable Cities - Derek Corrigan, Burnaby
Lowe‘r Mainland Local Government Association — Raymond Louie, Vancouver

Municipal Finance Authority:

Malcolm Brodie, Richmond (Alternate: Harold Steves, Rlchmond)

Derek Corrigan, Burnaby (Alternate: Colleen Jordan, Burnaby);

Mae Reid, Coquitlam (Alternate: Wayne Baldwin, White Rock);

Darrell Mussatto, North Vancouver City (alternate: Jack Froese, Langley Township);
Mike Clay, Port Moody (Alternate: Richard Stewart, Coquitlam);

"~ Raymond Louie, Vancouver (Alternate: Tim Stevenson, Vancouver);

Richard Walton, North Vancouver District (Alternate: Michael Smith, West Vancouver),
Marvin Hunt, Surrey (Alternate: Judy Villeneuve, Surrey)

Wayne Wright, New Westminster (Alternate: Lois Jackson, Delta)

Pacific Parkiands Foundation - Linda Hepner, Surrey

Regional Parks Forum - Gayle Martin, Langley City

Western Transportation Advisory Council (WESTAC) - Greg Moore, Port Coquitlam (Alternate:
Raymond Louie, Vancouver)

Experience the Fraser - Lower Fraser River Corridor Project Steering Committee - Heather
Deal, Vancouver, and Gayle Martin, Langley City

City of Langley Additional Hotel Room Tax Renewal Approved

The Board consented to the City of Langley renewing the additional hotel room tax for an
additional five-year period at the existing rate of two per cent.

Appointment of Metro Vancouver Housing Corporétion Directors 2012 Approved

- The Board appointed the following directors: Don Bell, Scott Hamilton, Bob Long, Gerry' Nuttall,

Richard Stewart and Richard Walton

Greater Vancouver Regional District Labour Relations Conversion and Approved
Amendment Bylaw No. 1166, 2011

The former tabour relations function established by letters patent provides authority for a labour
refations bureau to ratify or reject member municipatl labour collective agreements and
compensation schemes. An interim bylaw approved by the Board allows for the provision of
labour relations services but provides for member mumc:|pa||t|es to have complete autonomy
over their collective agreements and compensation schemes.
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January 9, 2012

David Weber, Director
City Clerks Office

City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, BC

VeY 2C1

Re: Delegation to January City Council Meeting

Dear Mr. Weber;

~The Gateway Theatre would like to send a delegation to Richmond City
Council at their scheduled meeting of Monday, January 23, 2012. This
presentation is a requirement of our operating agreement with the City of
Richmond in which we will be reviewing Gateway Theatre’s 2010-2011
operations. Simon Johnston, Artistic and Executive Director, and Keith
Liedtke, Chair of the Board of Directors, will attend to make this
presentation. o

Please feel free to contact me if you have any questions at 604-247-4971.

Sincerely,

..--W""—““---—m.,\‘

e YD e sl -

T Baverley Stver

Interim, General Manager
Gateway Theatre

6500 Gilbert Road, Richmond, British Columbia, Canada V7C 3V4 /
Administration: (604) 270-6500 Fax: (604) 247-4995 Box Qffice: (604) 2
Registered Charity Number: 11911 8875 RR0G001
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Message from the Chair

Our 26" professional theatre season featured new scripts mixed in with revivals of
more familiar plays. Our most exciting and energetic production was “The
Forbidden Phoenix”, a new musical with orchestration commissioned by Gateway.
Our production garnered favourable attention in both local and national media, for
this multicultural retelling of a famous Chinese story of the Monkey King.

The Academy continues to grow with more students in fourteen different classes. We

offer professional instruction to youth in music, dance and acting disciplines. The

success of this program is demonstrated by the self-awareness and self-confidence

our students develop, not to mention their career achievements as they not only
return to our stages to demonstrate their crafts, but grace other theatres with their talents.

Box Office revenue for our Main Stage, Studio, Play Development and Academy covers approximately
75% of the costs for these productions. (The national average is below 50% and for our audiences’
outstanding support, we thank you). The additional funds required to put on these events comes from
sponsorship, grants and fundraising activities. Sourcing these funds is proving to be an even bigger
challenge given our current economic environment. Our government and sponsor support this last year
fell well below our expectations. Our audience’s strong support for the Gateway provides a compelling
example of why more private sector support for our theatre is warranted.

Not wanting to be totally dependent on others to cover the 25% funding shortfall, the Gateway Theatre
Society Board launched a fundraiser to assisting in closing our funding gap. The pARTY combined a
cocktail party with all couples attending the event leaving that evening with an original piece of art. It was
a very special night for all attending, the artists, the attendees, the volunteers and the Gateway Theatre
staff. Plans are currently underway for next year’s event, there is no doubt we will far exceed this year’s
fund raising of $13,000.00.

While one third of the year is devoted to our professional productions, the remaining two thirds of the
year Gateway is rented to community artist groups. These groups have brought Chinese operas, and dance
and music recitals to our stage. We have even hosted a film shoot at the theatre. As | write my message |
am pleased to report we are at full capacity supporting these groups, with a waiting list of groups that
wish to present additional performing arts events in our community.

The committed work of our Board, Staff and VVolunteer Teams cannot be overstated. Their dedication and
the hours they invest in making the Theatre what it is today is invaluable. Thank you!

The City of Richmond’s support remains invaluable to our existence. Their foresight to bring professional
theatre to our community has spawned a myriad of artistic groups in our community, with the Gateway
being the jewel in the crown of those cultural services.

We have had an outstanding Artistic Director for the past twelve years. As many of you already know,
Simon Johnston has announced his plans to leave the Gateway next spring. We cannot say enough about
what Simon has meant to our theatre and our community. His vision of our theatre and his hours of
hardworking service to the community have made the Gateway a nationally respected theatre. Simon, you
will be sorely missed by all, your colleagues, your Board and your community.

W. Paul Corcoran
Chair, Richmond Gateway Theatre Society Board
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2010-2011 Richmond Gateway Theatre Society Board

Executive Committee

Paul Corcoran Chair

Lori Chalmers Vice Chair
Keith Liedtke Treasurer
Debbie Tobin Secretary

Sue Halsey-Brandt  City Council Representative

Members at large
Seemah Aaron
Michael Anderson
Denise Chambers
Ruth Collison
Elana Gold

Evelyn Lazare
Susan G. Ness
Scott Stewart

Committees
Fundraising

Scott Stewart, Chair
Seemah Aaron
Michael Anderson
Lori Chalmers

Denise Chambers
Ruth Collison

Paul Corcoran

Diane Cousar

Elana Gold

Evelyn Lazare
Carmen McCracken
Susan G. Ness

Debbie Tobin
Sheilagh Cahill (staff)
Suzanne Haines (staff)
Simon Johnston (staff)
Stephanie Shardlow (staff)
Beverley Siver (staff)

Finance

Paul Corcoran, Chair
Jerry Chong

Diane Cousar
Katharine Lecy

Keith Liedtke
Suzanne Haines (staff)
Simon Johnston (staff)
Jessie Li (staff)
Beverley Siver (staff)
Brent Wang (staff)

Nominating

Debbie Tobin, Chair
Diane Cousar

Keith Liedtke
Suzanne Haines (staff)
Simon Johnston (staff)
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Mission Statement

Gateway Theatre is a welcoming and inclusive regional theatre for Richmond and its surrounding
communities. Encouraging participation and cultural diversity, we strive for excellence and leadership in
the development and production of live professional theatre and programs that connect the community.

Core Values

These values define the way decisions are made at the Gateway Theatre. They create a welcoming team
and inclusive culture for staff, volunteers, partners, clients, and patrons.

LEADERSHIP RESPECT
- Sustainability - Treatment of each other
- Relationships with community - Positive attitude
- Proactive - Dignity

INCLUSIVE QUALITY
- Participation - Unique
- Diversity: cultural, social & ethnic - Artistic Excellence
- Responsiveness - Innovation

Programs

Gateway Theatre’s mission is implemented through programs delivered to the region. These programs
are:

A: Live Professional Theatre
= Main Stage Productions
= Studio Productions
= Play Development
e Commissions
e Readings
e Workshops
e Dramaturgy
= Gateway Academy

B: Community Connections

= Partnerships
e City of Richmond
e Corporate

» Rentals Program

= Volunteer Program

= Special Events

= Mentorship
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Report from the Artistic and Executive Director

As | write this report, it is a beautiful September day and summer still
lingers outside the windows of my office overlooking beautiful

Minoru Park. You’ll forgive me, | hope, for sounding sentimental in a
business document but this will be the last time I will address the
Society’s membership in my capacity as Artistic & Executive Director.
As you know, | have announced my resignation effective April 30,
2012. By that date, | will have had the privilege of serving this
wonderful theatre for almost 12 years. | am happy to report that the
organization is stable and poised for great things ahead.

In many ways our season followed the blueprint of previous years. Subscriptions for our Main Stage and
Studio Series remained at 2300, unchanged from the last cycle. Patrons were loyal in their support despite
the sluggish economic recovery. We produced a newly commissioned world premier and we developed
our mentorship of local artists by giving emerging talent opportunities to work on all our stages.

Brighton Beach Memoirs opened the season; directed by Natasha Nadir who started with Gateway as an
instructor in our Academy, then a workshop director, then a Studio director and finally directing on the
Main Stage. Likewise, actor Dylan Kruger came through our Academy to play the lead role in this
charming production. Annie burst onto our stage in December. The majority of the orphans in this large
musical were also recruited from our Academy; and the show was directed by Johnna Wright who has
progressed through the directing ranks of various Gateway programs. In February we co-produced with
Persephone Theatre, Saskatoon a new adaptation of Dickens’ Great Expectations written by Errol
Durbach, a local writer. This production allowed us to stretch our work across provincial boarders to give
us a place in the national theatre scene. Then in April The Forbidden Phoenix hit our stages. Written by
Canadians Marty Chan and Robert Walsh, this musical fable was the culmination of almost seven years of
development. Based on the tale of the Monkey King, it embraced a diversity of actors who wowed the
audience with martial arts, singing and giant puppetry to tell an epic story of Chinese immigrants’
encounter with the Canadian experience during the building of the railway in the nineteenth century. We
commissioned the full orchestration for ten musicians and incorporated Chinese surtitles. It was a thrilling
achievement to be able to bring a script from our Scene First play development program to the Main
Stage.

In February, Sexy Laundry by Vancouver writer Michele Riml heated up the Studio Series and was so
popular that we extended the run by an extra week. Burning In by UBC graduate Natalie Meisner
premiered in March. This was selected from our Scene First play development program where it was
work shopped prior to receiving its full production. Once again both plays opened up opportunities for
emerging directors, designers and actors to perform at Gateway.

Due to cut backs in government grants we reluctantly suspended Scene First for one year. This play
development program has been responsible for seventeen premieres on both the Main Stage and in the
Studio over the last decade. It was also the entry point for developing directors, stage managers and actors
for large productions on all our stages. Despite its worthiness, we decided to redirect our resources but
hope to reinstate the program in the future.

The Gateway Academy went into its 19" year with after school classes in musical theatre and acting
taught by a faculty of amazing professionals. The program is located at Gateway and offers a variety of
courses ranging from beginners to pre-professional levels. 280 students enrolled in fourteen different
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classes that ran from July to May. As in previous years many of the classes had waiting lists. The
Academy is suited to those 6 — 18 years of age. The majority of enrolment comes from Richmond with
the remaining students traveling in from surrounding communities. This program is poised to grow even
larger in upcoming years.

The programs reviewed above make up one-third of the calendar year. Two thirds are open to any local or
regional performing arts group on a rental basis. This past year the facility enjoyed over 1000 uses in all
the different venues. There was an aggregate of over 51,000 patrons to all our events. These reflect
increases in both usage and attendance. Clearly there is an appetite for the performing arts despite the
gloom and doom being reported in the news.

If I had to choose what I would miss most of my job, | would have to say the Volunteers — our Gateway
Ambassadors. Year after year, since this theatre’s inception, volunteers who greet you at the door, store
your coats, tear your tickets and usher you to your seats have unfailingly demonstrated the virtue of
community spirit. These are your neighbors, your family and friends who invest sweat equity to ensure
that a fragile sector like the arts survives from day to day. We had 122 stalwart members representing a
variety of ages and cultures that make Richmond a unique city. Together they worked over 11,000 hours.
I am happy to say there is a waiting list to join this wonderful group.

Gateway is functioning at a very high level. We continue to balance our obligations to the community
with our growth as one of the more successful professional theatres in Canada. In order to keep our tickets
affordable box office sales account for 75% of the cost of our programs. This is significantly higher than
the national average which hovers around the 50% mark. So the remaining 25% must be derived from
other sources including sponsorships, grants and donations. Our Board, wishing to contribute to this,
mounted a very successful fundraising event in June that raised $13,000. Encouraged by these results, the
event will be repeated during the 2011-2012 season.

I would like to thank the Board of Directors for their continued support of me personally and
professionally. Likewise, the City of Richmond makes an exemplary commitment to the arts in our
community and demonstrates true leadership amongst municipalities. | am very grateful for this vision.
And finally to my General Manager Suzanne Haines, to the amazing administration Staff and to the
hundreds of artists, it has been an honor and a privilege. My thanks, thanks and thanks again. I will miss
you all endlessly.

Simon Johnston
Artistic & Executive Director, Richmond Gateway Theatre
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What our patrons say:

Brighton Beach Memoirs by Neil Simon

“Even, crisp direction. Moving, funny & so believeable.
You’ve got a winner.”

“You made me cry, quite a feat. Beautiful set design and well
acted.”

“Glad to be a season ticket holder. This was terrific.”

from left: Dylan Kruger and Daryl King by David Cooper Photography.

Sexy Laundry by Michele Riml

“My wife of 53 years and | saw the show last night. It was
funny, very well acted, poignant, and thoughtful. We liked the
intimacy of Studio B.”

“Loved it! | had a lot of belly laughs as it was so funny, yet so
true to life. Great acting.”

Photo of Janet Michael and Gerry Mackay by Sherry Elasoff.

Annie
Book by Thomas Meehan, music by Charles Strouse, lyrics by Martin Charnin

“There were 11 of us in our party and everyone enjoyed
it from the teenagers to the grandparents.”

“We want to tell you that we LOVED the Annie
show. What a heartwarming story to get us into the
Christmas spirit.”

“I just wanted to say that you guys put on a GREAT
performance! This was a fantastic show, and I’m so glad
I brought my kids to see it.”

Cast photo by David Cooper Photography.
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Great Expectations
Adapted by Errol Durbach from the novel by Charles Dickens
“What a fantastic, high-quality production.”

“I just saw your production last night and I thoroughly
enjoyed it!”

“The best acting | have seen in a play for a long time.”

From left: Robert Moloney, Kent Allen, Anthony Ingram. Photo by Ken Williams.

Burning In by Natalie Meisner

“Good show. Will come again.”
“l was very moved. A very well written and beautifully acted play.”

“1st intermission — excellent! Writing & acting, love the photo screen.”

Photo of Dawn Petten & Aslam Husain by Sherry Elasoff.

The Forbidden Phoenix
Book & lyrics by Marty Chan, lyrics, music & orchestration by Robert Walsh

“What terrific theatre! Entertaining,
exciting and enlightening. We were
taken on a wonderful ride.”

“Went to see the show last night. It
was great! Very good cast. Wow.”

“So enjoyed the production last

week, | just booked 4 more tickets.”
Photo of The Forbidden Phoenix by Tim Matheson.

CNCL-78



Gateway Academy for the Performing Arts

In its 20" year, the Gateway Academy is a unique school offering classes in theatre skills. Our Faculty,
made up of professionals in the performing arts, brings a world of experience and expertise to the studio
and infuses the students with their passion. Classes are inclusive, welcoming and fun while providing a
concentrated exploration of the performing arts. Students aged 6-18 years of age have the opportunity to
learn Acting, Musical Theatre and Voice. They advance in skills both tangibly measureable and
interpersonal; these skills become transferable life skills which they can use regardless of their future

direction.

Summer Camps

Pre-teen Musical Theatre Camp (ages 8-13)
Tweens Acting Intensive Camp 1 (ages 11-13)
Pre-teen Acting Intensive Camp 2 (ages 8-10)
Improv Camp 1 (ages 8-10)

Improv Camp 2 (ages 11-13)

Voice
Voice 1 (ages 8-10)
Voice 2 (ages 11-13)

Acting

Acting Introduction (ages 6-7)
Acting-A (ages 8-10)

Acting-B (ages 11-13)

Acting-C Performance (ages 13-18)

Musical Theatre

Musical Theatre Introduction (ages 6-7)
Musical Theatre-A (ages 8-10)

Musical Theatre-B (ages 10-13)
Musical Theatre-C (ages 13-18)

2010-2011 Scholarship Winners

Ironwood Plaza McDonald’s Young Performer Award (6-8)

Katarina Stojsavljevic

Steveston McDonald’s Young Performer Award (8-10)

Nina Trochtchanovitch

Alderbridge Way McDonald’s Young Performer Award (10-13)

Ilan Field

Blundell Centre McDonald’s Young Performer Award (13-18)

Zachary Protz (absent)

From left: Christine Campell representing McDonald’s Restaurants, Katarina Stojsavljevic, Ilan Field,

Nina Trochtchanovitch, Academy Manager Ruth Mcintosh.
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Community Clients

Two-thirds of theatre dates are dedicated to community clients. In 2010 -2011 Gateway Theatre embraced
a variety of organizations, with diverse entertainment performed or presented here. Our clients, both new
and returning for this past year were:

BC Chinese Music Association

Burke Academy of Dance*

Chuen Ying Arts Centre

Cindy Yang Academy of Dance

City of Richmond*
Dance Co*

Defy Gravity
Festival of Voice*

Gabriela's Movement Studio*
Grand Hale Marine Products
International Drug Free Athletics

Bodybuilding

Music Encore Society
Pacific Piano Society*
Ping Academy of Dance

Queens Singing Training Centre
Richmond Academy of Dance*

Richmond Chinese Folk Dance Society*
Richmond Christian School

Richmond Community Band*
Richmond Concert Association*
Richmond Hospice Foundation
Richmond School Board #38*
Richmond Youth Concert Band*
Springtime Stage

Steveston Arts Connection

Super Productions

The Pacific Piano Music Association
Tom Lee Yamaha Canada

Tong Moo Do

Touring Players*

UBC Dragon Seed Connection
Vancouver Academy of Dance*
Vancouver Asian Canadian Theatre Company
Vancouver Beauty Dance

Vitta Piano Studio

Wei Li

West Point Grey Academy

*Qrganizations who have been users for more than 10 years

Facility Usage Report
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Attendance
Gateway
MONTHLY Theatre Main | Studio | Studio

MONTH TOTAL Plays Academy | Rentals | Theatre A B Lobby
JULY (2010) 1020 0 1020 0 30 3 7 0
AUGUST 359 57 302 0 5 8 14 1
SEPTEMBER 3422 241 534 2647 17 26 23 3
OCTOBER 5246 3330 856 1060 31 38 21 18
NOVEMBER 5054 1478 940 263 21 44 27 6
DECEMBER (2010) 9446 8422 737 287 28 1 50 3
JANUARY (2011) 1651 25 771 855 3 26 47 1
FEBRUARY 3939 3051 884 4 22 42 11 4
MARCH 3881 913 831 1884 50 32 19 3
APRIL 5394 3330 1075 989 24 0 45 5
MAY 8091 74 0 6956 22 7 7 1
JUNE (2011) 3553 417 0 3136 15 13 14 3
TOTAL 51056 21338 7950 | 18081 268 240 285 48
TOTAL ATTENDANCE: 51056
USAGE 841




Volunteer Program

Total Number of VVolunteers
Number of VVolunteers with over 10 years of service
Total hours of donated time in 2010-2011

$ Value of time

A very large and genuine thanks goes
out to our volunteers. They serve as
Hosts, Ticket Takers, Ushers, Bar
Assistants, and Administrative
Assistants, not to mention the non-
performance hours spent as flyer and
poster distributors, light walkers for
the technical crew, reception/food
prep assistants, candy bagging
assemblers for our concession sales,
and more! The volunteers are
Ambassadors to the Gateway Theatre
and their commitment, hours, efforts,
donations, memberships, and overall
service are a vital part of our Gateway
family.

122
55
11,800 hours

$115,050

BRAVO GATEWAY VOLUNTEERS!
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Fundraising Committee Report

Alfred Hitchcock said “Drama is life with the dull bits cut out”. And if | may be so
bold there were no “dull bits” in Gateway Theatre’s 2010 — 2011 line up. It was a
great year! People need a place where they can escape the dull realities of life;
Gateway offers just such an oasis. Our task is to make Gateway accessible to as many
people as possible. That’s where the Fundraising Committee comes in. We need to
provide funding for high quality productions while keeping our tickets affordable. |
am proud to say that we accomplished our goal again. | would like to thank all of our
members and sponsors, both corporate and individual, for helping us to provide a very
essential service to the community, without you the show could not go on.

In order to capture the attention of the community, fundraisers have to keep their ideas fresh. This year we
took on that challenge: the Fundraising Committee set out to find a new idea that would not only raise
money but would also raise awareness of Gateway. Many great ideas were discussed but one came out as
the frontrunner. Of course | speak of the birth of Gateway’s pARTY. And what a brilliant brainchild. |
must take this opportunity to congratulate the members of the Fundraising Committee who worked so
hard and gave so much of their time, sweat and imagination to make it happen. They are volunteers, so
when they take on such a monumental task they do so by taking time from their families and their busy
lives. I was honoured to work with such talented and imaginative people. | would also like to thank the
full time Gateway staff who did their regular jobs plus handled all the extra work we threw at them. |
could not forget the volunteers who did the work that made the event soar. The pARTY was a great
success. Not only did it raise funds and awareness of Gateway, it was a great deal of fun for our guests.
Next year the pARTY will be even bigger and better. Here’s where the free advice comes in, get your
tickets early so you will not miss out.

I am looking forward to the 2011 — 2012 season. It looks even more exciting than last year, enjoy and
escape. Please join me in recognizing the good work of your Fundraising Committee.

Scott Stewart, Chair Paul Corcoran Susan Ness
Seemah Aaron Diane Cousar Beverley Siver
Michael Anderson Elana Gold Stephanie Shardlow
Sheilagh Cahill Suzanne Haines Scott Stewart
Lori Chalmers Simon Johnston Debbie Tobin
Denise Chambers Evelyn Lazare
Ruth Collison Carmen McCracken
2010-2011 2009-2010 2008-2009

Revenues

Fundraising 73,621 54,773 40,528

Memberships & Donations 34,552 30,690 26,291

Sponsorships 24,560 32,663 43,400

Grants 194,451 179,023 124,697
Total Revenues 327,184 297,149 234,916
Total Expenses 69,018 31,748 25,900
Net Raised 258,166 265,401 209,016
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Special thanks to all sponsors who recognize the importance of the Performing Arts in our community
and whose support enables the Gateway Theatre to continue to provide excellence in its programming:

Sustaining Support: The City of Richmond

Operating Support: Province of British Columbia
BC Arts Council
BC Gaming Direct Access
Human Resources Development Canada

Accommodation Sponsor
Accent Inns Vancouver Airport

Educational Outreach Sponsor
RBC Foundation

Performance Sponsors

Dorset Realty Group Canada Ltd.
The Fairmont VVancouver Airport
HSBC Bank Canada

Investors Group

Kaltech Manufacturing

Univar Canada Ltd.

Academy Scholarship Sponsor
McDonald’s Restaurants

Exterior Sign Sponsor
Sign-A-Rama

Venue Sponsor
Lansdowne Centre

Catering Sponsors

Anna’s Cake House

Canterbury Food Services Ltd.
Continental Seafood Restaurant
Cronos Restaurant

Mad Greek Restaurant

The Marriott Vancouver Airport Hotel

In-Kind Sponsors

Anna’s Cake House

The Boathouse - Richmond
Boston Pizza (Head Office)
Canterbury Food Services Ltd.
Capilano Suspension Bridge
Choices Markets Ltd.
Chocolaterie Bernard Callebaut
Cobs Bread — Blundell Centre

Project Grants

BC Arts Council

Canada Council for the Arts

Canadian Ministry of Citizenship, Immigration
and Multiculturalism

City of Richmond

Metro Vancouver

Vancouver Foundation

Media Sponsors

The Richmond Review
Richmond News
KVOS Television
VanMedia

Corporate Donors

Ackroyd Insurance Agencies Ltd.
Chemistry Consulting

The Hamber Foundation
Richmond Chinatown Lions Club
Richmond Sunset Rotary

The Rotary Club of Richmond

M & M Meat Shops Ltd. — Francis Road

The Point Restaurant & Tapas

The Sheraton Vancouver Airport Hotel

The Apron at The Westin Wall Centre
Vancouver Airport

Taste of Italy Catering

Costco Wholesale — Richmond

Damien’s Belgian Waffles Ltd.

Dan-D Pack

Design Tech Hair Studio

Dr. Sun Yat-Sen Classical Chinese
Garden

Felicos Restaurant

Greenacres Golf Course
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Harbour Air Seaplanes

The Keg Steakhouse & Bar

Lacquer Beauty Bar

Mandalay Lounge & Steakhouse

Minoru Seniors Centre

Nando’s Flame Grilled Chicken — Head
Office

Nature’s Path Foods Inc.

Nirvana Organics

Panago Pizza — Head Office

Paesano’s Fine Italian Cuisine

Paula Craig with The Whole Being
Yoga Company

Pieces Fish & Chips

Raintree Wellness Spa

Richmond Aquatics

Richmond Centre

Richmond YYoga

Ricky’s All Day Grill — Garden City
Centre

Shaughnessy Golf & Country Club

Starbucks — Ackroyd Plaza

Starbucks — Richmond Centre.

Subway Restaurant — Blundell Centre

Suki’s Hair Salon

Vancouver Civic Theatres

VTech Technologies Canada Ltd.

Waves Coffee House — No. 3 Road

White Spot — Richmond Centre

Gateway Theatre Cocktail pARTY

Artists

Catherine Adamson

David Alselrod

Lori Bagneres

Enda Bardell

John Beatty

Lee Beaudry

Aphrodite (Afrodita)
Blagojevic

Tony Bowden

Geri Buchanan

Elaine Campbell

Nick Cannone

Joe Chan

Jill Charuk

Raymond Chow

Donna D’Aquino

Dave Denson

Marney-Rose Edge

Alano Edzerza

Jennifer Ettinger

Brittani Faulkes

Catherine Fields

Elaine Fleming

Eileen Fong

Colin Foo

Gary Fox

Leor Froelich

Margreth Fry

Jean Garnett

Daniel Grant

Varouj Gumuchian
Tammi Hall

Pamela Holl Hunt
Florian Hossfeld
Louise Howard

Mike Hughes
Jeanette Jarville
Therese Lydia Joseph
Joyce Kamikura
Carmen Keitch
Shelly Kent-Snowsell
Susanne Kestner-Aiello
Angela Lake

Evelyn Lazare

David Liu

Hui Lin Liu

Ron Manning

Mena Martini

Rita McArthur

June McDonald
David McHolm
Becky McMahon
Mazair Mehrabi
Adrienne Moore
Sara Morrison

Patti Munro

Melina Neufeld
Gina Page

Karen Lorena Parker
Christina Passey
Veronica Poon
Noah Powers
Shirley Rampton
Alexandra Robinson
Claudio Segovia
Kim Scott
Darlene Shandola
Irean Shklover
Craig Smith
Mark Stephenson
Marlene Strain
Patrick Sullivan
Jennifer Taylor
Jean Thompson
Annie Tsai

Dodie Vervais
Morely Watson
William Watt
Loraine Wellman
Robin White
Sharon Wilson
Donna Wright
Rebecca Wu
Thomas Yu
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Media Sponsors
Richmond News
The Richmond Review

Artist Reception Sponsor
Ruth Collison

Catering & Wine Sponsors
Andrew Peller Ltd.
Anna’s Cake House

The Apron at The Westin Wall Centre

Vancouver Airport
Lafazanis Winery
McWilliam’s Wines

Gallery Sponsor
Dorset Realty Group Canada Ltd.

Décor Sponsor

Upright Décor Rentals

Nooch Snack & Chill
The Point Restaurant & Tapas

Starbucks

The Steveston Cookie Company
Tapenade Bistro

Special thanks to our 2010-2011 Donors

Seemah Aaron
Margaret Agrey
Archie & Hazel Anderson
Don Anderson

Joan Anderson
Michael Anderson

Ted Andrew

Louise Avery

Jesenka Bilic

Delia Boyko

Wendy Brayer

Linda Bye

Karen Calsbeck
Patricia Carnegie-Dunlop
Denise Chambers

Joe Chan

Adrian Chan

Anthony Cheng
Arlene Clark

Ron Climenhaga
Linda & Russell Collins
Ruth Collison

Carell Colvin

Gladys Corlett

Diane & James Cousar
Audrey Coutts

Denise & Don Dale
Leni Dinnell

J.J. Donald

George Edgson

Laila Dubinsky

Jim Elgood

Gloria & Tim Enno
Dave Fairweather

Michael Fehr

Fern Finn

Elaine & John Fisher
Marjorie Fisher
Vida Flainek

Alice Fleming
Anonymous

Frank Fowlie
Laurie Fredricksen
Bob & Jean Garnett
Myrna Geib
Raymond Godfrey
Elana Gold

Betty Goodwin

Ben Gwaltney
Heidi Hannay

June Hanson

Roy Harrison
Arlene Helme
Linda Horne

Sally Houston
Lilian Hudson

Bob & Donna Humphries
Bernice Hunter
Mary Ann Jacobsen
Marlene Jarvis
Alfred Jung
Lorraine & Richard Kaczor
Sylvia Kasuba
Georgette Kearley
Barbara Kissuras
Christine Knight
Fred & Ruth Krause
Ivan & Evelyn Lau

Ken Lavigne
Evelyn Lazare
Susan LePage
Keith Liedtke &
Elizabeth Doyle
Marilyn & Ron Loyer
lan MacLeod
Pearl MacPherson
Gail Maida
Murray Malkin
Michael Matthews
Jean McBurney
Lorna McDowvell
Gillian Mcintyre
Wes McLeod
Yvonne Meier
Agnes Mertin
Michael Miller
James & Jean Millet
Diane Minichiello
Chris Morris &
Margaret Hewlett
Nancy Morrison
Bob & Lois Munroe
Susan Ness
William New
Edward J. Odette
Ellen & Fintan Penney
Lynne Perreault
Marilyn Peterson
RBC on behalf of
Sarjit Sekhon
Kathryn Raines
Linda Rasmussen
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Marion Reaburn Scott Stewart

Peggy Redpath Janet Sutherland
Carol Reed Stewart Tait

John & Lin Richardson Setsuko Tanaka
Jacqueline Roy TELUS on behalf of
William Seney Glenda Johnson
Ken Seto Debbie Tobin

Jim Sinclair Elizabeth Tsang
Nansi Smith Kenneth Turnbull
Frank Stephan Joan Tweedlie

Seat Dedicators (Individuals)
Katherine Kwok

Fanny Lai

William & Amy Leung

John Martell

Robert McGall

Seat Dedicators (Companies)
Ampri Group

Budget Appliance Centre Ltd.
Campbell Froh May & Rice LLP
Citimark Development Corporation
Great Canadian Casinos Inc.

KBM Management Services Ltd.
Tembo Design

Scott Stewart

Carole Utting

Barrie Vickers

John Watson

Donna M. White

Garry & Linda White
Brian Whitworth
Roswitha Wilby

Emily & Gordon Wilson
Lisa Xu

Carol Yeo

Fund Development Chair, Richmond Gateway Theatre Society Board
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Finance and Audit Committee Report

Message from the Treasurer

This past season was challenging with less revenue opportunities due to a
decrease in available sponsorship dollars and the continued impact of Provincial
Government cuts to the arts. Cutbacks from the BC Arts Council and the BC
Direct Access Community Grants program are putting pressure on our ability to
generate granting revenue, making us more reliant on ticket sales, sponsorship
and donation revenues in the future.

In spite of all these challenges, management's pro-active implementation of

expense controls and revenue generating for the year ended June 30, 2011,

resulted in our revenues being $3,820 greater than expenses. Revenue for the

year is $2,382,740, which shows increased revenue as compared to last year.

Expenses for the year were $2,378,920 which is also greater than last year. You
can see the fine line we operate on and the impact of any reduction in sponsorship and grant dollars. The
above results increased our accumulated operating deficit to $84,958 and reduced our accumulated
administration deficit to $41,785. The deficit in the administration fund expresses the vacation and
overtime owed to employees at June 30, 2011. Employees are eligible to use vacation earned for the year
by December 31.

I thank the Finance and Administrative staff of the Gateway Theatre for their continued support of the

Finance Committee over the past year. | would also like to thank all members of the Finance Committee
for their active participation and advice to the Board of the Richmond Gateway Theatre Society.

Keith Liedtke
Treasurer, Richmond Gateway Theatre Society Board
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Endowment Committee Report

The Richmond Gateway Theatre Society (RGTS) has an endowment fund that is
internally restricted by the Board of Directors. The fund began with $199,000 left
over from the building fund and was given to RGTS by the City of Richmond. The
RGTS created a policy that 1/3 of the interest from the funds was to be used for
grants to the community. The remaining 2/3 was to be used for operations. To
date, the RGTS has reinvested the latter 2/3 portion of the interest back into the
fund to enable the fund to grow. In 2010-2011, the fund held $334,541.

The Endowment Committee meets annually as a jury to distribute the grant funds

available for distribution from the interest from that fiscal year. This year the
committee received six applications totaling $3,300. There was $2,315. available which was distributed
in the following way:

¢ Richmond Community Band Society $300 for artists’ fees
o Gateway Academy for the Performing Arts $1,000 for bursaries for families
e Pacific Piano Society $1,000 towards artists’ fees

My thanks to the committee members for their efforts.

Garth Edwards
Chair, Endowment Committee
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Gateway Administration

Artistic and Executive Director
Interim General Manager

Artistic Associate

Administrative Assistant
Production Manager & Technical Director
Head Carpenter

Head Electrician

Head Sound

Finance Officer

Finance Assistant

Manager, Marketing & Publicity
Marketing Coordinator

Manager, Development

Member & Event Coordinator
Manager, Presentations & Rentals
Rentals Assistant

Manager, Gateway Academy
Academy Instructors

Simon Johnston

Beverley Siver (Suzanne Haines on maternity leave)
Kathy Duborg (Natasha Nadir on maternity leave)

Robin White
Brian Heath
Bill Davey
Ed Arteaga
Paul Siczek
Brent Wang/ Jessie Li (effective March 21, 2011)
Lisa Xu

Sherry Elasoff

Dawn Ewen

Sheilagh Cahill

Stephanie Shardlow

Vivienne Stonier

Jackie Schwarz

Ruth Mclntosh

Spencer Bach, Eileen Barrett, Sasa Brown,

Vanessa Coley-Donohue, Dawn Ewen, Vashti Fairbairn, Heidemarie Guggi, Kayvon
Khoshkam, Elizabeth McLaughlin, Tracy Neff, Shawna Perry, Bev Sauve, Spencer Snashall

Building Services Coordinator

Building Services Assistant

Building Services Assistant

Box Office Assistant

Box Office Assistant

Box Office Assistant

Manager, Volunteers & Audience Services
Volunteer & Audience Services Assistant
Program Intern

Marketing Intern

Academy Intern

Bartender

Bartender

Bartender

Bartender

FOH/Bartender

Bartender

Satellite Companies

Paul Bartlett
Mesfin Ayalew
Jade Phung
Evelin Fowler
Yvette Scholten
Nancy Zeigler
Melanie Yeats
Kent McAlister
Katrina Darychuk
Kristy Condon
Julie Leung

Raj Hehar
Mirical MacDonald
Joanne Malo
Anne McLeman
Taylor Lewis
Stephanie Wilson

Pacific Piano Competition
Dorothy Lau
Trudy Morse

Vancouver Asian Canadian Theatre (VACT)
Joyce Lam
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City of \
s Richmond | Minutes

General Purposes Committee

Date:. " Monday, January 16, 2012

Place: Andérson Room
Richmond City Hall

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

Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

1

Absent: - Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt j
Councillor Ken Johnsion '

Call to Order; The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:06 p.m.

AGENDAAlDDITION

It was moved and seconded
That Unused Richmond Farmland be added to the agenda as Item No. 3.

CARRIED

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minuftes of the meeting of the General Purposes Commiittee held on
Monday, December 12, 2011, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

. CNCL-105
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, January 16, 2012

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

VANCOUVER AIRPORT FUEL DELIVERY PROJECT -

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT UPDATE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3437242)

With the aid of a rendering, Cecilia Achiam, Interim Director, Sustainability
and District Energy, and Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and
Public Works, reviewed the proposed alternative Highway 99 Pipeline Route.

It was noted that members of the Environmental Assessment Office (EAO)
Working Group were holding a meeting on January 24, 2012, and that the
Varicouver Airport Fuel Facility Corporation (VAFFC) was holding an
independent public information and comment session for the proposed
Vanconver Airport Fuel Delivery Project (VAFD) on Saturday, January 28,
2012 between 10:00 a.m. and 2:00 p.m. at the East Richmond Community
Hall,

A discussion then ensued about the following:

o - staff’s recommendation that the City engage with the provincial Ministry
of Transportation on the review of issues related to the proposed
Highway 99 route;

e protocol outlined in the Port Metro Vancouver’s documents for ships that
travel in the Fraser River area;

e the process for submitting comments to the BC Environmental
Assessment Office (BCEAQO). It was noted that petitions were counted
as one objection regardless of the number of signatures, and that
members of the public were now being encouraged to make individual
submissions;

e concerns related to the possible conflict of interest with respect to the
Port Metro Vancouver conducting the water study, as the Port would
financially benefit from the Proposal;

e concerns that the VAFFC public information and comment session
appears to focus only on the proposed Highway 99 route and does not
seem to address concerns related to tankers in the Fraser River or the
proposed jet fuel loading and storage facility;

e the role of the City as a participant with no authority in the final decision
- related to the matter. It was noted that Council’s position in opposition
to the VAFD Project has been reiterated and very clearly documented on

the BCEAQO website;

o how staff’s participation within the EAO Working Group enables the
City’s voice to be heard with the Ministers of Environment at the
provincial and federal levels as well as other groups;

CNCL-106
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, January 16, 2012

e Richmond Fire Rescue’s concerns related to the emergency response and
risks associated with the VAFD proposal. Reference was made to a
memo from the Deputy Chief, Operations, dated October 13, 2011. A
copy of the memo is attached as Schedule 1 and forms part of these
minutes; ,

o seeking the support of other groups that are opposed to the VAFD
Proposal; and

e how thus far Council and Committee meetings have been the forum for
the public to voice their opposition, and Council may consider a separate
forum such as enabling the public to make submissions online,

It was moved and seconded

(1)  That having reviewed the Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery (VAFD)

: proposed Highway 99 Addendum pipeline route option, the City
reiferate its position by stating that City Council continues to be
‘opposed to the transportatmn of jet fuel on any arm of the Fraser
River;

(2)  That the City continue to participate in the EAO and Oil and Gas
Commission processes;

(3)  That the City engage with the provincial Ministry of Trdn.s‘portation
on the review of issues related to the Highway 99 route proposal.

(4) That letters be sent to Port Metro Vancouver requesting a meeting
regarding the dangers related to tanker traffic on the Fraser River as
well as the offloading and storage of jet fuel; and

(5)  That staff be directed to enable correspondence reflecting citizen
opinion, including mail and emails received, to be forwarded to the
VAFFC, BCEAO, the Provmcml Minister of Environment, and Port
Metro Vancouver

CARRIED

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT & FACILITY MANAGEMENT
DEPARTMENT

RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL - LEGACY CONVERSION UPDATE
(File Ref. No. 06-2050-20-RO0/Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3420098 v.3)

Greg - Scott, Director, Project Development, accompanied by John Mills,
General Manager, Richmond Olympic Oval, noted that the amenities table on
- page 4 of staff report (GP-38) required corrections to replace the word
“revenue” to “funding” for the scoring and display budget line item and the
contingency budget line item.
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, January 16, 2012

A discussion took place, and the following was noted:

¢ the proposed permanent cafe would be viable as it would be inline with
the current traffic at the_ Oval;

e the principal location of the cafe would be on the ground level, with
capacity to deal with events on the activity level when warranted;

e the types of food that would be served at the cafe would include healthy
food choices such as salads, sandwiches and healthier versions of pizza;

o feedback from Oval users indicates that the Oval requires a food facility;
and o

e the Oval receives approximately 1500 visits per day, as well as large
numbers of visitors at events on weekends.

It was moved and seconded :

That the adjustment of the remaining legacy conversion projects and
Junding as outlined in the staff report entitled “Richmond Olympic Oval -
Legacy Conversion Update” dated January 13, 2012, by the Director,
Project Development, be approved.

CARRIED

UNUSED RICHMOND FARMLAND

Reference was made to an email from Councillor Harold Steves and an
application by the Food Security Group to the Real Estate Foundation
regarding a study on the availability of unused Richmond farmland for
farming. A copy of email and application is attached as Schedule 2 and forms
part of these minutes.

It was moved and seconded
That staff investigate and report back on the application by the Food

Security Group to the Real Estate Foundation on the availability of private
unused Richhmond farmland for farming.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:57 p.m.).
CARRIED
CNCL-108
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, January 16, 2012

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 16, 2012.

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Shanan Dhaliwal
Chair Executive Assistant
' City Clerk’s Office
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
General Purposes Committee
meeting held on Monday,
January 16, 2012.

N City of | Memorandum
L"-" 2 RIChmond Fire-Rescue Department |

To:  Mayor and Councilors Date:: October 13, 2011
From:- -Tim Wilkinson _ File:
Deputy Chief - Operatlons -

Re: Response to Jet Fuel Pipeline Update Referral From
: September 12, 2011 Council Meeting

Origin

This memo addressesthe followmg staff referral made by Council when discussing the
“Response-to Jet Fue." Pipeline Update” item at thelr September 12, 2011 meeting:”

“In aa’a’z_tlon, staﬂ were directed to provide an update regardmg the implications for the
City’s emergency response in case of a fire or other disaster involving the jet fuel line or
the proposed fuel storage facility.”

.Background

Vancouver Airport Fuel Facilities Corporation (VAFFC) has been examining various delivery
options to secure a jet fuel supply for Vancouver International Airport (Y VR). The proponent
[indicates in their proposal that the current delivery system is unable to meet YVR's fuel
requirements during peak periods without the use of daily tanker trucks to augment the system.
VAFFC evaluated 14 options and identified a preferred option.

VAFFC’s preferred option consists of a marine terminal and fuel receiving facility (tank farm) at
an existing industrial site located on the south arm of the Fraser River, and an underground jet
- fuel pipeline connecting the marine terminal with the receiving facility and YVR.

Risks Associated with the Preferred Option

The activities conducted by a fuel services operation have inherent risk associated with them.
VAFFC proposes to receive, maintain and transport through a pipeline Jet “A” and Jet “A-1”
fuels. These fuels are a kerosene-type distillate with a flash point of 38-41 degrees Celsius
which makes the fuel difficult to ignite but once ignited difficult to extinguish. Jet “A” fuels are
considered to be relatively low in toxicity causing only minor irritation when coming into contact
with skin or eyes. Jet fuels will not readily biodegrade and the possibility of bio-accumulation
exists.
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October 7, 2011 o | -2-

“From the time the fuel enters the fuel system until it is finally loaded onto an aircraft there arc a
variety of risks that require consideration. The main risks are as follows:

Natural events — lightning strikes, earthquakes, etc.
Intentional damage to the fuel system

Fire

Fuel spills

Catastrophic failure of one or all tanks at the tank farm
Equipment failure
Pipeline rupture

N R W N

There are only two alternatives for combating a jet fuel fire - either to let it burn out and thereby.
self extinguish or alternately actively extinguish the fire using fire fighting agents.

Allowing a tank to self extinguish is likely to take days, assumes a complete loss of product,
environmental problems and large cooling operations to protect against fire spread to adjacent
tanks. In addition to these hazards in some severe cases a boil over or BLEVE may occur which
will lead to catastrophic faiture of the tank(s).

~ Statistics gathered by the Swedish National Testing and Research Institute regarding tank farm
fires indicate that between 1951 and 2003, some 480 tank fires were reported. Two recent -
examples of tank fires that have burned for extended periods occurred at Miami International
Airport in March of 2011 and Bayamon Oil Refinery (San Juan, Puerto Rico) in October of
2009.

In the case of a large tank-fire occurring, extinguishment will only be achieved through the use
of fire fighting agents within automatic fire suppression systems and a fire fighting crew
equipped with a large fire fighting agent capacity within close proximity.

Emergency Response

Large scale tank fires are rare, but when they occur they present a severe challenge for any fire
department. The impacts to the City of Richmond in providing emergency response to a fuel
tank farm and/or its associated pipeline cannot be underestimated.

Richmond Fire-Rescue’s (RFR) response to the proposed tank farm area is currently 9 minutes
from both the Crestwood and Shellmont Fire halls. This response time is outside the industry
standards (NFPA 1710) of 4 minutes and 20 seconds. An extended response time allows a small
fire to grow exponentially into a large fire thus rendering the event larger than that which RFR is
currently equipped or staffed to manage.

Vancouver International Airport (Y VR) does have a trained fire response team with significant
fire suppressing capability. While the YVR response capabilities would be helpful in response to
fighting a tank farm fire, RFR can not rely on this resource. YVR fire response crews would
assume no role outside of the aerodrome’s secure area as their primary duty is dedicated to
Aircraft Rescue Fire Fighting.
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A fire in a tank farm can burn for days expelling large doses of CO, CO2, sulphur and soot into
the environment. A significant fire could potentially burn for up to one week Given prevailing
winds, it is very conceivable that Steveston Highway, Highway 99, the George Massey tunnel
and surrounding area roadways may be impacted with no or low visibility due to heavy black
smoke from a fuel tank farm fire. The low visibility and impact on traffi¢ flow will affect RFRs
response times as direct routing to the fire may not be possible,

Residences and businesses in the Watermania and [ronwood areas may be significantly
impacted by a “shelter in place” order in the short term or an evacuation order for a longer period
of time due to the health issues with the smoke. However, it is noted that evacuation into the
smoke will be hazardous unto itself, especially for the vulnerable population and challenges to
complete logistically and safely. Residents may be only able to return to their home for a brief
period of time even after the evacuation order has been lifted and the fire response is complete.
The limited return is due to the continuing impacts of the smoke or other resulting contaminants
from the fire. Additionally, there will be an environmental impact to the Fraser River from the
fire.

RFR is identified in the City of Richmond Emergency, Spill Response and CBRNE plans as the
lead agency in the case of a major fire, or fuel spill within the boundaries of Richmond.

RFR does have a capable and ready Hazardous Materials Téam. This team is not equipped or
staffed to mitigate a fuel spill that resulted from a catastrophic failure of one or all of the
proposed tanks nor a catastrophic failure of a pipeline. To mitigate an event of this magnitude

' RFR would engage the services of several lower mainland fire departments through existing
mutual aid agreements. There would be significant costs associated with provision of the mutual
aid services over an extended period.

- RFR has studied the activities of Phoenix Regional Fire who service Sky Harbour Airport in

Phoenix, Arizona. Phoenix has a fire station located close to the tank farm with an additional
two stations located within minutes of the tank farm who also have tank farm fire fighting
capacity. Phoenix has specialized equipment, stringent fire prevention planning and
enforcement, specialized training for fire fighters and mutual aid response agreements in place to
mltlgate the tank farm fire and spali risk.

RFR would recommend a fully staffed Fire Station be situated sufficiently close to the tank farm
site to mitigate the risk. A fire station is estimated to cost $7-8 million in capital, land and
construction costs, purchase of a fire apparatus costing $1.2 million and operational staffing of
24/7 crews are approximately $2.5 million annual cost (2010 collective agreement). RFR
personnel would also need to be trained in shipboard and tank farm firefighting techniques as
this is not part of RFR’s current training platform.

Currently, fires that occur aboard a ship midstream are the responsibility of the Canadian Coast
Guard however once a vessel is moored it is the responsibility of RFR, RFR does not have the
capacity or training to fight fires that occur aboard ships. To mitigate this risk, RFR would, at a
minimum, enter into agreements with other agencies to provide on-the-water fire coverage.
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The City of Richmond has requested that the VAFFC group assume \the' costs associated with this
proposal and to date, the VAFFC has not agreed. The VAFFC resporids that the tank farm will
have a state of the art suppression system in their plan but RFR has not been made privy to their
plan despite requests to be provided with the information.

.

ou have any guestions fegarding this information I would be pleased to answer them.

Tim Wilkinson :
Deputy Chief — Operations
604-303-2701

TW:tw

%momd
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Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the

- . _ General Purposes Committee

- MayorandCouncillors meeting held on Monday,
~ January 16, 2012,

From: Steves, Harold

Sent; January 9, 2012 1:45 PM

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: FW. Real Estate Foundation Application

Categories: 08-4040-08-01 - Food Security
Attachments: Real Estate Fdn_ GrantAppIicatioanrm_revApril2D1 1-1.nf

Mayor and Council : ' . ' ﬂ‘ o

Arzeena Hamir has' been working-on an application for funding from the Real Estate Foundation to d.o'.a'il’dl' '
study on the availability of unused Richmond farmiand for farming. Metro Vancouver and the BC Mimistry o
Agriculture have already completed a study on what lands are being farmed in Richmond and what lands are not,

There-is some degree of urgency to get more land available for farming. Kent Mullinix recently announced
Kwawntlen's new urban agriculture curriculum is starting now. A portion of the Garden City Lands could be used.
However, planning the Garden City Lands will take time and about 50 acres of land may be needed to provide
both a training farm and incubator farms. We should be looking at the availability of private fands now.

Now that the agricultural land inventory has been completed, the next step is to analyze the data from the
Ministry of Agriculture, hold public consultation to identify rural and urban parcels of land suitable for immediate
conversion to cropping and investigate ways of making that land available for farming. The Real Estate
Foundation will fund 50% of the project. Under Arzeena’s proposed budget there is a $12.000 shortfall.

I propose that Richmond Council supply a matching grant from the Coincil Contingency Fund at the next Council
Meeting. Arzeena can reduce the ask from the Real Estate Foundation to match any funding we could provide, if
necessary. ' ' - '
I understand that Arzeena has to have the grant application in by next Friday.

Cheers,

Harold

01/10/2012



 real estate
= foundation

BRITISH COLUMBIA

GRANT APPLICATION FORM
revised April 2011

The Real £state Foundation of BC aims to be a pivotal connection in making land use knowledge and
practice in BC a model for the world, “leading learning” and “aligning resources” relating to the
sustainable use and conservation of land and real estate. The Foundation will give preference to pro;ects
that support our mission by demonstrating:

o Leadership and innovation

o  Partnership and collaboration
o ' Sustainability/longevity

o Scalability/replicability

Details are provided under section C - Effectiveness Criteria,

GRANT APPLICATION REQUIREMENTS

Length

Method of submission -

Green text

Letters of support

Addenda

Eight pages maximum, including the budget. !f.your'application is too lo'ng, we
will ask you to revise it.

Email to submissions@refbc.com in DOC, PDF or RTF format. We will confirm
by return email when we receive your application.

We do not require a hard copy of your grant application. However, we do
require the signature page to be completed. It is acceptable to email the
signature page as part of your application. If you are unable to email the entire
application, we will accept a fax copy of the signature page, which we will
attach to your emailed application (fax to 604.688.3669).

Please delete or type over all green text. It is there to provide advice and
guidance. There should be no green text in your submitted application.

Stage 2 applications must be accompanied by two current letters of support .
per the instructions on www.refbe.com/grants. Letters of support are not

. required for Stage 1.

If there are other documents which are key to comprehending your project,
please indicate what they are in your email to ‘submissions’. Our staff will
follow up with you, as required.
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Richmond Food Security Society

A - APPLICANT INFORMATION : _J

1. Legal name of applying organization:
Richmond Food Security _Society {RFSS)V
2. Full mailing address:

100 3675 Westminster Highway

PO Box 22006

Richmond BC

V7CSV2

Website:

www.rich_mondfo'bdsecu_rity.org

3. Project Contacts

Arzeena Hamir, Coordinator ' Kathieen Zimmerman, Regional Agrologist
Phone: {604) 727 9728 c Phone: 1:888-221-7141 X 3048

Email: arzeenahamir@shaw.ca Email: Kathleen.Zimmerman@goy.bc.ca
4. Board of Directors

Arran Stephens
Mary Gazetas
Alissa Ehrenkrantz
Steve Easterbrook
Dieter Geesing
Bill Picha

5. Organizational mandate

The RFSS works to ensure that all people in the community, at all times, have accéss to nutritious, safe,
personally acceptable and culturally appropriate foods, produced in ways that are environmentally
sound and socially just. '

6. Brief history of organization

In 2001, the Richmond Poverty-Response Committee developed a Food Security Task force to address
issues of food insecurity within vulnerable populations in the community. Participants in the Task Force
included the Richmond Food Bank, Richmond Fruit Tree Sharing Project, community nurses, community'
nutritionists and faith groups who provided community meals. After receiving core funding from
Vancouver Coastal Health’s Community Food Action Initiative funds {CFAl}, the Task Force evolved into
the Richmond Food Security Society in 2009 and works to address food security issues for all residents.

CNCL-116
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Richmond food Security Society

B - PROJECT INFORMATION - J

i. Project title: Richmond Foodlands Strategic Plan

‘2. Amount appli-ed for: $35,000 Tr>tal project budget: $50,006 :
3, Start date:  April 1, 2012 _ End date: Oct 31, 2012
4. What is the specific project for which Afuhding is reque.sted? |

We propose to conduct an assessment of Richmond'’s potential food lands and develop a strategic plan
to increase food production in Richmond over the next 3 years.

5. M this pro;ect is a component uf a larger project, please provide a brief overview of the Iarger
project.

The Richmond Food Security Society currently manages a Local Food First project that focuses on
education and skills building in the community. This strategic plan will provide the framework for us to
move forward and increase the capacity of food production in the region. ,

6. Implementation Plan

Feb-March -

RFP for candidates to conduct the research contmgent on funding being available

April '

Meet with staff from Metro Vancouver, Richmond's Agricultural Advisory Committee, Richmond Food
Security Society, Ministry of Agriculture, and the City of Richmond so that all parties are aligned and can
share data that they have collécted '

May

Review data collected by the Mnnrstry of Agriculture on land use in the ALR rural, and agricultural zones
of Richmond. Identify strategic tracts of land that could easily be converted into food growing land.
Review data from Richmond's GIS system to identify food-growing areas within City limits

Conduct workshops in the community to increase awareness and elicit new ideas

June

Visit other prOJects in the Lower Mainland that have converted land into food production, mcludlng
SoleFood Farm, Skeeter Farm, Abbotsford Eco-Dairy & Glen Valley Organic Farm

Identify the barriers to land conversion and formulate policy recommendations

" Formulate draft of strategic plan & circulate to all parties for comment

July — August

Finalize strategic plan & policy recommendations

September

Present finalized strategic plan to staff of Metro, AAC, RFSS, Mmlstry of Agrlculture City of Richmond, .
and other strategic partners :

October

Host a forum with local planners, city staff, farmers, urban agrlculturahsts community members.
Develop an Action Plan for fand conversion

CNCL-1;I7
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Richmond Food Security Society

(a) Describe the organization’s spec:ﬁc capacity to carry out the project activities and achieve the
. project goals. : :

The RFSS has been working in the Richmond community for a decade and has developed relationships
with key parties, including City of Richmond Parks staff, City Countillors, Agricultural Advisory
Committee members, Ministry of Agriculture Staff and a number of the more innovative farms in the
region. The Coordinator of the Society, Arzeena Hamir, is a Professional Agrologist and would provide
strong support to the consultant awarded this contract. A number of previous projects conducted by the
society, including an inventory of church and school lands, will also provide valuable data.

The members of the Board of the Society wilt also be providing critical guidance in the projects. Steve
Easterbrook is a 3" generation Richmond farmer and member of the Agricultural Advisory Committee,
Dieter Geesing is also a Professional Agrologist and has connections to the farming community through
his work with Fraser Richmond Soil & Fibre, Mary Gazetas is the founder of the.Richmond Sharing Farm
and has been a member of the RFSS since it was a Task Force in 2001. She also brings a numberof
connections to City as a retired staff person.

{b) How has the need for this project been established?

‘According to the BC Ministry of Agriculture’s Food Self Reliance report conducted in 2006, the province
requires over 200,000 acres of new land with access to irrigation in order to achieve even moderate
levels of food security. We know Richmond still has over 3, 000 acres of land within the ALR. Although
some of-this fand is in blueberry and cranberry production, we know a large percentage is not in
production. .

In 2010, UBC's Land and Food Systems 350 class conducted a study of Richmond’s fruit and vegetable
production. They found that if all of the vegetables grown in Richmond were consumed within the City,
we would still only meet 8% of our dally requirements.

The RFSS conducted an incubator farm pilot project in 2011 to see if there was a demand for small tracts
“of land for new farmers. More than twice as many applicants asked for land than there was space
available.

We know we need to increase food production in the region. We know that there is population of new
farmers wanting to grow food Iocally Land access is the limiting factor. Identifying the tracts of land that
could be converted into production and the underlying factors that currently prevent the land from be
used productively will be a key outcome of this project and will help kickstart new farming initiatives in
Richmond

(c} How do you.ensure this type of project or program does not already exist in your community and
will not duplicate existing efforts and resources?

The Coordinator of the RFSS has already met with and discussed this project with the following key
individuals/committees:

City of ﬁichmond staff
CNCL-118
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Richmond'’s Agricultural Advisory Committee
Ministry of Agriculture staff

Al parties have agreed that this projecf is necessary and have agreed to provide a letter of support

C - EFFECTIVENESS CRITERIA

1. Leadership & Innovation

When the city of Richmond developed its Agricultural Viability Strategy, it did work with the Ministry of
Agriculture, This, however, is that first time that a community group is involved from the initial stages.

2. Paftn'érship & Collaboration

Organization:  Richmond Food Security Individual: Arzeena Hamir
Society '
Phone: (604) 244-7377 Email; Coordinator@richmondfoodsecurity.org
Description of  Provide $15,000 worth of funding for the project coordinator’s wage
involvement:  Provide office & administrative support
Organization:  BC Ministry of Agriculture Individual: Kathleen Zimmerman
~ Phone: 1-888-221-7141 X 304& - Email; Kathleen.Zimmerman@gov.bc.ca
Description of  Provide data from the 2011 land use inventory
involvement::  Will work with the project lead to identify-key tracts of land and provide technical
o advice on land use suitability '
Organization:  Agricultural Advisory Individual: Kevin Ng
' Committee ‘
Phone: 604-247-4626 "Email: kevin.eng@richmond.ca
Description of  Provide technical assistance on land use decisions
involvement: - Enable introduction to land owners
Provide names/addresses of farmland owners in their database in order to conduct a
mail out

3. Sustainability/Longevity

The Board of the RFSS will meet with the Project Lead on a regular basis to ensure that progress is being
made. Progress Reports will be expected in May, July & September :

Both the Strategic Plan and the Action Plan will be the Iasting legacy of this project. The Strategic Plan
will provide the Board, the City, and the Agricultural Advisory Committee with a framewaork from which
to work on a number of different projects which may include community garden citing, incubator farm
projects, church farms, and more. :

The development of the Action Plan will engage the community, ensuring that even more partners are
committed into seeing progress in food production \ '

4. Scalability
CNCL-119
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Richmond is not u'nique in the region in terms of agricultural land availability but with barriers to land
conversion. The RFSS has heard similar stories from Maple Ridge, Surrey, and Pitt Meadows.

The methodologies used in this process are not revolutionary but they are unigue in that we are
engaging newly acquired data from the Ministry of Agriculture and leveraging connections with the non-
profit and agricultural communities to spread the message and impact, The project lead will certainly be
breaking new ground in this manner and can provide assistance to other consultants who wish to do
simifar work.

Other regions certainly have all of these players in place and would benefit from hearing how this
project was conducted and what the outcomes were.

D - PUBLIC RELATIONS & FOUNDATION INVOLVEMENT

1 How will the project be promoted? -

The initial RFP {which wiII include all the logos of the project partners) will be circulated via e-mail to a
_number of mailing lists, including COABC, BC Institute of Agrologists, Metro Vancouver, BC Food Systems
Network, and will also be posted on the RFSS website

Once a final report is completed, it will also be circulated via the above lists *

The. project lead will help coordinate a public session in Richmond in order to disseminate the
information within the community and develop an action plan.

P _
The project lead will also hold a minimum of 3 public sessions on their methodology and findings, .

Potential speaking engagements could include Metro Vancouver's Sustanability Breakfasts, BC Institute
of Agrology AGM, : :

2. How will the Real Estate Foundation be recognized for its contribution to the project?

E - OUTCOMES , |

1. If your project is successful, what do you think the impact will be?

Acreages will be identified and converted into food production within a 3 year time frame
. New farms wili be created in Richmond
New policies will be developed to decrease the harriers to Iand conversion and provide an incentive for

land owners (both rural and urba_m) ‘ _
Urban land will be identified and conveérted into community gardens

Overall, we will see an increase in food pfoduction within the City of Richmond

"2. How will the outcomes and learning be shared with the broader community?

CNCL-120
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Staff at the RFSS have consistently shared project ideas with other regions {eg incubator farms, pocket
markets} and the outcomes of this project will be disseminated through electronic means and through
talks at conferences and food/agricultural forums

F - PROJECT BUDGET

Budget form appears after the Signing Authority & Privacy Disclosure.

Please see attached

- G - SIGNING AUTHORITY & PRIVACY DISCLOSURE

Applications must be signed by the chief officer of the applicant organization’s Board of Directors {e.g.
Chair or President). Edycational institutions should foliow normal authorization procedures.

By s'igning this grant application, by hand or with an electronic copy of my signature, | acknowledge that
my organization is committed to account for the receipt and expenditure of funds as well as the conduct
of the proposed project. | understand that the Real Estate Foundation of BC reserves the right to impose
an audit on the use of Foundation funds. [ also acknowledge that the Real Estate Foundation of BC may
disclose any and all information that my organization submits to the Foundation, as required under

| Freedom of Information legisiation. | understand that the Real Estate Foundation may contact
individuals outside the applicant organization for additional information related to this proposal.

____Arran Stephens, Chéir of the Board _Nov 17, 2011
: . Date

ASignat’ure

Prrint N-ame & Title | | Date

Signature

CNCL-121
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Richmond Food Security Society

Revenues:

Show all cash and in-kind contributions to the project.

N

Source | Cash In-king- Total amount Pending or Contact Person / phone number
' confirmed
Real Estate Foundation of BC 35,000 0 35,000 p
Richmond Food Security Society 15,000 6,000 23,000 C Arran Stephens, 604 248 8848
City of Richmond 2000 Dave Semple, 604 787-3331
TOTAL 50000 8000 58,000

Expenses:
item Detail Cash In-kind Total REFBC share of cash
Project Lead 1060 hrs X $45/hr ' 48000 48000 33,800.00
Administrative Support 400 hours X $15/hr 6000 6000 '
Printing 1000 1000 500
Travel expense {driving) I 3 trips Richmond — Fraser 300 0 300 200

Valley i
QOctober Conference Venue rental + food & -700 2000 2700 500

facilitators

TOTAL 50,000 8000 58,000 35,000

Regl Estate Foundation of BC Grant Application




City of
Richm‘ond | | | Minutes

Planning Committee

Date: Tuesday, January 17, 2012
Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall
Present: Councillor Bill M¢Nulty, Chair
‘ Councillor Chak Au

Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Harold Steves
Mayor Malcolm Brodie (arrived at 4:26 p.m. )

Absent: Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt, Vice-Chair
Also Present: 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 Planning Committee held on
Wednesday, December 7, 2012, be adopted as circulated.

+ CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, February 7, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room

Committee agreed to alter the order of the Agenda, and to discuss Items 12,
13, 14 and 15, before discussing Item 1| and the remainder of the agenda
items,

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

12. RICHMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
2011 ANNUAL REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3433597) , CNCL-123

1.
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3443291

13.

14.

Lesley Sherlock, Social Planner was joined by Rick Dubras and Brenda Plant
Co-Chairs of the Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee
(RCSAC).

The Chair commended the RCSAC on the key action areas accomplished in
2011,

It was moved and seconded

That, as per the General Manager of Communify Services’ report dated
December 16, 2011, entitled “Richmond Community Services Advisory
Committee 2011 Annual Report and 2012 Work Program”, the Richmond
Community Services Adwsary Committee’s 2011 Work Program be
approved,

CARRIED

CHILD CARE DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2011
ANNUAL REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM
(Fils Ref. No. ) (REDMS No. 3428025)

" In response to a query, Linda Shirley, Chair of the Child Care Development

Advisory Committee, responded that: (i) a City Child Care coordinator staff
position is critical in order to be able to make child care in Richmond function
cohesively; and (ii) funding would be required before the position was viable,

Committee commended the Child Care Development Advisory Committee on
their activities. :

It was moved and seconded

That, as per the General Manager of Community Services’ report dated
December 13, 2011, “Child Care Development Advisory Committee: 2011
Annual Report and 2012 Work Program”, the Child Care Development
Advisory Committee 2012 Work Program be approved,

CARRIED

| RICHMOND SENIORS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2011 ANNUAL

REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3430457) -

Aileen Cormack, outgoing Chair of the Richmond Seniors Advisory
Committee, advised that she, Olive Bassett and Doug Symons had all shared
the Chair’s position throughout 2011. She then introduced incoming
Committee Chair Kathleen Holmes. ‘

A brief discussion took place between Ms. Cormack and Committee and
especially regarding: (i) a Senior’s Fair for 2012; (ii) how best to address
issues related to the isolation of seniors in the community as well as adult day
care serviees; and (iii) the Richmond’s Seniors Advisory Committee being
asked by Delta, and Ladysmith on Vancouver Island, for information on how
to establleh their own Seniors Advisory Committees. CNCL-124
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15.

Committee commended the Child Care Development Advisory Committee on
their activities.

It was moved and seconded

That, as per the General Manager of Community Services report dated
December 13, 2011, “Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2011 Annual
Report and 2012 Work Program”, the Richmond Seniors Advisory
Committee’s 2012 Work Program be approved.

CARRIED

2011 ANNUAL REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM: RICHMOND
INTERCULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
(File Ref. No.} (REDMS No. 3418924)

Alan Hill, Cultural Diversity'Coordinator, was accompanied by Christopher

-Chan, Vice-Chair of the Richmond Intercultural Advisory Committee.

A brief discussion enstied between Mr, Hill and Mr, Chan and Committee
regarding: (i) how the Intercultural Advisory Committee could manage with
the budget it currently has; (ii) how a sub-committee would be created to
work in the specific area of civic and community affairs; and (iii) the model
United Nations project.

The Chair commended the Richmond Intercultural Advisory Committee on its
2011 accomplishments.

It was moved and seconded

That, as per the General Manager, Community Services report dated
January 3, 2012 entitled “2011 Annual Report and 2012 Work Program:
Richmond Intercultural Advisory Committee”, the Richmond Intercultural
Advisory Committee 2011 Annual Report and 2012 Work Program
(Attachment 1) be approved.

CARRIED

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION BY HARPREET JOHAL FOR A REZONING AT
10131 BRIDGEPORT ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/D) TO
COACH HOUSES (RCH) ,

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8836, RZ 11-578325) (REDMS No. 3406432) \
In response to a query in reference to the staff report that will propose options
regarding form and character guidelines for coach houses and granny flats in
Burkeville, Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development advised that Burkeville
has different zoning bylaw regulations than those proposed here.

CNCL-125
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Brian Cray, 10651 Bridgeport Road, addressed Committee and advised that
he did not oppose the application for redevelopment at 10131 Bridgeport
Road, but he queried how it affects his property, at the corner of Bridgeport

~and McKessock Avenue.

A brief discussion regarding lots sizes on streets near the subject site ensued,
after which the Chair recommended that Mr. Cray and Mr. J ackson meet to
discuss the matter further,

Mr, J ackson provided Mr. Cray with his contact information.
(Mayor Malcolm Brodie arrived at 4:26 p.m.)

It was moved and seconded
(1)  That the following recommendation be forwarded to Public Hearing:

(a) Single-Family Lot Size Policy 5448 for the area bounded by
Bridgeport Road on the south, River Drive on the north, Shell
Road on the east and No. 4 Road on the west (Section 23-5-6),
adopted by Council on September 16, 1991, be amended fo
permit:

(b) Properties along Bridgeport Road between No. 4 Road and
McKessock Avenue fo rezone and subdivide in accordance with
the provisions of Compact Single Detached (RC2) or Coach
Houses (RCH) provided there is lane access (as shown on
Attachment 3 to the report dated November 15, 2011 from the
Director of Development}; and

(2)  That Bylaw No. 8836, for the rezoning of 10131 Bridgeport Road
from “Single Detached (RS1/D)” to “Coach Houses (RCH)”, be
introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY RUMI MISTRY FOR REZONING AT 10380
WILLIAMS ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E) TO

COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8850, RZ 11-.591646) (REDMS No. 3418237)

It was moved and seconded

That Bylaw No.8850, for the rezoning of 10380 Williams Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/E)” to “Compact Single Detached (RC2)”, be introduced
and given first reading.

CARRIED

CNCL-126
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APPLICATION BY RANJIT POONI FOR REZONING AT 9271
FRANCIS ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/C) TO
COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2)

{Pile Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8851, RZ 11-581922) (REDMS No. 3420594)

It was moved and seconded _ .

That Bylaw No.8851, for the rezoning of 9271 Francis Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/C)” to “Compact Single Detached (RC2)”, be mtroduced
and given first reading,

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY 0754999 BC LTD. FOR REZONING AT 8800, 8820,
8840, 8880, 8900, 8920, 8940 AND 8960 PATTERSON ROAD AND 3240
3260, 3280 3320 AND 3340 SEXSMITH ROAD FROM SINGLE
DETACHED (RS1/F) TO HIGH RISE APARTMENT AND ARTIST
RESIDENTIAL TENANCY STUDIO UNITS (ZHR10) - CAPSTAN
VILLAGE (CITY CENTRE)

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8837/8838/8839/8840, RZ 06-349722) (REDMS No. 3433683)

Mr. Jackson presented details of the proposal, a major contribution to the
community, for the construction of a high-rise, high-density, multi-family
development in the Capstan Village area of the City Centre. He drew attention
to:

. of the 1,245 dwellings proposed, 61 are affordable umits, with an
additional 20 affordable housing units in the form of artist residential
tenancy studio units;

. the development of a new 2.6 acre park;

e the applicant’s financial contribution in excess of $9 million to cover
some of the construction costs of the future Capstan Station for the
CanadalLine;

. a financial contribution for public art;

. the developer will build 100% of the development to facilitate its
connection to the District Energy Ultility system;

. the Leadership in Energy and Environmental Design (LEED) silver
standard will be met; and

. many of the buildings will feature a type of green roof.

Discussion ensued between Committee, Mr. Jackson, and Suzanne Carter-
Huffman, Senior Planner/Urban Design, and in particular regarding:

. the CanadaLine’s Capstan Station funding strategy proposal;

. the applicant’s phasing plans for the development;

» the impact of a development of this size on the surrounding area;
CNCL-127
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° the example set for other developers in the Capstan Village area by the
concessions made for this high density development;

° all Official Community Plan (OCP) and City Centre Area Plan
(CCAP) conditions have been met by the applicant for this proposed
development;

. the unique nature of the proposed Artist Residential Tenancy Studio
(ARTS) units, the need for them as expressed by the City’s artist
community, and the means by which artists will be chosen to occupy
the units;

e a legally binding agreement will guaraniee all of the planned
affordable housing units in the proposed development; and

e the reqliirements for the proposed green roof elements.

Further information was provided by Peter Webb, Senior Vice-President,
Development, Concord Pacific Developments Inc., accompanied by Amela
Brudar, Principal, GBL Architects, and especially on:

. indoor amenity space, outdoor amenity space, the public park, and the
temporary public park; :
. the overall development of the quarter section, bounded by No. 3 Road,

Sexsmith Road, Patterson Road and Cambie Street;

. how the deVeloper predicts the market will respond to the availability
of the 1,245 new residential units

. the ARTS units are ground floor and each includes a large, almost two-
storey open/studio space; and

. the developer would retain managemént‘ of the affordable rental units,
and is prepared to enter into discussion with groups that work with low
income earners.

Thomas Leung, 6431 Juniper Drive, advised that his company was Western
Construction, Odlin Drive, Richmond, and that he worked on an earlier
development application, in partnership with Concord Pacific Developments
and Pinnacle International, for the subject site. He advised that ultimately that

earlier project, named Sun-Tech, failed to materialize.

Mr. Leung provided detailed information regarding the reasons for the 2009
demise of the earlier development application, and expressed concern with the
proposed development, and how he wished to protect his remaining interest in
the site, and to protect the interests of Richmond.

Mr. Leung asked Committee to allow him to participate in the planning and
development process of the Capstan Village site.

CNCL-128
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He concluded his remarks by requesting that Committee: (i) send the Concord
Pacific Development application, along with the Pinnacle International
application that was to be discussed as Item 5 on the Agenda, back to staff}
(ii) have staff prepare a detailed master plan for the Capstan Village site; (iii)
include him in the planning process; and (iv) direct that Western
Construction, Concord and Pinnacle agree in writing on the master plan he
proposes be undertaken. '

As a result of Mr. Leung’s comments and references to various lot parcels in
Capstan Village, staff was asked by Committee to use display boards to

 clarify the comments Mr. Leung made. Staff provided information regarding

the history of the proposals for the development of the subject site.

Mr. Jackson stated that in the past Concord Pacific Developments and
Pinnacle International have made applications that have not come to fruition,
but that the proposals presented by the individual developers on the Agenda
(Items 4 and 5) allow the two developers to proceed independently, and still
provide the opportunity for them to work together in the future.

Ms, Carter-Huffman then provided background information on the Sun-Tech
proposal, referred to by Mr. Leung,.

Discussion then turned to the proposed funding strategy that would ensure the
completion of the Capstan Station.

Mr. Jackson advised that upon completion, the Capstan Village would include
up to 6,500 residential units, as a result of many developers, including
Concord Pacific and Pinnacle International, stepping forward with
applications, and staff is confident that the Capstan Station funding strategy
will be a success with so many developers involved.

Mr. Webb addressed Committee and provided further background on the issue
of the failed Sun-Tech development, and advised that Concord Pacific’s
interest was 95%, with Western Construction’s interest at 5%.

Mr. Webb stated that Mr. Leung has asked that Concord Pacific buy out his
share of the site.

Mr. Webb further stated that Concord’s development plan covers 28% of the
current Capstan Village lands, and Pinnacle International’s covers 72%

Discussion continued between Mr. Webb and Committee regarding: (i)
market economies; (ii) various scenarios for Capstan Village; and (iii)
piecemeal development versus co-ordinated development.

Willa Walsh, 3800 Raymond Avenue, addressed Committee and advised that
she and other members of the Richmond Art Commission were in attendance
at the meeting to express support for the proposed ARTS Units.
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Ms. Walsh expressed enthusiasm for the idea of live/work spaces for artists
who live in Richmond, and for artists who may have moved away from
Richmond, but could be lured back to the City by the prospect of this type of
affordable units.

A brief discussion ensued between Ms. Walsh, Committee and staff, and
advice was provided that Concord Pacific Developments had worked with,
and would continue to work with, City arts staff, with regard to the ARTS

units,

It was moved and seconded

That Bylaw No. 8837, to amend the Richmond Official Community
Plan, Schedule 2,10 (City Centre), to facilitate the implementation of
a funding strategy for the construction of the future Capstan Canada
Line station, by:

(1)

(2)

(@

(b)

(©)

Inserting in Section 4.0, density bonus policy applicable to
developments that voluntarily contribute funds towards the
construction of the Capstan Canada Line station and provide
additional park, together with a definition for Capstan Station
Bonus in Appendix 1;

Inserting the Overlay Boundary — Capstan Station Bonus Map
(2031) and inserting the Capstan Station Bonus Map
boundary in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031}, Specific
Land Use Map: Capstan Village (2031), and reference maps
throughout the Plan; and

Making related Plan amendments providing for rezoning to
proceed in Capstan Village on the basis of the Capstan Station
Bonus density bonus policy;

be introduced and given first reading.

That Bylaw No. 8838, to amend the Richmond Official Community
Plan, as amended by Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw
No. 8837, to facilitate the construction of multiple-family residential
and related uses on the subject site, by:

(@)

(b)

In Schedule 1, amending the existing land use designation in
Attachment 1 (Generalized Land Use Map) to relocate “Public
and Open Space Use” in respect to the subject site; and

In Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), amending the existing land
use designation in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031),
Specific Land Use Map: Capstan Village (2031), and
reference maps throughout the Plan to relocate park within
the block bounded by Sexsmith Road, Sea Island Way, Garden
City Road, and Capstan Way and designate the subject site as
“Institution”, together with related minor map and text

amendments; ) CNCL-130
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)

)

()

(6)

be introduced and given first reading.

That Bylaw No.- 8837 and Bylaw No. 8838, having been considered in
conjunction with:

(a) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and

()] the Greater Vancouver Regibnal District Solid Waste and
Liquid Waste Management Plans;

‘are hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in

accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Loct_tl Government Act.

That Bylaw No. 8837 and Bylaw No. 8838, having been considered in
accordance with OCP Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043,

. be referred to the:

(a) Vancouver International Airport Authority; and
b) Board of Education, School District No. 38 (R;’chmond) ;

That Bylaw No. 8839, to amend the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No.
8500, to facilitate the implementation of a funding strategy for the
construction of the future Capstan Canada Line station, by:

(@)  Inserting Section 5.19, Capstan Station Specific Use
Regulations, in respect to developer contributions to the
Capstan station reserve, and related text amendments; and

()  Inserting “RCL4” and “RCL5” in the “Residential/Limited
Commercial (RCL)” zone to provide for a density bonus that
would be used for rezoning applications in the Capstan
Station Bonus Map area designated by the City Centre Area
Plan to . achieve City objectives in respect to the Capstan
Canada Line station; '

be introduced and given first reading.

That Bylaw No. 8840, to amend the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No.
8500 as amended by Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 8839, to create
“High Rise Apartment and Artist Residential Tenancy Studio Units
(ZHR10) — Capstan Village (City Centre)” and for the rezoning of
3800, 8820, 8840, 8880, 8900, 8920, 8940, and 8960 Patterson Road
and 3240, 3260, 3280, 3320, and 3340 Sexsmith Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/F)” to “High Rise Apartment and Artist Residential
Tenancy Studio Units (ZHR10) — Capstan Village (City Centre)”, be
introduced and given first reading.

The question on the motion was not called, and a brief discussion regarding
the idea of a master plan for Capstan Village ensued. The question on the
motion was then called and it was CARRIED.

CNCL-131
9.



Planning Committee
Tuesday, January 17, 2012

3443291

APPLICATION BY PINNACLE INTERNATIONAL (RICHMOND)
PLAZA INC. FOR REZONING AT 3391 AND 3411 SEXSMITH ROAD
FROM “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)?, TOGETHER WITH A
PORTION OF UNOPENED CITY LANE ON THE NORTH SIDE OF
CAPSTAN WAY BETWEEN SEXSMITH ROAD AND NO. 3 ROAD,
TO “RESIDENTIAL/LIMITED COMMERCIAL (RCL4)”

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8841/8842 RZ No. 10-544729 No.3414179)

Mr, Jackson presented details of the proposal, a major contribution to the
community, for the construction -of a high-rise, high-density, multi-family
project in the Capstan Village area of the City Centre. He drew attention to:

. of the proposed 200 residential units, 13 are affordable rental housing
units;
. the applicant’s conceptual master plan for the block, bounded by

Sexsmith Road, No. 3 Road and Capstan Way, provides information
for a néw park, one that faces No. 3 Road;

. the developer will build the development to facilitate its connection to
the District Energy Utility system;

. Silver LEED standards will be met; and
. all requirements of the OCP and CCAP have been met..

Mr. Jackson concluded his remarks by noting that with the Pinnacle
International application now under discussion, a framework has been created
that brings the two partners together.

A brief discussion took place between Committee and staff regarding: (i)
matters related to how the Richmond School Board and City staff
communicate and work together to ensure that enough spaces for school
students are available; and (ii) the financial public art contribution is
earmarked for future public art in the new neighbourhood park as well as at
the future Capstan Station. '

John Bingham, Architect, Partner, Bingham + Hill Architects, and Michael
De Cotiis, CEO and President, Pinnacle International entered into discussion
with staff and Committee regarding:

. how the developer can achieve the height and density requirements, as
set out in the CCAP;
. how a developer, such as Concord or Pinnacle use a phased approach to

build out a major project, and phasing will take into account the
establishment of the fundamental design elements of the Capstan
Village area as a whole;

. road works include widening along Capstan Way and Sexsmith Road,
together with various related improvements;

. the development proposes to comply with the CCAP and Capstan
station bonus-related policies; CNCL-132
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. the provision of a temporary park to ensure the timely provision of
adequate public open space; and

. the accessible nature of the proposed green roof elements,

With regard to the Sun-Tech application, staff advised that it pre-dated the
CCAP, the Affordable Housing Strategy, and other Council-approved
policies, and that the Concord and Pinnacle applications under discussion
must now comply with approved initiatives and pohc1es that have been
adopted, and that apply to all developers.

It was moved and seconded

(1) That Bylaw No. 8841, to amend the Richmond Offi cial Community
Plan, as-amended by Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw
No. 8837, to facilitate the construction of multiple-family res:dentml
and related uses on the subject site, by:

(@)  In Schedule 1, amending the existing land use designation in
' Attachment I (Generalized Land Use Map) to relocate “Public
and Open Space Use” in the area bounded by Capstan Way,

No, 3 Road, Sea Island Way, and Sexsmith Road; and

(b In Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), amending the existing land
use designation in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031),
Specific Land Use Map: Capstan Village (2031), and
reference maps throughout the Plan to relocate areas
designated for park and road purposes within -the block
bounded by Capstan Way, No. 3 Road, Sea Island Way, and
Sexsmith Road, together with related minor map and fext
amendments;

be introduced and given first reading.
(2)  That Bylaw No. 8841, having been considered in conjunction\with:
(a) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and

(b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and
Liquid Waste Management Plans;

is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act.

(3)  That Bylaw No. 8841, having been considered in accordance with
OCP Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043, be referred to the:

(a) Vancouver International Airport Authority; and
(b) Board of Education, School District No. 38 (Richmond);

Sfor comment on or before Public Hearing on February 20, 2012 on
- OCP Amendment Bylaw No. 8841.
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(4) That Bylaw No. 8842, to rezone 3391 and 3411 Sexsmith Road from
“Single Detached (RS1/F)”, together with a portion of unopened City
lane on the north side of Capstan Way between Sexsmith Road and
No. 3 Road, to “Residential/Limited Commercial (RCL4)”, as
amended by Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 8839, be introduced and
given first reading,

CARRIED

At 6:03 p.m. the Chait recessed the meeting, and advised that Committee
would reconvene at 6:30 p.m.

APPLICATION BY ORIS DEVELOPMENT (KAWAKI) CORP. FOR
AN OCP AMENDMENT TO LONDON/PRINCESS SUB AREA PLAN
AND FOR REZONING AT 6160 LONDON ROAD AND 13100, 13120,
13140, 13160 AND 13200 NO. 2 ROAD FROM "LIGHT INDUSTRIAL
dILy” TO “COMMERCIAL/MIXED USE (ZMU20) - LONDON

LANDING (STEVESTON)” AND “SCHOOL & INSTITUTIONAL (SI)”
(File Ref.No. 12-8060-20-8817/8818, RZ 09-466062) (REDMS No. 3448508)

Mr. Jackson provided background information regarding the proposed mixed-
use development, containing approximately 80 apartments, including 10
live/work units, and ground level commercial space, in-the London Landing
neighbourhood of Steveston.

Mr. Jackson noted that:
. the parking plan includes 200 stalls,

. the project includes a land exchange with the City;

‘» the applicant is making a monetary contribution to the Affordable

Housing Reserve Fund; and

. the applicant will be responsible for the cost of development of: (i) a
new waterfront  public park; (i) associated dyke
realignment/upgrading; and (iii) and relocation and development of the
City’s Dirt Bike Terrain Park in a location other than the one it
occupies at the present time,

Dana Westermark, Oris Development (Kawaki) Corp., was available to
answer Committee’s queries. A brief discussion ensued among Mr.
Westermark, Committee and Dave Semple, General Manager, Parks,
Recreation and Cultural Services regarding:

. staff is examining a number of potential locations for the Dirt Bike
Terrain Park, and will report back; and
. components of the planned dyke realignment/upgrading,
CNCL-134
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It was moved and seconded

(1)

2)

3)

(4)

()

(6)

That Bylaw No. 8817, to redesignate 13100, 13120 and 3140 No. 2
Road from “Use to be Determined” and “Public Open Space” to
“Mixed-Use”, and to redesignate the southern portion of 6160
London Road from “Mixed-Use” to “Public Open Space” in the
London/Princess Land Use Map in Schedule 2.4 of the Official
Community Plan Bylaw 7100 (Steveston Area Plan), be introduced
and given first reading;

That Bylaw No. 8817, having been considered in conjunction with:

(a)  the City’s Fihancial Plan and Capital Program; and

(b) the Greater Vancouver Regianal District Solid Waste and
Liquid Waste Management Plans

is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act;

That Bylaw No. 8817, having been considered in acéardancg with
OCP Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043, is hereby deemed
not to require further consultation;

That Bylaw No. 8818, to create “Commercial/Mixed-Use (ZMU2() -
London Landing (Steveston)” and for the rezoning of 13100, 13120
and 13140 No. 2 Road and the northern portion of 6160 London
Road, from "Light Industrial (IL)” to“Commercial/Mixed Use
(ZMU20) - London Landing (Steveston)”, and for the rezoning of
13160, 13200 No. 2 Road and southern portion of 6160 London Road
Jrom "Light Industrial (IL)” to “School & Institutional (SI)” be
introduced and given first reading; and

That staff be directed to take the required steps to redesignate that
portion of FREMP Management Unit 11-29 approximately between
the western property boundary of 6240 Dyke Road and the western
boundary of No. 2 Road within the FREMP-Richmond Area
Designation Agreement from "Icw" (Industrial-Conservation-Water
Oriented Residential/Commercial) to "Rew"(Recreation/Park-
Conservation-Water Oriented Residential/Commercial); and,

That the net funds from the land transactions be transferred to an
account which would be specifically intended for Arts, Culture and
Heritage capital purposes. '

CARRIED
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FARM BASED WINERIES - POSSIBLE OPTIONS FOR ZONING

REGULATION
(Fite Ref. No. 08-4040-01; 12-8060-20-8860) (REDMS No. 3434333)

Mr. Jackson noted that staff provided the possible options for farm-based
winery zoning regulation to the Richmond Agriculture Advisory Committee
(AAC) on two occasions to gain guidance from the farming community. He
commented that staff was presenting Committee with three options for
consideration for Richmond’s farm-based winery provisions.

A brief discussion ensued and in particular regarding the following;

. the AAC supports option 3, which outlines an overall size limit on all
wineries;

e  dccessory uses, such as retail, tasting rooms, and indoor lounges that
are different from winery processing and storage uses;

° the differences between a “class 1” and “class 2” winery;

o the bylaw under which farm-based wineries in Richmond have, until

now, been able to function; and
. policies regarding wine making, and wine point of sale.

It was moved and seconded

That Bylaw No. 8860, to amend the definition of “farm-based winery” and
to include specific use regulations limiting their s1ze, be introduced and
given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY SANFORD DESIGN GROUP FOR
AGRICULTURAL LAND RESERVE NON FARM USE AT 16880

WESTMINSTER HIGHWAY (LULU ISLAND WINERY)
(File Ref. No.; AG 11-579881) (REDMS No. 3434363)

Mr. Jackson advised that the application for a non-farm use for an indoor
lounge, and an outdoor patio. The applicant consulted the neighbours to the
west of their Westminster Highway property.

Discussion ensued between Committee and staff on:

* the City’s Agricultural Advisory Committee’s deliberations when the
application was presented to them; four Committee members were in
favour and four Committee members were opposed to a motion to refer
the application back to staff for further review, and the motion failed as
aresult of the tie vote;

. to ensure the applicant does not use the indoor lounge as a banquet
space, the City is recommending that there be a covenant on the title to
ensure banquet uses are restricted;

CNCL-136
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(1)

@

3

the origin of the farm product the Lulu Island Winery uses in their
products.

- Tt was moved and seconded
That:

authorization for Sanford Design Group, on behalf of Lulu Island
Winery, to apply to the Agricultural Land Commission for a non-
Jarm use for the purposes of developing a food and beverage service
lounge as an accessory use to the existing farm-based winery facility
at 16880 Westminster Highway be granted;

Richmond City Council recommend fto the Agricultural Land
Commission for the registration of a legal agreement on title that
prohibits use of the proposed accessory food and beverage service
lounge and existing farm-based winery facility as a banquet hall or
stand-alone event hosting venue as part of the Agricultural Land
Commission’s review of the non-farm use application; and

Lulu Island Winery undertake consultation with neighbouring
properties regarding the food and beverage service lounge proposal
and the findings be reported out to Richmond City Council prior to
advancing the non-farm use application to the Agricultural Land
Commission.

The question on the motion was not called as further discussion ensued
between Committee and staff regarding:

the impact the lounge/patio would have on transportation in the area;

the seating capacity of the lounge/patio, as well as number of parking
stalls available on the site;

the safety of access and exit routes on the site;
the hours of operation for the lounge/patio; and

the applicant, not an independent operator, will run the lounge/patio.

Harvey Fuller, Architect, Sanford Design Group, addressed Committee and
advised that the seating capacity was 64 for the indoor lounge and 62 for the

patio.

Discussion ensued between Mr. Fuller, staff, and Commiitee and the
following advice was provided:

the number of parking stalls will increase by over 20 spaces when the
applicant installs more seating in the indoor lounge and outdoor patio;

it is anticipated there is a relationship between the hours of operation of-
the winery business, and the hours of operation of the lounge/patio; and
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. motor coaches have designated parking spaces in addition to off-street
parking for the lounge, and if there is overflow parking of cars, the
applicant has made shuttle arrangements.

The question on the motion was then called and it was CARRIED with Clir.
Harold Steves OPPOSED. '

TRUCK PARKING ON PROPERTIES ON RIVER ROAD EAST OF

NO. 6 ROAD
(File Ref. No. 08-4040-01) (REDMS No. 3434401)

Mr. Jackson provided background material regarding Council’s referral to

research truck activity on River Road, to review the interim truck parking
strategy, and other frucking issues. Mr. Jackson noted that a comprehensive
average daily traffic volume study was done, and the results show a low
volume of truck traffic on River Road.

Mr. Jackson also remarked that there is not a lot of land in Richmond for truck
parking, and stated that officials at the Metro Port lands are not supportive of
allowing trucks to park on their land.

Discussion ensued between staff and Committee on:

. staff has received applications from River Road land owners for
commercial vehicle parking and storage;

. the potential for truck parking on industrial zoned land; and

. some refrigerated trucks run their engines all night, and other trucks

contribute fo contamination with oil drips.

Brian Daniel, 2201 Cook Road, addressed Committee and spoke on behalf of
owners of 16700 River Road. He noted that the River Road address had been
removed from the Agricultural Land Reserve and that it had no further
agricultural value.

The owners of 16700 River Road support the staff recommendation to
continue with a short-term action plan, with monitoring, with regard to
commercial vehicle parking and storage. The owners want to develop their
property for vehicle parking and storage have been withholding their
application, but have moved ahead with a landscaping plan.

Further discussion ensued between Committee and staff and advice was
provided regarding: (i) the exact locations on River Road with applications
pending; and (ii) the location on River Road of the Agri- Industrlal Service
Area, as identified by the Agriculture Land Reserve.

As a result of the discussion a suggestion was made that Parts (1) and (2) of
the staff recommendation be a separate motion from Parts (3) and (4). As a
result of the suggestion the following motion was introduced:

CNCL-138
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It Was moved and seconded
I'hat:

(1)  the “Interim Truck Parking Action Plan” (Interim Action Plan), as
amended by Council in February 2008, be continued until the end of
2012 to allow for consideration of further rezoning applications for
commercial vehicle parking and storage within the plan area in the
16000 Block of River Road; :

(2)  a daily traffic count be undertaken over two (2) one-week periods on
No. 7 Road. (between Bridgeport Road and River Road) and on River
Road (East of Nelson Road) in 2012 either by the City or by future
applicants’ consultants, to the satisfaction of City staff, as part of
rezoning applications that facilitate commercial vehicle parking and
storage within the Plan Area;

CARRIED

Committee then agreed that Parts (3) and (4) of the staff recommendation be
referred back to staff, The following referral motion was then introduced:

It was moved and seconded
That:

(3)  staff report back to Planning Committee with an update on such daily
traffic count trends by the end of 2012 to consider the option of
amending the Interim Action Plan to allow only commercial outdoor
storage and not commercial vehicle parking in the short term,
depending upon the City’s review of traffic counts in 2012; and

(4) the existing 1999 OCP “Business and Industry” designation and
policies allowing for a range of long-term intensive industrial uses for
the 16000 block of River Road as well as the agri-industrial uses set
out in the Long-Term Action Plan be considered for inclusion in the
proposed, updated OCP.

CARRIED
OPPOSED Cllrs, Harold Steves
Chak Au

10. HAMILTON AREA PLAN - COMMITTEE UPDATE #1 - CLARIFIED
TERMS OF REFERENCE, WORK PLAN AND TIMELINE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3438210)

Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning, stated that the report presents: (i) an
update on minor clarifications to the City’s Terms of Reference for the

Hamilton Area Plan Update; (ii) a summary of the clarified Work Plan; and
(iii) the timeline to undertake the process, under the City’s direction.

CNCL-139
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11.

Mr. Crowe noted that City staff will undertake consultations with the City of

* New Westminster staff, New Westminster School Board_' staff and

Queensborough residents.
A brief discussion ensued between Committee and staff, and in particular:

o the proposed community survey will be distributed to each household
in the Hamilton neighbourhood;

N consultation is being sought from Queensborough residents to get an
idea of what they want to see particularly in Area 2; and

N ensuring that expectations, especially with regard to transportation
improvements, are realistic and balanced with what can be delivered.

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report dated January 4, 2012 from the General Manager,
Planning and Development, entitled: “Hamilton Area Plan — Commitfee
Update #1 — Clarified Terms of Reference, Work Plan and Timeline” be

' approved fo guide the Hamilton Area Plan Update pracess

CARRIED

REVIEW OF THE NO. 5 ROAD BACKLANDS POLICY

(File Ref. No. 08-4050-10) (REDMS No. 3419274)

Mr. Crowe stated that the No. 5 Road Backlands Policy has been revised and
clarified since its inception 20 years ago, but over the past ten years the Policy
has not been subject to a comprehensive review.

Mr. Crowe noted that staff is contemplating opportunities for consultation
involving property owners, stakeholders, the surrounding neighbourhood and
with City-wide residents.

Discussion ensued between Committee and staff, and in particular on:

. some of the owners of assembly zoned sites on No. 5 Road wanting to

develop their backland instead of farming it;

. if the No. 5 Road Backlands Policy should be reviewed to clarify
policies now, or when an owner of an assembly zoned site on No. 5
Road.comes forward with an application;

. the issue of height restrictions for buildings on assembly zoned sites on
No. 5 Road; and _
o the opportunity  the review process could present to examine the

“frontlands™ of the assembly zoned sites on No. 5 Road.

A suggestion was made that the proposed Terms of Reference and Work
Program for the review of the No. 5 Road Backlands Policy be referred back
to staff for further review.
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A subéequent suggestion was made that staff undertake further review of the
Policy, but not review the backlands component of the Policy.

As a result of the discussion and the suggestions, the following referral was
introduced:

It was moved and seconded

That the proposed Terms of Reference and Work Program for the Review of
the No, 5 Road Backlands Policy (Attachment 1) be referred back to staff to
give the matter further review, but that staff not review the backlands
component of the Policy. '

CARRIED
16, MANAGER’S REPORT
No reports were given.
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (7:47 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, January 17,
2012,
Councillor Bill McNulty Sheila Johnston

Chair

3443291

Committee Clerk
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City of - | |
Richmond Minutes

Public Works & Transportation Committee

Date: Wednesday, January 18, 2012

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Councillor Linda Barnes, Chair
Councillor Chak Au, Vice-Chair
Councillor Derek Dang

Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

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

It was agreed that ‘Signage for the new RCMP Detachment’ be added to the
agenda.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded

That the minutes of the meeting of the Pubhc Works & Transportation
Commitiee held on Wednesday, December 14 2011, be adopted as
circulated,

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Wednesday, February 22, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

1. 2012 PAVING PROGRAM :
(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.12201) (REDMS No. 3435271)

CNCL-143
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Public Works & Transportation Committee

3455222

Wednesday, January 18, 2012

Jim Young, Manager, Engineering Design and Construction, provided
background information and commented on the City’s early tendering process
that has resulted in the City receiving highly competitive rates. Also, Mr.
Young stated that the 3000-block of Moncton Street should be included on
Attachment 1 of the staff report entitled ‘2012 Paving Program.’

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Young advised that the City’s paving
contractor is committed to utilizing sustainable methodologies, practices and
materials as per the provisions of the contract. He mentioned that the City
monitors the paving program to ensure the contractor is meeting the terms of
the contract.

It was moved and seconded
That the staff report regarding the 2012 Paving Program be received for
information.

CARRIED

FUEL PURCHASES AGREEMENT - BC PETROLEUM PRODUCTS

BUYING GROUP
(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01/2011) (REDMS No. 3424005)

In reply to queries {rom Committee, Suzanne Bycraft, Manager, Fleet &
Environmental Programs, provided the following information:

»  the 2011 over-expenditure was partly due to increased fuel consumption
as a result of additional receivables-based operations work, but it is
primarily due to fuel price increases;

= the City does not have a specific policy on the source of the renewable
content of fuels its fleet utilizes; and

. the City observes savings on fuel consumption on many of its passenger
vehicles that utilize alternative fuel’/hybrid vehicles.

Discussion ensued regarding the source of the alternative fuel the City’s fleet
utilizes, Ms. Bycraft advised that the City’s Green Fleet Policy addresses a
wide-range of factors from acquisition to maintenance of City fleet, however
it does not specifically address the source of the alternative fuel purchased.
The Green Fleet Policy does outline maximum fuel efficiency of vehicles as a
key factor in the City’s vehicle acquisition process.

Discussion further ensued regarding the use of food cfops to produce biofuels
and it was noted that the Richmond School District has a policy regarding the
types of biofuels its fleet utilize.

CNCL-144
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2012

3455222

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

It was moved and seconded
That staff review the School District’s policy on biofuels and report back on
the feasibility of a similar policy for the City of Richmond,

CARRIED

- In reply to a query from the Chair, Ms. Bycraft advised that the City is a

member of the British Columbia Petroleum Products Buying Group, and as
such commented that this would limit the City's ability to 1ndependently
choose or restrict the source of its biofuels.

It was moved and seconded

That the City participate in the BC Petroleum Products Buying Group fuel
purchases contract with Chevron Canada Ltd., commencing December 14,
2011 for a three-year period, with the option to renew for two additional one
year periods, to a maximum of five years.

CARRIED

ADVANCE CAPITAL BUDGET APPROVAL - 2012 LULU WEST

WATERWORKS AREA (WILLIAMS ROAD)
(File Ref. No. 10-6950-01) (REDMS No. 3438433)

_ Inreply to queries from Committee, Mr. Young advised that (i) a main goal of

the waterworks capital program is to replace ageing infrastructure prior to
failure and to improve fire protection by locally increasing the system supply
capacity; and (i) an operating budget impact is anticipated as there will be a
marginal increase in operating costs for the proposed new watermain,

Discussion ensued regarding the proposed watermain’s financial implications
.on utility rates. John Irving, Director, Engineering, advised Council adopted
the 2012 Utility Budgets and Rates in December 2011 and funding for the
proposed project is available within the annual funding limits; therefore, the
proposed watermain would not impact the 2012 utility rates.

It was moved and seconded _

That 2012 Capital Project Submission 4719 (Lulu West Waterworks Area)
as detailed in Attachment I of the staff report dated January 5, 2012 from
the Director, Engineering be approved for expenditure and commencement
of work.

CARRIED
PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RICHMOND COMMUNITY CYCLING COMMITTEE - PROPOSED

2012 INITIATIVES
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-20-RCYC1/2012) (REDMS No. 3414787)

CNCL-145
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2012

3455222

Donna Chan, Ménager, Transportation Planning, introduced Larry VPamer,'\
Chair of the Richmond Community Cycling Commitiee.

Discussion ensued regarding the wvarious different types of active
transportation, and in reply to a query from Committee Mr. Pamer advised
that the Committee would consider broadening its mandate to include other
wheeled devices, if the need arose. Mr. Pamer commented that painted bike
lanes are great enhancements and noted that there was precedence in
Richmond for blue bike lanes. Staff was directed to examine painted bike

lanes.

It was noted that a copy of the staff report should be forwarded to Vancouver
Coastal Health for their information as many of the initiatives outlined in the

. staff may be of interest to them.

Discussion ensued regarding an upcoming staff report anticipated to go to the
next Community- Safety Committee meeting and the Chair requested that staff
comment on cycling education and safety when that report comes forward.

It was moved and seconded : _

(1) That the proposed 2012 initiatives of the Richmond Community
Cycling Committee regarding cycling-related engineering and
education activities, -as described in the report from the Director,
Transportation, be endorsed; and

(2) That a copy of the report from the Director, Transportation entitled
“Richmond Community Cycling Committee - Proposed 2012
Initiatives”  be providéd to the Council School Board Liaison
Committee and Vancouver Coastal Health for information.

CARRIED

It was moved and seconded
That stalf examine the possibility of expanding the Richmond Community
Cycling Committee beyond cycling.

CARRIED

TRAFFIC SAFETY ADVISORY COMMITTEE - PROPOSED 2012
INITIATIVES
(File Ref. NG. 01-0100-20-TSAD1-01) (REDMS No. 3410268)

In reply to a query from Committee, Ms-._ Chan commented on how staff
measure the success of traffic safety initiatives and it was suggested that staff
collect more feedback.

It was moved and seconded

(I) That the proposed 2012 initiatives for the Traffic Safety Advisory
Committee, as outlined in the report from the Director,
Transportation, be endorsed; and ' ;

CNCL-146
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(2) That a copy of the above report be forwarded to the Richmond
Council-School Board Liaison Committee for information.

" CARRIED
MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Accessible Bus Stops

Ms, Chan referenced a letter from TransLink’s Access Transit Users’

Advisory Committee requesting that Richmond increase its number of
accessible bus stops. It was noted that of Richmond’s 711 bus stops,
approximately 402 are wheelchair and scooter accessible. Ms, Chan noted
that since TransLink’s letter, Richmond has commenced the installation' of
two more accessible bus siops (Garden City Road at Ferndale Road, and
Railway Avenue at Woodwards Road) and relocated another (Moncton Street
at Steveston Community Centre). '

In reply to queries from Committee, Ms. Chan stated that the City typically
budgets for four to six accessible bus stops a year and the cost of an accessible
bus stop ranges significantly depending on the scope of the project.

(i) " No. 1 Road and Moncton Street Intersection

Ms. .Chan stated that staff have received lots of positive feedback from
residents and businesses regarding the newly upgraded intersection at No. 1
Road and Moncton Street.

(iii}  Steveston Highway Intérchange

Ms. Chan referenced a memorandum dated January 10, 2012 from the
Director, Transportation (attached to and forming part of these Minutes as
Schedule 1). She spoke of a recent meeting with the Honourable Blair
Lekstrom, Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure regarding the
Steveston Highway-Highway 99 Interchange and noted that Minister
Lekstrom committed to directing his staff to work with City staff to address
current traffic deficiencies.

(iv)  Speed Along Garry Street

Discussion ensued regarding speeding along Garry Street and Ms. Chan
advised that a speed study was forthcoming,.

(v}  Snow Update

Tom Stewart, Director, Public Works Operations, advised that the City was
able to pre-salt many routes in anticipation of the snowfall. Also, he
commented on 12-hour shifts, noting that they ensure 24-hour coverage. The
Chair requested that staff provide an update on the implementation of 12-hour
shifts at the conclusion of the snow season,

Cllr. Au left the meeting (4:48 p.m.).
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2012

(vi) 2012 Capital Projects Open House

Mr. Irving spoke of the 2012 Capital Projects Open House, noting that it is
tentatively scheduled for April 4, 2012,

Cllr. Au returned o the meeting (4:49 p.m.).
(vii) Signage for the new RCMP Detachment

Discussion ensued regarding the lack of signage for the new RCMP
detachment located at 11411 No. 5 Road. Robert Gonzalez, General
Manager, Engineering and Public Works, noted that staff would address the
lack of signage.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:50 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Public
Works & Transportation Committee of the
Council of the City of Richmond held on
Wednesday, January 18, 2012. ’

Councillor Linda Barnes Hanieh Floujeh

Chair

3455222

Committee Clerk
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City of
A8 Richmond

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
Public Works and Transportation
Committee meeting held on
Wednesday, January 18, 2012.

Memorandum

Planning and Development Department
- Transportation

To: Mayor and Councillors

From: Victor Wei, P. Eng.
Director, Transportation

Date: January 10, 2012

File: 01 0150-20—THlG112012—
Vol 01

Re: MEETING WITH MINISTER OF TRANSPORTATION AND INFRASTRUCTURE ON
STEVESTON HIGHWAY-HIGHWAY 99 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS

Mayor Brodie and staff met with Honourable Blair Lekstrom, Minister of Transportation and
Infrastructure, and Ms. Linda Reid, MLA Richmond East, on Janvary 10, 2012 to discuss the traffic
safety and deficiency issues related to the Steveston Interchange/overpass at Highway 99. The
purpose of the meeting was to gain ministerial support for carrying out technical investigation on
feasible short-term improvements at the interchange to address the trafﬁc issues prior to determining
the long-term improvements for the George Massey Tunnel.

The background.infonnation on the Steveston Highway-Highway 99 hlterchan'ge and related traffic
issues shared with the Minister and MLA Reid is attached. '

The above information was well received by Minister Lekstrom. At the close of the meeting, he
committed to directing his staff to work with City staff to study the Steveston Interchange with the
objective of identifying the recommended improvements to address current traffic deficiencies. To .
this end, Ministry staff will contact City staff shortly to.meet and discuss the next steps for

developing a work program for the traffic study.

While underStandably no initial financial commitment was made at the meeting by the Minister on
- funding the construction of the interchange improvements, his commitment on commencing the
planning work is considered a significant step towards realizing early traffic improvements to the

interchange in advance of the tunnel improvements.

I will continue to update Council on this work as it progresses. In the meantime, if you have any

questions regarding this issue, please contact me.

ey

i R B S

Victor Wei, P. Eng.
Director, Transportation
(604-276-4131)

s e e Tz,
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City of - .
Richmond | - Minutes

Council/School Board Liaison Committee

Date: Wednesday, January 18, 2012
Place: Anderson Room

Richmond City Hall
Present: Councillor Linda Barnes, Chair

Councillor Linda McPhail
School Trustee Donna Sargent r
School Trustee Debbie Tablotney (9:28 a.m.)

Absent: School Trustee Rod Belleza
Also Present: Councillor Chak Au
Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 9:00 a.m.

AGENDA

It was moved and seconded

That the Council/School Board Liaison Committee agenda for the meeting
of Wednesday, January 18, 2012, be varied to deal with Agenda Item No. 4
Sfirst, and be adopted as circulated, _

CARRIED

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded

That the minutes of the meeting of the Council/School Board Liaison
Committee held on Wednesday, September 21, 2011, be adopted a
circulated. -

CARRIED

CNCL-151
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Council/School Board Liaison Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2012

TRAFFIC CONCERNS AT GARDEN CITY
(Verbal Report — RSD — Sean Harrington, Principal, Garden City Elementary)

Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, spoke about ongoing concerns related to
- speeding vehicles along Garden City Road in front of Garden City Elemeniary
school, noting that since Garden City Road is an arterial road, the current
speed Timit is 50 km/h. He also noted that in an effort to mltlgate the
concerns, crosswalks had been installed, the vegetation on the road side had
been cleared, and school stakeholders had initiated an education initiative,

Mr. Wei continued by advising that the latest idea to address the safety
concerns related to the speeding traffic was to create awareness of the existing
school zone signs by adding flashing amber lights at each of the signs during
heavier traffic times before and after school to remind drivers that they are in
a school zone.

Mr. Wei also stated that the RCMP had been consulted -about the matter, and
it was determined that reducing the speed limit on Garden City Road would
not be effective as it is an arterial road, and drivers would not adhere to the
speed limit, as studies show that drivers tend to ignore signs once they
become accustomed to them.

In conclusion, Mr. Wei advised that meetings with the Principal and Vice-
Principal of Garden City Elementary for a site meeting would be taking place.

Sean Harrington, Prmmpal Garden City Elementary, expressed the following
concerns:

¢ - a study undertaken in September 2010, concluded that the traffic volume
along Garden City Road was approx1mately 10,000 cars, with an average
speed in the north middle land of 56 km/h and 57 km/h in the south lane; -

e recently, the RCMP volunteer traffic safety monitors conducted a study

. at Garden City Elementary, monitoring traffic for a half an hour before

. and after school, and ascertained 24 license plates of speeding vehicles
with speeds up to 80 km/h;

e Garden City Road runs parallel to the school’s major play area; and

* students from Palmer Secondary School have a tendency to hit the button
on the crosswalk and just walk out, as they believe they have the right
away.

Mr. Harrington, also stated that a 30 km/h speed zone would be more
desirable, however, if it is not feasible, he would like to see another traffic
study conducted within three to four months after the installation of the
proposed flashing lights. In conclusion he requested that the flashing lights
and sighage be placed before the section of the pedestrian crosswalk.

A discussion then ensued amongst members of the Committee, Mr..
Harrington and City staff about:

e ineffectiveness of V-Calm as daily drivers tend to ignore such signage
upon realizing wthat it is not enforceable. It was noted that V-Calms
provide a short-term immediate solution only, or are effectwe in areas
that are travelled by occasional drivers;

* concerns related to driver confusion resulting from additional signage
and ﬂashmg lights on the road; CNCL-152
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Council/School Board Liaison Committee
- Wednesday, January 18, 2012

e the need for driver awareness and the feasibility of promoting the
awareness in the newspapers;

o the City’s action plan and a forthcoming verbal report from the RCMP on
~ pedestrian - awareness, which is anticipated for the next Community
Safety Committee meeting;

o safety concerns related to pedestrians who use headphones in traffic
. areas;

e  the feasibility of reducing the speed limit in the area. It was noted that it
is appropriate to reduce speed limits on an arterial road if a large
pedestrian volume is present, Garden City Road is fairly qu1et for most of
the day; and

 timing of the installation of the amber flashing lights. It was noted that
~ the lights would be installed before the spring.

During the discussion, Mr. Wei was requested to provide the Board with
information related to traffic awareness week for communication purposes, as
well as an update on the matter at the next Council/ Board Liaison Committee
meeting. It was also noted that the minutes from the next Community Safety
Committee meeting pertaining to the RCMP pedestrian awareness report be
forwarded to the Council/Board Liaison Committee for information.

STANDING ITEMS

JOINT SCHOOL DISTRICT / CITY MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE
(COR — Dave Semple; RSD — Monica Pamer) |

The notes from the Joint School District/City Management Committee
meetings held on September 8, 2011 and January 6, 2012 were reviewed.

It was moved and seconded

That the Joint School District / City Management Commzttee notes for the
meetings held on September 8, 2011 and January 6, 2012, be received for
information,

CARRIED
PROGRAMS
(COR - Vern Jacques; RSD — Monica Pamer)

' The notes from the City of Richmond/School District No. 38 Joint Program
Committee meeting held on November 8, 2011 were reviewed.

A discussion ensued about Physical Literacy Programs at community centres
and the difference between physical literacy and physical education and
activity. A suggestion was made to approach the Intercultural Advisory
Committee about the Physical Literacy Program.

CNCL-153
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Council/School Board Liaison Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2012

School Trustee Donna Sargent commended City staff for their collaborative
effort with the Board regarding education about Halloween safety, and noted
that the integrated approach made Halloween a success.

Vern Jacques, Acting Director, Recreation, advised of a forthcoming update
on Sports For Life, and staff were requested to provide an update on Snow
Geese at the next Council/Board Liaison Committee meeting.

It was moved and seconded .

That the City of Richmond/School District No. 38 Joint Program
Committee meeting nofes held on November 8, 2011, be received for
information.

CARRIED

SCHOOL PLANNING AND CONSTRUCTION SCHEDULE
{Verbal Report — RSD — Clive Mason}

Clive Mason, Manager of Facilities, SD 38, noted that the following
construction projects had been completed: (i) the Full-Day Kindergartens,
including: the Hamilton location; (ii) Brighouse Elementary School; (iii} the
Neighbourhood Learning Centre; and (iv) the Community Garden.

Mr, Mason advised of the upcoming envelope remediation at Hugh Boyd
Secondary, noting that two areas on two floors were currently boarded off as
the finishing had been stripped to remove mould. The finishing repair work is
anticipated to begin in the summer and be completed by the fall. Mr. Mason
noted that the-unrepaired section is unused, and inaccessible.

It was moved and seconded
That the verbal report on the School Planning and Construction Schedule
be received for information.

CARRIED

BUSINESS ARISING & NEW BUSINESS

TRAFFIC CONCERNS AT GARDEN CITY
(Verbal Report — RSD — Sean Harrington, Principal, Garden City Elementary)

See Page 2 for action taken on this matter.

RICHMOND EARTH DAY YOUTH SUMMIT 2012 (READY
SUMMIT)
(COR - Cecilia Achiam)

Wendy Lim, Assistant Superintendent, and Cecilia Achiam, Interim Director,
Sustainability and District Energy, provided background information on the
Richmond Earth Day Youth Summit 2012 (REaDY Summit), as well as
details related to the various roles of the youth involved in the Richmond
School Student Green Teams.

CNCL-154
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.Council/School Board Liaison Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2012

Ms, Achiam noted that the Summit would be led and facilitated by youth,
with oversight from a steering team and support from School Board and City
staff. The goals of the Summit include fostering continual interest and raising
awareness on sustainability issues identified by local youth, building new
skills in facilitation, exchanging ideas with community leaders, and learning
from leading practitioners in various disciplines in the sustainability field.
The youth involved in the Summit will gain skills in facilitation, pursuing
sponsorship opportunities, working with media to promote the event, and
assisting in identifying and securing speakers for the workshops.

It was moved and seconded
That the City of Richmond be requested to consider:

That the City endorse and continue working with the Board of
Education for the development of the Richmond Earth Day Youth
Summit 2012 (REaDY Summit} program.

CARRIED

HAMILTON ELEMENTARY — REPAIR TO BERM :
(Verbal Report — RSD ~ Mark De Mello) ‘ ,

A discussion ensued about the required repairs to the Hamilton Elementary
berm, and Mark De Mello, Secretary Treasurer advised that a stairway would
be constructed to allow students to egress from the building. Discussion also
took place about the forthcoming report on planning and community roads in
the Hamilton Area Plan, and the Board requested that the matter to be placed
on an upcoming Council/Board Liaison Committee meeting agenda. City
staft were requested for input and assistance on the long-term planning of the
berm, ,

It was moved and seconded
That the verbal report on the Hamilton Elementary - Repair to Berm be
received for information, '

CARRIED

COMMUNITY USE OF SCHOOL SPACE
(Verbal Report — RSD — Mark De Mello)

A discussion ensued about:

o the School Board’s current review of the rental rates for use of school
space; :

o several social services groups seeking school sites to use for their
programs; and

e the current practice between the City and School Board relating to City
use of school space, and the need to continue working together to find a
common solution.

It was noted that the matter would be brought forward to a future
Council/Board Liaison Committee meeting upon the completion of the
review, which is anticipated by May, 2012,

CNCL-155
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Wednesday, January 18, 2012

A discussion also took place about the Social Planning Strategy. City staff
noted .that the Strategy would be reviewed prior to presentation to City
Council. Staff was directed to place the Social Planning Strategy on the
CounciI/Board Liaison Committee agenda.

NEIGHBOURHOOD LEARNING CENTRE STAFFING AND POLICY
(RSD — Nancy Brennan)

Nancy Brennan provided an update on the current status of the
Neighbourhood Learning Centre, noting that an open house had been held in
November, 2011. She also noted that the Centré had originally generated
~interest from community groups, however, none of the interest had yet
manifested into rental requests.

Discussion ensued about:

e the list of rates for the rooms at the Centre, and it was noted that although
the prices were low, smaller groups expressed concerns that the prices
were too high;

¢ the feasibility of community groups working together and booking rooms
simultaneously for cost-sharing purposes;

. promotlon of the Centre throughout the City, including rental brochures
with prices and pictures of the rooms;

o long-term objectives for the Centre to ascertain long-term repet1t1ve
tenants;

e initiating discussions with the School District on the governance of the
Centre;

e the feasibility of involving the City’s Senior staff in assisting the Board
- with ideas for the operation of the Centre, as well as continued
promotion;

o - the original focus of promotmg literacy through the Centre; and

e the feasibility of having another open house to promote the Centre, as
‘ well as approaching multicultural groups.

It was moved and seconded
That the City of Richmond be requested to consider:

That City staff work with School Board staff on ideas fc;r the
operation of the Neighbourhood Learning Centre.

CARRIED
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| Council/School Board Liaison Committee

Wednesday, January 18, 2012

10.

. LONG RANGE FACILITIES PLAN

(RSD ~ Mark De Mello)

Mark De Mello, Secretary Treasurer, reviewed the Long Range Facilities
Plan, A discussion ensued about issucs related to various locations listed in
the Plan, and about how the Plan was viewed as a high priority by the Board
of Education in their effort to be proactive. Also, it was noted that-the City
would be invited to attend two public open houses which are planned to take
place in February 2012, It was suggested that a presentation be made by the
Board to City Council through the Planning Committee about the Long Range
Facilities Plan,

It was moved and seconded _
That the City of Richmond be requested to consider:

- That the Steveston Secondary lands issue be referred to the 'Planning
Committee for information.

CARRIED

It was moved and seconded

That the City of Richmond be requested to consider:

That the Richmond School District Long-Range Facilities Plan be
received for information, and be referred to the Plannmg Committee
Jor information.

CARRIED

YOUTH SUPPORT WORKERS / ADOLESCENT MENTAL HEALTH
OUTREACH
(Verbal Report — RSD — Kathy Champion)

Kathy Champion, Director of Instruction, provided background information
on each member of the Adolescent Support Team, and spoke about the

- benefits realized from the formation of the Team. She noted that although

Youth Support Worker positions were lost, the creation of the Adolescent
Support Team has created more cohesion, synergy, and capacity in supporting
adolescents.

A discussion ensued, during which questions wetre raised about whether there
was a “gap” in current services, and if so how those gaps would be measured.
It was noted that Vancouver Coastal Health would be involved in identifying
gaps. Staff was directed to keep the matter on the agenda, but under the
fOIIOng title: “Adolescent / Mental Health Outreach and Identifying the
Services”.

It was moved and seconded
That the City of Richmond be requested to consider:

That the matter of Youth Support Workers / Adolescent Mental
Health Outreach be forwarded to Vancouver Coastal Health by the
City’s Liaison for discussion.

CARRIED
CNCL-157
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It was moved and seconded
That the verbal report on Youth Support Workers / Adolescent Mental
Health Outreach be received for information,

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Wednesday, March 28, 2012 (tentative date) at 9:00 a.m. in the Anderson
Room

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (11:35 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the -City of
Richmond Council/School Board Liaison
Committee held on Wednesday, January

18,2012,
Councillor Linda McPhail Shanan Dhaliwal
Chair Executive Agsistant
: City Clerk’s Office
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To: Council/School Board Liaison Committee Pate: January 10, 2012

From:  Cecilia Achiam, MCIP, BCSLA File:
Interim Director, Sustainability and. District Energy

Re: Richmond Earth Day Youth Summit 2012 (REaDY Summit)

The Richmond School Board has invited the City of Richmond and the David Suzuki Foundation to be
the co-presenter of the Richmond Earth Day Youth Summit 2012 (REaDY Summit) on April 21, 2012.
Richmond has actively been promoting sustainability within the City’s corporate practices and in our
community. The School Board has been integrating sustainability as part of the curticulum for a number
of years and the David Suzuki Foundation has an. established reputation as an environmental organization.
The summit acronym “Are you REaDY for action?” is a reminder to participants to continue on the path
to inicorporate sustainable actions into our daily lives. The conference detail is provided in Attachment 1.

. As a result of the growing awareness on sustainability, the Richmond School student green teams, with
support from School Board and City staff, have hosted school conferences around sustainability in the
past. The idea of the REaDY Summit originated from Richmond’s youths in the school system to pay
homage to the 20 year anniversary of The Conference on Environment and Development (UNCED)
(more commonly referred to as The Earth Summit) hosted by the United Nations in Rio de Janeiro in June
1992. The REaDY Summit conference has been expanded to include community members and schools
from other school districts.

The REaDY Summit will be led and facilitated by youth, with oversight from a steering team and assisted
by a working team comprised of staff from the presenting organizations to provide input on programming,
logistics, securing speakers, provision of venue and exploration of sponsorship opportunities, The goals
of the summit include fostering continual interest and raising awareness on sustainability issues identified
by our local youth; building new skills in facilitation; exchanging ideas with community leaders; and
learning from leading practitioners in various disciplines in the sustainability field.

The City is supporting REaDY Summit by providing in kind staff support (on-going curriculum input,
steering committee participation, planting of graduation groves asa legacy, facilitation skills training,
etc.), pursuing sponsorship opportunities (Attachment 2), working with media to promote the event and
assisting in identifying and securing speakers for the workshops. Once the conference program has been
finalized, staff will send a formal invitation to Council to participate in the REaDY Summit. The City is
looking towards a successfu! partnership with the School Board and the Suzuki Foundation in hosting the
summit. Iwill be available at the upcoming Council/Board Liaison Committee meeting if you have any -
questigns.at that time, or can be reached at (604) 276-4122 or cachlam(a)rlchmond ca,

Cecil Achlam, MCIP, BCSLA

Interim Director, Sustainability and District Energy

p-c.: Council
TAG .
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ATTACHMENT 1

Richmond Earth Day Youth Summit 2012 (REaDY Summit) Overview:

Purpose: An opportunity to collaborate and host a community-wide sustainability conference to celebrate .
Earth Day and the 20 year anniversary of The Earth Summit '

Date: Saturday April 21% 2012
Time: 9:00 am -1:00 pm (8:30 am registration, 9:00 am prompt start)
Location: Steveston-London Secondary School (LEED Gold candidate facility)

Registration deadline: March 7% for non Richmond Teams of 20 students and sponsors; early bird
registration March 30", deadline for registration for Richmond students and adults — April 11"

Limited to 500 delegates

Target Audience: Youth (Grades 3-12) and Adults (family, educators, community members, business
leaders; and politicians ‘

5 Workshop Themes developed from the brainstorming list provided by the student teams

I Climate Change and Global Warming
e Energy Conservation

Waste Management

Air Quality

Water Conservation

Transportation

II. Local Foods and Gardening

IIl. Sustainable Seafood
Iv. Leadérship: Greening Your Choices and Greening Your Lifestyle
V. Ecosystems -

* Parks and Open Spaces
e Natural Environments
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ATTACHMENT 2

Sponsorship Proposal .

~ The City of Richmond is pursuing community sponsorship to support the Richmond Earth Day Youth
Summit 2012 (REaDY Summit) in the two categories described below. The objective is to secure one -
Category | sponsor to provide refreshments and other incidentals for the conference and as many
Category 2 sponsors as possible. :

Category 1

a) $3,000 + value in kind (preferred)
Potential Ideas for Value in Kind:
¢ Recycling and organics collection for the conference
s Snack items-preferable local, organic, healthy; or

b) $5,000 cash without value in kind to cover conference supplies, food and snacks

Category 2

Multiplier Challenge-Match cash donations to the Richmond Food Bank by the conference attendees
and matching sponsors to enforce that a collection of individual actions add up to significant impact.

For every dollar donated, the Richmond Food Bank is able to distribute $6 worth of food. For
example, if we have 2 donors in addition to the conference attendees, $1+$1+$1=518!
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| Report to the Board of Education
(Richmond)

Board of Education
School District #38 (Richmond)

}DATE: October 17, 2011
FROM: Nancy Brennan, Assistant Superintendent

SUBJECT: Neighbourhood Learning Centre Staffing and Policy

RECOMMENDATION

THAT the Board of Education (Richmond) approve, as outlined in this report, the timeline, Open
House format, and recommendations re staffing and Steering Committee for the Nelghbourhood
Learning Centre at Samuel Brighouse Elementary School.

AND FURTHER THAT the Board refer the attached draft policy revisions to the Policy Committee for
discussion, revision, and eventual dissemination to stakeholder groups for input.

POLICY CONSIDERATIONS.
As stated'in a report to the Board on March 7, 2011.:

“Given that Neighbourhood Learning Centres are a new idea, there is no existing
Board policy related to how the space will be allocated and how it will be supervised.
Currently, Policy 1004.1 “"Community Use of School Facilities”, states ‘It is the policy of
the Board to encourage community use of school facilities, providing such use does
not conflict with the regular or extra-curricular programme of the school, or the
Continuing Education programme offered through the School District.’

Certain sections within the Regulation will have to be revised, or a separate reguiation
related Specmcally to NLCs will have to be written.

Attached to this report is Draft Policy #1004.1: “Community Use of School Facilities and
Neighbourhood Learning Centres” (Appendix A). A new document (Appendix B) has also been
created (Policy 1004.11R, Community Use of Neighbourhood Learning Centres) which is similar to
the reguiations related to community use of other school facilities

Also attached is the proposed set of regulations to be given tb potential renters and an application
form developed specifically for the Neighbourhood Learning Centre (Appendices C and D).

BACKGROUND /INTRODUCTION

The purpose of this report is to provide a review of the factors surrounding the opening of the SD 38
(Richmond) Neighbourhood Learning Centre, on the grounds of Samuel Brighouse Elementary
School. This work was begun by Margaret Dixon, Literacy Richnmond Cutreach Coordinator, and was
continued by Project Consultant Moira Munro, former Vice Principal of McNair Secondary School, with
a view to guiding the process through to the opening of the Centre. The consultancy commenced on
May 9, 2011, and continued into early fall, 2011. (See Appendix E, Consultations.) The final report
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to the Board of Education (Richmond) has been prepared by Ms, Munro and Assistant
Superintendent, Nancy Brennan. :

The methodology included meetings with relevant personnel in SD 38 (Richmond), interviews with
school and school district staff in many areas of the province by telephone and Skype, and research
into Ministry of Education and School District documents describing the history of Neighbourhood
Learning Centres in general, and the Richmond model in particular.

The mandate for this report, as established in May of 2011, was as follows:

Analyse factors surrounding establishment and operation of NLC

Liaise with other districts to investigate their ways of running community schools, etc

Suggest policy revisions _ .

Revise existing timeline for opening, staffing and access to the NLC

Make recommendations about: the application process, rental rates, supervision of the site
«etc, _

Coordinate roles of the school, rentals department and community literacy group

Meet with various district staff as required

Report to Senior Staff by mid-August with recommendations in all of the above

Maintain data for an eventual report to the Board of Education in early Fall

CONSULTATION

Consultation for this report began with relevant personnel in SD 38, and moved on to staff of schools
and school districts cited on the Ministry Neighbourhood Learning Centres website
www.neighbourhoodlearningcentres.dov.bc.ca as having "Success Stories”. Some of the individuais
contacted suggested other schools or school districts that were worth exploring. Throughout the
province, in person, on the phone, and on Skype, people were generous with time and information.
A complete list of those consulted can be found in Appendix E.

Significant differences were noted between the Richmond situation and those cited:

« Many of those contacted, while passionate about their programs, have maintained their
Community School status rather than fully embracing the new Neighbourhood Learning
Centre model. _ .

*» They continue to serve their student populaticn more so than the community at large.

» Most districts are housing programs within existing elementary or secondary school buildings;
some have taken over buildings no longer used for classes. -

» No district seems to have a brand new, dedicated building at this point, and although a few
are in the works, the SD38 Neighbourhood Learning Centre will likely be a working reality
before any of them.

*« In some cases, the economic downturn, and resulting budget constraints put plans on hold
for a time,

» A number of the remaining Community Schools throughout the province are operating as
Non-Profit Societies, with charitable status, sanctioned by their school district. Those involved
were enthusiastic about this way of organizing, and reported that it allows them to operate
somewhat at arm’s length, while staying within the oversight of the district. It also allows
them to apply for grants from a variety of organizations, and to fund a Community
Coordinator position. However, Richmond District has expressed a strong interest in
maintaining control of the Neighbourhood Learning Centre operation, and so the
establishment of a separate Non-Profit Society is not recommended at this time.

- As has been the case in SD 38, all jurisdictions consulted undertook careful planning, including many
meetings within the community, and “visioning” exercises with stakeholder groups.
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In every instance, it is clear that volunteers are the backbone of service to their communities,
whether as hands-6n workers, or serving as Steering Committee or Board Members.

Sandy MclIntosh, Facility Manager of The Caring Place, Richmond, was most generous with her time,
and contributed valuable information on the smooth day-to-day operation of that building, including
a list of standard items required by renters; a list of rental costs per room, differentiated for day and
evening rentals; and samples of useful forms, Although the Caring Place is a larger, multifaceted
operation run by a Non-Profit Society, some of the systems Sandy described could well be useful in
operating the NLC. For example, renters can book space three months in advance, and allowing for-
profit renters does help to defray the costs of the non-profit renters.

The Caring Place and the Neighbourhood Learning Centre will serve the needs of many of the same
local groups within the Richmond Community. Several of those groups have already expressed a
desire, through their membership in the District Literacy Committee, to apply to rent space in the
NLC. .

ORGANIZATIONAL IMPACT (INTENDED USE OF NLC)
Literacy Richmond

“The literacy program need for this community is well understood, and a combination of events has
resulted in the opportunity to serve this need in a meaningful way through the NoL [Neighbourhoods
of Learning] program. The result is the Family Literacy Centre component of the NoL proposal. This
centre is intended to effectively reach out to the families of students in the neighbourhood, and
address their collective literacy needs, The program goes beyond the immediate and narrow to
include social and cultural literacy in a Canadian context, and family support.” :

“The building of the Neighbourhood Learning Centre, [originally] scheduled to open in September
2011, will be an integral part of Richmond literacy activities and resources. The central task group
for Literacy Richmond consists of representatives from a variety of community agencies. They
“oversee the work of the Literacy Outreach Coordinator, ensure that the goals of the Richmond
Literacy Plan are belng addressed, make suggestions for further literacy work and meonitor the
spending of the community grants. Meetings are held on an as needed basis. Members of this
group are:

Margaret Dixon Literacy Outreach Coordinator

De Whalen ' Women's Resource Centre (Financial Steward)
Dace Starr Richmond Public Library

Barbara Fitzpatrick Sunrise Rotary Club, Chair of Task Group

Ann Dauphinee Vancouver Coastal Health

Audrey Truth SUCCESS

In addition, a Community Partners Meeting is held bi-monthly. Participation in these meetings
varies from 16-24 people representing the wide spectrum of not-for-profit organizations in
Richmond. At these meetings, progress on the Literacy Plan is discussed and suggestions for further
enhancements are made. Each group that has received community funding reports on the progress
of their project. Various guest speakers dealing with a particular aspect of literacy are often received
at these meetings.”

Richmond Community Literacy Plan 2009/2010 and Beyond

Following the July 13, 2011 meeting at the Caring Place, Literacy Richmond Qutreach Coordinator
Marg Dixon sent the following updated Literacy Plan to the Community Literacy Partners:

1. Connect with recent immigrants to provide information on literacy initiatives and service

in the community. CNCL-165



Increase access to literacy initiatives and services for *hard to reach’ populations.

Increase the literacy skills of entry-level workers in Richmond and increase the capacity of
workplaces to provide literacy resources and opportunities.

Coordinate and streamline Richmond literacy activities and resources,

Promote the importance of literacy and lifelong learning to all residents in Richmond.
Capitalize on the strong family structure in Richmond to promote literacy in the community.
Increase the health literacy of Richmond residents.

Work together in a coliaborative fashion with organizations in Richmond to increase literacy.
Encourage all non-English speakers in having an understanding of the importance of literacy
in their first language.

10. Carry out research to ensure that the best literacy programs are offered and the needs of the
community are fulfilled,

w N

WoNau

Neighbourhood Learning Centre Guiding Principles

Over a period of several months, a sub-Task Force of the larger Literacy Richmond Committee
collected and collated the data obtained from the larger group meetings, and wrote the following
guiding principles, as outlined in the March 7, 2011 Report to the Board of Education (Richmond) by
N. Brennan, Assistant Superintendent.

The Neighbourhood Learning Cehtre will house programs and services that;

+ are of mutual benefit to both Samuel Brighouse elementary School and the community at
large

serve the Richmond Community

provide an array of services, supports and resources for individuals from infants to seniors
can operate independently W|th|n the facility

can function in a multi-use space

are not-for-profit organizations

encompass the broad spectrum of literacy

meet the priorities reflected in the Richmond Community Literacy Plan

Potential Uses for the NLC Space

Representatives from the Community Literacy Partners’ Committee brainstormed possible purposes
and uses for the NLC, as follows:

Health and Vision screening (Vancouver Coastal Health)

Large group parent information sessions (Richmond Family Place)

English conversation sessions (SUCCESS)

Student programs related to literacy (ISS BC)

Sessicns in financial literacy (Vancity)

Large and small group training sessions (Richmond Women's Resource Centre)
Training reading tutors (Kwantlen Polytechnic University)

Youth and adult literacy sessions (Touchstone Family Association)

Use the NLC Guiding Principles provided above, as well as the suggestions listed here, the NLC
steering committee will review all applications to decide on suitable candidates for the NLC.

Projected Timeline For Occupancy

Given the need to ensure that the NLC will serve the community effectively, care should be taken to
proceed in a timely fashion. Following Is the projected timeline:

« publicity throughout the community in late October/early November
s Open House/Welcome in November (after the Brighouse School Cpening date&NCL 166



applications (and information package) available at Open House
applications submitted by late November/early December

decisions made by the Steering Committee by December 31%, 2011
preparation of site in January

rentals to begin Feb 1 or Mar., 1

Open House

In order to welcome the community and acquaint potential user groups with all the NLC will have to
offer, an Open House should be held. Announcements in the local press, on the SD 38 website, In
Community Centres, and on the Richmond Library website, are a few of the possibilities for publicity
regarding the date and time. Members of a variety of community agencies have offered to assist
with publicity, as well as with planning and carrying out the evening. An information package should
be available to the public. The package should include the following:

Ministry of Education Vision

Guiding Principles o

Timetine for Occupancy (as outlined above)
District Policy Related to NLC

NLC Regulations for Distribution to User Groups
Rental Application Form

Liability Insurance Information

Map of the NLC

FINANCIAL/PERSONNEL IMPACT

The mandate for the SD 38 Neighbourhood Learning Centre, as well as for those throughout the
province, is that it must be available to the community seven days a week, three hundred and sixty-
five days a year. The implications of this are complicated, in terms.of the cost of operating, staffing
and maintaining the building, while charging fair rent to those groups wishing to use space for
meetings, workshops etc. Many, if not all, of those groups will be Non-Profit Societies, such as
SUCCESS, Richmond Women’s Centre, and Touchstone Family Association, that must use their
limited resources wisely in order to serve their clients effectively. Fees currently charged to
community users of existing District spaces (see Appendix F) are generally on a cost recovery basis,
and groups using the NLC space also will be expected to pay their share of operating and ongoing
expenses, :

According to the Assistant Manager of Operations, SD 38, after factoring in the cost of yearly
operation and maintenance, the operational costs for the entire NLC.could be set at $13.00 per hour,
(see Appendix F). This however, does not include the cost of any additional staffing that may be
required to supervise the site, Below is a suggested staffing option that we believe would allow for
the Neighbourhood Learning Centre to operate on the cost recovery basis required by the Ministry of
Education.

Given the projected year round timeframe for availability of the NLC to community groups, the issue
of staffing is a crucial plece of the puzzie. Having what we believe to be adequate staffing, while
keeping to a cost recovery position, presents difficulties and may mean that the rates that we need
to charge to cover these costs are prohibitive to some of the non-profit groups that hope to rent our
space. Initially, the rental calendar may not be full, resulting in a real possibility of gaps in time
between rental groups, necessitating flexible hours for supervisory and custodial staff. All of this
data (i.e actual usage of space) will need to be gathered and tracked over the first year in order to
ensure that we are neither over nor understaffing the NLC.
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Recommendations

Qversight

A District NLC Steering Committee consisting of representatives from: Brighouse School
Administration, District Senlor Staff, the Board of Education (Richmond), Richmond Literacy
Committee, and Facilities and Finance would be the appropriate body to make decisions on rental
applications, possibly control rental times to have fewer gaps in the schedule, and oversee the
ongeing operation of the facility. It is clear that a review of all aspects of the Neighbourhood
Learning Centre should be reviewed initially within six months of opening, and thereafter on a yearly
basis to ensure that costs are being covered.

Staffing

In addition to operation and maintenance costs, staffing costs must be factored into NLC rental
rates, thereby automatically increasing the hourly rate. The steering committee will do its utmost to
try to keep these rates at or below the existing non-commercial rate for use of School Facilities.

Providing keys and security information to renters would not seem to be a feasible option, given the
large number of possible user groups, as well as the number of people within those groups who may
wish to have access at various times. In addition, existing policies regarding Health and Safety, and
Buildings and Grounds Security must be considered in this new context, Given the proximity of the
NLC to Samuel Brighouse School, there will be an anticipated impact on administration and school
office personnel. ' ‘

Therefore the following staffing changes are recommended:

« An increase of 0.20 FTE to Brighouse administration time (cost: $ 21,300 per year),
subsidized by rental charges, would serve to deal with site supervision and problem solving
on a weekday basis, during school hours. Opening up the facility for the first user group,
conducting a “walkabout” site review, and being prepared to assist renters if necessary to
solve minor problems would be the main duties. Brighouse Administrators would need to be
provided with a list of rental groups and times each week. In addition, there should be one
person to guide the initia! organization of the facility, including equipping, setting up workable
systems, and placing appropriate signage. This could be done by the Brighouse admin team,

+ A Facilities Booking Clerk (see attached job description, Appendix G} to be hired on a 4
hour a day basis (7 hours/day in July and August) to deal with those rentals outside of
school hours. This person would be responsible for taking all bookings related to the NLC, as
well as to be on hand for evening rentals. The exact hours of work would need to be
determined, but would most likely be 5:00 pm to 9:00 pm, Monday to Friday (20 hours per
week, 35 hrs per week in July and August, cost: $30,261 per year), Ciear lines of
communication would have to be established to inform Brighouse Administration, as well as
custodial staff, of dates, times, and names of user groups.

» Custodial service could be provided for by an increase in the Brighouse afternoon shift
custodial time to include the NLC during the week. Any increase in custodial time would
be factored into rental costs (10 hours/week , 52 weeks per year, cost: $ 10,696/year).

e« Those user groups who would be renting NLC space on the weekend would need to pay
the additional rental custodian costs, as is currently the case in all of our other district
facilities

It is anticipated that the added staffing outlined above would mean that the rental costs for the
entire NLC would be approximately $ 43/hour, Using this information, the NLC Steering

Committee would then set the rental rates for the individual rooms within the NLC, b&ﬁ%on both an
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hourly and a daily basis. Following the six-month review by the NLC Steering Committee, if all of
the above factors are not proving to be appropriate for the efficient operation of the Centre, other
options may have to be considered.

SUSTAINABILITY CONSIDERATIONS

At this point, it is extremely difficult to gauge the popularity of the NLC and just how often it will be
used and by whom. Given that this venture is new not only to Richmond, but elsewhere in the
province as well, it is essential that the Steering Committee being closely involved in most of the
inittal decisions regarding start-up, access to the NLC, etc. Also essential is'the regular review of
rates, staffing, user groups, hours of operation, etc. The mandate is to operate on a cost recovery
basis and to make this location accessible to the appropriate user groups and therefore, we must be
diligent in our supervision of all aspects of the site.

ALTERNATIVES/OPTIONS

As mentioned earlier in this report, some other school districts are operating their NLCs under the
auspices of Non-Profit Societies. There has been some initial conversation at the Senior Staff level
as to the option of leasing the entire NLC building (on a yearly basis) to one Richmond Not-for Profit
Society and then allowing them to “sub-let” to other Non-Profit groups (with the approval of the
District NLC Steering Committee). This would greatly reduce our staffing costs as it would not be
" district staff who would oversee the day to day running of the Centre, but rather the non-profit
group’s own personnel. Whoever were to assume this lease would have to use district malntenance
personnel (ie. custodian, repair staff, etc.) in the day to day operation of the building.

While this may be an option to consider in the future, it was felt that at this time, SD 38 staff should
be the primary group making any and all decisions related to the NLC,

CONCLUSION

Planning for the Neighbourhood Learning Centre began with the recognition that literacy, in all.its
forms, is an essential part of the quality of life in the community of Richmond. The Centre is
intended to become an integral part of this community, and to help to address the literacy needs of
the growing population now and in the future. It should, as the District Literacy Plan states, “..be
promoted as a safe and non-judgmental place for individuals to access literacy services.” In order for
the Centre to fulfill its mandate, and to become the success all interested groups have been working
for, attention must be given to the details of its startup and continuing daily operation.

Nancy Brennan
Assistant Superintendent

CNCL-169



APPENDIX A

Policy 1004.1
Community Use of School Facilities and Neighbourhood Learning Centres

It is the policy of the Board to encourage community use of school facilities, providing such
use does not conflict with the regular or extra-curricular programme of the school, or the
Continuing Education programme offered through the School District.

In the case of the Brighouse Nelghbourhood Learning Centre, priority for usage will be
given to community groups and/or organizations which
e Serve the Richmond community
Encompass the broad spectrum of literacy
Are of mutual benefit to both the school and the community at large
Are non-profit
Provide an array of services, support and resources for individuals from.infants to
seniors
* Provide programs that reflect the priorities of the Richmond Community Literacy Plan

Adopted: 05 March 1990

~ APPENDIX B

Policy 1004.11-R
Community Use of Neighbourhood Learning Centres

Application

The Neighbourhood Learning Centre (NLC) application form shall be used for the submission of all
requests for rental. One copy of the rental form will be returned to the user with a confirmation
number. All rental applications will be adjudicated by the NLC Steering Committee, consisting of
representatives from: Brighouse School Administration,, District Scnlor Staff, Board of Education,
Richmond Literacy Committee, Facilities, Finance.

Yearly or series rentals must be submitted one nigrith: befare the flrst date requested
One-time rentals must be submitted a minimum o en days prior to date requested.
<v.=\"

s 4,

Liability

surance to mdemmfy itself against its liability as the owner of the
ﬁ‘gence if its employees in carrying out their employment duties.
when negligence on the part of the Board or an employee is
iury or damage.

building and facnlty, ag@i The
Thus, the Board WI”'@&,&

Groups using the NLC are ré ut Public Liability Insurance.
Equipment

Basic equipment for meeting rooms will be provided (chairs, tables, AV, chart stands&NCL 170



Consumption of Alcoholic Beverages on School Board Property

Specific request to corisume alcohol on School Board Property will only be considered for long-term
NLC user group activities, and any such reguest must be submitted in writing to the Superintendent
of Schools for approval. Such approvals will be restricted to the consumption of wine and/or beer. A
group may be asked to post a $300 (or greater) cash deposit. A liquor license must be obtained by
the group requesting use of the facility. The group must provide evidence that they have obtained a
host liquor liability insurance policy for the benefit of the group and the Board.

Time of Use

Weekdays 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.
Saturdays 8:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.
Sundays 8:00 a.m. to 2:00 p.m.

Supervision
Groups are required to ensure that there is appropriate supervision of activities at all times.

Reports -
w0 - ER

Reports of damage, littering or misconduct re;_,ﬁl"i"’ﬁi%rom community use of the NLC shall be

submitted by the Brighouse Elementary S .-adm'ggjstration to the office of the Secretary-

Treasurer and the Operations manager. All repgris, of linjury or damage shall be on an Incident

Report Form provided by the Schools Protection PEOBE fri-tand in cases of injury, the report shali be

sent to the Secretary-Treasurer immediately. A

Damage, Loss or Theft

hall a'cfi:ept res'pbnsibility for the cost of repairing any damage

Groups using the
lacing any equipiment lost or stolen during such use; and shall pay

occurring during use
any resultant costs.

A minimum of seven days’ notice is required for a reservation and for cancellation.

Rental Charges

The Board shall, from time to time, establish such charges as it considers appropriate for the use of
the NLC. The schedule of rental charges shall be available from the Rentals Clerk, the office of the
Secretary-Treasurer, and the office of the Operations Manager.

Capacity

Occupancy/seating capacity of each room in the NLC Is as per the Fire Marshall’s regulattons, and is
indicated on the reverse of the application form.

~ Use of Gymnasium

Use of the Samuel Brighouse school gymnasium is separate from use of the NLC, and must be
requested through the School District Rentals Clerk. The gym will only be available outside of school
hours. All users shall be advised of the rules and regulations when making arrangements through

the Rentals Clerk. CNCL-171



Removal of Litter

Groups using the NLC are requested to ensure that material discarded by any member of the group
is disposed of or recycled appropriately before the facility is vacated -

Instructions to School Board Employees
The Board shall establish, from time to time, such }ons as it-considers appropriate to School

‘Board employees in charge of School BQard facilit g‘ d the Rentals Cierk shall ensure that all
employees in charge of usage receive a copy of thg g Pns approved by the Board.

Forfeiture of Use

In the event of violation of any of the foregomg, the Boa

%‘gg_rves the right to cancel the use of the
NLC facility and/or its eqUIpment .

A
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- APPENDIX C ‘ .
SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 38 (RICHMOND)
NEIGHBOURHOOD LEARNING CENTRE

REGULATIONS
All groups are subject to the following Regulations:

The Neighbourhood Learning Centre, may be used by groups and organizations within the
communhity according to the following gwdeimes

Priority: Priority will be given to organizations that:

Serve the Richmond Community

Encompass the broad spectrum of literacy

Be of mutual benefit to both Samuel Brighouse Elementary School, and the
community at large {Might schools rent space after user groups? Apply & pay as per
regulations?)

Are non-profit

Provide an array of services, supports and resources for individuals from infants to
seniors

Provide programs that reflect the priorities of the Rlchmond Community Literacy Plan

*

*

Booking: Complete the NLC application form, and submlt to the NLC Steering Committee c/o
District Staff, along with proof of Lia 3 “y Insurance
A minimum of seven days notice | ﬁ‘ed when makmg a reservation.

for cancellation. Less than
“foithe rental group, The Board reserves the
n days notice.

Cancelling: A mintmum of seven days not:cer"%’g;_,
seven days hotice will result in a chifz
right to revise any reservatlon W|th

Paymen‘t: Payment is reqmred prtor to Lhe rental 3

Insurance:  Groups are reqU|red to pr ovide proof of PUb||C Liability Insurance.

Smoking: Smokmg |s proh:blted in or near the premlses as per SD 38 Board Policy, and City of
i hmond By Law #6989 part 6-1 Areas of Smoklng Prohlbltlon

p and clean up must be done by the renter. Furniture must be .

to its original room set-up as shown in the diagrams posted in each room. Al
ust wipe down tables, chairs and counters. Disposables and recyclables must
the appropriate containers.

Security: lepters must lock all doors and windows before leaving.
P
Kitchen: Refer to posted gulidelines regarding kitchen use. Renters must ensure that a
responsibie attendant is present in the kitchen at all times during activities.
Parking: No parking in spots designated for Brighouse staff.
Gym: Brighouse School will have daytime use of the gym. Requests for gym rental will be
treated separately through the District Rentals Clerk.
Non-marking shoes must be worn for gym activities. Regular shoes or black-soled
runners are not permitted.
Misuse: Misuse of the facility or failure to abide by these terms and conditions may result in

cancellation of future rentals
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APPENDIX D
SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 38 (RICHMOND)
NEIGHBOURHOOD LEARNING CENTRE
RENTAL APPLICATION

APPLICANT INFORMATION:

Date of application: Name of Organization:

Contact Name: Position in Organization:

Address: 4 Postal Code:
Work Phone: Cell-Phone: Fax:
Email:

BOOKING INFORMATION:

- Day(s) of the week: Mon. Tue. Fri.r"-:. .. ‘Ssat, Sun.

Type of Booking: one event mo;_tﬁi'y" block

Start Date: J fl Date:

Start Time: ) {including setup
time)

Type of Event as It relates to theracy and th Gu1d| g Principles: (Be specific.):

U

<N

\ /)
Room(s} Req ue;{: /

Estimated Attend;;n‘ce: : Age of Attendees: preschool youth . adult senior

‘Non-School District equipment being used:

*See Rentals Package for list of available School District furniture and equipment,

1 have received a copy of the Regulations, and agree to abide by them.

Sighature
Submit completed form to Brighouse Principal or Vice-Principal,

OFFICE USE ONLY:

Confirmation #: Payment: CNCL-174




APPENDIX E

CONSULTATIONS

May 12/11 D. Hallwood , Acting General Manager, Maintenance & Operations, SD38
M. Beausoleil, Assistant Manager, Operations, SD38 ‘

Preliminary discussion re: break-even costs, including maintenance, repairs, custodial staff; point of
contact for rentals

May 12/11 N. Brennan, Assistant Superintendent, SD38
' M. Dixon, Literacy Outreach Coordinator, Richmond

Discussion re: possible revision of timeline; néed for more space for agencies already using Caring
Place; literacy (in the broad sense) as a focus; need to rewrite existing use of school facilities policy;
need for point of contact to deal with issues, and attend if necessary (other than custodian); need
for screening group for rental applications

May 17/11  A. Heeney, Principal, Brighouse Elementary School, SD38

Discussion re: existing YMCA daycare; growing school population; questions regarding admin
imvolvement, and how that might affect Brighouse/Sea Island time; need to work together, perhaps
share programs and constituents; Issue of safe and adeqguate parking; only “safe” groups should be
allowed to rent ' ) :

May 24/11  E. Thorleifson, Manager of Facilities, SD38 |

Discussion re: background documents (forwarded to me); completion timeline; garden space;
suggested contacting General Gorden School in Vancouver re: visioning session; Clare Avison,
Ministry of Education, re: healthy kitchens initiative

May 24/11  Community Literacy Meeting _
M. Dixon, Literacy Outreach Coordinator, Richmond, Chairperson
VanCity, SUCCESS, Women’s Centre, N. Brennan, S. McIntosh

Discussion re: timeline of NLC; chaIIenges in staffing & running a centre which is to be open seven
days a week, three hundred and 65 days a year; possible submissions from groups describing their
needs

May 31/11  S. MclIntosh, Facility Manager, Caring Place, Richmond

Tour of facility; discussion re: daily operation of the building; managing lessees, tenants and their
needs; security; safety; rental fees; rules and regulations for renters; forms; payment terms

June 2/11 S, Wallaée, Principal, Central Elementary School, SD 33 (Chilliwack)

Discussion re: location, population, needs of Central, existing programs; supported by grants and

fundraising; groups include Chilliwack Community Services, Ministry of Children and Families,
University of the Fraser Valley
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June 2/11 B. George, Community School Coordinator, Blueberry Creek School,
Castlegar, SD20 (Kootenay-Columbia) :

Discussion re: history of Blueberry Creek School; has Community School designation; importance of
Non-Profit Society status; staff includes a Social Services Facilitator; two Early Ch:Idhood Educators,
and two support staff for Special Needs clients

June 2/11 Réntals Clerk, Richmond City Hall

Discussion re: rental regulations; some weekly, some monthly; majority are short-term; cost
recovery; refundable damage depasit; cancellation policy; no political or commercial events; most
sites designed for meetings

June 7/11 P. Welbedagt, Executive Director, West Abbotsford Community School
: Society, SD34 (Abbotsford)

Discussion re: “Literacy Matters” umbrella; Non-Profit Society Status; programs for students after
school and holidays; referral to Andrea Senft, Community Developer, SD34 (Abbotsford)

June 7/11 L. Smith, Vancouver Community Schools Coordinator, West 2 Community Schools
Team, SD39 V(Vancouver)

Discussion re: visioning projects for General Gordon and Queen Mary Schools; Budget constraints
slowed further progress; plans now back on, Strathcona included

June 7/11 P. Horstead, Assistant Superintendent, SD36 (Surrey)

Discussion re: community co-coordinators in each of four zones who pursue grants and build
relationships; worked with consultant from Portland on Community Schoolsprojects; programs are
welcome if they meet the “intended impact” - to help kids in partnership with the community; also
used New York Children’s Aid Society mode! to provide extended learning activities for communities;
funding from United Way, City of White Rock, City of Surrey, Westin, Canadian Tire, Golf BC and
other sports agencies; Royal Bank, coast Capltal Ministry of Cuiture and Sport; need for people who
can write grant appilcatlons recelved $600,000 in grants last year; district rental person handles
contact; approval of additional space to accommodate NLC at Grandview Heights Elementary, as of
2011-02-11

June 8/11 A. Senft, Community Developer, SD34 (Abbotsford)

Discussion re: centre opening fall 2012; position of “Community Developer”; funded by SD34; did a
neighbourhood assessment; application had to state how the group supported the neighbourhood
vision; Youth Centre, Health Centre, MCF, ESL, financial literacy, Parks & Rec; attached to Abbey
Collegiate; rental costs wili just cover maintenance; total of 12,000 sq.m.; Non-Profit Society under
5D34 control

June 8/11 A. Cooper, Superintendent of Schools, SD19 (Revelstoké)

Discussion re: high school centre opens Sept./11; elementary site opens Sept',/12; keys to
preparation; need for Steering Committee; need to present opportunity to community via
advertising; all must understand the opportunity; not just expansion into new space; forwarded
document (via Skype): Revelstoke Schools Project: Neighbourhoods of Learning Proposal

June §/11 D. Brow, Director of Instruction, Personnel Services, SD38

Discussion re: appropriate staffing for NLC; possibly Custodian plus Facilities Booking Clerk
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June 9/11 N. Brennan, Assistant Superintendent, Sb38

Discussion re: possible timeline; changes to current SD38 application form; terms and conditions
needed; possible package to be prepared for Open House including guiding principles, timeline,
application form, terms & conditions, applicable Board poticies, plan of NLC building and gardens, list
of suggestéd uses; dates for report to Senior Staff and presentation to Trustees

June 14/11 D. Hallwood, Acting General Manager, Maintenance & Operations, SD38
M. Beausoleil, Assistant Manager, Operations, SD38
B. Hewson, General Manager, Maintenance & Operations, SD38

Discussion re: costs, including heat, light, painting, roofing, custodial; Facilities Booking Clerk 4
hrs./day too.much; rentals can be handied through existing system; proof of liability insurance prior
to approval; payment taken in advance, no cash, no credit cards at present

“June 14/11 1. Eilis, Community School Coordinator, Slocan SD8 (Kootenay Lake)
Discussion re: $175,000 Community School funding from SD8; Non-Profit Society with charitable
status; took over old matntenance facility, and recently bought it; youth centre, learning centre, day

care, multi-media lab, food Bank, summer programs; J. Ellis is funded by the Society; vo!unteer
base of 30 regulars; centre has 5 rooms plus main office; J. applies for grants

June 20/11 N. Brennan Assistant Superintendent, SD38

Discussion re: changes to application form; changes to terms & conditions; staffing possibilities;
custodial time; use of gym; list of furniture should be included in info package

June 20/11  E. Thorleifson, Manager of Facilities, SD38

Discussion re: Busby sending a clear schematic; moving the gym doors to accommaodate access to
the kitchen without gomg through the gym; phone & PA system; garden plots will be allocated for
NLC

June 21/11 M. Dixon, Literacy Outreach Coordinator, Richmond

Discussion re: update on activities to date; brainstorm ideas re: supervision, custodial opportunities;
reviewed & revised application form and terms & conditions; sending forms to T. Mendoza at rentals
for suggestions; review of open house package as it is developed

June 21/11 T. Mendoza, Rentals Clerk, SD 38

Consultation (via email)‘ re: additions/deletions/suggestions for the revised rentals application form
and terms & conditions '

June 29/11  S. MclIntosh, Facility Manager, Caring Place, Richmond

Discussion re: Non-Profit Society, started before Sandy's employment commenced; file taxes, pay
annual fees, hold AGM; audited yearly by Ian J. Bye; volunteer Board max 16 for 9 yr. term,
reviewed every three years; reviewed application form and terms & conditions; Caring Place only
rents to churches on Sundays

July 5/11 A. Heeney, Principal, Brighouse Elementary School, SD38
M. Dixon, Literacy Outreach Coordinator, Richmond

Discussion re: Brighouse Grand Opening, Oct. 19/11; possibilities for staffing of NLC;possibility of
Margaret Dixon having office hours; possibility of an increase in Brighousec'zﬁe'r_ 1'||71? to



accommodate Monday to Friday supervision of site; possibilities for custodial time; NLC open house
early November; Literacy Committee will help to organize the evening; gym-use only outside of
school hours; multi-purpose room not available; gym rentals to go through normal channels

July 13/11 N. Brennan, Assistant Superintendent, SD38

Discussion re: policy revisions; participation of Brighouse administration; control of rental times to
prevent time gaps and facilitate supervision; need for cost estimates from maintenance & operations

.JUIy.13/11 District Literacy Committee Meeting

M. Dixon, Literacy Outreach Coordinator, Richmond
Discussion re: progress of NLC; possibility of using a volunteer coordinator; issues of supervision
and liability; example: Sea Island Community Centre is staffed 20 hrs/wk; renters have code & key;
possibilities for publicity for NLC Open House

Aug. 23/11 N. Brennan, Assistant Superintendent, SD 38
Discussion re: revisions to report
Aug. 24/11 M, Pamer, Superintendent, SD 38
N. Brennan, Assistant Superintendent, SD 38
Discussion re: content of report; further revisions; implications for SD 38
Sept.9/11 N. Brennan, Assistant Superintendent, SD 38
M. De Mello, Secretary Treasurer, SD 38
B. Hewson, General Manager, Maintenance and Operations, SD 38
M. Beausoleil, Assistant Manager, Operations, SD 38
‘Discussion re: custodial time; supervision of NLC: rental charges to sUpport a cost-recovery position
Sept. 14/11 District Literacy Committee'Meeting {and members)
' - M. Dixon, District Literacy Qutreach Coordinator, Richmond

N. Brennan, Assistant Superintendent, SD 38

Discussion re: summary of report; recommendations; options for site supervision and operation
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APPENDIX F

BRIGHOUSE Neighbourhood Learning Centre

Operating Cost (excluding staffing) for 350 sq. meters (based on a 5-day week)

D'AILY WEEKLY MONTHLY YEARLY
Custodial 54.00 270.00 1080.00 12960.00
HVAC 19.70 98.50. 394.00 4728.00
Roofing 6.00 30.00 120.00 1440.00
Electrical 13.68 68.40 273.60 3283.20
Natural Gas 1.44 7.20 28.80 3456.00
Security Monitor 1.00 5 20 240
TOTALS 95.82 479.10 1916.40 22996.80

Current Room Rates (per hour based on 8 hrs/day @ $11.97)

NON-COMMERCIAL COMMERCIAL
Classroom 19.00 - 35.00
Multi-Purpose | 40.00 92.00
Gym (Elementary) 40.00 92.00
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APPENDIX G - Facilities booking Clerk Job Description

SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 38 :(RICHMOND)

JOB DESCRIPTION

4

Job Title: FACILITIES BOOKING CLERK Date: November 30, 1999

Former Job Title: Rentals Clerk ’

STATEMENT OF JOB PURPOSE

This position ensures District facilities that are scheduled for use by various user groups is in
accordance with District policies and procedures. The incumbent coordinates facility use by
booking gyms, classrooms, and other District facilities nsed by the schools, District, and the
Public. Generatcs appropriate documents such as rental contracts, inyoices, and reports. This
position is under the supervision of the Secretary - Treasurer, but work is performed with minimat
direction.

MAJOR DUTIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES
(This is not an exhaustve list of the duties 1o be pesformed.)

* Coordinates and books schoo! sponsored activities, out of school daycare, board office
meem:gs seminars, classes and other community use of District Facilities in conjunction
with bookings received from the City of Richrond's Leisure Services and according to
District policies and procedures.

» Biters information from completed applications for the rental and use of District facilities
into a computerized booking system in conjunction with the City of Richmond's Leisure
Services and according to District policies and procedures,

-+ Confirms arrangements, generates rentals contracts, and obtains signatares from, user
groups for rental agreements. Makes adjustments-as necessary and informs schools and
user groups of changes to rental schedules. Books alternate facilities for bumped user
groups as necessary.

* Invoices user groups and communicates with Accounting Clerk regarding payment for the
rental of school facilities. Receives payments from user proups, issues receipts, and
forwards money to Accounting Clerk for deposit. Follows up on cutstanding invoices and
refers delinquent accounts to the Accountant.

* Receives comments and concems regarding user group conduct, documents incidents and
advises Secretary-Treasurer of repeated indiscretions as necessary.

* Responds to inquiries from schools and private groups and provides information regarding
the rental of District facilities.

* Maintains familiarity with district facilities, availability of rental spaces and with District
policies and joint agreements that relate to the rental of District facilities.

* Generates reports related to the rental of school facilities as required,

+ Maintains filiog systems for rental agreements.

« Performs other job related and clerical duties of comparable difficulty, importance and
responsibility as required.

REQUIRED QUALIFICATIONS (EKnowledge, abilities and skills)

* Grade 12 jncluding or supplemented by Business Education courses plus one (1) year
relevant clerical experience or an equivalent combination of education and experience.

= Working knowledge of computer software apphcablc to the position.

* Ability to organize workload, work under periodic pressure and complete assignments with
minimal supervision,

* Strong interpersonal skills, including the ability to use tact and discretion in resolving
problems and in communications with District staff, Administrators and the public.

+ Ability to compute with accuracy and speed, in order to cost out invoices.

» Ability to key enter information with accuracy.

* Ability to operate standard office equipment.

Facilities Booking Clerk Page 1 of 1 -
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Policy 1004.1
Community Use of School Facilities and Neighbourhood Learning Centres

It is the policy of the Board to encourage community use of school facilities, providing such
~ use does not conflict with the regular or extra-curricular programme of the school, or the
Continuing Education programme offered through the School District,

In the case of the Brighouse Neighbourhood Learning-Centre, priority for usage will be
given to community groups and/or organizations which
¢ Serve the Richmond community
Encompass the broad spectrum of literacy
Are of mutual benefit to both the schoo! and the community at large
Are non-profit
Provide an array of services, support and resources for Individuals from infants to
seniors
e Provide programs that reflect the priorities of the Richmond Community Literacy Plan

Adopted: 05 March 1990
Policy 1004,11-R

Community Use of Neighbourhood Learning Centres
Application

The Neighbourhood Learning Centre (NLC) application form shall be ‘used for the submission of all
requests for rental. One copy of the rental form will be returned to the user with a confirmation
number. All rental applications will be adjudicated by the NLC Steering Committee, consisting of
representatives from: Brighouse School Admmlstratlon DIStr‘ICt Senlor Staff Board of Education,
Richmond Literacy Committee, Facilities, Finance. S

Yearly or series rentals must be submitted one wig ,’-

nithbefore the fll‘St daLe requested.
One-time rentals must be submltted a minimum of & é
T

i% prior to ddte requested.

Liability

building and facility, ar}qgﬁt‘e ‘[g ence, i its employees in carrying out their employment duties.
Thus, the Board leP‘f E) when negllgence on the part of the Board or an employee is
proven by the person suf ,

‘a

Groups using the NLC are r& _,_
Equipment_ : o
Basic equipment for meeting rooms will be provided (chairs, tables, AV, chart stands).
Consumption of _Alceholic Beverages on School Board Property

Specific request to consume alcohol on Schaal Board Property will only be considered for long-term
NLC user group activities, and any such request must be submitted in writing to the SNpETNI 84Nt



of Schools for approval. Such approvals will be restricted to the consumption of wine and/or beer. A
group may be asked to post a $300 (or greater) cash deposit. A liquor license must be obtained. by
the group requesting use of the facility. The group must provide evidence that they have obtained a
host liquor liability insurance policy for the benefit of the group and the Board.

Time of Use
Weekdays 8:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.
Saturdays 8:00 a.m, to 9:00 p.m.
Sundays 8:00 a.m. to 3:00 p.m.
Super\iision

Groups are required to ensure that there is appropriate supervision of activities at all times.

Reports

Treasurer and the Operations manager. All ‘
Report Form provided by the Schools Protection
sent to the Secretary-Treasurer immediately.

shall atéépt res;honsibility for the cost of repairing any damage
ol

Groups using the N
occurring during use &
any resultant costs

cing any equipment lost or stolen during such use: and shall pay

i
Reservat:on and Cancell 7

A minimum of seven _d'ays notice is required for-a reservation and for cancellation.
Rental Charges

The Board shall, from time to time, establish such charges as it considers appropriate for the use of
the NLC. The schedule of rental charges shall be available from the Rentals Clerk, the office of the .
- Secretary-Treasurer, and the office of the Operations Manager.

Capacity

Occupancy/seating capacity of each room in the NLC is as per the Fire Marshall’'s regulations, and is
indicated on the reverse of the application form.

Use of Gymnasium
Use of the Samuel Brighouse school gymnasium is separate from use of the NLC, and must be
requested through the School Districtk Rentals Clerk. The gym will only be available outside of school

hours. All users shall be advised of the rules and regulations when making arrangements through
the Rentals Clerk.
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Removal of Litter

Groups using the NLC are requested to ensure that material discarded by any member of the group
is disposed of or recycled appropriately before the facility is vacated =

Instructions to School Board Employees

The Board shall establish, from time to time, such ir @Jons as 1t C‘OI‘ISIderS appropriate to School
Board empioyees in charge of School Board facjlj 's aﬁ'Ei the Rentatf Clerk shall ensure that all

employees in charge of usage receive a copy of thé
Forfeiture of Use

In the event of violation:of any of the foregomg, the Boa

sgrves the right to cancel the use of the
NLC facility and/or its equment - :
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SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 38 (RICHMOND)
NEIGHBOURHOQOD LEARNING CENTRE

REGULATIONS
All groups are-subject to the following Regulations:

The Neighbourhood Learning Centre, may be used by groups and organizations within the
community according to the following guidelines:

Priority: Priority will be given'to organizations that:

* Serve the Richmond Community
Encompass the broad spectrum of literacy
Be of mutual benéfit to both Samuel Brighouse Elementary Scheol; and the
community at large (Might schools rent space after user groups? Apply & pay as per
regulations?)

e Are non-profit :

* Provide an array of services, supports and resources for individuals from mfants to
seniors

*  Provide programs that reflect the priorities of the Richmond Community Literacy Plan

Booking: Complete the NLC apphcatlon form and submlt Lo'Fthe NLC Steerlng Committee c/o
Canceiling: '%
seven days notice will result in a ¢ g; to 1’1e rental group The Board reserves the
right to revise any reservation with ""%*f days notice, :
Payment: Payment is reqmred pnor to the rental date

Insurance:  Groups are requnred to provnde proof of Public Liability Insurance.

Smoking: Smoklng is. prohlblted in or near the premises as per SD 38 -Board Policy, and City of
mond By Law #6989 part 6-1 Areas of Smoking Prohibition.

Setéy' t‘up and clean up must be done by the renter. Furniture must be
Clean ] to its orlglnal room set-up as shown in the diagrams posted in each room. All

nust wipe down tables, chairs and counters. Disposables and recyclables must
u ﬁn the appropriate containers.

ers must lock all doors and windows before leaving.

Security:
) .
Kitchen: Refer to posted guidelines regarding kitchen use. Renters must ensure that a
responsible attendant is present in the kitchen at all times during activities.
Parking: No parking in spots designated for Brighouse staff.
Gym: Brighouse School will have daytime use of the gym. Requests for gym rental will be
treated separately through the District Rentals Clerk.
Non-marking shoes must be worn for gym activities. Regular shoes or black-soled
runners are not permitted.
Misuse: Misuse of the facility or failure to abide by these terms and conditions may result in

cancellation of future rentals
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SCHOOL DISTRICT NO. 38 (RICHMOND)
NEIGHBOURHOOD LEARNING CENTRE
RENTAL APPLICATION -

APPLICANT INFORMATION:

Date of application: Name of Organization:

Contact Name: | Position in Qrganization;

Address: _ _ Postal Code:
Work Phone: CeII-Phone: Fax:
Email: |

BOOKING INFORMATION:

Day(s) of the week: Mon,  Tue. ‘Wed. . Thu. Fri. Sat, Sun.
Type of Booking: one event weekly monthly block
Start Date: End Date:
Start Time: | End Time: ‘ (including setup
time)

Type of Event as it relates to Literacy and the Guiding Principles: (Be specific.):

Room(s) Requested:

Estimated Attendance: Age of Attendees: preschool  youth adult  senior

Non-School District equipment being used:

*See Rentals Package for list of available School District furniture and equipment.

I have received a copy of the Regulations, and agree to abide by them.

7 Signature
Submit completed form to Brighouse Elementary School office.

OFFICE USE ONLY:

Confirmation #: : Payment: CNCL-185



Rl( H MON D School District No. 38 (Richmond)
" 7811 Granville Avenue, Richmond, BC V6Y 3E3

SCHOOL DISTRICT NO.38 Tel: (604) 668-6000 Fax: (604) 233.0150

Neighbourhood Learning Centre: 5 available spaces:

Room 2 (coffice space): 11.4 m daily, weekly, monthly rates
(123 sq ft)

$45/day
$215/week
$850/ month

Roém 3 (conference room): 19.4 m2 4 hr, daily, weekly, monthly rates
(209 sq ft) ' .

$30/4 hrs
$55/daily
$260/weekly
$1000/monthly

Room 4 (conference room): 26.4 m2 4 hr, daily, weekly, monthly rates
(284 sq ft)

$35/4 hrs
$60/daily
$280/weekly
$1080/monthly

Room 5 (flex space with sink): 75 m2 4 hr and daily rates
(807 sq ft)

$65/4hrs
$120/daily

Room 6 (flex space with sink): 84 m2 4 hr and daily rates
(904 sq ft)

$70/4hrs
$130/daily

Room 5 and 6 combined:; 159m2 4 hr and daily rates
(1711 sq ft)

$120/4 hrs
$230/daily

For more information, contact Margaret Dixon at: margaretjdixon@gmail.com

CNCL-186
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Samuel Brighouse Elementary Schoof - 6800 Azure Road, Richmond, BO
Schonf District Mo, 38 {Richmond) '

RM1- RECEPTION - 26.2m2
AM2- NURSE-114m2
RM3- " OFFICE - 18.4m2
AM4- OFFICE - 26.4m2
RM&- FLEX SPACE - 75 m2
RM 6 - FLEXSPACE - 84 m2
RM7 - KITCHENETTE - 12m2
RM §- STAGEMRP - %0 m2
RM 9 - GYMNASIUM - 338 m2
AM 10- WC/ISHOWER - bm2

[Jeym

[ muttipurpose
Neighbournoods of Leaming
Storage - Gym




10.

RICHMOND COMMUNITY LITERACY PLAN

2009/2010 AND BEYOND

Connect with recent immigrants to provide information on
literacy initiatives and service in the community.

Increase access to literacy initiatives and services for
‘hard to reach’ populations. ‘
Increase the literacy skills of entry-level workers in
Richmond and increase the capacity of workplaces to
provide literacy resources and opportunities.

Coordinate and streamline Richmond literacy activities and
resources.

Promote the importance of literacy and lifelong learning to
all residents in Richmond.

Capitalize on the strong family structure in Richmond to
promote literacy in the community.

Increase the health literacy of Richmond residents.

Work together in a collaborative fashion with organizations
in Richmond to increase literacy.

Encourage all non-English speakers in having an
understanding of the importance of literacy in their first
language.

Carry out research to ensure that the best literacy programs
are offered and the heeds of the community are fulfilled.

Projegted Timeline For Occupancy

88L-19ND - -

£

Open House November 16, 2011 2:00 to 4:00 pm .
Applications (and information package) available at
Open House :

Applications submitted by December 9, 2011
Decisions made by the Steering Committee by
January 13, 2012

Notifications to successfut renters by January 27, 2012
Rentals to begin Mar. 1

RICHMOND

SCHOOL DISTRICT HO.38 Litezacy Rickemond

NEIGHBOURHOOD LEARNING CENTRE
GUIDING PRINCIPLES

QOver a period of several months, a sub-Task Force of the larger
Literacy Richmond Committee collected and coliated the data
obtained from the larger group mestings, and wrote the following
guiding principles, as outlined in the March 7, 2011 Report to the
Board of Education (Richmond) by N. Brennan, Assistant
Superintendent.

The Neighbourhood Learning Centre will house programs and
services that:

. Are of mutual benefit to both Samuel Brighouse Elementary
Schoo! and the community at large

Serve the Richmond Community

Provide an array of services, supports and resources for
individuals from infants to seniors

Can operate independently within the facility

Can function in a multi-use space

Are not-for-profit organizations

Encompass the broad spectrum of literacy

Meet the priorities reflected in the Richmond Community
Literacy Plan

5

SCHOOL DISTRICT NO.38 Litiracy Rishmend

I3 RICHMOND
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2o Richmond | Bylaw 8801

Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900
Amendment Bylaw No. 8801

The Council of the City of Rlchmond enacts as follows:
1. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by adding the following at the end of Section 6.3.7: -

A towing permit issued under this subsection will be valid for a maximum period
of 2 years from the date of issuance.

2. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.3.10(b) in its entirety and substituting the following:

6.3.10 (b)(i) release a vehicle immediately if it becomes occupied after it has been
attached to a tow truck, but before it has been removed from a private
parking lot or no parking area, in which case storage and towing
fees, costs ‘and charges may be charged in the amounts set out in the
Motor Vehicle Act Regulation. 262/2010 — Lien on Impounded Motor

" Vehicle Regulation; and

(11) provide the driver with a full written accounting on company stationery
of all fees, charges and taxes paid. :

3. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.5.1(d) and 6.5.1(e) in thelr entirety and substituting the
‘ followmg ‘ .

6.5.1 (d) release an impounded vehicle to the driver within 20 minutes of receiving .
full payment due under subsection 6.6.1, subject to any ‘hold order’
issued by the Police Chief;

(e) provide the driver with a full written accounting on company stationery of
all fees, charges and taxes paid; and

(f) remove the original éopy of the Tow-away Notice from the towed vehicle
and retain it for a period of 90 days for inspection, upon request, by the
Licence Inspector.

4. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.6 in its entirety and substituting the following:

6.6 Towing of Vehicles — Rates

| CNCL-205

3282753



Bylaw 8801 _- Page 2

6.6.1 The maximum rates for towing, impounding and storing vehicles are those
set out in the Mofor Vehicle Act Regulation 262/2010 — Lien on Impounded
Motor Vehicle Regulation. :

6.6.2. A tow truck licencee or operator must not charge a vehicle owner any fee
for the services of any agent of the owner of the property from which the
vehicle was towed, or any other fees or charges other than those set out in
the Motor Vehicle Act Regulation 262/2010 — Lien on Impounded Motor
Vehicle Regulation. '

5. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.8 in its entirety and substituting the following:

6.8  Towing of Vehicles — Violations and Penalties

6.8.1 (a) A violation of any of the provisions identified in PART SIX of this bylaw
shall result in liability for penalties and late payment amounts established
in Schedule A of the Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication
Bylaw No. 8122; and '

- (b) A violation of any of the provisions identified in PART SIX of this
bylaw shall be subject to the procedures, restrictions, limits, obligations
and rights established in the Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute
Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122 in accordance with the Local Government
Bylaw Notice Enforcement Act, SBC 2003, c. 60.

6. This Bylaw is cited as “Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, Amendment
Bylaw No. 8801”.

FIRST READING | - _DEC 19200 R

RIGHMOND

SECOND READING | DEC 19 2011 mrrroven |

for content by
origlnating

THIRD READING DEC 19 201 %

ADOPTED _ fortoalty

by Solicitor

MAYOR , CORPORATE OFFICER

CNCL-206
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g City of | |
W0 Richmond I Bylaw 8802

Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122,
Amendment Bylaw No. 8802

‘The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

1. Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, as amended, is further
amended at Part One — Application by adding the following after section 1.1(i):

“G)  Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended,”

2. Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, as amended, is further
amended by adding to the end of the table in Schedule A of Bylaw No. 8122 the content of
the table in Schedule A attached to and forming part of this bylaw. :

3. This Bylaw is cited as “Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122,
Amendment Bylaw No. 8802”, '

FIRST READING . DEC 19 201 pr——
RICHMOND

SECOND READING DEC 19 2011 JerRoveD
. orlginating

' : ’ Djvislon
THIRD READING | ) : DEC -1 9 201 E"\
ADOPIED | | o
' } bSoIIcItor
AN

MAYOR | CORPORATE OFFICER

CNCL-207
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Bylaw No 8802

SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 8802

Designated Bylaw Contraventions and Corresponding Penalties

SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 8122

A3

At Al Ad A5 A6 A7 A8
Bylaw Description of Contravention Section Compliance Penalty Early " Late Payment Compliance
| Agreement Payment Amount Agreement
Available Option Biscount
Period of Time from Receipt (inclusive) | n/a 29 to 60 1 to 28 61 days or nfa
days days more
Vehicle For Hire i Towing from parking lot without proper 6.3.1 No . $ 200.00 $175.00 $225.00 nfa
Regulation Bylaw ; authorization
No. 6900 (1998)
Towing from no parking area without 6.3.2 Ne $ 200.00 $175.00 $225.00 nfa
proper authorization
Failure to erect or maintain prescribed 6.3.4 No $ 200.00 $175.00 $225.00 n/a
towing company signs : i
Failure to erect or maintain prescribed tow- 6.3.5 No $ 200.00 $175.00 '$225.00 n/a
away warning signs
Failure to obtain a valid towing permit for a 6.3.7 No $ 300.00 $275.00 $325.00 n/a
private parking lot ' ’ '
Failure to complete Part B of the tow-away 6.3.10 No' $200.00 $175.00 $225.00 n/a
notice '
| Failure to retain Tow-away Notice for 6.3.10()(ii} No $ 200.00 $175.00 $225.00 n/a

period of 90 days

3283337 .
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A2

A1 A3 Ad A5 AG A7 AB
Bylaw Description of Contravention Section Compliance Penalty Early Late Payment Compliance
Agreement : ‘Payment Amount Agreement
Available Option Discount
Failure to provide a full written accounting 6.3.10(b)(ii) No $ 300.00 $275.00 $325.00 n/a

of fees, charges and taxes

3283337
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ity of |
ichmond | Bylaw 8699

A M)

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 8699 (RZ 10-5621539)
7900 BENNETT ROAD

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

1, The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of -
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation
of the following area and by designating it INFILL RESIDENTIAL (RI2).

P.LD. 004-296-575 |
Lot32 Section 17 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 14504

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

8699”,
FIRST READING FEB 14 2011 | oo
- [ APPROVED |
A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON MAR 21 2011 by
SECOND READING MAR 2 1 2011 T |
. . 0 cltor
THIRD READING MAR 2 1 2011
OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED JAN 12 2012
ADOPTED '
MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER

CNCL-211

3121288
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City of | -
Richmond | ~ Minutes

Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, January 11, 2012

Time: 3:30 p.m.

Place: Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall

Present: Joe Erceg, Chair

Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and Public Works
Dave Semple, General Manager, Parks and Recreation

" The meeting was called to order at 3:30 p.m.

1. Minutes

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Development Permit Panel held on Wednesday,
December 14, 2011, be adopted.

CARRIED

2. Development Permit 10-545704
(File Ref. No.: DP 10.545704) (REDMS No. 3420906)

APPLICANT: Chen Design Studio
PROPERTY LOCATION: 7900 Bennett Road
INTENT OF PERMIT:

1. Permit the construction of two (2) back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on a
site zoned “Infill Residential (R12)”; and

2. Vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to permit a 0.5 m
building projection beyond the vertical height envelope. '

Applicanf’s Comments

Xi Chen, Designer, Chen Design Studio, advised that since the July 27, 2011 meeting of
the Development Permit Panel, during which the Panel reviewed the proposed two back-
to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road, the following revisions to the development had

been made: - CNCL-213

1.



Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, January 11, 2012

3442979

* the garages have been: (i) detached from the principal building to create more
amenity space; and (ii) shifted to improve access;

. a lattice fence had been developed to make the amenity space more open and more
useable by residents; and

. revisions have been made to the landscaping scheme by making more planting -
area available. :

In response to the Chair’s question, the applicant confirmed that the garages are now
detached, not attached to residential units, so that each residential unit now had a rear yard
space.

Staff Comments

Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development stated that when the pI'O_]CCt was first
presented to the Panel, rear residential units had no private amenity space, but that the
applicant has addressed this issue, and now each rear unit includes a private amenity
space. In addition, there is a small communal space, featuring a sandbox play element, to
be shared by four units. Also, permeable paving for the outdoor access driveways
enhances the appearance of the development. |

In response to the Chair’s query regarding vehicles turning in the lane, Mr, Jackson
confirmed that the turning template is large enough for drivers to make turns.

Correspondence _
Rob Bodnar and Norma Miller, 215 Creekside Drive, Salt Spring Island (Schedule 1)

Mr. Jackson advised that the correspondents were in favour of the proposed development,

- and expressed their desire that the City upgrade sidewalks-on Bennett Road.

Gallery Comments

None.

Panel Discussion

The Panel expressed appreciation to the applicant for the changes made to the design
scheme,

Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded
That a Development Permit be issued which would:

1. Permit the construction of two (2) back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on
a site zoned “Infill Residential (RI12)”; and

CNCL-214
2,



Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, January 11, 2012

3442979

2. Vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to permit a 0.5 m
building projection beyond the vertical height envelope.

CARRIED

Development Permit DP 10-538908

{File Ref. No.: DP 10-538908) (REDMS No. 3435263)

APPLICANT: Doug Massie, Architect of Chercover Massie & Associates

Ltd.

PROPERTY LOCATION: 8851 Heather Street

INTENT OF PERMIT:

1. Permit the construction of a two-storey building for a licensed child care facility for
approximately 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned Assembly (ASY);
and - :

2. Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:
a) Reduce the minimum interior side yard from 7.5 m to 1.2 m;
b) Reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 mto 1.5 m; and

c) Permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking spaces
(8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces).

Applicant’s Comments

Doug Massie, Architect, Chercover Massie & Associates Architecture and Engineering,
spoke on behalf of the owner, and advised that he wished to address points raised in letters
from neighbours regarding the proposed two-storey building for a licensed child care
facility for approximately 60 children, at 8851 Heather Street. Mr. Massie stated that;

. traffic, the lack of sidewalks and the ditch on Heather Street are items beyond the
responsibility of the applicant, who has no way of responding to these matters;

. Chercover Massie & Associates has designed other daycare centres and none of
them create traffic issues in their neighbourhoods;

e  asatypical Richmond st'reet, Heather Street can handle many more cars than it does
at present;

. the appl‘icant' has submitted evidence to City planning staff that shows that the
volume of cars created by the proposed child care facility has minimal impact on
the traffic on Heather Street;

e the number of parking stalls proposed for the site is dictated by the City’s zoning
bylaw, and is designed to the standards of the bylaw, with the exception of the
number of small car stalls, which is the reason behind the request for the variance;

N the proposed building has been designed to meet the B.C. Government standards .
for child care facilities, CNCL-215

3.



Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, January 11, 2012 .

3442979

Community Care Facilities Licensing (CCFL), enforced by Vancouver Coastal
Health, provides criteria for the design of child care centres, and the proposed
design has been reviewed by the local CCFL office, and meets their criteria;

the applicant did not create the floor areas, facilities, amenities and play areas
critetia, but has, instead, met the criteria in order 1o obtain a license to provide child
care in the proposed building;

the City’s Advisory Design Panel, as well as planning staff, reviewed, and supports,
the design and size of the proposed building;

the proposed child care operation is a business operation, With no subsidy or
funding available from government, and, due to the demand for the service and the
demand for quality care, suitable experienced staff must be engaged for the facility;

operators of child care facilities do not get rich by providing this necessary service;

régarding the exterior lighting for the proposed building, the light fixtures will be
down lights, which will not have any light projecting past the property lines at 8851

 Heather Street; :

regarding the issue of fire hazard, raised by a neighbour, no fire hazard is posed by
this project; a fire sprinkler system and a fire alarm system will provide more fire
protection to the proposed building than a typical residential home, and the
proposed building is designed fo meet the current B.C. Building Code, which
requires adequate exit facilities;

the building code’s requirement to have fewer openings on side walls, adjacent to
neighbouring houses, has been met in the design;

there are no activities in a child care facility that will create a fire hazard, as only
light meals are prepared on site, and children bring their own lunches from home;

regarding the issue of the south side deck, raised by a neighbour, the purpose of the
proposed deck is to provide an open area for quiet circle-type play, outdoor story
reading, and instruction;

the applicant’s intention is that all active play will happen in the play area located
to the rear of the building, or in Dolphin Park across the street;

the deck features a five foot high guard rail that meets the height mandated by
CCFL,; :

the guard rail is a metal grill work, backed by frosted safety glass, to prevent
overlook from the deck onto the neighbour’s property; the glass guard will be
heavier than a wood fence, and the weight of the rail barrier will increase the
containment of noise from the deck;

there are no windows on the upper floor which overlook the neighbour to the south
because of: (i) the high rail on the deck; and (ii) the distance back from the property
line; and

CNCL-216
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Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, January 11, 2012

3442979

. there is a six foot high fence on the property line, and no window provides overlook
from the proposed building to the neighbouring property.

Mr. Massie concluded that the applicant has attempted to provide solutions and to respond
to the concerns raised by neighbours.

Rajinder Singh, Landscape Designer, Van Der Zalm and Associates Landscape
Architecture firm, advised that:

. to address concerns raised by neighbours adjacent 1o the subject site a series of
cedar hedges has been planted along the north property line, and a portion of the
south property line will feature a cedar hedge; ) ‘

. a trellis feature with evergreen vine planting will be placed on top of the fence for a
portion of the south property line; and .

. over time the cedar hedges would grow to surpass the height of the fence, and
would provide noise mitigation.

Panel Discussion

Discussion ensued among Panel members, Mr. Massie and Mr Singh, and the following
advise was provided:

. the proposed balcony guard ail has always been required to be a five foot fence,
but since the project was discussed at the November 30, 2011 meeting of the
Development Permit Panel, the fence’s detailing has been addressed;

e - to ensure that children stay on the property and will not venture onto Heather

Street and be endangered by the roadside ditch, the applicant’s intention is: to (i)
totally contain the play area at the rear of the subject site; (ii) ensure that childen
are under parents’ care when they are at the front of the building; and (iii) there is
no formal gate planned at the front of the subject site, but there will be gates
located at the rear main play area, as well as at the top and bottom of the exterior
stairs leading to the play deck area; and

* pareﬁts dropping off children would do so on weekdays only, not on weekends,
and would do so by pulling their vehicles onto the site, parking in the parking
stalls, escorting the children into the building, then exiting the site.

Staff Comments N

Brian Jackson stated that staff takes the concerns raised by the neighbourhood, regarding
traffic, parking, and safety issues, very seriously. He advised that if the proposed site had
a single family development, it is possible that a larger building area would be allowed on
the site.

Regarding the request for variances, Mr. Jackson noted that: (i) the requested 1.2 metre
minimum interior side yard setback is identical to the minimum setback acceptable for a
single family residence; (ii) the setback guidélines in the Assembly Zone apply to larger
lots; and (iii} any assembly use on small lots requires a variance.

CNCL-217
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In response to a query from the Chair, Mr. Jackson advised that the applicanf’s request for
a parking variance is to increase the number of small parking spaces on the site.

Panel Discussion

In response to the Chair’s request, Donna Chan, Manager, Transportation Planning,
provided an update regarding the consultation process undertaken by staff regarding
traffic issues in the Heather Street neighbourhood.

Ms. Chan advised that in December 2011, Transportation staff sent a traffic survey to 19
homes in the neighbourhood asking whether residents were in favour of speed humps as a
traffic calming measure.

To date eight surveys have been returned, and of those four are in favour of the traffic
calming measure and four are opposed to the traffic calming measure. Survey respondents
have until Friday, January 20, 2012 to submit responses.

Ms. Chan added that when the survey process is complete, Transportation staff will report
on the outcome to Council at the Monday, January 23, 2012 Council meeting.

In response to a query from the Panel, Ms. Chan advised that parking is permitted on
Heather Street, but that there is very little opportunity to park there due to: (i) “No
Parking” signs on the east side of the street, where the open ditch is located; (ii)
driveways; (iii) fire hydrants; and (iv) required clearance from intersections.

Ms. Chan added that even with parked cars on Heather Street, it is possible for cars going
in opposite directions to pass, if they alternate, '

Gallery Comments

Raj Johal, 8880 Heather Street, spoke in opposition to the proposed building., He stated
that he wants to see “No Stopping” signs in front of the subject site in order to avoid
having to make calls to the City Bylaw office when parents park on the road, and not in
the parking spaces provided on the site. .

Mr. Johal referenced the City’s zoning bylaw and commented that the proposed building
is a commercial building, and that the setback requirements in the bylaw that apply to a
school or a pre-school should apply to the proposed child care facility. He added that a
compromise between the requested 1.2 metre interior side yard setback, versus the current
7.5 metre setback, would be to settle on a 3 metre setback.

As a result of Mr. Johal’s request for signage, a brief discussion ensued between the Panel
and Ms. Chan regarding sighage to discourage parents from parking on the street. As a
result of the discussion Ms. Chan advised that staff would look into the idea of “No
Stopping” signage on Heather Street ’

Barbara Thomas-Bruzzese, 8700 Dolphin Court, submitted correspondence and
photographs (attached to these Minutes as Schedule 2). She stated that she was strongly
opposed to the application to construct a two-storey building for a licensed child care
facility. '

CNCL-218
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Ms. Thomas-Bruzzese, 8700 Dolphin Court, outlined her concerns, and drew attention to:
(1) the size of the sife is not large enough for the proposed development; (ii) the size of the
proposed building is approximately twice the size of the largest homes on the street; (iii)
the location of the site is at a narrow part of Heather Strect with a ditch on the east side
with limited room to park on the shoulder of the street; (iv) the residential character of the
neighbourhood, and how the new owners of the subject site have neglected their yard for
more than six months and the former building on the site has been stripped; (v) the

‘number of people that would occupy the premises on a daily basis; (vi) the number of

children proposed for the facility is in excess of the number of child care spaces needed in
the Broadmoor Area as outlined in the City’s 2009-2016 Richmond Child Care Needs
Assessment and Strategy; (vii) Dolphin Park has been referred to erroneously as Heather
Park; and (viii) noise concerns.

Mirs. Thomas-Bruzzese requested that the Panel reject the proposed development.

Donald Lee advised that he spoke on behalf of Alice Chan, 8871 Heather Street who was
absent, but who had submitted two letters opposing the proposed development (attached to

these Minutes as Schedule 3 and Schedule 5),

Mr. Lee listed the following concerns as outlined in Ms. Chan’s correspondence: (i) road
safety; (ii) signage being ineffective in governing people stopping in the area; (iii) the
proposed development’s narrow parking lot, necessitating drivers having to back out of
the site and blocking traffic; (iv) noise, from children and honking cars from the child care
facility, distupting the peace and quiet in neighbour’s backyards; (v) the upper floor
balcony facing bedrooms at 8871 Heather Street; and (vi) the demand for a child care
facility in the area is low,

Lorne Soo, 8875 Heather Street, advised that he agreed with the concerns from other
speakers, especially with regard to increased traffic on Heather Street, that could total up
to 120 cars per day. He was opposed to the proposed development, and expressed
puzzlement that the application could have made progress, in light of the neighbours’

concerns,

Christine Tu, 8899 Heather Street, spoke in opposition to the proposed development. She
stated that: (i) the street was too narrow to accommodate added traffic and should be
widened; (ii) there should be sidewalks along both sides of Heather Street; (iii) the open
ditch presents a problem; (iv) the area is not safe for children; (v) people coming to the
child care facility will park in front of homes; (vi) neighbours who leave for work, and
their children who leave for school, will experience delays as a result of child care parents
arriving between 7 and 9 a.m.; and (vii) she wants the neighbourhood to remain quiet and
accessible. '

Lisa Chan, 8871 Heather Street, spoke in opposition to the proposed development, and
stated that: (i) the planned upper floor balcony facing her home was evidence that there
was inadequate outdoor play space on the site; (ii) noise would be a problem for
neighbours; (iii) the rainy, cloudy and cool nature of Lower Mainland weather was a
problem; and (iv) the ditch, as well as the potential for black ice on the road during winter,
were problems. The building was too small for the children.

CNCL-219
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Linda Chen, 8591 Heather Street, spoke in opposition to the proposed development. She
noted that: (i) teaching staff would take up most of the parking spaces on site; and (ii) if
there is a staff person for every six children, that would amount to 10 teachers. '

Mr. Massie advised that: (i) the City’s bylaw requires that nine parking spaces be provided
for the child care facility teachers; (ii) there would be 12 teachers on staff; and (iii) that
number of teachers, and the number of parking space, meets the City’s and the CCFL’s
requirements,

A resident at 8931 Heather Street drew the Panel’s attention to a petition dated July 7,
2011 (on file in the City Clerk’s Office) signed by Heather Street residents in opposition
to the proposed development. He then queried why there was inadequate signage on the
subject site.

Mr. Jackson advised that the apphcant erected a sign on the subject site that provided
information regarding the development permit application. He added that the site did not
have a rezoning application sign because the size was already zoned for “assembly use”,
and for this application, no rezoning was necessary.

Mr. Miao, 8933 Heather Street, spoke in opposition to the proposed development and
stated that his concerns were related to: (i)} noise; (ii} traffic issues; and (iii} parking
issues. He requested that the Panel reject the development permit application.

Dave Hay, 8691 Heather Street, spoke in opposition to the proposed development and
stated his concern with the lack of parking. He also noted that the on site parking spaces
were inefficient, as drivers would be forced to drive in, and then back out. He stated that
the ditch should be filled in and paved over. He then questioned how high the cedar hedge
would grow in the side yards.

Mr. Singh noted that the smaller size type of cedar species that was selected would grow
well, with pruning maintenance, in a confined space,

Mr. Chen, 8591 Heather Street, spoke in opposition to the proposed development. He was

" concerned that the shoulders of Heather Street turn soft in the rain, and when cars iry to

3442979

pass on the street, and have to use the softened shoulder to do so, there is a risk cars and
their drivers can fall into the ditch.

A brief discussion ensued between the Panel and Ms. Chan regarding the nature of traffic
on Heather Street. Ms. Chan noted that it is a low volume road. If there is a car parked on
the side of the road, it is typical that one car proceeding down the road will contmue
while a car coming in the opposite direction will pause.

Jim Bruzzese, 8700 Dolphin Court, spoke in opposition to the proposed development. He:
(1) asked about noise mitigation at the rear of the subject site; (ii) what would happen if his
fence, the one that separates the rear of the subject site from his Dolphin Court property, is
damaged; and (iii) noted that just because the nature of Heather Street provides little
opportunity to park, that does not mean that people will not do so, and may let their cars
idle, then return to their running cars after havmg taken their children to the care facility.

As a result of Mr. Bruzzese’s remarks, and Mrs. Thomas-Bruzzese’s photographs,
discussion ensued between the Panel, Mr. Massie, and Mr. Singh.
' ' CNCL-220
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Mr. Singh advised that the design for the rear yard of the proposed child care facility
included: (i) a play surface featuring soft material that would absorb sound, (ii) a grassed
play area; and (iii) new ground cover planting along the current hedge.

In response to a query from the Chair, Mr. Singh stated that: (i) the portion of the hedge
above the line of the Thomas-Bruzzese fence would remain; (ii) the lower portion of the
hedge has been trimmed; and (iii) a variety of ground cover elements would be added
along the base of the hedge.

The Chair noted that the photographs indicated that recent pruning had expdsed some gaps
in the hedge, and he suggested that the applicant not prune any further, and instead select
some landscaping elements to fill in the gaps.

With regard to the issue of signage on the site, Mr, Massie advised that the sign that had
initially been erected had gone missing, and that since its disappearance, a second sign
had been erected on the site. The Chair commented that the temporary disappearance of

_the sign did not invalidate the process.

Correspondence

Barbara Thomas-Bruzzese, 8700 Dolphin Court (Schedule 2)
Alice Chan, 8871 Heather Street (Schedule 3)

Amar Johal, 8880 Heather Street (Schedule 4)

Alice Chan, 8871 Heather Street (Schedule 5)

Panel Discussion

The Chair acknowledged that the project was a contentious one, but advised that the
mandate of the Development Permit Panel is to examine building form and character, not
zoning issues. He noted that a child care facility is a permitted use on the site, and that if
the requested variances were rejected, the applicant could still apply for and pursue a child
care facility for the site.

The Chair further stated that the applicant had taken steps to mitigate the impact of the
proposed facility.

The Panel expressed support for the idea to have “No Stopping” signage on Heather Street
in order to discourage parents of children from dropping off their children anywhere other
than on the subject site. In addition, the Panel advised that no further pruning of the

" existing hedges take place.

The Panel further noted that: (i} communication with neighbours was important; (ii) the
applicant should address the sensitivity of the neighbourhood; (iii) City transportation
staff would be engaged in the traffic issues; and (iv) the applicant should immediately
clean up the subject site.

As a result of the discussion, the following conditions were to be added to the motion:

CNCL-221
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the applicant clean up the site before the Development Permit proceed to a meeting
of City Council;

that the City transportation staff review and confirm that the suggested “No
Stopping” signage can be installed on Heather' Street before the Development
Permit proceed to a meeting of City Council; and

that the City’s traffic survey results in the Heather Street neighbourhood be
available to Council. ,

Pane! Decision

It was moved and seconded
That a Development Permit be issued which would:

L

Permit the construction of a two-storey building for a licensed child care facility
Jor approximately 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned Assembly
(ASY); and

Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:
a) Reduce the minimum interior side yard from 7.5 m to 1.2 my

b)  Reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 mto 1.5 m; and

| ¢) Permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking

- spaces (8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces);

after such time as the following conditions have been met:
That:

@)

(2)

the applicant clean up the site before the Development Permit proceed fo a
meeting of City Council; '

the City transportation staff review and confirm that the suggested “No Stopping”
signage can be installed on Heather Street before the Development Permit proceed
to a meeting of any Council; and

(3) the City’s traffic survey results in the Heather Street neighbourhood be made
available to Council.
CARRIED
New Bus'iness
Date Of Next Meeting: Wednesday, January 25, 2012
CNCL-222

10.



Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, January 11, 2012

6. Adjournment

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting be adjourned at 5:10 p.m.

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting —of the °
Development Permit Panel of the Council
of the City of Richmond held on
Wednesday, January 11, 2012,

Joe Erceg - L Sheila Johnston
Chair Committee Clerk

CNCL-223
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Terry Brunette

Planner 2
City of Richmond
Planning and Development Department

Terry:

RE: DP 10-545704 - Revised application in response to DPP referral by Chen Design Studio for a
development permit at 7900 Bennett Road

We are pleased that 7900 Bennett Road is slated for redevelopment. Our concerns lie in the areas of
parking and pedestrian traffic.

We have owned properties on this block since 1999 (7800 and 7926). One of the attractions for us was

- the vision articulated in the 1995 Acheson Bennett Sub-Area Plan. Specifically, we were drawn to a
future that included sidewalks and on-street parking. By our count, 33 of the 37 lots on the south side
of Bennett are built {or being redeveloped) since the 1995 Plan. Unfortunately, since 1999, no sidewalks
have been added. And, as density has increased, residents on Bennett and Acheson are increasingly
likely to park on the city-owned front lawns of newly-developed duplexes—wuth little or no
consequences from the City.

The development proposed for 7900 Bennett Road may well attract residents with parking needs that
exceed the space being made available (appears to be 12 bedrooms and only six parking spots). If the
City is committed to its vision for this neighbourhood, then please follow the sub-area plan through by
realizing the transportation objective. If that isn’t possible at this time, we urge the City to enforce the
parking bylaws aiready in piace, as we often have complaints from our tenants. Both actions will help
preserve the character of this neighbourhood.

Thank you,

Rob Bodnar & Norma Miller
215 Creekside Drive

Salt Spring Island

V8K 2E4
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City of Richmond ~

6911 No. 3 Road

Richmond, BC

VeY 2C1

Re: Notice of Application for a Development Permit DF 10-538308

| strongly oppose the application to permit the construction of a two-storey building for a
licensed child care facility for approximately 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site
zoned Assembly (ASY) and to vary the provisions of Zoning Bylaw 8500 as specified in
the notice.

} have lived at 8700 Dolphin Court with my family for over 10 years. Our property is one
of the properties directly adjacent to the back yard of 8851 Heather Street. We moved
here specifically because it was a quiet residential neighbourhood of single-family
homes. We have very much enjoyed living here — gardening or having a morning coffee
in the back yard to the sounds of song birds, the wind in the trees and small planes
overhead. | have often remarked to my husband that it is so wonderful that it is so quiet
in our nelghbourhood itis somethlng that | really value. If this application for a
development permit is approved, it will sngnlflcantiy change the character of our
neighbourhood as well as the serenity in our yard in particular.

Along with our neighbours, we made presentations to the Richmond Development
Permit Panel at their meeting on July 13" 2011. Pictures were distributed by one of our
neighbours so that the Development Permit Panel could actually see how narrow
Heather Street is and how completely inappropriate it would be to increase the traffic in
this area as a result of the construction of a business that would result in a significant
increase in traffic at peak times of the day.

Along with our neighbours, we submitted a petition outlining our opposition to this
development permit for the following reasons:

s Increased traffic through this portion of Heather Street

+ Traffic flow

* Ditches

+ Lighting and sidewalks

o Business vs residential
Qur cover letter concluded “We believe that this proposal seriously impacts the safety,
well-being and cohesiveness of our neighbourhood.”

~ We participated in discussions at an Open House on September 8" hosted by the
Vancouver Star Daycare and Doug Massie, Architect, Chercover Massie & Associates
Ltd and we, as well as our neighbours, expressed our cancemns about this proposal.
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it seems that nobody is listening.

I understand that there is a proposal to instali speed bumps on Heather Street as a
solution to our concerns about traffic safety. 1 am convinced that this is not a solution at
all. In fact, it will only make matters worse because if speed bumps are installed on
Heather Street, it will only be a matter of time before a vehicle ends up in the ditch
resulting in significant injuries or death.

My husband and |, along with our neighbours, are fully aware that this proposal does
not fit well into our single-family neighbourhood. Although we very much appreciate the
opportunity to address this Panel, it is very frustrating that we have not been heard to
date.

| ask you to reject this proposed development for the following reasons:

1. Size of the site. It is very clear to me that this site is not an appropriate size for
a child care facility for 60 children. In fact, it is clear to the developer and
property owner also that this property is not an appropriate size for the building
they propose because they are asking to vary the provisions of the Zoning Bylaw
8500 so that they can reduce the minimum interior side yard from 7.5 to 1.2
metres and reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 metres to
1.5 metres. They are also asking for a variance regarding the parking because
they know that the property is not large enough to accommodate the parking that
they should be providing. It is also not large enough to provide the typical one-

~way drive-through that schools and large childcare facilities have to ensure the
safety of the children when they are being dropped-off and picked-up. In addition,
they know that the property is not large enough to meet their playground
requirement so they intend to count on the use of Dolphin Park, a small park with
an exceptionally smali playground, across the street. Adding so many additional
children to the playground will affect the families in the neighbourhood who use
this playground on a regular basis. Another strategy the child care provider
suggested was that she just keeps the children inside. Neither of these
suggestions meet an acceptable standard for quality childcare.

2. Size of the building. in order to accommodate a childcare business for so many
children, they propose a building that is approximately twice the size of the
largest homes that currently exist on the street. What would be more appropriate
for consistent development of the neighbourhood would be to subdivide the
property and put up two large houses on that site. That would be a plan that
would maintain the character of the neighbourhood.

3. Location. This part of Heather Street is exceptionally narrow and has a ditch on
the east side of it so when there is a need for two-way traffic, there is very little
clearance. There is also very little room on the shoulder of the street for the
parking that would inevitably be required during drop-off and pick-up for the
childcare business. A strategy to widen Heather Street to accommodate the
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addlttonai traffic and the additional parking spaces that wilf be required is also not
likely because of the ditch and the adjacent park.

4. Character of the neighbourhood. According to the Official Community Plan for
Richmond, “Broadmoor has many stable well-kept reS|dent|al neighbourhoods
and is well served by local parks, schools and services.” We want to keep it that
way. It seems to me that this childcare business is forcing itself into our quiet
residential neighbourhood simply because the site is zoned Assembly (ASY)} and
they counted on this being an easy route to setting up their business. The
previous church group that gathered occasionally at the small house (not a
typical church building) on that property fit in nicely with the neighbourhood. The
building looked like a typical house. Although there could be several people
there at one time, it was not unlike any of the neighbours having a group of family
or friends over for a BBQ. The sounds of people talking and laughing were no
more dominant than other conversations in the neighbourhood. Their yard was
maintained simitar to the properties in the neighbourhood, for example, the tawn
.was mowed on a regular basis. The 15 foot cedar frees that grow just on the
other side of our fence at the back of our yard, were trimmed on a regular basis.
On the other hand, the new owners have neglecfed their yard for more than 6
months. The lawn is no longer mowed on a regular basis and has grown to 3
feet tall. Prior to the meeting on July 13" they removed the lower branches of
the row of trees on the other side of our 6 foot fence to just above the fence so
this has diminished our privacy since you can now see between the trees above
our fence where the branches have been removed. In addition this has
diminished the effectiveness of the natural sound barrier that the tall row of trees
provided. To make matters even worse, the new owners have just left the large
branches in the yard where they have since turned orange in colour and this has
contribufed to their property being an eye-sore in the neighbourhood for several
months. Many of us go for walks throughout the neighbourhood and admire the
well-manicured yards and colourful flowers that are typical in our neighbourhood.
Residents take pride in the appearance of their yards. The property at 8851
Heather Street is an extreme exception. The building itself was essentially
stripped months ago and has since been abandoned. The yard is completely
neglected. '

5. Number of people The number of people they propose to occupy the premises
on a daily basis is excessive for our neighbourhood. To have 60 children, in
addition to the staff, as well as parents coming and going, defines this as an
institution. Itis c|early not another house in a residential neighbourhood if the
owner was proposing a family daycare in a house of similar size to the houses in
the neighbourhood, | am confident that this would be well received. There is
clearly no objection to children in the neighbourhood nor to a childcare facility.
However what they are proposing is to dominate the neighbourhood with an
oversized institution in an undersized yard that is overpopulated according to the
neighbourhood standards. This is completely inappropriate for the
nelghbourhood and unwelcomed
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6. Community Benefits | would like to refer to the Staff Report that was attached
to the Report to the Development Permit Panel from Brian J. Jackson, MCIP,
Director of Development, dated June 16, 2011. In the section on Community
Benefits, it is clear that the number of children proposed for the business at 8851
Heather Street far exceeds the humber of child care needs for toddler and 3-5
year oids in the Broadmoor area. As identified in the 2009-2016 Richmond Chiid
Care Needs Assessment and Strategy, the estimated additional child care
spaces needed by December 1, 2016 in the Broadmoor area are 23 spaces for
18 months to 2 years old and 9 spaces for 3-5 year olds. Itis extremely
objectionable that we should be subjected to a 60 child institution in our
neighbourhood when the anticipated needs of the entire Broadmoor area are met
by less than half the number of children proposed.

7. Dolphin Park | would fike to clarify again that to the east, across Heather Street
from 8851 Heather Street, is Dolphin Park, not Heather Park as has been
referred to on mare than one occasion during this permit application. In the Staff
Report that | referred to earlier, on the first page, in the section titled
“Background”, it again refers to the park as “the city-owned Heather
neighbourhood park, which contains a children’s playground, zoned School &
Institution Use (SI)". My husband and I went to Heather Park and discovered
that it had a much more substantial playground for children than Dolphin Park. |
would respectfully ask that this be looked into so that there is no :
misrepresentation of the facts when you consider this permit application. In
addition, | request that Vancouver Coastal Health also be informed that in fact it
is Dolphin Park, not Heather Park that is across the street.

8. Noise According to the staff report, “the proposai includes only 67% of the
outdoor play aréa requirement for 60 children” and the “outdoor children’s play
area is provided in the rear yard 212.9m2 (just on the other side of our fence)
and on the second floor deck (69.25 m2). According to the Staff Report dated
October 7", 2011, up to 24 children at a time will be scheduled to be in the
outside play area on site at a given time and the applicant is proposing to
schedule the use of the outdoor play area to meet the daily outdoor play needs of
each of the four child care rooms. This will have a significant negative impact on
our quiet neighbourhood on a daily basis.

Thank you for the opportunity to express my strong objections to having an institution
forced on our quiet residential neighbourhood. | ask you to reject this application.

Barbara Thomas-Bruzzese
8700 Dolphin Court, Richmond BC
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From: alicé chan [aIicechanBBQQ@Qmail.ch]
Sent: January 3, 2012 10:53 PM '
To: Johnson, Gail

Cc: Chak Au; Raj and Nina Johal, Amar Johal; chen; hsuhosen@gmail.com
Subject: 8851 Heather Street

Hello Gail,

My name is Alice Chan and I reside at 8871 Heather Street. At this point in time you may be aware that
8851 Heather Street's development has received much appeal from its neighbourhood, part of which I
have participated in; However, | would like to address a few points that have caught my attention as well
as others in the block. Firstly, the size of structure proposed on the lot of 8851 would be much too small
to house sixty children, and would potentially pose a fire hazard in certain circumstances as well as .
natural hazards in the event of any disaster. In addition, the lot would be also much too small to allow 30
parked cars, not to mention the already narrow road width, facing a deep ditch on the other side. '
Secondly, the design of the structure does not match the surrounding houses in the neighbourhood and
suggests a large balcony on the upper floor, facing the bedroom windows of 8871 (my home), With the

. significant amount of increased noise coming from the childcare institution alone, the children playing
on the balcony would render my home entirely emasculated of the privacy we had. No other house in the .
neighbourhood contains such a large balcony on the upper floor, there should be no reason for this
structure to possess such a large balcony that not only would not be entirely safe for children, but
bothersome for the surrounding environment, - :

I hope you wilt take our thoughts into consideration.

Regards,
Alice
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City of Richmond 11, 2012.

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

To: Council Members and Richmond Development Permit Panel

To Developrnent Permit Panel

Date: s I U« /7, 012
ftem # ) -
Re: LR /0 ~S 3750 F

Re: 8851 Heather Street — Development Permit 10-538908 (REDMS NO. 3360997)

Unfortunately | am unable to attend this hearing due to work related commitments.

/

The above proposed development is fora 60 child daycare center on Heather Street. | have attended

two public “hearings” {one at City Hall and the second sponscred by the Architect/Owner). Each time, |
presented a petition from citizens in the neighbourhood concerned with the safety, congestion,

location, size and appropriateness of a 60 chiid daycare center on a narrow street, To date the

~ fundamental issues around safety of residents, potential attendees and neighbourhood congestion have

not been adequately addressed.

The south end of Heather Street has deep ditches ¢n the east side with no parking and limited lighting
and sidewalks on the west side. The only “solutions” the City has come up with is to add DO NOT STOP
signs in front of the ditch and ask for our input on speed bumps to slow traffic down. 1 ask the Planning
department how do these “sofutions” solve the safety or congestion issues for us.

/A 60 child daycare will generate 120 car trips per day in one short block. Although this may not seem a
lot to you....it is considerable when you view the current traffic on our street and the fact that it will take
place in two 2 hour windows (am & pm). The previous users were a church that had functions mostly on
Sundays. This new development would change the entire make-up of the street. ‘

Parking will also be a major issue given the limited allocated parking spots for the day care, staff parking
needs, deliveries and parent drop off processing etc. This has the potential of causing traffic jams on a
small narrow street that has limited parking. What are the City’s plans to address this issue and what 3™
party independent studies have been conducted to ensure traffic flow is maintained. | suggest that the
City view the congestion on Bakerview Street in the evenings where this owner has a much smaller yet
similar operation. Magnify that 3 fold and coupled with no parking, no sidewalks, limited lighting, a '

narrow street and deep ditches and you have the making of a serious problem.

i

It has been most disheartening that the City feels compelied to force this development without fully -

considering the ramifications to those who would be most impacted on this street. It seems

every turn the Cit{f has refused to listen to the affected citizens:
* Inaction on safety and congestion concerns.
* Issue around large ditch, lighting, sidewalks still unaddressed.
* Notification of hearings/input to sefect homes only '




e Size of daycare. A 60 child day care is more a school than a day care center. Especially if the
owners plan on having after school care which will only add to the congestion etc.
¢ - Changing zoning to accommodate a developers _business case.

To be clear, the neighbourhood supports thé need for daycare centers. But only whenitis done
right....not a: -

* 60 child day care

» Narrow street with poor lighting and deep ditches

» Etc.

We ask the City to please reconsider this development and address the several issues above before
moving forward. We also ask that the Developer/Owner immediately erect a sign on the property -
advising of a potential 60 child day care. We ask given that there are 2 new homes right next door for
sale and it would be the on!y right thing to do to ensure potential buyers are aware of this
development. ' '

Thank you for your consideration in this matter.

Sincerely,

Amar Johal
8880 Heather Street
Richmond, BC
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Johnson, Gail

From: Amar Johal [amarjohal@shaw.ca]

Sent: © January 3, 2012 4:57 PM
To: Johnson, Gail
Subject: 8851 Heather Street Development Permit 10-538908 (REDMS NO. 3360997)

Attachments: 8851 Heather Strest.docx

Hi Gail, Sara Bady] had suggested we send you our concerns regarding the above as we will not be able
to attend the hearing.

Please see the attached.

CNCL-235
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Development Permit Panel
: . Meeting of Wednesday, January
Johnson, Gail 11, 2012.
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[To Davelopment Permit Panel

From: alice chan [alicechan8889@gmail.com]
Sent:  January 6, 2012 11:16 PM
~ Tos Johnson, Gail .
Cc: Chak Au; Raj and Nina Johal AmarJohaI chen
quject. 8851 Heather Street

Hello Gail,

Dﬁwjﬁgwy ZE% ﬁw I S
lom #
ézm/o S28708

- Sorry I have to write you a letter again, the reason is I'm having nightmares every night just thinking
about the childcare being possibly built beside my house. Having to think about the balcony on the side
of the bulldmg especially bothers me because it invades my family and my own privacy as it allows a
clear view of my family's daily activities and every actions. The possible establishment of the child care
is already a major interferenge to my family's life and our neighborhood, but having the balcony on the _
side peering into my house makes me even more agitated, uneasy and upset. Therefore, I would like you
to-know that the child care issue is already greatly impacting my life right now, thus I do not want to
imagine how inconvenient and horrible it will be if it is established.

Thank you for your attention!
Alice Chan

Ao A b A




City of |
Richmond | Minutes

Development Permit Panel

Wednesday, December 14, 2011

Time: 3:30 p.m.
Place: ' Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall
Present: - Joe Erceg, Chair .
Dave Semple, General Manager, Parks and Recreation ' ;

Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning

The meeting was called to order at 3:30 p.m.

1. Minutes

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Development Permit Panel held on Wednesday,
November 30, 2011, be adopted.

CARRIED

2, Developmént Permit 11-584010
(File Ref. No.: DP 11-584010) (REDMS No, 3353542)

APPLICANT: | Fairborne Homes Ltd.
PROPERTY LOCATION: 6180, 6280 and 6300 No, 3 Road
"INTENT OF PERMIT:

1. Permit the construction of a mixed-use commercial and residential development -
with a net floor area of 30,208 m? (325,156 ft*) including 2,178 m? (23,444 ft?) of
commercial floor space and 28,030 m? (301,712 ft?) of residential floor space at
6180, 6280 and 6300 No. 3 Road on a site zoned Downtown Commercial (CDT1).

2. Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:

a) permit the residential vehicle parking requirement to be 1.0 parking stall per
dwelling unit as per the City Centre Zone 1 Bylaw Parking intended to support
Transit-Oriented Development (TOD) in close proximity to a rapid transit
station.
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3430850

Applicant’'s Comments

Alan Whitchelo, Development Manager, Fairborne Homes Limited, Vancouver,
introduced Martin Bruckner, Architect, IBI/HP Architects, Vancouver, and advised that
Mr. Bruckner, along with Peter Kreuk, Landscape Architect, of Durante Kreuk Ltd., of
Vancouver, would describe the project.

Mr. Bruckner provided the following details:

the site on No. 3 Road, near Saba Road in the City Centre, includes two east/west
oriented lots, with separation of the north residential tower from the south
residential tower achieved by a centre courtyard;

the southwest corner of the south tower overhangs the future sidewalk of the future
bus mall, just south of the subject site;

when the proposed development was presented to the City’s Advisory Design
Panel, the north and south towers were strictly parallelo one another, but since that
presentation the design team has worked to ameliorate the parallel nature by
slightly splaying the south tower outward;:

fagade articulation has been improved by taking the balconies facing west onto the
courtyard, and angling them slightly west, rather than focusing them directly facing
the units across the courtyard, thereby giving the balconles some architectural
drama;

the elenients that comprise the massing on the site respect the buildings that already
surround the site, including the residential buildings to the east of the subject site;
those occupants are able to enjoy views across the proposed development’s
courtyard element, in the gap between the proposed residential towers;

the design gives the proposed buildings a distinctive image, in an inferesting
arrangement;

blue glass is paired with clear glass to accentuate the various parts of the proposed
development, with spandrel glass utilized at random;

elements of the north tower have been cantilevered over the Canada Line station to
provide visual drama,;

the angular pieces of the proposed development may appear to be different, but
their relationship to one another provides a theme, and this relationship is used to
break down the massing into seemingly smaller pieces;

high—quality building material has been chosen, and includes fritted glass on the
bank building at the base of the south tower, and transparent spandrel glass;

spandrel glass colours are green and white silver;

there is less exposed concrete than is featured in other developments, and instead,
metal cladding is predominant on the structures’ exterior, with some painted
concrete;
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the concrete in the location of the elevator at the core of the proposed development
is a distinctive colour;

the Canada Line station rises four storeys;

public art will be featured on the west wall of the parkade, as well as at the end of

‘the Canada Line elevated guideway.

Mr. Kreuk provided the following information regarding the landscaping scheme:

the landscaping scheme can be divided between what happens on the ground plane,
and what happens on the roof deck of the courtyard;

the ground plane is oriented toward public transportation elements, including the
Canada Line station plaza with decorative pedestrian paving, plus high quality
landscaping as two components of the 1mprovements planned for the No. 3 Road
frontage;

in addition, more pedestrian friendly grades will be developed, and these grade
improvements will stretch across to the future bus mall,

the lobby entrance to the north tower is located under the No, 3 Road Canada Line
guideway and its design includes a water feature;

the other lobby entrance is located off the mews, a wide walkway that-is located at

the north-south lane connecting with Saba Road;

the interface with the future bus mall features benches and a variety of planted
materials; these features are continued around the footprint of the proposed
development, creating a feel of urban fabric;

on the fourth and ninth floors are common roof decks for residents, and an urban
agriculture space is proposed for the ninth level of the north tower, a space that

- captures morning and afternoon sun;

these common areas create opportunities for social gathermgs, for children to play,

~and for gardening activities; and

the planting materials are low-Water demanding plants that prov1de seasonal
interest,

Mr. Bruckner added the following two details:

the applicant’s preliminary Public Art.Plan includes over $200,000 for a public art
contribution; and

each residential unit has a balcony, except those units on the south side,
overlooking the future bus mall. Residents in south facing units can open their patio

door, to achieve a feeling of ‘outside’, though they do not have a balcony.

Panel Discussion

Discussion ensued between the architect and landscape architect and the Panel, with the
following information provided in response to queries:
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. an acoustic report will provide advice regarding appropriate glazing and patio
doors, to ensure that CMHC standards for sound proofing are achieved, for noise
attenuation; :

* residential units start at the fourth storey, and the distance from the street, as well as
the type of glazing, provides protection from street sounds; :

N bearing in mind the City’s no pesticide policy, clean plant material has been
' chosen, manufactured soil is used, and proper air circulation and flow has been
designed; : -

N raised planting beds are a featire of the ninth storey roof, with terraced areas, a
trellis, benches and other elements; )

. a liveable interface with the adjacent residential properties is achieved with the

required separation;

. the chosen building form of two separate residential blocks with a lower connecting
element provides the least disruption and the least impact for those who already live
in surrounding towers; and '

. it is inevitable that as the City Cenire is built out, there will be some impact on the
views of City Centre residents.

Staff Commenté

Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development, acknowledged the teamwork of City staff and
the architectural design team that resulted in a project with a unique design. He noted that
the applicant had to balance the City’s objectives for the public transit terminus station,
with the needs of the Fairborne Homes, the Scotiabank and TransLink.

Mr, Jackson stated that the ground plane improvements would provide enhanced
amenities to the general public, and especially in front of the Canada Line station, by
changing from concrete to decorative pedestrian paving material, thereby improving the
public realm. '

Connectivity between the Canada Line station and the bus mall will be enhanced, and
pedestrian flow improved. There is at present strong physical separation between the
station and the bus stops, but this will be addressed in a significant way,

With regard to the requested variance, Mr. Jackson advised that by reducing the parking
requirement to one parking stall per dwelling unit, this proposed development is equal to
the City Centre Zone 1 parking rate, which is applied to most sites in close proximity to
Canada Line stations. '

The application was considered favourably by the City’s Director of Transportation
especially in light of such positive benefits as electrical outlets for cars, 10 bike lockers
and 20 bike racks for Canada Line riders,

Mr. Jackson stated that, given the transportation measures proposed by the applicant, staff
was in support of the application, and the requested parking variance.
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Panel Discussion

In response to a query from the Chair, Victor Wei, Director of Transportatioh confirmed
that the requested parking variance falls within the scope of the City Centre Area Plan,

In response to a second query from the Chair, Mr. Wei advised that “Class 1” bike parking
spots are located indoors and are secure, and “Class 2” bike parking spaces are located
outdoors and are unsecured.

Gallery Comments

Thomas Tam, 8100 Saba Road, expressed concern regarding the alley that is beside the
entrance to HSBC Bank on Saba Road, and the bottleneck that is created when drivers
wait in their cars at the entrance to the alley, He noted that his residential tower has 248
units, with occupants owning at least 200 cars, and that this number of cars, plus the cars
of banking customers, lead to problems in the alley.

Mr. Wei advised that planned improvements to the lane include widening it, and the
addition of a walkway for pedestrians. He noted that the traffic consultant hired by the
applicant had studied the situation, and that the City had reviewed the consultant’s results,
and that it was determined that the proposed development would have a minimal impact
on the alley, and that, with the planned improvements, it was capable of handling future
traffic,

Mr. Wei added that, as part of the proposed development, traffic signalization would
create a gap between No. 3 Road and Buswell Street that will enhance flow in and out of
the lane.

Correspondence

None.

Panel Discussion

The Panel acknowledged (i) the appeal of the landscaped areas, (ii) as well as the overall
atténtion to detail, and (iii) the positive way in which the applicant handled the density on
the site. '

Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded '
That a Development Permit be issued which would:

1. Permit the construction of a mixed-use commercial and residential development
with a net floor area of 30,208 m? (325,156 ft*) including 2,178 m? (23,444 ft)) of
commercial floor space and 28,030 m? (301,712 ft°) of residential floor space at
6180, 6280 and 6300 No. 3 Read on a site zoned Downtown Commercial (CDTI).

2, Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bﬂaw 8500 to:
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d) permit the residential vehicle parking requirement to be 1.0 parking stall per
dwelling unit as per the City Centre Zone 1 Bylaw Parking intended (o
support. Trausit-Oriented Development (TOD) in close proximity to a rapid

transit station.
CARRIED
3. New Business
4, Date Of Next Meeting: Wednesday, Jarnuary 11, 2012

5. Adjournment

It was moved and seconded

That the meeting be adjourned at 4:01 p.m.

| ' CARRIED .

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the
Development Permit Panel of the Council
of the City of Richmond held on
Wednesday, December 14, 2011.

Joe Erceg | Shéila Johnston
Chair Committee Clerk
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City of

2 Richmond Report to Council
To: ~ Richmond City Council Date:  January 18, 2012
From: Joe Erceg, MCIP File: 0100-20-DPER1

Chair, Development Permit Panel

Re: Development Permit Panel Meetings Held on January 11, 2012,
November 30, 2011, July 27, 2011, and July 13, 2011

Panel Recommendation

That the recommendations of the Panel to authorize the issuance of:
i) a Development Permit (DP 10-545704) for the property at 7900 Bennett Road; and
ii) a Development Permit (DP 10-538908) for the property at 8851 Heather Street;

be endorsed, and the Permits so 1ssued.

oe Erceg, MCIP
Chair, Developmeit Permit Panel

SB:blg
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Panel Report

The Development Permit Panel considered the following item at its meetings held on
January 11, 2012, November 30, 2011, July 27,2011, and July 13, 2011,

DP 10-545704 - CHEN DESIGN STUDIO — 7900 BENNETT ROAD
(January 11, 2012 and July 27, 2011)

The Panel considered an application to permit the construction of two (2) duplexes on a site zoned
“Infill Residential (R12)”. Variances are included in the proposal for a projection beyond the
vertical height envelope. '

Designer, Xi Chen, Chen Design Studio, provided a brief presentation, including:

¢ The subject site would be subdivided with a two-unit duplex building on each lot;

¢ Architectural form and character is similar to adjacent single-family, duplex, and two-storey
townhouse residences;

¢ Aging-in-place features are provided in all units, and the rear “B” units will be convertible, with
widened doors, stairs and corridors, framing and electrical elements for a future stair lift, and a
convertible washroom; and

¢ Sustainability features include permeable pavers, low flow fixtures and faucets, water efficient
appliances, and dual flush toilets, electrical lighting motion sensors and timers in the public area,
low-E glazing, as are low emitting materials, and operable windows.

Staff advised that the unique zone “Infill Residential” was created specifically for the
Atchison Road/Bennett Road area; the zone has no requirement for a communal outdoor amenity
space, and the design scheme includes attached garages with additional parking off the lane.

McBumey Drive resident, Mr. Bob Hatrison, addressed the Panel with the concern that a 3;30 p.m.
start time for a Panel meeting was inconvenient for some residents.

No public correspondence was received regarding the application.
In response to Panel discussion, Ms, Chen and Landscape Architect, Mr. Masa Ito, of Ito and
Associates, Landscape Architects, advised that:

¢ The zoning requirement of 0.5 parking spaces per bedroom, or three (3) spaces per lo, is
achieved;

¢ Rear lane access is provided from Acheson Road, with parking and garages in the rear;
o The landscape scheme includes a patio space at the front of each unit and street trees; and

e Anopen arbour denotes the main entrance to the site.

Discussion ensued between the Panel and Mr. Tto regarding:

e All parking is at the rear of the subject site, and a pathway in the centre of the site features some
low landscaping to soften the edges;
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¢ The fence could be moved further north, to allow additional landscaping elements; and
¢ No outdoor amenity space is provided on site, but the project is located close to the City’s
Brighouse Park, an area that offers outdoor space.

Discussion continued with the Panel questioning the appropriateness of: (i} perimeter fencing as a
solution to adjacency issues; (ii) a lack of outdoor space; (iii) reliance on Brighouse Park for
outdoor activity for children; (iv) questionable safety for children accessing Brighouse Park; and
(v} the general lack of quiet outdoor space on the subject site.

In response to a query from the Chair, staff advised that if the applicant moved the garages
northward without land dedication, vehicles might have a problem manoeuvring onto the half lane.
The Panel referred the application back to staff for further examination of:

i. The landscaping scheme;

ii. Presentation to the lane;

iil. Access to the site;

iv. On-site parking; and

v. Provision of useable outdoor space for each unit.

At the Panel meeting on January 11, 2012, Designer, Xi Chen, of Chen Design Studio, advised that
the following revisions to the development had been made:

e The garages have been detached from the principal building to create more amenity space, and
shifted to improve access;

e A lattice fence had been developed to make the amenity space more open and more useable by
residents; and

¢ Revisions have been made to the landscaping scheme by making more planting area available.
In response to the Chair’s question, the applicant confirmed that the garages are now detached, not
attached to residential units, so that each residential unit now had a rear yard space.,

Staff advised that the rear residential units previously had no private amenity space, that the
applicant has addressed this issue, and now each rear unit includes a private amenity space. In
addition, there is a small communal amenity space with a sandbox, and permeable paving in the
driveway enhances the appearance of the development.

In response to the Chair’s query regarding vehicles turning in the lane, staff confirmed that the
turning template is large enough for drivers to make turns.

Public correépondence was received regarding the application from Salt Spring Island residents in
favour of the proposed development and requesting upgrades to the sidewalks on Bennett Road.

The Panel expressed appreciation to the applicant for the changes made to the design scheme.

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued.
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DP 10-538908 — DOUG MASSIE, ARCHITECT OF CHERCOVER MASSIE & ASSOCIATES LTD.
— 8851 HEATHER STREET
(January 11, 2012, November 30, 2011, and July 13, 2011)

The Panel considered an application to permit the construction of a two-storey daycare building for

approximately 60 children on a site zoned Assembly (ASY), Variances are included in the proposal
for reduced side yard setbacks, reduced parking setback from a public road, and to allow 54% small
car parking spaces (8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces).

At the July 13, 2011 Panel meeting, Architect, Mr, Doug Massie, of Chercover Massie &
Associates Architecture and Engineering, and Landscape Architect, Mr, Mark Van Der Zalm,
provided a brief presentation, including the following:

¢ The youngest children are located on the ground floor, older children on the second floor;

¢ Building materials include brick and stucco, and colours include sand, grey, white and brown;
o The landscape design combines sustainability, privacy, and a play area in the rear yard;

o The surface parking area has permeable pavers and screening with planting, trees and hedges;

e The children’s play area in the rear yard is fully enclosed with a solid wood fence and lockable
- gates; it is meant to be an “adventure” area with; (i) a small hill; (ii) a lawn space for play;
(iii) an open play area featuring rubber paving; and (iv) a wooden deck; and

s Two (2) poor condition trees will be removed and one (1) Japanese Maple tree will be retained.

Staff supports the application, and requested variances, and advised:
e With input from staff and the Advisory Design Panel, the building is residential in character;
o The requested reduced interior side yard is similar to the side yard for single-family homes;

o The requests to reduce the minimum public road parking setback and to permit small car
parking spaces are not related to the proposed building, but to parking;

¢ The reduced landscape width along Heather Street was sufficient to provide screening; and

e The allowance of small car parking spaces would: (i) ensure that on-site manoeuvrability is not
compromised; and (ii) provide enough spaces on site to avoid queuing of cars or parking along
Heather Street as parents/guardians dropped off, and picked up children.

Heather Street resident, Mr. Raj Johal, addressed the Panel, submitted (i) a letter, (ii) a petition and
(iii) photographs, and spoke in opposition to the proposal, including:

¢ A daycare would increase Heather Street traffic, congestion, and create safety concerns;

e Safety concerns of cars backing out onto the road and blocking traffic;

¢ The deep ditch at Dolphin Park limits two-way traffic, and a car or child may fall in;

¢ Dolphin Park is a small park that would have problems if another 60 children played there;

¢ Sidewalk is only provided half of the west side of Heather Street with limited street lighting;

e The quiet single-family neighbourhood would be negatively impacted by the childcare facility;
CNCL-246
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)

¢ Potential traffic calming measures would not address the fundamental safety problems; and

e What kind of parking would occur along the sireet.

Dolphin Court neighbour, Ms. Barbara Thomas-Bruzzese, submitted a letter, and spoke in
opposition to the proposal, including;

e [t was not in the best interest of children to build a child care facility on a street with a ditch;
¢ The vacant church was small, and the site is not appropriate for a daycare for up to 60 children;
¢ The facility owners should not use a City park for a large day care group; and

¢ With the ditch, Heather Street is adequate for one (1) vehicle, not for two-way traffic.
Public correspondence was received regarding the application.
'The Chair advised that the project meets the Assembly zoning designation of the subject site.

In response Panel querics, Mr. Massie advised:

* The new neighbouring houses feature few side widows, ensuring minimal impact;

o There is no ovetrlook issue with limited balcony access, and minimal overlook from the deck;
o There will be no change in grade to the north and south lots, which are both higher;

e The new street light on Heather Street will be retained, but relocated slightly;

o The building was specifically designed to equal the scale of other buildings in the area;

o The daycare, on St. Alban’s Road, has more children, similar parking, and no street parking;
e Daycare hours are from 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.;

» The garbage and recycling enclosure is at the south side of the building, with weekly private
collection, probably on Saturday to avoid cars parked on site; and

o The Vancouver Coastal Health Community Care Facility Licensing office (CCFL) has reviewed
the applicant’s plans; has had only one or two comments for the applicant, and the interior space
exceeds the CCFL requirement and incorporates a music room.

In response, staff advised:

o Parking on-site meets the bylaw requirement, the parking design is intended to prevent vehicles
from backing out onto the street; parents are required to park and enter the building;

o Transportation staff is aware of the traffic speeding concern, and a traffic calming survey will
occur during 201 1; and measures may be implemented depending on the outcome;

¢ Transportation staff is comfortable with the size and characteristics of the parking area;
e The adjacent roadway system has the capacity to accommodate the additional traffic;

e The City ultimately plans for a continuous sidewalk to Francis Road with future development,
and new sidewalk was constructed through recent rezoning of the property to the south; and
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¢ Extending the sidewalk on the east side of the street adjacent to Dolphin Park would need to be
included in the list of annual capital projects.

Discussion ensued among the Panel members, including the following:

* Many questions had been raised; and although staff had investigated the parking, traffic, and
safety issues, further consultation with the community was warranted;

» Issues such as: (i) adequacy of the parking plan; (ii) vehicles having to back in/back out; and
(iii) accessing Dolphin Park across the road, would benefit from further examination;

e City parks, including small ones, are available to everyone, including daycares; and

¢ Good work had been done, and the project was worth additional work.

The Panel decided that the Development Permit application be referred back to staff for further:
(a) Consultation with residents of the neighbourhood; and

(b) Examination of on-site parking/manoeuvring and pedestrian/vehicle traffic on Heather Street.

At the November 30, 2011 Panel meeting, Mr. Massie provided a brief presentation, including:
¢ The applicant hosted an Open House meeting attended by seven (7) neighbourhood residents;

e The zoning is intended for larger sites and will not accommodate a building; the request to vary
the interior side yard is to enable the site to accommodate a building;

e The request to reduce the minimum public road parking setback is to provide the required
parking spaces and to accommodate screening landscape elements to be neighbour-friendly;

¢ From experience with three (3) daycares in Richmond and parking accumulation; the parking
area configuration and vehicle traffic flow for the Heather Street facility will work well; and

¢ Unlike preschools where there is congestion, typically, arrival and departure for a childcare
facility are spread over a two-hour period, such as 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m. for drop off, and
3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. for pick up; so the number of cars should not create a major problem.

Staff supports the application and the requested variances, and advised that:

o If this was single-family development, a larger floor area would be allowed on the subject site,
and that the site provides the potential for two (2) residences, each of them large;

» The applicant had addressed Panel’s request for consultation with neighbourhood;

¢ Inresponse to Panel’s request for an examination of on-site parking and manoeuvring, as well
as pedestrian and vehicle traffic on Heather Street, the subsequent Staff Report advises that
parking is adequate, and the surface parking area allows for manoeuvring by vehicles.

Heather Street resident, Mr. Raj Johal, addressed the Panel, submitted a copy of a letter dated
July 7, 2011, including a petition and photographs, and spoke in opposition to the proposal,
including:

¢ The building is too big and would impact the liveability of neighbourhood,
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o Heather Street is too narrow and should be a one-way street or no street parking at any time;

¢ The former church was used one (1} day a week, but a childcare centre is used five (5) days a
week;

e The ditch s a safety hazard, not appropriate at a park, and neighbours want it covered; and
o The applicant’s request for variances imposes on the neighbour to the south of the subject site.
A resident of Dolphin Avenue addressed the Panel and spoke in opposition to the application, due to

traffic concern along Dolphin Avenue and Heather Street, a request for one-way sfreets in the
neighbourhood, and that a child care facility for 60 children is too big.

Public correspondence was received regarding the application. Staff noted that the correspondents
expressed concern regarding: (i) the narrowness of Heather Street; (ii) the danger of the ditch along
Heather Street; (iii) insufficient parking spaces for the proposed facﬂlty, and (iv) the effect of a
noisy child care facility of a quiet neighbourhood.

In response to Panel queries, Mr. Massie and Mr. Singh provided the following information:

o The 15 parking spaces meet the bylaw requirements; his experience is that staff use public
transit, or carpool, and arrival times vary, so 15 spaces is likely more than enough;

¢ At the Open House meeting, neighbourhood residents were concerned about: (i) Heather Street
traffic issues; (ii} changes to the neighbourhood; (iii) the open ditch; and (iv} privacy issues;

e To address privacy, glazed panels were added to the balcony rail to provide sound proofing;
¢ The facility accommodates 36 toddlers (1 to 3 years old), and 24 children (3 to 5 years old);

e The landscape design changes include: (i) increased amount of a retained hedge; and (ii) hedge
infill with a lattice and climbing plants, adding privacy and some sound proofing;

o The size of the proposed building would be roughly the same as a single~-family home;
e There are north-facing windows, but they are not aligned with the neighbours windows;

o The surface parking area would be surrounded with six (6) shade trees, hedges, shrubs and a
bioswale to help with on-site water detention;

e  On the north side of the proposed building a gravel base was proposed with no access, and on
the south side of the proposed building, no landscaping elements are proposed; and

e Lattice with vine planting could be added to the fence to provide buffering in the reduced side
yards; there may be room for a narrow Evergreen; and the south side yard would need openings
for gates and accessibility.

In response to the concerns expressed, Transportation and Planning staff advised:

¢ A licensed childcare facility falls under Provincial legislation, does not qualify as a school, and
the proposal fits within the existing zoning;

e Transportation staff will conduct a survey in the neighbourhood in December, 2011, and if
supported by the neighbourhood, traffic calming measures will be implemented in 2012;
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s A speed survey conducted in April, 2010, confirmed that speeds on Heather Street exceeded the
posted speed limit, and that traffic calming measures could remedy the situation;

o The applicant will complete their fronting sidewalk, to connect to the existing sidewalk;
¢ On-street parking in front of the subject site is limited due to driveways and fire hydrants;

» There is sufficient space for two (2) cars to pass on Heather Street, but where there are parked
cars on the shoulder, room is limited; and

» “No Stopping” signs will be added along the east side of Heather Street. Transportation staff
will monitor the need for additional signage along the Heather Street frontage.

The Chair stated that he supports the application, but that prior to the application going forward to a
future Council meeting, the applicant should address the side yards, with a combination of structure,
plantings, vertical elements, and ensure that the changes meet staff’s satisfaction.

Subsequent to the Panel meeting, the applicant revised the landscape design to include a
combination of narrow hedge planting, trellis structures and vine planting to provide screening in
the north and south side yards.

The Panel recommended that the Permit be issued.

At the Council meeting of December 19, 2011, Council carried the resolution that the Development
Permit be referred back to the Development Permit Panel. At the Council meeting, there was a brief
discussion about concerns expressed by residents on Heather Street related to the form and character
of the proposal, traffic in the area, and consultation.

At the January 11, 2012 Development Permit Panel meeting, Mr, Massie and Mr. Singh provided a
brief presentation, including;

» Neighbour concerns regarding traffic, the lack of sidewalks and the ditch on Heather Street are
items beyond the responsibility of the applicant, who has no way of responding to these matters;

e As atypical Richmond street, Heather Street can handle many more cars than it does at present,
None of the other daycare centres designed by the firm have created traffic issues, and the
volume of cars for the childcare facility will have minimal impact on Heather Street traffic;

o The number of parking spaces meets the City’s zoning bylaw requirement, a variance is
requested to allow small car stalls, which is the reason behind the request for the variance;

o The proposed building has been designed to meet Provincial standards for childcare facilities.
The proposed design has been reviewed by Vancouver Coastal Health Community Care
Facilities Licensing (CCFL), and meets their criteria to obtain a license to provide child care in
the proposed building;

¢ The proposed daycare is a business operation, with no subsidy or funding available from
government, and, due to the demand for the service and the demand for quality care, suitable
expetienced staff must be engaged for the facility. Operators of childcare facilities do not get
rich by providing this necessary service;

o Exterior lighting will not project light past the propetty lines at 8851 Heather Street;
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¢ Regarding the issue of fire hazard, raised by a neighbour, no fire hazard is posed by this project;
a fire sprinkler system and a fire alarm system will provide more fire protection to the proposed
building than a typical residential home, and the proposed building is designed to meet the
current B.C. Building Code, which requires adequate exit facilities. There are no activities that
will create a fire hazard;

* The south side deck provides open area for quiet circle-type play and instruction. Active play
will occur in the back yard, or in Dolphin Park. The deck features a 5 ft. high metal guard rail
with frosted safety glass, which will prevent overlook from the deck and will contain noise;

e There are no windows on the upper floor which overlook the neighbour to the south because of;
(1) the high rail on the deck; and (ii) the distance back from the property line. There are no
windows at ground level and there is a 6 ft. high fence on the property line;

e Additional Cedar hedging is proposed along portions of the north and south property lines;
o Trellis with Evergreen vine planting will fill in gaps in the hedge on top of the fence; and

e Over time, the Cedar hedges will grow higher than the fence, and will provide noise mitigation.

Staff advised that:

» Concerns raised by the neighbourhood, regarding traffic, parking, and safety issues, were taken
very seriously;

e  With single-family redevelopment, it is possible that a larger building area would be allowed;

e The requested 1.2 m minimum interior side yard setback variance is identical to the minimum-
setback acceptable for a single-family residence. The Assembly Zone applies to larger lots, and
any assembly use on small lots requires a variance.

Heather Street resident, Mr, Raj Johal, who had also submitted a letter, addressed the Panel in
opposition to the proposed development. Mr. Johal requested “No Stopping” signs be installed in
front of the subject site to avoid parents parking on the road. Mr. Johal expressed the concerns that
the proposed use was a commercial school, the required side yard setback was 7.5 m, and a
compromise would be 3 m,

Dolphin Court neighbour, Ms. Barbara Thomas-Bruzzese, submitted a letter, submitted
photographs, and addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed development with the following
concerns: (i) the site is not large enough for the proposal; (ii) the building is too large for the street;
(iii) Heather Street is natrow, has a ditch, and limited parking; (iv) the yard has been neglected and
the building has been stripped; (v) the number of people; (vi) the proposed childcare spaces exceeds
the need in the Broadmoor Area; (vii) Dolphin Park has been incorrectly referred to as

Heather Park; and (viii) noise,

Mr, Donald Lee addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed development on behalf of
Heather Street neighbour Ms, Alice Chan, who had also submitted two letters. Mr. Lee listed the
following concerns: (i) road safety; (ii) ineffectiveness of road signage; (iii) drivers backing out of
site and blocking traffic; (iv) noise from children and vehicles; (v) upper floor balcony facing the
neighbour’s bedrooms; and (vi) low demand for a childcare facility in the area.
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Heather Street resident, Mr. Lorne Soo, addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed
development with concerns regarding increased traffic and the progress of the application in light of
the neighbours’ concerns.

Heather Street resident, Ms. Christine Tu, addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed
development with concerns regarding: (i) narrowness of the street; (if) lack of sidewalks along both
sides; (iii) the open ditch; (iv) the area is not safe for children; (v) parents parking in front of homes;
(vi) traffic delays to the resident rnorning commute; and (vii) noise.

Heather Street neighbour, Ms. Lisa Chan, addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed
development with concerns regarding: (i) the building and outdoor play space were too small for the
children; (ii) noise; (iii) the weather was rainy, cloudy and cool; (iv) the open ditch and black ice.

Heather Street resident, Ms. Linda Chen, addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed
development with concerns regarding inadequate parking provision.

A Heather Street resident addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed development with
concerns regarding the petition submitted in July, 201 1and inadequate signage on the subject site,

Heather Street resident, Mr. Miao, addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed development
with concerns regarding: (i) noise; (ii) traffic issues; and (iii) parking issues.

Heather Street resident, Mr. Dave Hay, addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed
development with concerns regarding; (i) lack of parking; (ii) parking lot design and drivers backing
out onto the road; (iii) open ditch; and (iv) the viability of Cedar hedging in the side yards.

Heather Street resident, Mr, Chen, addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed development
with concern that the road shoulder tumns soft in the rain, and cars could slide into the ditch.

Dolphin Court neighbour, Mr. Jim Bruzzese, addressed the Panel in opposition to the proposed
development with concerns regarding: (i) noise mitigation at the rear of the subject site; (ii) what
would happen if his fence at the rear of the subject site were damaged; and (iii) parents parking and
leaving their cars unattended and idling along Heather Sireet.

Public correspondence was received regarding the application.

Discussion ensued among Panel members, Mr. Massie and Mr Singh, and the following advice was
provided:

¢ The daycare balcony guardrail is required to be 5 ft. feet high;

¢ To ensure that children are contained safely on the property: (i) the play area is located at the
rear and is contained with fencing and gates; (ii) children are under parents’ care at the front of
the building; and (iii) there are gates at the top and bottom of the deck area;

¢ Parents dropping off children would do so on weekdays only, not on weekends, by parking on-
site and escorting the children into the building;

* Nine (9) parking spaces were provided for the 12 teachers, which meets the City’s and the
CCFL.’s requirements;
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e The selected species of Cedar would grow well, with pruning maintenance, in a confined space;

¢ The play area in the rear was designed to absorb sound with (i) a soft play area surface; (ii) a
grassed play area; and (iii) new ground cover planting along the current hedge;

¢ The existing hedge would be retained, the lower portion of the hedge has been trimmed, and a
variety of ground cover elements would be added along the base of the hedge; and

¢ The informational signage was installed on the site, had gone missing, and was replaced.

In response to the Panel discussion, Transpoftation staff advised:

¢ In December 2011, Transportation staff sent a traffic survey to 19 homes in the neighbourhood,
asking whether residents were in favour of speed humps as a traffic calming measure. Survey
respondents have until Friday, January 20, 2012 to submit responses, and staff will report on the
outcome to Council at the Monday, January 23, 2012 Council meeting;

o Parking is permitted on Heather Street, but that there is very little opportunity to park due to:
(i) “No Parking” signs on the east side of the street, where the open ditch is located; (ii)
driveways; (iii} fire hydrants; and (iv) required clearance from intersections;

s Ifthey alternate, cars going in opposite directions can pass with cars parked on Heather Street;
and

o Staff would look into the idea of “No Stopping” signage on Heather Street to discourage parents
from parking on the street.
In response to Chair queries, staff advised that:

o A sign was installed that provided information regarding the Development Permit application.
The site was zoned “Assembly”, and no rezoning was necessary for this application; and

e The request for a parking variance is to increase the number of small parking spaces on the site.

The Chair advised that:

e Photographs indicated that recent pruning had exposed gaps in the hedge. He suggested that the
hedge not be pruned any further, and landscaping elements_ be selected to fill in the gaps;

e The project was contentious, but the mandate of the Development Permit Panel is to examine
building form and character, not zoning issues. A childcare facility is a permitted use on the
site, and that if the requested variances were rejected, the applicant could still apply for and
pursue a childcare facility for the site; and

¢ The applicant had taken steps to mitigate the impact of the proposed facility.

The Panel advised that:

e They supported the idea to have “No Stopping” signage on Heather Street in order to discourage
parents of children from dropping off their children anywhere other than on the subject site;

¢ No further pruning of the existing hedges take place;

o Communication with neighbours was important;
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The applicant should address the sensitivity of the neighbourhood,

~Transportation staff would be engaged in the traffic issues; and

The applicant should immediately clean up the subject site.

The Panel decided that it recommended that the Permit be issued after such time as the following
conditions be completed before the Development Permit proceed to a meeting of City Council:

The applicant clean up the site;

The City’s Transportation Department staff review and confirm that the suggested
“No Stopping” signage can be installed on Heather Street; and

The City’s traffic survey results in the Heather Street neighbourhood be made available to
Council.

Subsequent to the Panel meeting:

An unknown individual illegally dumped what appeared to be truckloads of construction debris
onto the subject site; '

The owner cleaned up the site, including the illegally dumped debris, secured the abandoned
building; installed security fencing along the Heather Street frontage, and installed a new
replacement sign with information regarding the Development Permit application; and

Transportation staff confirmed that the suggested “No Stopping” signage will be installed on
Heather Street; and

Transportation staff will provide the survey results at the January 23, 2012 Council meeting,

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued.
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Agenda

Pg. #

GP-3

GP-13

ITEM

1.

General Purposes Committee

Anderson Room, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Monday, January 16, 2012
4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes
Committee held on Monday, December 12, 2011.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

VANCOUVER AIRPORT FUEL DELIVERY PROJECT -

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT UPDATE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3437242)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page GP-13 of the General Purposes agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Cecilia Achiam

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

(1) That having reviewed the Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery (VAFD)
proposed Highway 99 Addendum pipeline route option, the City
reiterate its position by stating that City Council continues to be
opposed to the transportation of jet fuel on any arm of the Fraser
River;

(2) That the City continue to participate in the EAO and Oil and Gas
Commission processes; and
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General Purposes Committee Agenda — Monday, January 16, 2012

Pg. #

GP-35

3442856

ITEM

2.

(3) That the City engage with the provincial Ministry of Transportation
on the review of issues related to the Highway 99 route proposal.

PROJECT DEVELOPMENT & FACILITY MANAGEMENT
DEPARTMENT

RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL - LEGACY CONVERSION UPDATE
(File Ref. No. 06-2050-20-RO0/Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3420098 v.3)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page GP-35 of the General Purposes agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Greg Scott

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the adjustment of the remaining legacy conversion projects and
funding as outlined in the staff report entitled “Richmond Olympic Oval —
Legacy Conversion Update” dated January 13, 2012, by the Director,
Project Development, be approved.

ADJOURNMENT
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, December 12, 2011

BUSINESS & FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT

ROKAPA MANAGEMENT LTD., DOING BUSINESS AS WELL PUB
6511 BUSWELL STREET RE-LOCATION OF LIQUOR PRIMARY
LICENCE

(File Ref. No, 12-8275-05/2011-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3405681)

Glenn McLaughlin, Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager, advised that
the City provides comments to the Provincial Liquor Control and Licensing
Branch (LCLB) on noise, traffic and community impact, however there will
not be such an impact from the relocation the existing Liquor Primary License
Area to another area within the same premises.

A discussion ensued about:

= the history of the establishment’s business license applications, and
whether it would be appropriate for the City to provide comments;

= the pub’s interior physical set up and additional seating in the Food
Primary area;

= the LCLB regulation which stipulates that an establishment may have one
liquor license for each retail store; and

®  whether it is acceptable to move the Well Pub in Legends to an area of
dormant space within the establishment.

Staff was requested to provide further information on the rules and regulations
related to the matter as well as concerns related to the relocation of the Well
Pub within the premises and any related community impact.

It was moved and seconded

That the liquor license amendment application submitted by Rokapa
Management Ltd., doing business as Well Pub, to re-locate their liquor
primary licensed area within the premises, be referred back to staff to
provide further information on the details regarding having one pub with
two liquor licenses with a dormant seating area and whether the application
would have any impact on the community.

The question on the motion was not called, as discussion ensued about the
application of LCLB rules in relation to the establishment’s specific scenario.

The question on the motion was then called, and it was CARRIED.

N
(%]

GP



General Purposes Committee
Monday, December 12, 2011

CORPORATE SERVICES DEPARTMENT

2011 GENERAL LOCAL AND SCHOOL ELECTION - OFFICIAL
RESULTS
(ile Ref. No.: 12-8125-01) (REDMS No. 3415375)

David Weber, Director, City Clerk’s Office, was available to answer
questions.

It was moved and seconded

(1) That the Declaration of Official Results for the 2011 General Local
and School Election (attached to the report dated November 30, 2011
Jrom the Chief Election Officer) be received for information by
Richmond City Council in accordance with the requirement of
Section 148 of the Local Government Act; and

(2)  That staff report back on the election program generally and on the
various new initiatives that were implemented for the 2011 election.

The question on the motion was not called, a discussion ensued about:

= the number of spoiled ballots in the 2011 Election. It was noted that the
most common reason for spoiled ballots results from over-voting for a
particular competition, and that the number of spoiled ballots in 2011 was
not unusual;

= how the automated vote counting machines alert voters about spoiled
ballots. Voters are then given an opportunity to check their ballot and
request a new one. In rare cases when an elector chooses not to fill out a
new ballot, the machine is capable of accepting the spoiled ballot,
however the machine will only tabulate valid votes for any particular
contest, and votes for contests that were over-voted would be rejected;

=  concerns from voters about voting places that were not used in the 2011
Election, but have been open in previous years;

=  accessibility issues at the General Currie voting location, it was noted
that voters had to walk a long way to arrive at the school’s gym doors,
and in past elections the front doors have been open;

= how the City Centre had been under serviced in previous years, making it
necessary to redistribute voting places in 2011 to the area from other
areas in the City; and

= the feasibility of expanding the number of voting places in the future.
The question on the motion was then called, and it was CARRIED.
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, December 12, 2011

2012 COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE MEETING SCHEDULE

(File Ref. No.: 01-0105-00) (REDMS No. 3350243)

It was moved and seconded

That the 2012 Council and Committee meeting schedule, attached to the
staff report dated December 6, 2011, from the Director, City Clerk’s Office,
be approved, subject to the following revisions as part of the regular August
meeting break:

(1) That the Regular Council Meetings (open and closed) of August 13
and August 27, 2012 be cancelled;

(2) That the August 20, 2012 Public Hearing be re-scheduled to
Wednesday, September 5, 2012 at 7:00 pm in the Council Chambers
at Richmond City Hall.

CARRIED

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

PROCESS FOR EVALUATING AND APPROVING REQUESTS FOR
FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS

(File Ref. No.: ) (REDMS No, 3423236)

Cathryn Volkering Carlile, General Manger, Community Services, joined by
John Mills, General Manager, Richmond Olympic Oval, and Mike Romas,
Manager, Sport Hosting, circulated a revised version of Attachment 1 - City of
Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force - Amended Terms of Reference, which is
attached, and forms part of these minutes as Schedule 1.

A discussion then took place about:

= further amending Attachment 1 - City of Richmond Sport Hosting Task
Force - Amended Terms of Reference, to include a fourth bullet under the
title “Purpose”, to state that review and recommendation on the
allocation of funding for sporting events over $25,000 be undertaken by
the General Purposes Committee, through staff for final approval;

=  providing all members of Council with a copy of the Sport Hosting
Strategy Implementation Plan;

=  Major Sport Event Eligibility Guidelines, in particular the rationale for
limiting the Major Sport Events that will be considered during a single
calendar year to three in order to stay within the $500,000 annual
contribution budget towards sport hosting;
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, December 12, 2011

s the difference between bidding and hosting. A bid requires a business
case and a budget which provides information on how much of an
investment would be needed;

= the definition of a Major Sport Event; and

= the role of Council to handle any events that may be considered
unconventional.

It was moved and seconded
(I) That recommendations I through 4 as outlined in the report entitled
“Process for Evaluating and Approving Requests for Financial Support
Jor Major Sporting Events” from the General Manager, Richmond
Olympic Oval, be approved; and

(2) That Attachment 1 “City of Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force
Amended Terms of Reference” be amended by adding the following
sentence:

“to review and make recommendation on the allocation of
Sfunding for sporting events over $25,000 to the General
Purposes Committee, through staff, for final approval,

to the Purposes section of the Terms of Reference.
CARRIED

CITY SUBSIDIZED EVENTS AND EXCLUSIVE COMMERCIAL
ARRANGEMENTS

A brief discussion ensued about concerns related to City subsidized events for
which organizers make exclusive arrangements with businesses such as
hotels. Comments were made about the necessity for guidelines and
Committee members expressed their views on the fairness of exclusive
arrangements.

It was moved and seconded

That staff report back on a policy for City subsidized events and the
possibility of non-exclusive commercial arrangements.

CARRIED
ONNI SITE

A brief discussion ensued about concerns related to damage to the boardwalk
in Steveston resulting from construction at the Onni site. Joe Erceg, General
Manager, Planning and Development, and Robert Gonzalez, General
Manager, Engineering and Public Works, advised that a stop work order had
been put in place at the site, and staff were now monitoring the dyke. The
developer has had a technical engineer visit the site, and must now make a
determination on how to proceed forward with the restoration of the dyke
without disturbing it further.
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, December 12, 2011

It was suggested that an alert be put along the boardwalk to advise the public
that the City is aware of and is addressing the issue.

It was moved and seconded

That the oral report on the Onni Site in Steveston be received for
information.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:00 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,
December 12, 2011.

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Shanan Dhaliwal
Chair Executive Assistant
City Clerk’s Office
GP -8 6



= Schedule 1 to the minutes of the
Ke,qcam + HentT General

Purposes ~ Committee

G W“Q &.,;-Jpose < (Prﬁekga- meeting held on Monday, December

12,2011 ATTACHMENT 1
Reembes 12 201

CITY OF RICHMOND
SPORT HOSTING TASK FORCE

Amended TERMS OF REFERENCE (new amendments in bold)

Vision

The vision for the City of Richmond’s Sport Hosting Strategy is to be the premier sport hosting
community in Canada for provincial, national and international events while growing and
integrating our local sport community.

Purpose

The Task Force is intended to be a small working group contributing to the success of the
Richmond Sport Hosting Program. The purpose of the Sport Hosting Task Force is:
e to provide advice and guidance to the Richmond Sport Hosting Office,
e toreview and decide on sport hosting incentive grant funding.
e 10 review and decide on the allocation of funding up to $25.000 for up te (3)
three sport events in a calendar vear where financial support is either more than

the current hosting incentive grant limits or the event is outside the hosting
incentive grant program criteria

Membership

The Richmond Sport Couneil, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation, Tourism Richmond and the
City of Richmond will be represented on this Task Force,

The Manager. Sport Hosting and Manager, Sports & Community Events will represent the City
of Richmond. The City will invite each of the partners o submit names of a representative and

an alternate (1n case of illness to representative) to serve on the Task Force.

Members are expected to attend all meetings. If a member is unable to attend a meeting, an
alternate is required.

I'he Sport Hosting Task Force has the authority to create sub committees to work on a varnety of
mitiatives. Sub committees may include members from outside the Task Force,

The City of Richmond’s Manager Sport Hosting, will chair the Task Force.

Term

The term of the Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force is directly aligned with the term of the
Agreement between the City of Richmond and Tourism Richmond or carlier, if Council chooses,
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The Sport Hosting Task Force members will have a three-year term, effective from their
appointment.

Objectives and Expectations

The Sport Hosting Task Force will:
Seek staff, stakeholder and public input and feedback throughout the process.
Advise the City on building a unified vision and plan for sport hosting initiatives beyond 2010,

Offer the City ongoing advice to ensure the community of Richmond capitalizes on and receives
the maximum benefits and legacies from future sport events hosted in Richmond.

Advise and identify opportunities that add value, dimension and benefit to the community.
Advise on opportunities to ensure the vision of the Sport Hosting Strategy is promoted and
adhered to - To be the premier sport hosting community in Canada for regional, provincial,

national and international events while growing and integrating our local sport community.

Advise on how to position Richmond as the preferred location and premier sport host for existing
events and targeted regional, provincial, national and international events.

Offer ongoing advice to increase Richmond’s capacity to host sporting events and conferences.
Review and decide on the allocation of sport hosting grants to eligible sport organizations.
Review and decide on the allocation of funding up to $25.000 for major sport events where

financial support 1s either more than the current hosting incentive grant limits or the event is
outside the hosting incentive grant program criteria.

Review and make recommendation on the allocation of funding for sporting events over
$25,000 to the General Purposes Committee, through staff, for final approval.

Advise about ongoing initiatives (o promote community involvement in sport hosting initiatives
through local arts & culture and volunteerism.

Procedures

The Sport Hosting Task Force decision process is to be consensus based on most matters.

On funding decisions on the Richmond Sport Hosting Incentive Funds, a vote will be taken and
the majority votes will determine the outcome. If there is a tie vote, the funding request is
defeated,
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If some members disagree with the Task Force’s recommendations or activities, decisions will be
recorded in the meeting records,

The Sport Hosting Task Force will receive administrative staff support services from the City for
the preparation of agendas and recording of meetings.

Communications from the Sport Hosting Task Force to Council will be coordinated and
managed through the Manager, Sport Hosting.

Council may amend these terms of reference at its discretion.

Copies of the agenda and minutes of the meetings will be circulated to the members of the Sport
Hosting Task Force in advance.

The meetings will follow the City guidelines for open and closed meetings.

Meetings

The Sport Hosting Task Force will establish the meeting schedule annually and will be no less
than four (4) meeting per year.

Experts, Guests and Delegations

The Sport Hosting Task Force may from time to time require experts or other representatives (o
attend meetings as presenters, advisors or observers because of their knowledge of the subject or
as part of another project or consultation mechanism. The Chair will agree to such invitations in
advance.

~ Code of Conduct

The Sport Hosting Task Force members are expected to be respectful towards each other and
work cooperatively to achi¢ve the common goals of the Sport Hosting strategy

I'he Sport Hosting Task Force are drawn from a spectrum of community interests. The
expectation s that each member will conduct themselves in the best interest of the commumity
and sport 1n the City.

If there 1s a conflict of interest, 1t will be up 10 the member 1o remove himself or herself from the
decision making process. When a grant application is considered by the Task Force, the member
will have to remove themselves from the review and decision, if an application 1s from their
organization.
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January S, 2012 -2-

Staff Report

Origin

On December 6™, 2011 a memorandum was sent to Mayor and Councillors to provide an update
on the status of the Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery (VAFD) Project under the harmonized
provincial/federal environmental assessment review process. On April 28", 2011 the
Environmental Assessment Office (EAQ) temporarily suspended the Environmental Assessment
(EA) after receiving a request for suspension from the proponent, Vancouver Airport Fuel
Facilities Corporation (VAFFC), in order to evaluate a possible alternate route along Highway 99
for a section of the fuel delivery pipeline.

Members of the EAO Working Group, including the City of Richmond, provided comments on
the Highway 99 Addendum in December 2011. Upon review of the Highway 99 Addendum
(Highway 99 Pipeline Route Option-Attachment1) and Working Group comments the EAO
lifted the suspension of the VAFD Project, resuming the EA timeline to day 70 of a 180 day
review period as of January 4", 2012 (Attachment 2).

This report provides an expanded version of the December 6" memorandum update
(Attachment 3) and includes a recommendation for future City involvement in the VAFD EA,

Analysis

As indicated in the December 6“‘, 2011 memorandum, the most recent Council position on the
VAFD project is as follows:

At the Regular Council Meeting of Monday September 12" 2011, the following items were carried:

(1) That the "Jet Fuel Pipeline Update” report dated September 7, 2011 from the General
Manager of Engineering & Public Works, be received for information;

(2) That the intent of the April 4, 2011 Council Resolution on the Vancouver Airport Fuel
Delivery Project Proposal (Resolution No. SP11/5-1) be clarified by stating that Richmond
City Council is opposed to the transportation of jet fuel on any arm of the Fraser River;

(3) That staff review and report by the end of October 2011 on:

a) the options for various pipelines, including Cherry Point, as well as the feasibility
of increasing the flow of the Kinder Morgan Pipeline;

b) the recent study from the Federal Environmental Assessment Office, as well as any
other information regarding potential risks;

¢) the timing and viability of truck traffic to Cherry Point; and
d) potential fuel conservation measures at YVR;

(4) That staff identify the airlines that are part of the VAFFC consortium and that letters be
sent to those airlines under the Mayor’s signature expressing Richmond City Council's
opposition to the proposal; and

(5) That letters be sent to the local MPs, MLAs, the Federal and Provincial Ministers of the
Environment, the Prime Minister, the Premier, the Provincial and Federal Opposition
Leaders, the VAFFC, Delta Council, and Metro Vancouver to clarify Richmond City
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Council’s opposition to the proposal generally, and in opposition to the transportation of

Jet fuel on any arm of the Fraser River.

Prior to the question on Resolution No. R11/15-6 being called, staff were directed to provide an
update regarding the implications for the City's emergency response in case of a fire or other disaster
involving the jet fuel line or the proposed fuel storage facility. Staff were also directed to provide
information related to Planning issues in connection to the proposed project.

A memorandum to Mayor and Councillors dated October 13% 2011 responded to items 3, 4, 5 of
the Council referral from September 12, 2011 (Attachment 4).

Current Status of Environmental Assessment Process

The VAFD submitted the Highway 99 Addendum Pipeline Route Option document to the
EAQ for review in November, 2011, The EAO sent the Highway 99 Addendum Pipeline
Route Option document to Working Group members on November 10" 2011.

Ministry of Transportation (MoT) has requested discussions with the City of Richmond
prior to proceeding forward with the submission of the Highway 99 Addendum Pipeline
Route Option, however, the proponent, as identified above, has submitted the Highway 99
Addendum Pipeline Route Option to the EAO, To date there have been no formal
discussions between the City and MoT regarding the Highway 99 Option.

The Highway 99 Addendum Pipeline Route Option document was accepted by the EAO and
the suspension was officially lifted on January 4™ 2012.

As identified in the Project Schedule (Attachment 5), an Open House for the Highway 99
Option is scheduled for Jan 28™, 2012 as part of a 21 day public comment period for the
Highway 99 Addendum information (i.e. January 11, 2012 to February 1%, 2012).

Upon lifting the suspension, a first draft of the EAO Assessment Report and Table of
Cornmitments will be circulated to Working Group members in mid-February, 2012.

Overall comments to the original Project Application Review, separate from the Highway
99 Addendum Pipeline Route Option document, were due on December 12", 2011, The
EAQ has granted a January 31%, 2012 extension to accommodate City of Richmond Council
instruction as well as provide adequate time to ensure that all of the City’s comments to date
have been included and adequately addressed.

A separate Municipal Access Agreement (MAA) will be required for the pipeline crossing
within municipally owned road right of ways. It should be noted that the Municipal Access
Agreement, which is to be negotiated, is a tool to describe how the operations and
maintenance implication of a jet fuel pipeline in a municipal roadway will be addressed.
The MAA cannot preclude the installation of the jet fuel pipeline should it be approved by
senior governments.
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e The VAFD project is also subject to the Oil and Gas Act which is an independent process
with specific technical requirements relating to pipeline design and construction, The EAO
has indicated that the processes will be harmonized as best possible, however, there is
uncertainty in regards to when the proponent will be submitting a full application to the Oil
and Gas Commission (OGC). City participation in the pipeline design phase of the process
is recommended.

The updated schedule (Attachment 5) outlines ambitious timelines to meet the 180 day review
period that completes with a decision by the Ministers on June 6™, 2012. The timelines include:
pipeline route selection; Public Consultation including submission of a Public Consultation Report
by the proponent; draft Assessment Report; draft Table of Commitments; discussions regarding
details and potential drafting of the Municipal Access Agreement(s); and an £EA Referral submission
to the Ministers for late April 2012. As mentioned above there will also be requirements for pipeline
design and construction under the Oil and Gas Act which are not included in Attachment 5.

Separate from the EAO process, VAFFA has proposed to hold a public information and comment
session for the proposed Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project on Saturday, January 28, 2012
between 10:00 am and 2:00 pm at the East Richmond Community Hall at 12360 Cambie Road. A
copy of the advertisement is included in Attachment 6.

Recommended Approach

Option 1: City continue to participate in the EAO and Qil and Gas Commission (OGC) processes

while maintaining opposition to the VAFD project as clarified at the September I2ﬂ’, 2011
Council meeting.

Staff propose that the City continue to participate in the EA process that has been undertaken
since the initiation of the VAFD project. This option best protects the City’s interests in the
event of a positive Ministers decision for the EA/VAFD Project. The City’s strong opposition to
the proposed project will continue to be expressed throughout the EA process and other avenues.
Continued staff participation in the EA process will best assure that adequate technical oversight
and consideration is put toward City interests, in the event of a positive Ministerial decision.
Participation in the EA process is particularly critical to assure comprehensive review and
commentary, particularly related to the strong City, public, Working Group and First Nations
concerns for aquatic impacts to the Fraser River (i.e. adequate spill response) and land based
impacts related to fire response and event control. As well, staff participation can also assist to
identify project information gaps and shortfalls that have the potential to influence a Ministerial
decision.

With Council’s support of this option, staff will also liase with the Oil and Gas Commission
(OGC) and formally request City participation in the design phase of the jet fuel pipeline. As
previously mentioned, this aspect of the VAFD project is subject to the Oil and Gas Act which is
an independent process to the EAO, yet undertaken simultaneously. To date the City has
requested participation in the OGC process through the EAO Working Group. A formal request
directly to the OGC will provide the City with greater certainty for this participation.
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Attachment 1 VAFD proposed Highway 99 Doc 3445817
Addendum Route Map

Attachment 2 Letter to Adrian Pollard from Doc 3440705
Province of BC — Suspension of
Application Review

Attachment 3 Memo to Mayor and Council — Doc 3426280
VAFD EA Update Dec 6, 2011

Attachment 4 Memo to Mayor and Council — Doc 3362233
VAFD EA Oct 13, 2011

Attachment 5 VAFD Draft EA Schedule — Update | Doc 3440707
Jan 5, 2012

Attachment 6 VAFD Public Information & Doc 3445905

Comment Session Advertisement
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ATTACHMENT 2

BRITISH
COLUMBIA

Telephone: 250-852-6507
Facsimfle: 250-356-7440
File: 30060-20/VAFD-05-06

Ref: 101054

January 4, 2012

Adrian Pollard

Project Director

Vancouver Airport Fuel Facilities Corporation
c/o FSM Management Group Inc.

103-12300 Horseshoe Way

Richmond BC V7A 421

Dear Mr. Pollard:

Re: Suspension of the Application Review for the proposed Vancouver Airport
Fuel Delivery Project

As you are aware, the Prescribed Time Limits Regulation, BC Reg. 372/2002
establishes a time limit of 180 days for review of an Application for an environmental
assessment (EA) certificate under the Environmental Assessment Act (Act).

Section 24(2) of the Act allows the Executive Director of the Environmental Assessment
Office (EAO) to suspend the 180 day time limit at the request of the proponent. As the
Project Assessment Director for the proposed Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project
(proposed Project), the Executive Director of EAO has delegated certain powers and
duties to me, including the power under section 24 (2) of the Act.

On April 28, 2011, the EA of the proposed Project was suspended on day 69 of the
180 day review period at the request of the Vancouver Airport Fuel Facilities
Corporation (Proponent). The purpose of the suspension was to provide the Proponent
with sufficient time to provide additional information relating to an aiternative pipeline
route following highway 99 from Steveston Highway to Bridgeport Road.

wdd
Environmental Maillng Address: ' Localion:
Assessment PO Box 8426 Sta Prov Govi 1% & 2™ Fl - 836 Yates Streat
Office Victoria BC VBW 9V Victoria BC VBW 1L8
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This addlitional information was received by EAO on November 3, 2011. The Working
Group for the EA, including First Nations, were asked to review the Addendum and
advise EAAO on the completeness of the information provided. Following the Working
Group review, | have determined that the information provided in the Addendum is
sufficient to resume the timeline and lift the suspension under Section 24(2) of the Act,
effective today.

As noted previously, EAO will hold a 21-day public comment period on the new
Addendum information from January 11, 2012 to February 1, 2012. Additional Working
Group meetings will also be held during the remainder of the review process.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 250-952-6507 or
Rachel.Shaw@gov.bc.ca.

Yours fruly,

0 B

Rachel Shaw
Project Assessment Director

pc: Carrie Brown, Manager
Port Metro Vancouver
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ATTACHMENT 3

Memorandum
Community Services Department
Sustainability
To: Mayor and Councillors Date: December 6, 2011
From: Cecilia Achiam File: 10-6125-01/2011-Vol 01
Interim Director, Sustainability and District Energy
Re: V\fancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project — Environmental Assessment Update

The purpose of this memo is to provide an update on the status of the Vancouver Airport Delivery
(VAFD) project under the harmonized provincial/federal environmental assessment review process led
and coordinated by the British Columbia Environmental Assessment Office (EAQO). The overall
VAFD project application was accepted for review by the EAO on February 2011. The City has been
participating as a member of the project working group since project initiation in the fall of 2009.

The proponent, Vancouver Airport Fuel Facilities Corporation (VAFFC), made a request to the EAO
on April 28™ 2011 to temporarily suspend the Application Review in order to evaluate a possible
alternate route for a section of the fuel delivery pipeline. The route option being investigated is a result
of the City of Richmond Council suggestion that VAFFC explore a portion of the provincial Highway
99 right-of-way as an alternative to the No. 5 and Shell Road corridors in the current Application
Review.

Most Recent Council Position

At the Regular Council Meeting of Monday September 12" 2011, Richmond City Council the
following items were moved and seconded:

(1) That the “Jet Fuel Pipeline Update” report dated September 7, 2011 from the General
Manager of Engineering & Public Works, be received for information;

(2) That the intent of the April 4, 2011 Council Resolution on the Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery
Project Proposal (Resolution No. SP11/5-1) be clarified by stating that Richmond City Council
is opposed to the transporiation of jet fuel on any arm of the Fraser River;

(3) That staff review and report by the end of October 20711 on:

a) the options for various pipelines, including Cherry Point, as well as the feasibility of
increasing the flow of the Kinder Morgan Pipeline;

b) the recent study from the Federal Environmental Assessment Office, as well as any
other information regarding potential risks;

¢c) the timing and viability of truck traffic to Cherry Point; and
d) potential fuel conservation measures at YVR;

(4) That staff identify the airlines that are part of the VAFFC consortium and that letters be sent
fo those airlines under the Mayor's signature expressing Richmond City Council’s
oppasition to the proposal; and

(5) That letters be sent to the local MPs, MLAs, the Federal and Provincial Ministers of the
Environment, the Prime Minister, the Premier, the Provincial and Federal Opposition Leaders,
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the VAFFC, Delta Council, and Metro Vancouver to clarify Richmond City Council's
opposition to the proposal generally, and in opposition tc the transportation of jet fuel on any
arm of the Fraser River.

Prior to the question on Resolution No. R11/15-6 being called, staff were directed to provide an update
regarding the implications for the City’s emergency response in case of a fire or other disaster involving
the jet fuel line or the proposed fuel storage facility. Staff were also directed to provide information

related to Planning issues in connection to the proposed project.
The guestion on Resolution No. R11/15-6 was then called, and it was CARRIED.

Current Status of Environmental Assessment Process

o The VAFD submitted the Highway 99 Addendum Pipeline Route Option document to the EAO
for review in November. The EAO sent the Highway 99 Addendum Pipeline Route Option
document out to Working Group members on November 10%, 2011.

e Ministry of Transportation (MoT) has requested technical input from City staff prior to
proceeding with its official acceptance of the Highway 99 Addendum Pipeline Route Option
document for inclusion as an option to be considered by as part of the current EAO review.

e Overall comments to the original Application Review, completely separate from the Highway
99 Addendum Pipeline Route Option document, are due December 12, 2011. The EAO has
granted a January 31*" 2012 extension to accommodate Council instruction as well as provide
adequate time to ensure that all of the City’s comments to date have been included and
adequately addressed.

e Once the Highway 99 Addendum Pipeline Route Option document is accepted by MoT and the
EAQ, the suspension will be lifted and a first draft of the Assessment Report and Table of
Commitments will be circulated to working group members.

Once the suspension is lifted the next phases of the EA process will occur under an extremely tight
timeline. These phases include: the pipeline route; pipeline design; Municipal Access Agreement(s);
further public consultation; etc. according to the EAO schedule (Attachment 1) in order to meet the
EA Referral submission to the Ministers in early February. A Report to Council will be brought
forward to the General Purposes Committee and Council in January, 2012.

Cecilia Achiam
Interim Director, Sustainability and District Energy
604-276-4122

Att. 1
pe: TAG
John Irving, P.Eng. MPA, Director, Engineering
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ATTACHMENT 4

Memorandum

To: Mayor and Councillors Date: October 13, 2011

From: Cecilia Achiam, MCIP, BCSLA File:
Interim Director, Sustainability and District Energy

Re: Response to Jet Fuel Pipeline Update Referral From
September 12, 2011 Council Meeting

This memorandum addresses items 3, 4, 5 of the Council referral from the September 12, 2011
Council Meeting. The Council resolutions are as follows:

1. That the “Jet Fuel Pipeline Update” report dated September 7, 2011 from the General
Manager of Engineering & Public Works, be received for information;

2. That the intent of the April 4, 2011 Council Resolution on the Vancouver Airport Fuel
Delivery Project Proposal (Resolution No. SP11/5-1) be clarified by stating that Richmond
City Council is opposed to the transportation of jet fuel on any arm of the Fraser River;

3. That staff review and report by the end of October 2011 on:

(a) the options for various pipelines, including Cherry Point, as well as the feasibility
of increasing the flow of the Kinder Morgan Pipeline;

(b) the recent study from the Federal Environmental Assessment Office, as well as any
other information regarding potential risks;

(c) the timing and viability of truck traffic to Cherry Point; and
(d) potential fuel conservation measures at YVR;

4. That staff identify the airlines that are part of the VAFFC consortium and that letters be sent
to those airlines under the Mayor s signature expressing Richmond City Council's
opposition to the proposal; and

5. That letters be sent to the local MPs, MLAs, the Federal and Provincial Ministers of the
Environment, the Prime Minister, the Premier, the Provincial and Federal Opposition
Leaders, the VAFFC, Delta Council, and Metro Vancouver to clarify Richmond City
Council's opposition to the proposal generally, and in opposition to the transportation of jet
fuel on any arm of the Fraser River.
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New Information

The Environment Assessment Office (EAO) notified the City on September 27, 2011 that it has
received a revised schedule and a letter from the Vancouver Airport Fuel Facilities Corporation
(VAFFC) with an update on their work and scheduling (Attachment 1).

The EAO noted that it anticipates receiving the following pieces of information:
e Additional Environment Assessment (EA) information for the alternative pipeline routing
(along Highway 99) through Richmond;
e Responses from the VAFFC to some of the more detailed comments related to the
Agency and First Nations Issues Tracking Table; and

e Detailed spill response plan being developed by Western Canada Marine Response
Corporation (WCMRC) on behalf of VAFFC.

The EAO further noted that once the Highway 99 Addendum is made available, the EAO would
conduct a cursory review of the information (1 week) and then provide to the working group for
review asking for comments back within two weeks. The EAO will seek direct feedback from
the working group on this information. Within a week of receiving comments back from the
working group. the EAO will make a decision on re-starting the 180-day EA timeline.
Furthermore, based on the revised schedule, the Minister's decision has now been moved back
three months to April 21, 2012.

VAFFC Update

Separately, the VAFFC has notified the City that the consortium is nearing completion of its
analysis of the alternate route, relating to a new pipeline alignment parallel to Highway 99
between roughly Williams Road and Bridgeport Road, which it intends to submit to the Ministry
of Transportation and Infrastructure (MolT) prior to filing the addendum with the EAO.

The VAFFC has submitted a letter titled “VAFFC Responses to City of Richmond Council
resolutions (dated September 12, 2011) regarding the Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project”,
dated September 27, 2011 that has been included as reference (Attachment 2).

Analysis

This section contains staff response to Council Resolutions number 3, 4, and 5 from the
September 12, 2011 Council meeting.

Council Resolution #3

3a. The options for various pipelines, including Cherry Point, as well as the feasibility of
increasing the flow of the Kinder Morgan Pipeline

The extent of information provided by the VAFFC on the assessment and viability of options for

jet fuel delivery to YVR is largely contained within two documents, which have been presented
to Council previously:
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1. VAFFC Project Description Report dated January, 2009', and
2. VAFFC Project Memo dated October 20, 2009?, particularly the table ranking the fourteen
(14) options proposed (Attachment 3).

Information in these documents has been reiterated in part by the VAFFC through other

documents and correspondence, at Working Group presentations, and at the two EAO Public
Open Houses.

The Project Description Report outlines 14 identified options (Attachment 3) that were analyzed
by VAFFC between 2001 and 2004. The VAFFC has not provided any detail on the options
analysis beyond the noted documents and reiterations thereof. While all the options have pros

and cons and in cases significant challenges, there are none that are qualified as impossible or
infeasible.

Upgrade of the existing Kinder Morgan pipeline is identified as Option 3 (in Attachment 3) and
was ranked by the VAFFC as the fourth most favourable of the 14 options. Some options are
discounted due to action required by a party not controlled by the VAFFC (in the case of Option
3, action would be required of Kinder Morgan).

There have been numerous developments over the last several years, such as YVR's 2006 Master
Plan and the 2008 economic downturn. While partially addressed anecdotally, these and other
developments are not considered in the original options assessment.

Many options for long term improvements to jet fuel delivery appear to remain viable and all
options that avoid transportation of jet fuel on the Fraser River require a more extensive and
open analysis that fully considers and measures impacts to all stakeholders.

With respect to the Cherry Point pipeline alternative, the VAFFC has provided further detail in
Attachment 2 for the rationale for discounting their alternative.

On September 12, 2011, Council resolved,

“That the intent of the April 4, 2011 Council Resolution on the Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery
Project Proposal (Resolution No. SP11/5-1) be clarified by stating that Richmond City Council
is opposed to the transportation of jet fuel on any arm of the Fraser River”.

Based on Council’s position, most of the 14 proposed pipeline delivery routes proposed by the
VAFFC, as shown in the Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project EAO Open House March 7,
2011 display material®, do not adequately address Richmond’s concerns.

' VAFFC Project Description Report dated January, 2009

hito://a100.gov. be.ca/appsdata/epic/documents/p346/1235433350362 e6c400eSb79751018399acc2ce18c91168284ccc146e00458
;_d51a41f01264—ed.pdf

“ VAFFC Project Memo dated October 20, 2009

hitn /iwww vancouverairportfuel.ca/adminpanelffiles/odfs/Fuel%20Dslivery%20Project%20 %200ptions%20%20Assessment%20T

echnical%20Summary%20Memo EAQ October%2020%202004 pdf
Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project EAO Open House March 7, 2011 display material:
hito:/iwww.vancouverair| al.ca/ inpanelffiles/pdfs/VAFFC isplay%20Board%20%282011%29v6.pdf
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3b. The recent study from the Federal Environmental Assessment Office, as well as any other
information regarding potential risks

The “recent study” referenced is a piece of correspondence between Environment Canada (EC)
and the Provincial Environmental Assessment Office (EAQ), dated August 17, 2011 as part of EC’s
input to the Working Group commenting on the VAFFC proposal. A memorandum from City Staff
titled “Environment Canada correspondence to the Environmental Assessment Office, August 17,
20117 1s included (Attachment 4) to provide context for that correspondence, and summarises the
content.

The letter from EC includes detailed comments on various issues included in the Issues Tracking
Table, and the Proponent’s initial responses (including supplemental materials provided to EC and
the EAO to address the specific issues of biofilms and the toxicity of spilled product when adsorbed
to particles in the water column).

It is important to note that EC is not in the role of a Responsible Authority for this EA process and
will not be granting approval. In their role as an Expert Federal Authority, EC provide specialized
knowledge to the Responsible Authority, and work as a member of Technical Working Groups
providing guidance relating to Federal environmental protection legislation (e.g. Migratory Birds
Convention Act, Species at Risk Act, etc.). As clearly stated by EC in this correspondence, EC will
have a regulatory role to enforce legislation if the project is approved. However, at this point in
time, EC only provide technical advice and comment to the EAQ.

Although there are several dozen specific comments, they can be summarised as two major types of
concern:

1. EC is of the opinion that the proponent may be too optimistic regarding the likelihood of a
significant spill, and the ability to manage a spill before it impacts areas of high ecological
value or specific sensitivity, and

2. EC indicates that many of the assumptions regarding the fate of spilled materials and the
impacts on the ecosystem are based on incomplete science or science with unacceptably high
uncertainty. EC acknowledges that the Proponent intends to provide a more comprehensive
Spill Response Plan prior to the completion of the EA, and was prepared to provide further
comment on specific aspects of that updated plan when it was made available.

Furthermore, EC emphasises the remaining “gaps in the science” regarding the impacts on biofilms
and the toxicity in the water column resulting from a Jet Fuel spill. EC offered to provide some
technical and scientific rigor for aspects of the Proposal Project that EC finds lacking, “contingent
on receipt of financial support from the proponent”. The letter from EC states:

“In the absence of an improved understanding of the potential water quality and
foxicological consequences in the event of a spill, Environment Canada advises that the
ecological risks of the proposal remain too great.”

3e. Timing & Viability of Truck Traffic to/from Cherry Point, WA
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The provincial Ministry of Transportation & Infrastructure (MoTI) classifies jet fuel as a
dangerous good when being transported by trucks; accordingly, such vehicles travelling between
Cherry Point, WA and YVR are not permitted to use the Massey Tunnel. As such, the trucks
carrying jet fuel must use MoTI’s designated Dangerous Goods routes which, in this case, would
be Highway 99-Highway 91 (and via. Alex Fraser Bridge)-Highway 99-Bridgeport Road-Grant
McConachie Way-Templeton Street-Ferguson Road.

The table below summarizes current and projected jet fuel truck volumes along Highway 91
relative to overall truck and traffic volumes. As shown, jet fuel truck traffic would comprise a
relatively small percentage (0.04 to 3.3%) of both the overall traffic and truck volumes at present
and in the future respectively.

Jet Fuel Trucks (1.34% of total trucks) (3.34% of total trucks)
(0.04% of total traffic) (0.10% of total traffic)
2,454 | day 2,994 / day “
All Trucks (3.01% of total traffic) (3.01% of total traffic)
All Traffic 81,445 / day 99,378 / day @
(1) Sowrce: Vancouver Airport Fuel Facilities Corporation, Page 3 in the March 7, 2011 EAO Open

House Information Package for the Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project.
(2) Assumes average annual traffic growth rate of 1.0 per cent.

With respect to safety, staff with the Commercial Vehicle Safety and Enforcement (CVSE)
section of MoT] advised that there have been a limited number of incidents, i.e., there may have
been one crash six to seven years ago on Highway 99 north of the Serpentine River where a
northbound truck went off-road into the centre median. No further details are available at this
time.

3d Potential Fuel Conservation Measures at YVR

As part of the EAO submission, the VAFFC has provided outlines of current and projected
passenger loads and fuel consumption as part of the Environmental Assessment application
document in Chapter 2, Section 2.3.3 of the EA Application Document®. YVR foresees
continued long-range growth in passenger numbers at a rate of between 2% and 4% per year, at
least to 2028 (a total increase of 146% to 210% over 2009). This growth is tempered by other
trends in the industry towards fewer, larger aircraft and an overall increase in fuel efficiency in
the airline fleet as older aircraft are retired. Although the specific rationale for the numbers is not
provided, the application document includes a table (Attachment 5) that projects daily fuel
consumption in 2028 being between 150% and 220% of 2009 volumes.

4 Chapter 2 of the EA Application Document:
http://a100.gov. bc calappsdatal/epic/documents/p346/d33120/1298048636244 ceBa2863107471a79fc557=cB73981592f56b302f4a
ef8a7daseb502'4c53d37.odf
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Sixteen of the 25 VAFFC member airlines belong to the International Air Transport Association
(IATA), which has set a voluntary efficiency goal to reduce fuel consumption (per revenue tonne
kilometre) by 25% of 2005 levels by 2020. The IATA sees these goals being met through new
aircraft technology, changes in operational measures, and through improved Air Traffic
Management systems. To promote these goals, the IATA has developed Best Practices for Fuel
and Environmental Management and other proactive programs.

Council Resolution #4 - Letter to the Airline Company Members of the VAFFC
Consortium

Attached is a draft letter (Attachment 6) to the airline company members of the VAFFC
consortium, to be sent on behalf of Council under the Mayor’s signature, for your review. Please
provide your input to the Mayor’s office by 4 pm, Monday, October 17, 2011.

Council Resolution # 5 - Letter to Federal, Provincial, and Neighbouring Municipal
Governments

Attached is a draft letter (Attachment 7) to the local MPs, ML As, the Federal and Provincial
Ministers of the Environment, the Prime Minister, the Premier, the Provincial and Federal
Opposition Leaders, the VAFFC, Delta Council, and Metro Vancouver, to be sent under the
Mayor’s signature on behalf of Council, for your review. Please provide your input to the
Mayor’s office by 4 pm, Monday, October 17, 2011.

In addition to these resolutions, Council requested information related to planning issues:

The number and type of Planning Approvals related to the construction of the jet fuel line
depends on the specific alignment of the jet fuel corridor, whether the alignment goes through
the ALR, or who owns the land on which the facilities are located. The specific alignment also
relates to the potential for an ESA-related Development Permit.

The following represents the type of Planning Applications that could be required as part of the
off loading, facility, the tank farm, and the jet fuel pipeline itself:

a. An ESA Development Permit would be required for the off loading facility as the facility is
located on privately owned land on and adjacent to the existing City dike. This would
involve consulting Fraser River Estuary Management Program (FREMP), Fisheries and
Oceans Canada (DFO), and Ministry of Environment (MOE) before approvals could be
given.

b. A Servicing Agreement would be required for the off loading facility as it would require the
reconstruction of the City's dike to City standards.

c. While the proposed tank farm would generally require the proposed tank farm on the South
Arm of the Fraser River to be subject to an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA)
Development Permit process, the site is located on Port Metro lands. Based on past
experience, the Port would likely decline to participate in the City's Development Permit
process, suggesting that their own internal approval process address the same environmental
issues.
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d. Several of the proposed routes for the jet fuel line go through the Agricultural Land Reserve
(ALR). This would require the proponent to submit a Non Farm Use application directly to

the ALC, which would be circulated to the City of Richmond for comment.

e. AnESA Development Permit would be required if the proposed jet fuel alignment went
through any areas that were designated ESA in the Official Community Plan, or which had
components of Riparian Area Regulation (RAR).

f. If the proponent proposed to construct a publicly accessible trail on top of the pipeline as a
public amenity and this would become a City asset, this would require a Servicing
Agreement between the proponent and the City.

Conclusicn

Council has consistently expressed strong opposition to the proposed jet fuel pipeline proposal

and any associated off shore loading facilities along the arms of the Fraser River and Sturgeons
Bank. Staff will continue to participate in the EAO working group under direction from Council
to represent Richmond’s community interests.

Cecilia Achiam, MCIP, BCSLA
Interim Director, Sustainability and District Energy
(604-276-4122)

Attachment 1 | Updated schedule and a letter dated September 7, 2011, submitted by VAFFC to the REDMS 3374639
EAQ

Attachment 2 | VAFFC Responses to City of Richmond council resolutions (Dated September 12, 2011) REDMS 3374152
regarding the “Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project”, dated September 27, 2011

Attachment 3 | Table ranking the 14 proposed options in the VAFFC Project Memo dated October 20, | REDMS 3374641
2009

Attachment4 | Environment Canada correspondence to the Environmental Assessment Office, August 17, | REDMS 3374154
2011

Attachment 5 | Historic and Forecast Daily Peak Fuel Consumption at YVR (as submitted by VAFFC in REDMS 3374481
EAO Application)

Attachment 6 | Draft Letter to the airline company members of the VAFFC consortium REDMS 3370923

Attachment 7 | Draft Letter to Federal, Provincial, and Neighbouring Municipal Governments REDMS3369156
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Staff Report

Origin

In a report to Council, dated November 25, 2010, City Council resolved “that the adjustment of
project priorities and funding as outlined in the staff report title ' Richmond Olympic Oval
Conversion to Community Legacy Mode — Adjustment of priorities ” dated November 25, 2010 by
the Director, Project Development, be approved. R10/20-14."

This report is to provide a status update and to recommend adjustments to the Richmond Olympic
Oval program based on learning’s during the first full fiscal year of Oval Legacy operation and
through the completion of other Legacy Conversion projects. Council’s direction has been
implemented in conjunction with one of Councils term goals:

“The successful conversion of the Oval to post-games use”.

Background

Many of the identified projects previously approved by Council are complete or nearing completion
and are being delivered within the Legacy Conversion budget.

The table below provides a status update and an estimated delivery date based on the City Council

approved list of items.

As presented to City Council in the November 25, 2010 report

Item Status
Item
Legacy Suite upgrades - new décor, wall coverings ICompleted
Sport Surface Coverings Completed
Parking infrastructure iCompleted

Climbing wall. Expanded scope: Increased scale and capacity after
in-depth review of market needs and consumer demand.

\Construction Start: January 7, 2012
Target Completion: Feb 28, 2012

Display “The Richmond Olympic Story”. Increase in scope based
on Olympic program review and best practices. Includes ROO-
Loak- Olympians/Art and graphics throughout the facility -
corridors and meeting rooms

Preliminary best practices research underway. A
report is being compiled for approval by the ROOC
Board and Council, as indicated in an earlier report.

Retractable ‘bucket-style” seats for events
(1000 seats)

research continuing

Two Additional Team Rooms

Target completion Jan.16. 2012.

Projects Placed on Hold:

At the request of staff, City Council placed three projects on hold until further assessment could
be completed by staff to assess the scope of work and need of the Program or service. To date.
staff have reviewed the scope of the first project, the batting cages for softball, baseball and
cricket and have determined that golf should be added to the scope of work and cricket be
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removed. In addition, the estimated budget for this project can be reduced from the $175k of
approved funding to $100k.

The remaining two projects which include, the Specialized play space and executive locker
rooms will be reviewed in 2012 and a determination will be made as to whether to proceed or
not.

Projects Placed on Hold

As presentizd to City Council in the November 25, 2010 report
Status
ltem
ooecial 2 : : ; :
p c!ahzed play space for children aimed at increasing physical Mot tartad
activity
The scope of this wark has been changed to include
Batting cages for Softball, Baseball and Cricket |golf and does not include cricket. It will be completed
by April 2012
Completing Executive Locker Rooms Not started
Analysis

The ROOC! has determined the presence of a permanent cafe at the Oval is a necessary component.
Oval regular members and various sport league participants desire a gathering place to discuss the
highlights of their games and our members want to enjoy a healthy meal or snack before or after
their activity at the Oval. Parents and children participating at the Oval also require food and
beverage to accommodate their busy schedules, The addition of a permanent cafe will complete the
Oval experience.

As is the case with most facilities of this nature and use, the City always expected to provide
food and beverage service in the Oval. During the Oval’s early efforts to seek tenants for other
general uses, the opportunity arose to sign a long term lease with a food and beverage operator.
A signed lease and deposit were submitted by a major operator whose multi-location program in
the Oval included a sports bar, cafe and kiosk. Costs, estimated at over $1.1 million, were the
operator’s responsibility. Had such an opportunity not arisen, the Oval would have brought its
own plan forward as part of the Legacy Conversion. Quality food service is essential to the
Oval’s suceess.

The operator was unable to achieve the plan and abandoned the lease and forfeited the deposit of
approximately $40,000. Oval staff and its leasing agent approached other operators but none
wished to take on the capital investment. In the interests of serving the users, the Oval has
returned to the original vision and reduced the grand program of the failed operator, to include
only a basic café operation at approximately 50% of the capital cost for the initial operator’s
plan.

Similar to other civic facilities such as City Hall, Richmond Ice Centre, and the Library Cultural
Centre, the Oval will engage an operator and the City will complete the improvements to an
appropriate standard. A competitive lease has been negotiated which will take effect when the
premises are completed. In order to provide food service, to a standard aligned with the Oval, it
1s necessary for the City to construct and equip a cafe on the Ground Level and a kiosk on the
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Activity Level that will service the clientele. It should be noted that this has been the model in
other city properties, such as these identified above where food service is required.

To fund this amenity from the Legacy Conversion budget, the ROOC would recommend a
change in the scope of work for the scorekeeping and display component. The change in scope of
work results in a reduction to the funding requirement of the scorekeeping and display budget
line item, originally $518k, to $118k, which is sufficient for the revised scope of work required.
In addition, Legacy Conversion Contingency is in place for the projects that either has been
placed on hold or are in various stages of project development.

Contingencies are generally used to fund unforeseen elements that are identified as the project is
advanced through detailed design and into construction. As we complete Legacy Conversion
projects, contingency becomes available for additional scope or projects that were not anticipated
when the budget was initially approved.

As many projects are close to completion the Legacy Conversion Contingency fund is available
as an additional source, if necessary.

Amenities
Project Description
Estimated Projected Total Status
Item
o Cost
Architect, Oval, City and Food Vendor worked
Food Service (Level 1 and refrigeration in $405,000 reno Fogsther to.cresten coporptdeaign W determing
Kifig Struchure) 0 $165,000 equipment budget for the Level 1 cafe, and cold storage
RING S ' ade ith the use of the repurposed VANOC
quipment, submitted Nov 1, 2011
ROOC recommends services of food and
beverage be provided on the second level of the
val for large events. The concept is to Install the
Food Service ( Level 2) 0 tbd infrastructure so a catering company can connect
0 basic services, i.e. water, sewer and electrical,
ash sink etc with the caterers mobile
quipment and counters
Total expense| $565,000+
Revenue from scoring and display $400,000
Revenue from Contingency $165,000
Net impact to Budget $0

It is recommended that staff proceed with the Food Service in the Oval using the funding from
the scoring and display budget line item, combined with any additional funding that becomes
available at the end of the Legacy Conversion project.

Financial Impact

No financial impact
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City of Richmond Agenda

Planning Committee

Anderson Room, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Tuesday, January 17, 2012

4:00 p.m.
Pg. # ITEM
MINUTES
PLN-13 Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held

on Wednesday, December 7, 2011.

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, February 7, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

PLN-23 1. APPLICATION BY HARPREET JOHAL FOR A REZONING AT
10131 BRIDGEPORT ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/D) TO

COACH HOUSES (RCH)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8836, RZ 11-578325) (REDMS No. 3406432)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-23 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

PLN -1

3437537



Planning Committee Agenda — Tuesday, January 17, 2012

Pg. #

PLN-47

PLN-63

3437537

ITEM

2.

3.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
(1) That the following recommendation be forwarded to Public Hearing:

() Single-Family Lot Size Policy 5448 for the area bounded by
Bridgeport Road on the south, River Drive on the north, Shell
Road on the east and No. 4 Road on the west (Section 23-5-6),
adopted by Council on September 16, 1991, be amended to
permit:

(b) Properties along Bridgeport Road between No. 4 Road and
McKessock Avenue to rezone and subdivide in accordance with
the provisions of Compact Single Detached (RC2) or Coach
Houses (RCH) provided there is lane access (as shown on
Attachment 3 to the report dated November 15, 2011 from the
Director of Development); and

(2) That Bylaw No. 8836, for the rezoning of 10131 Bridgeport Road
from "'Single Detached (RS1/D)™ to ""Coach Houses (RCH)", be
introduced and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY RUMI MISTRY FOR REZONING AT 10380
WILLIAMS ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E) TO

COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8850, RZ 11-591646) (REDMS No. 3418237)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-47 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw No0.8850, for the rezoning of 10380 Williams Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/E)” to “Compact Single Detached (RC2)”, be introduced
and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY RANJIT POONI FOR REZONING AT 9271
FRANCIS ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/C) TO

COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8851, RZ 11-581922) (REDMS No. 3420594)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-63 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson
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Pg. #

PLN-77

3437537

ITEM

4.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw No0.8851, for the rezoning of 9271 Francis Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/C)” to “Compact Single Detached (RC2)”, be introduced
and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY 0754999 BC LTD. FOR REZONING AT 8800, 8820,
8840, 8880, 8900, 8920, 8940 AND 8960 PATTERSON ROAD AND 3240,
3260, 3280, 3320 AND 3340 SEXSMITH ROAD FROM SINGLE
DETACHED (RS1/F) TO HIGH RISE APARTMENT AND ARTIST
RESIDENTIAL TENANCY STUDIO UNITS (ZHR10) - CAPSTAN

VILLAGE (CITY CENTRE)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8337/8838/8339/8840, RZ 06-349722) (REDMS No. 3433683)

LOVIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-77 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

(1) That Bylaw No. 8837, to amend the Richmond Official Community
Plan, Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), to facilitate the implementation of
a funding strategy for the construction of the future Capstan Canada
Line station, by:

(@) Inserting in Section 4.0, density bonus policy applicable to
developments that voluntarily contribute funds towards the
construction of the Capstan Canada Line station and provide
additional park, together with a definition for Capstan Station
Bonus in Appendix 1;

(b) Inserting the Overlay Boundary — Capstan Station Bonus Map
(2031) and inserting the Capstan Station Bonus Map
boundary in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031), Specific
Land Use Map: Capstan Village (2031), and reference maps
throughout the Plan; and

(©) Making related Plan amendments providing for rezoning to
proceed in Capstan Village on the basis of the Capstan Station
Bonus density bonus policy;

be introduced and given first reading.

(2) That Bylaw No. 8838, to amend the Richmond Official Community
Plan, as amended by Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw
No. 8837, to facilitate the construction of multiple-family residential
and related uses on the subject site, by:
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Pg. #

3437537

ITEM

(3)

(4)

()

(@) In Schedule 1, amending the existing land use designation in
Attachment 1 (Generalized Land Use Map) to relocate “Public
and Open Space Use” in respect to the subject site; and

(b) In Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), amending the existing land
use designation in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031),
Specific Land Use Map: Capstan Village (2031), and
reference maps throughout the Plan to relocate park within
the block bounded by Sexsmith Road, Sea Island Way, Garden
City Road, and Capstan Way and designate the subject site as
“Institution”, together with related minor map and text
amendments;

be introduced and given first reading.

That Bylaw No. 8837 and Bylaw No. 8838, having been considered in
conjunction with:

(@) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and

(b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and
Liquid Waste Management Plans;

are hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act.

That Bylaw No. 8837 and Bylaw No. 8838, having been considered in
accordance with OCP Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043,
be referred to the:

(@) Vancouver International Airport Authority; and
(b) Board of Education, School District No. 38 (Richmond);

That Bylaw No. 8839, to amend the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No.
8500, to facilitate the implementation of a funding strategy for the
construction of the future Capstan Canada Line station, by:

(@) Inserting Section 5.19, Capstan Station Specific Use
Regulations, in respect to developer contributions to the
Capstan station reserve, and related text amendments; and

(b) Inserting “RCL4” and “RCL5” in the “Residential/Limited
Commercial (RCL)” zone to provide for a density bonus that
would be used for rezoning applications in the Capstan
Station Bonus Map area designated by the City Centre Area
Plan to achieve City objectives in respect to the Capstan
Canada Line station;

be introduced and given first reading.
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Pg. #

PLN-185

3437537

ITEM

5.

(6) That Bylaw No. 8840, to amend the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No.
8500 as amended by Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 8839, to create
“High Rise Apartment and Artist Residential Tenancy Studio Units
(ZHR10) — Capstan Village (City Centre)” and for the rezoning of
8800, 8820, 8840, 8880, 8900, 8920, 8940, and 8960 Patterson Road
and 3240, 3260, 3280, 3320, and 3340 Sexsmith Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/F)” to “High Rise Apartment and Artist Residential
Tenancy Studio Units (ZHR10) — Capstan Village (City Centre)”, be
introduced and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY PINNACLE INTERNATIONAL (RICHMOND)
PLAZA INC. FOR REZONING AT 3391 AND 3411 SEXSMITH ROAD
FROM “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)”, TOGETHER WITH A
PORTION OF UNOPENED CITY LANE ON THE NORTH SIDE OF
CAPSTAN WAY BETWEEN SEXSMITH ROAD AND NO. 3 ROAD,

TO “RESIDENTIAL/LIMITED COMMERCIAL (RCL4)”
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8841/8842 RZ No. 10-544729 No.3414179)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-185 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

(1) That Bylaw No. 8841, to amend the Richmond Official Community
Plan, as amended by Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw
No. 8837, to facilitate the construction of multiple-family residential
and related uses on the subject site, by:

(@) In Schedule 1, amending the existing land use designation in
Attachment 1 (Generalized Land Use Map) to relocate “Public
and Open Space Use” in the area bounded by Capstan Way,
No. 3 Road, Sea Island Way, and Sexsmith Road; and

(b) In Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), amending the existing land
use designation in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031),
Specific Land Use Map: Capstan Village (2031), and
reference maps throughout the Plan to relocate areas
designated for park and road purposes within the block
bounded by Capstan Way, No. 3 Road, Sea Island Way, and
Sexsmith Road, together with related minor map and text
amendments;

be introduced and given first reading.
(2) That Bylaw No. 8841, having been considered in conjunction with:
(@) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and
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Pg. #

PLN-247

3437537

ITEM

6.

(b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and
Liquid Waste Management Plans;

is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act.

(3) That Bylaw No. 8841, having been considered in accordance with
OCP Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043, be referred to the:

(@) Vancouver International Airport Authority; and
(b) Board of Education, School District No. 38 (Richmond);

for comment on or before Public Hearing on February 20, 2012 on
OCP Amendment Bylaw No. 8841.

(4) That Bylaw No. 8842, to rezone 3391 and 3411 Sexsmith Road from
“Single Detached (RS1/F)”, together with a portion of unopened City
lane on the north side of Capstan Way between Sexsmith Road and
No. 3 Road, to “Residential/Limited Commercial (RCL4)”, as
amended by Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 8839, be introduced and
given first reading.

APPLICATION BY ORIS DEVELOPMENT (KAWAKI) CORP. FOR
AN OCP AMENDMENT TO LONDON/PRINCESS SUB AREA PLAN
AND FOR REZONING AT 6160 LONDON ROAD AND 13100, 13120,
13140, 13160 AND 13200 NO. 2 ROAD FROM "LIGHT INDUSTRIAL
(IL)” TO “COMMERCIAL/MIXED USE (ZMU20) - LONDON

LANDING (STEVESTON)” AND “SCHOOL & INSTITUTIONAL (SI)”
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8817/8818, RZ 09-466062) (REDMS No. 3448508)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-247 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

(1) That Bylaw No. 8817, to redesignate 13100, 13120 and 3140 No. 2
Road from “Use to be Determined” and *“Public Open Space” to
“Mixed-Use”, and to redesignate the southern portion of 6160
London Road from *“Mixed-Use” to “Public Open Space” in the
London/Princess Land Use Map in Schedule 2.4 of the Official
Community Plan Bylaw 7100 (Steveston Area Plan), be introduced
and given first reading;

(2) That Bylaw No. 8817, having been considered in conjunction with:
(@) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and
(b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and
Liquid Waste Management Plans
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Pg. #

PLN-311

3437537

ITEM

7.

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act;

That Bylaw No. 8817, having been considered in accordance with
OCP Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043, is hereby deemed
not to require further consultation;

That Bylaw No. 8818, to create “Commercial/Mixed-Use (ZMU20) -
London Landing (Steveston)” and for the rezoning of 13100, 13120
and 13140 No. 2 Road and the northern portion of 6160 London
Road, from Light Industrial (IL)” to“Commercial/Mixed Use
(ZMU20) - London Landing (Steveston)”, and for the rezoning of
13160, 13200 No. 2 Road and southern portion of 6160 London Road
from ""Light Industrial (IL)” to “School & Institutional (SI)” be
introduced and given first reading; and

That staff be directed to take the required steps to redesignate that
portion of FREMP Management Unit 11-29 approximately between
the western property boundary of 6240 Dyke Road and the western
boundary of No. 2 Road within the FREMP-Richmond Area
Designation Agreement from "lcw" (Industrial-Conservation-Water
Oriented Residential/Commercial) to "Rcw(Recreation/Park-
Conservation-Water Oriented Residential/Commercial); and.

That the net funds from the land transactions be transferred to an
account which would be specifically intended for Arts, Culture and
Heritage capital purposes.

FARM BASED WINERIES - POSSIBLE OPTIONS FOR ZONING
REGULATION
(File Ref. No. 08-4040-01; 12-8060-20-8860) (REDMS No. 3434333)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-311 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw No. 8860, to amend the definition of “farm-based winery” and
to include specific use regulations limiting their size, be introduced and
given first reading.
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Pg. #

PLN-321

PLN-337

3437537

ITEM

8.

9.

APPLICATION BY  SANFORD DESIGN GROUP FOR
AGRICULTURAL LAND RESERVE NON FARM USE AT 16880

WESTMINSTER HIGHWAY (LULU ISLAND WINERY)
(File Ref. No.; AG 11-579881) (REDMS No. 3434363)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-321 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
That:

(1) authorization for Sanford Design Group, on behalf of Lulu Island
Winery, to apply to the Agricultural Land Commission for a non-
farm use for the purposes of developing a food and beverage service
lounge as an accessory use to the existing farm-based winery facility
at 16880 Westminster Highway be granted;

(2) Richmond City Council recommend to the Agricultural Land
Commission for the registration of a legal agreement on title that
prohibits use of the proposed accessory food and beverage service
lounge and existing farm-based winery facility as a banquet hall or
stand-alone event hosting venue as part of the Agricultural Land
Commission’s review of the non-farm use application; and

(3) Lulu Island Winery undertake consultation with neighbouring
properties regarding the food and beverage service lounge proposal
and the findings be reported out to Richmond City Council prior to
advancing the non-farm use application to the Agricultural Land
Commission.

TRUCK PARKING ON PROPERTIES ON RIVER ROAD EAST OF
NO. 6 ROAD
(File Ref. No. 08-4040-01) (REDMS No. 3434401)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-337 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
That:
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Pg. #

PLN-353

3437537

ITEM

10.

1)

(2)

©)

(4)

the “Interim Truck Parking Action Plan” (Interim Action Plan), as
amended by Council in February 2008, be continued until the end of
2012 to allow for consideration of further rezoning applications for
commercial vehicle parking and storage within the plan area in the
16000 Block of River Road;

a daily traffic count be undertaken over two (2) one-week periods on
No. 7 Road (between Bridgeport Road and River Road) and on River
Road (East of Nelson Road) in 2012 either by the City or by future
applicants’ consultants, to the satisfaction of City staff, as part of
rezoning applications that facilitate commercial vehicle parking and
storage within the Plan Area;

staff report back to Planning Committee with an update on such daily
traffic count trends by the end of 2012 to consider the option of
amending the Interim Action Plan to allow only commercial outdoor
storage and not commercial vehicle parking in the short term,
depending upon the City’s review of traffic counts in 2012; and

the existing 1999 OCP *“Business and Industry” designation and
policies allowing for a range of long-term intensive industrial uses
for the 16000 block of River Road as well as the agri-industrial uses
set out in the Long-Term Action Plan be considered for inclusion in
the proposed, updated OCP.

HAMILTON AREA PLAN - COMMITTEE UPDATE #1 - CLARIFIED

TERMS OF REFERENCE, WORK PLAN AND TIMELINE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3438210)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-353 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speakers: Terry Crowe and Mark McMullen

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the staff report dated January 4, 2012 from the General Manager,
Planning and Development, entitled: “Hamilton Area Plan — Committee
Update #1 — Clarified Terms of Reference, Work Plan and Timeline” be
approved to guide the Hamilton Area Plan Update process.
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Pg. #

PLN-375

PLN-389

PLN-437

3437537

ITEM

11.

12.

13.

REVIEW OF THE NO. 5 ROAD BACKLANDS POLICY
(File Ref. No. 08-4050-10) (REDMS No. 3419274)

SO MVIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-375 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speakers: Terry Crowe and Holger Burke

STAFF RECOMMENDATION
That the proposed Terms of Reference and Work Program for the Review of
the No. 5 Road Backlands Policy (Attachment 1) be approved.

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

RICHMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISORY

COMMITTEE2011 ANNUAL REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3433597)

LO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE,

See Page PLN-389 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Lesley Sherlock

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That, as per the General Manager of Community Services’ report dated
December 16, 2011, entitled “Richmond Community Services Advisory
Committee 2011 Annual Report and 2012 Work Program”, the Richmond
Community Services Advisory Committee’s 2011 Work Program be
approved.

CHILD CARE DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2011

ANNUAL REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. ) (REDMS No. 3428025)

10O VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-437 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Lesley Sherlock
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Pg. #

PLN-449

PLN-467

3437537

ITEM

14.

15.

16.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That, as per the General Manager of Community Services’ report dated
December 13, 2011, “Child Care Development Advisory Committee: 2011
Annual Report and 2012 Work Program”, the Child Care Development
Advisory Committee 2012 Work Program be approved.

RICHMOND SENIORS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2011 ANNUAL

REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3430457)

LOMIEW cREPORT CLICK HERE.

See Page PLN-449 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Lesley Sherlock

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That, as per the General Manager of Community Services report dated
December 13, 2011, “Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2011 Annual
Report and 2012 Work Program”, the Richmond Seniors Advisory
Committee’s 2012 Work Program be approved.

2011 ANNUAL REPORT AND 2012 WORK PROGRAM:

RICHMOND INTERCULTURAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3418924)

SLOQMIEW cREPORT CLICK DERE

See Page PLN-467 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Alan Hill

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That, as per the General Manager, Community Services report dated
January 3, 2012 entitled “2011 Annual Report and 2012 Work Program:
Richmond Intercultural Advisory Committee™, the Richmond Intercultural
Advisory Committee 2011 Annual Report and 2012 Work Program
(Attachment 1) be approved.

MANAGER’S REPORT
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Bylaw 8860 . Page 2

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

8860,
FIRST READING RIBHMOND
. APPI;OVED
PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON | /«//
SECOND READING _ t;l;l}ggg?
] igltor
THIRD READING QSX&
ADOPTED | V)
MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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Agenda

Public Works & Transportation Committee

Pg. # ITEM

PWT-5

PWT-11 1.

3442621

Anderson Room, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Wednesday, January 18, 2012
4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Public Works &
Transportation Committee held on Wednesday, December 14, 2011.

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Wednesday, February 22, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

2012 PAVING PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.12201) (REDMS No. 3435271)

LOVIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PWT-11 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Jim Young

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the staff report regarding the 2012 Paving Program be received for
information.
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Public Works & Transportation Committee Agenda — Wednesday, January 18, 2012

Pg. #

PWT-19

PWT-23

PWT-31

ITEM

2.

3.

4.

FUEL PURCHASES AGREEMENT - BC PETROLEUM PRODUCTS
BUYING GROUP
(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01/2011) (REDMS No. 3424005)

1O VIEW EREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PWT-19 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Suzanne Bycraft

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the City participate in the BC Petroleum Products Buying Group fuel
purchases contract with Chevron Canada Ltd., commencing December 14,
2011 for a three-year period, with the option to renew for two additional one
year periods, to a maximum of five years.

ADVANCE CAPITAL BUDGET APPROVAL - 2012 LULU WEST
WATERWORKS AREA (WILLIAMS ROAD)
(File Ref. No. 10-6050-01) (REDMS No. 3438433)

JOVIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PWT-23 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Milton Chan

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That 2012 Capital Project Submission 4719 (Lulu West Waterworks Area)
as detailed in Attachment 1 of the staff report dated January 5, 2012 from
the Director, Engineering be approved for expenditure and commencement
of work.

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

RICHMOND COMMUNITY CYCLING COMMITTEE - PROPOSED
2012 INITIATIVES
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-20-RCYC1/2012) (REDMS No. 3414787)

T0O VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PWT-31 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Joan Caravan
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Public Works & Transportation Committee Agenda — Wednesday, January 18, 2012

Pg. #

PWT-39

ITEM

5.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

)

(2)

That the proposed 2012 initiatives of the Richmond Community
Cycling Committee regarding cycling-related engineering and
education activities, as described in the report from the Director,
Transportation, be endorsed; and

That a copy of the report from the Director, Transportation entitled
“Richmond Community Cycling Committee - Proposed 2012
Initiatives” be provided to the Council School Board Liaison
Committee for information.

TRAFFIC SAFETY ADVISORY COMMITTEE - PROPOSED 2012

INITIATIVES
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-20-TSAD1-01) (REDMS No. 3410268)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PWT-39 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Joan Caravan

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

(1)

)

That the proposed 2012 initiatives for the Traffic Safety Advisory
Committee, as outlined in the report from the Director,
Transportation, be endorsed; and

That a copy of the above report be forwarded to the Richmond
Council-School Board Liaison Committee for information.

MANAGER’S REPORT

ADJOURNMENT
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, December 14, 2011

3428618

With the aid of artist renderings, Jim Young, Manager, Engineering Design
and Construction, reviewed the proposed layout of the Williams Road
drainage pump station upgrade. Also, Mr. Young distributed a revised
Attachment 1 to the staff report dated November 25, 2011 (attached to and
forming part of these Minutes as Schedule 1).

Mr. Young provided background information and highlighted the following
information:

E the proposed pump station layout has been designed to keep as low a
profile as possible in order to preserve view corridors;

= the proposed pump station wall that faces Williams Road would be
relatively prominent and present an opportunity for beatification; and

n the proposed pump station is also incorporated into the highly utilized
west dike trail system, as such the maintenance access roads are
visualized to be appealing and complimentary to the existing trails.

Also, Mr. Young advised that the current elevation of the dike is
approximately 3.3 metres geodetic, while the proposed upgrade would raise
the elevation to 4.7 metres geodetic, which is consistent with the City's Long
Term Flood Management Strategy. It was noted that the upgrades would not
negatively impact accessibility.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Young advised the following:

= it is anticipated that the entire proposed upgrade be completed by
September 2012;

= it is important to upgrade drainage pump stations as these systems
prevent the City from flooding and many of them are old and pose risk
to the City;

. the City has 39 drainage pump stations in total, all of which are
included in a comprehensive report that includes assessments for each
of their conditions and prioritizes them accordingly for future upgrades;
and

- feedback from residents who reside adjacent to the pump station has
been positive.

Discussion ensued regarding the extent of the proposed drainage pump station
upgrade. Mr. Young advised that much of the costs associated with the
proposed upgrade are related to core engineering services, and that all other
costs are marginal.

Staff was requested to provide a memorandum detailing the order of
magnitude of a lesser pump station upgrade prior to the next Council meeting.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Young stated that (i) staff have
applied for grants for the proposed Williams Road drainage pump station
upgrade; and (ii) designs for drainage pump station upgrades are site specific.

2.
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, December 14, 2011

3428618

It was moved and seconded

That the concept for the Williams Road Drainage Pump Station be
endorsed.

CARRIED
MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Snow Removal

Tom Stewart, Director, Public Works Operations, advised that in the event of
significant snow fall, the City is well prepared for snow removal.

(i)  Onni Development in Steveston

John Irving, Director, Engineering, provided background information and
advised that the cracks along the Steveston boardwalk are being monitored
daily. He stated that the situation is stable and staff are working with Onni
personnel to find an ultimate solution and to repair the dike.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Irving stated that a geotechnical
report is required to identify the extent of the damage to the dike and to
provide a technical solution to repair or upgrade the dike. Mr. Irving
commented that the City has the final say on whatever technical solution is
brought forth from the geotechnical report. Also, Mr. Irving commented on
Onni’s position regarding the damage.

(iii) Delta Hotel Request

Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, spoke of a request from the Delta Hotel
regarding the current bus exchange situation adjacent to the hotel. Mr. Wei
noted that the hotel wishes to (i) increase its visibility, (ii) provide easier
access in and out of the hotel, and (iii) improve transit service for its clients.
He noted that staff would initiate discussion with the Vancouver Airport
Authority as this area is within their jurisdiction.

Discussion ensued regarding the bus exchange at south end of the Arthur
Laing Bridge, and it was noted that future discussions related to the bus
exchange should also acknowledge the lack of proper public transportation for
Burkeville residents.

(iv) No. I Road and Moncton Street Intersection

Mr. Wei spoke of the opening of the upgraded No. 1 Road and Moncton
Street intersection.

Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and Public Works, advised
that staff are aware of the narrow sidewalk abutting the intersection and
intend to address this concern by widening the sidewalk.
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, December 14, 2011

Discussion ensued regarding the No. 1 Road and Moncton Street intersection
upgrades and it was noted that this intersection received many upgrades, such
as the installation of a traffic light. Also, it was noted that signage explaining
all the various upgrades may be helpful, in particular for those utilizing the
pedestrian scramble crossing.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:45 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Public
Works & Transportation Committee of the
Council of the City of Richmond held on
Wednesday, December 14, 2011.

Councillor Linda Barnes Hanieh Floujeh

Chair

3428618

Committee Clerk
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Staff Report

Origin

In past years, staff have presented the annual paving program to the Public Works &
Transportation committee for information.

Background

The paving program is required to maintain our road network to current operating levels as well
as reduce the need for costly repairs. Staff have developed a prioritized list of locations which
are included in 2012 Paving Program.

Analysis

Scope of work includes milling and the paving of roads in priority order as identified by the
City’s Pavement Management System (PMS) and staff. The PMS software takes into account
items such as the age, structure, and current condition of the road. Pavement deflection data was
gathered in 2009 for select roads (major roads, mrn roads, recently resurfaced segments, and
sections with substantial surface cracking) and is being used in the current PMS model.

Paving is tentatively scheduled to commence in April 2012 and will continue until approximately
the end of October 2012 subject to weather or uncontrollable delays. Residents and businesses
impacted by construction will receive hand delivered letters in advance of construction, road
advisories will be advertised in local newspapers and the schedule will be posted on the City’s
website.

Included in Attachment 1 is a list of the proposed paving sites and the respective justification
which are included in the 2012 Paving Program tender. This year’s paving program will also
shift focus from curb repair to sidewalk repair.

Early tendering of the annual paving contract and the competitive liquid asphalt prices has
resulted in the City receiving highly competitive rates. This tender result will allow the City to
expand the program through additional paving locations (Attachment 2). As with past years, it
is possible that identified paving locations cannot be completed due to conflict with development
projects that are not known at this time. Should the seasonal paving restrictions permit, any new
development related paving locations would be replaced with the next priority paving locations.

Discussion

Staff tendered this contract early in December 2011 and received five competitive bids, with the
low tender by Imperial Paving Limited coming in under the City’s budget. This can be attributed
to the competitive liquid asphalt rates and the ability of the low bidder to secure materials and
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equipment before other municipalities given the City was first in the lower Fraser Valley to issue
a Tender. There was also strong contractor interest in working with the City as evidenced by the
number of bids received.

Using the City’s Pavement Management System, and given the low bid by Imperial, staff have
included additional locations to the program as a result of the budget savings. See Attachment 2
for a list of the additional paving sites. See the attached map for all proposed paving sites
(Attachment 3).

The 2012 Paving Program included an amendment to the City’s standard tendering practices that
reflects upon the City’s environmental initiatives. All bidders are encouraged to employ
sustainable methodologies, practices and materials that would assist in reducing the harmful
emissions, in direct alignment with the City’s sustainability goals.

Financial Impact

The 2012 Paving Program is funded from the City’s maintenance operating budget and the
Greater Vancouver Transportation Authority for the City’s Major Road Network (MRN).
Capital Funding will also be provided to complete those locations impacted by the respective
capital projects. The breakdown is as follows.

Available Funding Amount (8§) *
City Operating Budget 2,458,600
2012 MRN Budget 915,500
Miscellaneous Other City Funding 90,000

Total Available Funding 3,464,100
Estimated Expenditures

2012 Paving Tender — Appendix A 2,569,251
Additional Paving Locations — Appendix B 890,000
Total Estimated Expenditures 3,459,251
Estimated Funding Remaining 4,849

* All amounts are proposed for the 2012 Capital and Operating Budgets and have not been
approved by Council at the time of writing this report.

The paving contract is largely funded through the 2012 Operating Budget and is structured to
allow the work to be adjusted without penalty to reflect any changes in the 2012 Operating
Budget that are ultimately approved by Council. As with other 2012 City operating expenses,
expenses related to this paving contract are expected to be incurred starting in early 2012.
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ATTACHMENT 1 2012 PAVING PROGRAM — PROPOSED LOCATIONS
LOCATION FAULTS

8000 Block Steveston Highway -  MRN Treatment

13000 Westminster Highway - MRN Treatment

13000 Westminster Highway - MRN Treatment

Knight Street Bridge — City’s portion

- MRN Treatment

5000 Block Williams Road

- Utility cuts, pavement cracking

8000 Block Granville Avenue — East Bound Lanes

- Utility cuts, pavement cracking |

4000 Block Blundell Road

- Utility cuts, pavement cracking

9000 Block Williams Road

- Utility cuts, pavement cracking |

8000 Block Williams Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
7000 Block Alderbridge Way - Utility cuts, pavement cracking |
7000 Block No.4 Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
8000 Block Blundell Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking |
9000 Block Francis Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
10000 Block Blundell Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking |
8000 Block Bowcock Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking |
8000 Block Scotchbrook Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
8000 Block Wheeler Road -  Utility cuts, pavement cracking
4000 Block Smith Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking |
9000 Block Geal Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
5000 Block Wallace Road - Utility cuts, pavement crackin
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ATTACHMENT 2 2012 PAVING PROGRAM — ADDITIONAL LOCATIONS
LOCATION FAULTS

2000 Block Sweeden Way - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
4000 Block Garden City Road — south bound lanes - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
7000 Block No.5 Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
South Dyke (No.2 Road to No.3 Road) - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
8000 Block Cambie Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
9000 Block Granville Avenue - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
9000 Block Blundell Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
3000 Block Shell Road - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
7000 Block Granville Avenue — east bound lanes - Utility cuts, pavement cracking
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December 19, 2011 -2-

Staff Report
Origin

The City has participated as a consortium member of the BC Petroleum Products Buying Group
(BCPPBG) for a number of years. The BCPPBG is made up of approximately 65 agencies,
including local, regional, municipal government and school board member organizations, which
in total purchase approximately 37,000,000 litres of product annually. Members are located in
six geographic regions including the Lower Mainland, Kamloops, Vancouver Island, Prince
George, Terrace and Port Hardy. The City of Vancouver is the lead agency for the most recent
BCPPBG tendering process.

This report presents information regarding the fuel purchases consortium process and
recommends that the City participate in the BCPPBG contract.

Analysis
Background

The City of Richmond maintains a fuel station at the City Works Yard for fuelling all City
vehicles and equipment with gasoline or diesel fuels. There are also fuel tanks located at several
fire hall stations for fuelling fire vehicles and fire apparatus. Fuelling services at the Works Yard
are also made available to the Richmond RCMP and Richmond School Board on a cost-recovery
basis. Richmond Fire Rescue has recently begun using the Works yard fuelling site for fuelling
some of their units due to the decommissioning of their fuel tanks at No. 1 Hall as a result of
renovations at that site.

The City uses approximately one million litres of fuel annually, including gasoline and bio-diesel
for City vehicles and equipment (not including Richmond Fire Rescue). Additionally,
approximately 300,000 litres of fuel is purchased to support fuelling services at the Works Yard
for the Richmond RCMP and School Board.

BCPPBG Fuel Purchases Contract

The current agreement for fuel purchases is with Chevron Canada Ltd., and expired on
December 13, 2011. In preparation, the lead agency for the BCPPBG issued a request for
proposals on September 1, 2011 with a closing date of September 27, 2011. There were two
respondents to the proposal call — Parkland Fuel Corporation and Chevron Canada Ltd.

Agency members participated in reviewing the proposal document prior to issuance, and
providing rankings on submission factors such as total cost of product; technical capabilities;
levels of service; quality, safety, environmental and social responsibility. Chevron met the key
requirements and provided overall best value based on the following costing model:

e Weekly rack price
e Less discount (e.g. off rack, plus early payment, volume discount)

e Plus bridging fee

s424008 PWT - 20



PWT - 21



PWT - 22



PWT - 23



January 5, 2012 -2-

Staff Report
Origin

Subsection 165(1) of The Community Charter requires the City to adopt a Five Year Financial
Plan (“5YFP”) Bylaw (which includes operating, utility and capital expenditures) before May
15" of each year. The bylaw is required to identify all expenditures for the current year (i.e.
2012) and provide estimates for the remainder of the five-year program. The 2012 5YFP Bylaw
provides the City with the authority to proceed with spending to the limits outlined in the bylaw.

The 2012 Capital Budget (the “budget”™) is one of the key inputs in preparing the SYFP (2012 —
2016) and is also one of the City’s most important tools in achieving the goals of the Long Term
Financial Management Strategy (LTFMS), while providing for the current and future
infrastructure needs of the community. Under the City’s LTFMS, the City is committed to
financial planning that maintains and enhances existing levels of service to the community, while
limiting the impact on property taxes.

As part of the budget process, the Assessor Team evaluated the capital submissions from all City
departments and utilized a ranking system within the Capital Planning Model to determine which
submissions would be recommended for inclusion in the budget.

The capital submission for the 2012 Lulu West Waterworks Area has been recommended by the
Assessor Team.

The purpose of this report is to obtain Council approval to commence construction of this project
in a timely manner.

Analysis
Watermain Replacement Capital Submissions
The waterworks capital program is developed based on a number of criteria including:
e the City’s long range infrastructure replacement strategy,
e watermain break history,
e 2041 Official Community Plan (OCP) Water Modelling Study, and
e the proposed road paving program.

The main goals of the program are to replace ageing infrastructure prior to failure and to improve
fire protection by locally increasing the system supply capacity.

For the 2012 budget, capital submissions totalling $7,406,757 were entered into the Capital
Planning Model for watermain replacement in various locations (see Table 1).
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Table 1 - 2012 Watermain Replacement Capital Submissions

Capital Submission Amount

4715 — Lulu East Waterworks Area $ 1,635,867
4716 — Sea Island Waterworks Area $ 670,832
4718 - Lulu North Waterworks Area $ 3,476,810
4719 — Lulu West Waterworks Area $ 1,623,247
Total $ 7,406,757
Capital Funding from Water Utility Reserve (Approved as the basis $ 7.550.000
for establishing the 2012 utility rates) WL
Remaining funding $143,243

The 2012 Lulu West Waterworks Area project and the three other water capital projects listed
above are all fully funded from the Water Utility Reserve. This funding level was approved at
the Special Council Meeting of Dec. 12, 2011 as the basis for establishing the 2012 utility rates.

Project Delivery

In order to deliver the 2012 Capital Program in a timely manner, design work on selected 2012
projects was completed in 2011 under the 2011 Infrastructure Advanced Design program. One
of the projects that has been designed is the 2012 Lulu West Waterworks Area (Capital
Submission 4719). This project consists of the replacement of approximately 1640 metres of
watermain along Williams Road between No. 3 Road and No. 4 Road, as described in
Attachment 1 (Capital Project Submission 4719).

This portion of watermain was included in the program due to its age and considerable recent
break history compared to other watermains in the Capital Program. If the watermains are not
replaced, potential future watermain breaks could lead to road failure, reduced water quality,
extended disruption of service and inconvenience to customers, possible contamination and
increased emergency repair costs. In addition there is a potential for increased GVWD costs as
the City’s portion is based on water consumption (including leaks and breakages).

Due to the urgency of this project and to take advantage of the competitive bidding environment
and subsequent low tender pricing, it was publicly tendered in 2011 with award subject to budget
approval. The lowest bid received was $1,104,550 plus taxes. Additional costs will be incurred
for service tie-ins by the City, inspection and contract administration.
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The award period has been extended to February 15, 2012 to allow for Council approval of this
project. If this deadline is not met, the tender may need to be cancelled, and the project will be
re-tendered once the 2012 Capital Program is approved. This will lead to significant delays and
considerable consequences as described in the previous paragraph, as well as potential increased
tender pricing due to inflation.

Financial Impact

Capital Submission 4719 — Lulu West Waterworks has been recommended by the Assessor
Team for inclusion in the 2012 budget. The value of this submission is $1,623.247.50 with an
OBI of $570.36. The funding source for this project is the water utility reserve and this amount
is within the annual funding availability limits and was approved at the Special Council Meeting
of Dec. 12, 2011 as the basis for establishing the 2012 utility rates. This project does not
displace or compete with any other non-water capital projects.

This project will also be included in the 5 Year Financial Plan (2012-2016) Bylaw.

Conclusion

The Williams Road watermain has been identified as being in need of replacement. Breakage of
this watermain would result in costly repairs and inconvenience to the public. Advance approval
of Capital Submission 4719 (Lulu West Waterworks Area) will mitigate these risks for this area.

s

Milton Chan, P.Eng,
Senior Project Engineer
(604-276-4377)
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Attachment 1

City of Richmond
Capital Project Submission

Submission ID: 4719

Date Wednesday, 22 June 2011 Project Year 2012
Submitted by Elena Paller Recommended Yes

Project Number

Project Name Lulu West Waterworks Area
Project Location See Scope
Estimated cost $1.623,247.50

Purpose (As it relates to strategic vislon)

This project will:
-replace ageing infrastructure at the end of its service life;
‘improve fire protection.

This project is required to minimize operating cost due to watermain breaks.
This project meets strategic City goals:

Serving the Customer — by minimizing customer’s disruptions due to watermain breaks and
providing long term maintenance of service.

Financial Management —~Waterworks infrastructure replacement reduces the potential for
unplanned maintenance that is unpredictable and costly and maximizes long-term local
government financial health by replacing watermains in accordance with the City's long
range infrastructure replacement strategy.

Scope of Work
This project includes 720 meters of 200mm diameter watermain construction and 840
meters of 300mm diameter watermain to replace the existing infrastructure.

The waterworks capital program is developed based on the City's long range infrastructure
replacement strategy, watermain break history, 2041 OCP Water Modelling Study and the
proposed road paving program.

The program replaces ageing infrastructure prior to failure and improves fire protection.
Please refer to document #3154073 for specific locations, cost estimates and detailed
scope of work.

Sustainability

Sustainable Resource Use — The watermain replacement program promotes reduced per
capita water consumption through the installation of mandatory water meters. The reduced
water consumption will defer the need for future capacity upgrades and, therefore, defer the
need for future capital expenditure,

Thursday, § January 2012 12:02:09 PM
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Inclusive, Safe & Accessible Community = The watermain replacement program is required
to maintain reliable delivery of water to the community which is essential for individual and
community health and well-being. Waterworks infrastructure provides fire protection for
safety of the public and their properties.

Vibrant Community — Waterworks infrastructure supports recreational opportunities for the
residents by providing water to the swimming pools, ice rinks, drinking fountains and water
parks. Waterworks infrastructure supports beautification of the community by providing
water for irrigation of both public and private landscapes.

Leadership in Municipal Practices ~ Waterworks infrastructure replacement program
maximizes long-term local government financial health by replacing watermains in
accordance with the City’s long range infrastructure replacement strategy.

Thursday, 5 January 2012 12:02:08 PM
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Cost breakdown

Roads

Storm Sewer
Waterworks

Sanitary Sewer

Building Construction
Land Acquisition

Park Development
Vehicle Purchases

Local improvements/Nics
Computer cost

TOTAL

Impact of Capital Project on Operating Budget

©CBl Document Number

Comments

$0.00
$0.00
$1,623,247.50
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00
$0.00

$1,623,247.50

$570.36

Consequences of not proceeding with the project

If watermains are not replaced, the potential watermain breaks could lead to road failure,
reduced water quality, extended disruption of service and inconvenience to customers,
possible source of contamination and increasing emergency repair cost. In addition there is
a potential for increased GVWD costs as the City's portion is based on water consumption

(including leaks and breakages).

GM Approval Signature

Thursday, 5 January 2012 12:02:10 PM
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s  Memorial Bike Rack: in recognition of the passing of a founding member of the Committee
in July 2011, the Committee worked with staff to develop a bike rack that will feature a
memorial plaque. The bike rack would replace one of the existing bike racks located around
the perimeter of the north plaza of City Hall.

2. Initiatives for 2012

In addition to providing input on the planning, design and implementation of major capital
cycling infrastructure projects, the Committee proposes to undertake various cycling education
and awareness activities and participate in cycling-related initiatives with other City departments
and external agencies.

2.1  Cycling Network Expansion & Improvement Projects

The Committee will provide input at the earliest conceptual stage on the prioritisation, planning,
design, and implementation of the following projects that expand and/or improve the cycling
network:

o Planned Cycling Network Expansion: detailed design of intersection improvements at Garden
City Road and Granville Avenue and determination of appropriate engineering measures to
support Phase 1 of the Parkside Bikeway;

o Railway Avenue Corridor Trail System: design of this major north-south pedestrian and
cycling greenway that will connect Steveston with the Middle Arm Greenway;

o Planned Park. Road and Development Projects: review of additional projects that impact
existing cycling facilities or would incorporate new cycling infrastructure as part of the
overall project;

o Cycling Network Improvement Projects: work with staff to identify other localised
improvements to existing cycling facilities such as additional lighting, pavement markings
and signage; and

o Promotion of Completed Routes: develop new and/or enhanced promotional campaigns to
raise the awareness of new cycling facilities both locally and regionally, such as news
releases, regular City notices in local newspapers and wide distribution of cycling maps.

2.2 Education and Encouragement Initiatives

The Committee will encourage and promote safe cycling as a sustainable travel mode that also
has significant health benefits via the following activities:

e 12™ Annual “Island City, by Bike” Tour: assist in the planning, promotion and staging of the
twelfth annual bike tour of Richmond during Bike Month in June 2012, which is set for
Sunday, June 10" at the Terra Nova Rural Park. Both the short and long routes will utilize
the Crabapple Ridge Bikeway to raise community awareness of this new neighbourhood bike
route.

o Bike to Work Week: assist in the planning, promotion and staging of this region-wide event
during May and November 2012, which includes the provision of bike commuter stations
throughout the city;

PWT - 35
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- File: 0100-20-TSADI1-01

Staff Report
Origin

Council endorsed the establishment of the Traffic Salety Advisory Committee (TSAC) in 1997
to create a co-operative partnership between City statf. community groups and other agencies
that seek to enhance traffic and pedestrian safety in Richmond. The Committee provides input
and feedback on a wide range of traffic safety issues such as school zone concerns,
neighbourhood traffic calming requests and traffic-related education initiatives. TSAC currently
has representation from the following groups: Insurance Corporation of BC (ICBC), Richmond
School District. Richmond RCMP, Richmond Fire-Rescue, and the City’s Transportation and
Community Bylaws Divisions.! This report summarizes the Committee’s activities in 2011 and
identifies proposed initiatives for 2012.

Analysis

1. Activities and Accomplishments in 2011

The Commiittee’s major activities and accomplishments in 2011 are summarized below.
1.4 Road Safety Measures

The Committee provided input on and/or participated in the following measures aimed at
improving the safety of Richmond roads lor all users:

e Traffic Calming: potential installation of speed humps and other traffic calming measures on
various roadways to address vehicle speeding concerns;

o Driver Feedback Signs: installation of new electronic unit on Gilbert Road south of Finn
Road:

o No U-Turn Signage: review of existing “No U-Turn™ signage to determine its effectiveness:
o No. 3 Road Median Railings: proposed installation of centre median railings on No. 3 Road
to deter jaywalking by pedestrians in the vicinity of Aberdeen and Richmond-Brighouse

Stations;

o [llegal Passing of School Buses: enforcement and education initiatives to deter motorists
from illegally passing school buses when the vehicles’ red lights are flashing:

o Update of Scooter Brochure: update of the City’s “Road Safety Tips for Scooter Users™
brochure to incorporate new technology and information; and

o Arterial Road Crosswalks: continuation of a city-wide phased program to upgrade the
minimum standard of arterial road crosswalks to “special crosswalks"™ with internally lit
overhead signs with downward lighting and pedestrian-actuated amber flashers and beacons.

1.2 On-going School Zone Traffic Safety Activities

The Committee contributed to enhancing school zone traffiec and pedestrian safety through the
following activities:

' The Committee has been without a representative of the Richmond District Parents Association (RDPA) since July
2009. Staff' have made several requests for a new member to Richmond School District staff as well as the Council-
School Board Liaison Committee. As stalf recognize that a volunteer parent may find it challenging to attend TSAC
meetings. staff will advise the RDPA that individual Parent Advisory Committee (PAC) members are welcome to
attend TSAC meetings to discuss any school-relatebt{i\ﬁ: safﬁ% issues,

4TI268
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o [Lnforcement: on-going enforcement of school zone traffic regulations, particularly during
back to school periods such as the beginning of school terms in September; and

o Parking & Access: providing input on the improvement of parking and circulation layouts
and 1dentifying the requirement for and providing input on the installation of new walkways
and crosswalks as well as upgrading existing crosswalks to improve pedestrian access.

gl Road Safety Campaigns
The Commiittee participated in various ICBC- and RCMP-led road safety campaigns including:

o Distracted Driving (February 2011): police and traffic agencies across the Lower Mainland
participated in a multi-jurisdictional wide campaign targeting “distracted driving” including
drivers using cell phones.

o Commercial Vehicles (March 2011): enforcement and vehicle inspections co-ordinated with
the cities of Vancouver and Delta;

e Ruilway Crossings (April 2011): road safety at railway crossings co-ordinated with CN Rail:
and

o Impaired Drivers (July-August 2011): province-wide CounterAttack road checks.

2. Proposed Initiatives for 2012

[n addition to developing and providing input on corrective measures to address identified traffic
safety concerns, the Committee will undertake a number of proactive initiatives to enhance
traffic safety and promote traffic safety education.

2.1 Road Safety and Traffic Calming Measures

The Committee will participate in the following measures to improve the safety of all road users:

o Traffic Calming: the assessment, implementation and monitoring of road safety and traffic
calming measures where warranted in local neighbourhoods, together with consultation with
Richmond RCMP and Richmond Fire-Rescue prior to the implementation of any traffic
calming measures;

o Pedestrian & Traffic Sufety: continue to support and participate in on-going multi-agency
efforts to increase the level of pedestrian and traffic safety, such as annual campaigns held by
ICBC and Richmond RCMP;

e Accessible Pedestrian Signals: provide input on the implementation of accessible pedestrian
signal features at signalized intersections and special crosswalks:

o Overhead Hluminated Street Name Signs: provide input on priority locations for the
installation of overhead LED illuminated street name signs, which will improve waytinding
for all road users, particularly at night; and

o Discouraging Vehicle Speeding: the member agencies of the Committee will continue to
jointly work on initiatives to curb vehicle speeding in the community. such as the targeted
enforcement program of the Richmond RCMP.

2.2 School Zone Traflic Safety — On-Going Programs

The Committee will continue its involvement in the on-going review and improvement of traffic
and pedestrian safety in school zones through:
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« improving vehicle parking and circulation layout at schools;

« supporting the enforcement of school zone traffic violations; and

« introducing new walkways and crosswalks as well as upgraded crosswalks to improve
pedestrian safety.

2.3  Other Programs and Initiatives

The Committee will continue to work on and/or provide input to the following programs and
initiatives:

» Steveston Parking Strategy: provide input on possible traffic safety implications of any
proposed parking strategies (e.g., parking in laneways);

o Special Events: provide comment and input from a traffic safety perspective on the
development and implementation of traffic management plans to support special events; and

o Richmond Parking Advisory Committee: provide input to this Committee as required, as
some items may have traffic safety implications (e.g., installation of crosswalks and changes
to on-street parking regulations).

Financial Impact

As in previous years, staff resources required to support this Committee have been included in
the proposed 2012 Operating Budget. Costs associated with the installation of traffic control
devices, walkway construction and other road and traffic safety improvements are normally
accommodated in the City’s annual capital budget and considered as part of the annual budget
review process. Some of these projects are eligible for financial contribution from external
agencies (e.g., ICBC and TransLink).

Conclusion

The Traffic Safety Advisory Committee is one of the few multi-agency forums in the region
dedicated to enhancing pedestrian and traffic safety within its home municipality. Since its
inception in 1997, the Committee has provided input on and support of various traffic safety
improvements and programs and initiated a range of successful measures encompassing
engineering, education and enforcement activities. Upon Council endorsement of these
initiatives, staff will forward a copy of this report to the Richmond Council/School Board
Liaison Committee for its information.

?(“U/‘Mﬁ?ﬁu?i/;r\d

* Joan Caravan
Transportation Planner
(604-276-4035)
(on behalf of the Traffic Safety Advisory Committee)
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DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL
REPORTS AND ACCOMPANYING PLANS
TO BE CONSIDERED BY COUNCIL
AT THE COUNCIL MEETING

SCHEDULED FOR

Monday, January 23, 2012
Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Chak Au Councillor Harold Steves -
Councillor Linda Barnes Director, City Clerk’s Office
Councillor Derek Dang Director, Development
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt Council Chambers Binder

Councillor Ken Johnston Front of House Counter Copy
Coungcillor Bill McNulty: ‘ ,




City of Richmond Memorandum

Planning and Development Department

To: David Weber Date: January 16, 2012
Director, City Clerk’s Office

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: DP 10-545704
Director of Development

Re: Application by — Chen Design Studio for Development Permit at

7900 Bennett Road

The attached Development Permit was given favourable consideration by the Development
Permit Panel at their meetings held on July 27, 2011 and January 11, 2012.

It would now be appropriate to include this item on the agenda of the next Council meeting for
their consideration.

//%«
&y Briag/l. Jacksou{ MCIP
Diréctor of Pevelopment
TB:bl
Att,

;—/Fichmond

\

3453121



Ci'ty of

g Richmond - | | Minutes

Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, July 27, 2011

Time: 3:30 p.m.

Place: Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall

Present: Joe Erceg, Chair ‘ . :
Robert Gonzalez, General Mangg#® Fngineering and Public Works
Dave Semple, General Mapg#€r, Parks and Recreation

The meeting was called to ordggs 930 p.m.

Minutes.

1.

¥ moved and seconded
hat the minutes of the meeting of the Development Permit Panel held on Wednesday,
July 13, 2011 be adopted.

CARRIED

. Development Permit 10-545704 -

{File Ref. No.: DP 10-545704) (REPMS No. 3218163)
APPLICANT: Chen Design Studio
PROPERTY LOCATION: 7900 Bennett Road

INTENT OF PERMIT:

1. Permit the construction of two (2) back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Roadon a
site zoned “Infill Residential (RI12)”; and

2. . Vary the prov1s1ons of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to permit a 0.5m
building projection beyond the vertical height envelope.

Applicant’'s Comments

Xi Chen, Designer, Chen Design Studio, provided the followmg details regardmg the
proposed two back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road:

. the subject site was subdivided into two new lots, and a two-unit duplex building is

proposed for each lot;



Development Permit Panel
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3252873

the proposed design of the buildings are two-storey wood frame homes,
approximately the same height as existing adjacent residences;

the proposed front yard setback matches the front yard setback of exrstmg adjacent

homes;

the proposed density is 0.55-ﬂoor area ratio;

_ architectural form and character is similar to single-family, duplex, and two-storey

townhouse residences on adjacent lots;

Crithe Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) is applied to the
proposed development, and safety and security is enhanced by: (i) a front fence that
is less than 1 metre in height to allow casual observation of the street; (ii) well lit
entrances to residences; and (iii) a shared tenant pathway for “B” units;

accessibility features are in place throughout the design scheme, and aging-in-place
foatures are provided in all units;

the rear “B” units will be convertible, and have the base level of accessible features.,
such as widened doors, stairs and corridors throughout;

frammg and electrical elements are included for a future stair l1ft and the living

" room is convertiblé into a bedroom with an accessible washroom included;

sustainability features on site include permeable pavers, low flow fixtures and
faucets, water efficient appliances, and duel flush toilets;

there are motion Sensors and timers in the public area to reduce electricity
consumption,

low glazing is used, as are low emitting materials, where applicable; and

“operable windows will create a better indoor environment.

In response to the Chair’s query regarding parking, Ms. Chen stated that the zoning bylaw
requirement of greater than 1.0 resident parking spaces per dwelling unit, or 0.5 parking
spaces per bedroom (3 spaces per lot}, is achieved.

In response to the Chair’s request for information regarding access to the site, garages,
and landscaping, Masa Ito, Ito and Associates, Landscape Architects, advised that:

rear lane access is provided to this site from Acheson Road with parklng garages at
the rear of the site; ,

the landscape scheme includes a patio space at the front of each unit, and boulevard
street {rees; and

an open arbour denotes the main entrance to the site,
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Panel Discussion

~

‘Discussion ensued between the Panel and Mr. Ito regarding:

. all parking is at the rear of the subject site, and a pathway in the centre of the site
features some low landscaping to soften the edges;

. the proposed fence could be relocated further toward the north to allow the
' addition of more landscaping elements; .

. the access from the lane is a hard surface;

e no outdoor amenity space is provided on site, but the project is located _close to the
City’s Brighouse Park, an area that offers outdoor space; and

. fencing the perimeter is a questionable solution to adjacency issues. -

Discussion continued with the Panel questioning the appropriateness of: (i) a lack of
outdoor space; (ii) reliance on Brighouse Park for outdoor activity for children; (iii}

_questionable safety for children leaving the subject site and going to Brighouse Park for

play; and (iv) the general lack of quiet outdoor space on the subject site.

Staff Comments
Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development, advised that the unique zone “Infill

Residential” was created specifically for the Atchison Road/Bennett Road area, and that

the zone has no requirement for a common outdoor amenity space, though the infill
residential project to the east of the subject site features detached garages.

The design scheme includes a trade off between attached garages and havmg additional
parking off the lane, and pushing the garages further south.

In response to a query from the Chair, Mr. Jackson advised that if the applicant moved the
garages further north on the subject site without a dedication on the south side, vehicles
might have a problem manoeuvring onto the half lane.

Gallery Comments

‘Bob Harrison, 9591 McBurney Drive, stated that a 3:30' p.m. start time for a Panel

meeting was inconvenient for some residents.

Correspondence

None.

Panel Discussion

The Chair stated that the project’s design could be more appropriate and more sensitively
executed in terms of: (i) landscaping; (i) presentation to the lane; (iii} whether there is a
way to make access to the site, and parking, more workable; and (iv) the provision for
usable outdoor space for each unit.
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The Chair added that he had a concern regarding liveability for future residents of the rear,
ot, “B” units.

The Panel further commented that: (i)-now was an opportune time to be creative; and (ii)

‘replacing fences was an inadequate response to interface with adjacent properties.

‘Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded -
That Development Permit 10-545704 be referred back to staff for further examination

of:

(i) the landscaping scheme;

(@) ' presentation to the lane;

(iii) access lo the site;
(iv)  on-site parking; and
(v)  provision of useable outdoor space for each unit,
CARRIED

Development Permit DV 10-542375
(File Ref. No.: DV 10-542375) (REDMS No. 3227953)
APPLICANT: Provincial Rental Housing Corporation

PROPERTY LOCATION: 8180 Ash Street

INTENT OF PERMIT:

L. Vary the minimum lot width from 12 m to 8.3 m for propoggTot 5; and

2. Vary the. minimum lot frontage from 6 m to 0.38 m. {ofProposed Lot 4, to 2.7 m for
proposed Lot 5 and to 0.60 m for proposed Lot 6 '

To permit subdivision of 8180 Ash Street ja#six (6) lots zoned “Single Detached
(RS1/B)” for the purpose of developing g#rdable single-family dwellings.

Applicant's Comments _7 _

Julio Gomberoff, Retired Arc##ct, 455 Beach Crescent, Vancouver, spoke in general
terms regarding: (i) the mggthan 6 feet of frontage; (ii) the recessed property line; (iii)
the unique hammerheggriveway arrangement that allows for cars to go forward onto
Dayton Court; (iv)g#sizc of the six proposed lots exceeds the zoning bylaw requirement;
(v) the 2 % stgg® height of the proposed homes; (vi) the finished site grade; (vii) the
subject sitg@Ppotential to add between 6 and 9 cars to the neighbourhood; and (viii)
shrubs g#ss, and the number of trees to be planted on site as part of the landscaping

schy
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Time: 3:30 p.m.

Place: Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall

Present: Joe Erceg, Chair

City of
Richmond '~ Minutes

Development Permit Panel _.
Wednesday; January 11, 2012

Robert Gonzalez, Ggpefal Manager, Engineering and Public Works
Dave Semple, Ggfftral Manager, Parks and Recreation

The meeting was called to ge#er at 3:30 p.m. |

1.

December 14, 2011, be adopted.

Fas moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Development Permit Panel held on Wednesday,

CARRIED

Development Permit 10-545704 ,
{File Ref. No.: DP 10-§45704) (REDMS No, 3420906)

APPLICANT: Chen Design Studio
PROPERTY LOCATION: 7900 Bennett Road

INTENT OF PERMIT:

1. Permit the construction of two (2) back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on a
site zoned “Infill Residential (R12)”; and

2. Vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to permit a 0.5 m
_ building projection beyond the vertical height envelope.

Applicant’s Comments

Xi Chen, Designer, Chen Design Studio, advised that since the July 27, 2011 meeting of
the Development Permit Panel, during which the Panel reviewed the proposed two back-
to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road, the following revisions to the development had
been made:
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. the garages have been: (i) detached from the prineipal building to create more
amenity space; and (ii) shifted to improve access;

. a lattice fence had been developed to make the amenity space more open and more

useable by residents; and

) revisions have been made to the landscaping scheme by making more planting

area available.

In response to the Chair’s question, the applicant confirmed that the garages are now
detached, not attached to residential units, so that each residential unit now had a rear yard
space. '

Staff Comments

Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development, stated that when the project was first
presented to the Panel, rear residential units had no. private amenity space, but- that the
applicant has addressed this issue, and now each rear unit includes a-private amenity
space, In addition, there is a small communal space, featuring a sandbox play element, to
be shared by four units. Also, permeable paving for the outdoor access driveways

~ enhances the appearance of the development.

3442979

In response to the Chair’s query regarding vehicles turning in the lane, Mr, Jackson
confirmed that the turning template is large enough for drivers to make turns.

Correspondence
Rob Bodnar and Norma Miller, 215 Creekside Drive, Salt Spring Island (Schedule 1)

Mr. Jackson advised that the correspondents were in favour of the proposed development,
and expressed their desire that the City upgrade sidewalks on Bennett Road.

Gallery Comments

None.

Panel Discussion

The Panel expressed appreciation to the applicant for the changes made to the design
.scheme.

Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded
That a Development Permit be issued which would:

1. Permit the construction of two (2) back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on
a site zoned “Infill Residential (RI2)”; and
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2. Vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to permit a 0.5 m
building projection beyond the vertical height envelope.
' CARRIED
.-
3.  Development Permit DP 10-538908 ' A
(File Rof. No: DP 10-538908) (REDMS No, 3435263)

APPLICANT: Doug Massie, Architect of Chercover Massie & Associates g
Ltd. ‘

PROPERTY LOCATION: 8851 Heather Sireet

INTENT OF PERMIT:

I.  Permit the construction of a two-storey building for a licensed child cagfftacility for
approximately 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned A #embly (ASY);
and

2. Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:

a) Reduce the minimum interior side yard from 7.5 m o .

Applicant’'s Comments

Doug Massie, Architect, Chercover Massjgf& Associates Architecture and Engineering,
spoke on behalf of the owner, and advisgd that he wished to address points raised in letters
from neighbours regarding the propged two-storey building for a licensed child care
facility for approximately 60 childyfh, at 8851 Heather Street. Mr. Massie stated that:

e ftraffic, the lack of sideyflks and the ditch on Heather Street are items beyond the
- responsibility of the g#fplicant, who has no way of responding to these matters;

Chercover Massigl& Associates has designed other daycare centres and none of .

gplicant has submitted evidence to City planning staff that shows that the
me of cars created by the proposed child care facﬂlty has minimal impact on
e traffic on Heather Street;

the number of parkn@g stalls proposed for the site is dictated by the City’s zoning
bylaw, and is designed to the standards of the bylaw, with the exception of the
number of small car stalls, which is the reason behind the request for the variance;

the proposed building has been demgned to meet the B.C. Government standards
for child care facilities;

3442979



Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the To Development Permit Panel

Development  Permit  Panel Date: 34/ .7/, o?O/&

Mecting of Wednesday, January item #___eC.
January 11, 2012 11, 2012. Re: /O — 5‘7‘570 ya

Terry Brunette

Planner 2
City of Richmond
Planning and Development Department

Terry:

RE: DP 10-545704 - Revised application in response to DPP referral by Chen Design Studio fora
development permit at 7900 Bennett Road

- We are pleased that 7900 Bennett Road is slated for redevelopment Our concerns lie in the areas of
parking and pedestrian traffic.

We have owned properties on this block since 1999 (7800 and 7926). One of the attractions for us was
the vision articulated in the 1995 Acheson Bennett Sub-Area Plan. Specifically, we were drawn to a
future that included sidewalks and on-street parking.. By our count, 33 of the 37 lots on the south side
of Bennett are built (or being redeveloped) since the 1995 Plan. Unfortunately, since 1999, no sidewalks
have been added. And, as density has increased, residents on Bennett and Acheson are increasingly
likely to park on the city-owned front lawns of newly-developed duplexes—with little or no
consequences from the City.

The development proposed for 7900 Bennett Road may well attract residents with parking needs that
exceed the space being made available (appears to be 12 bedrooms and only six parking spots). If the
City is committed to its vision for this neighbourhood, then please follow the sub-area plan through by
realizing the transportation ohjective. If that isn’t possible at this time, we urge the City to enforce the
parking bylaws already in place, as we often have complaints from our tenants. Both actions will help
preserve the character of this neighbourhood.

" Thank you,

Rob Bodnar & Norma Miller
215 Creekside Drive

Salt Spring Island

V8K 2E4




City of Richmond Rgport to
Planning and Development Department Development Permit Panel

TO: LAS s o, Suly 025, RO s

To: Development Permit Panel Date: July 8, 2011

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: DP 10-545704
Director of Development

Re: Application by Chen Design Studio for a Development Permit at 7900 Bennett
Road

Staff Recommendation
That a Development Permit be issued which would:

1. Permit the construction of two (2) back-to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on a site
zoned “Infill Residential (RI2)”; and

2. Vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to permit a 0,5m building
projection beyond the vertical height envelope. '

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP

Director of Development

BlJ:tcb
Att. 3

3218163



July 6,2011 -2- DP 10-545704

Staff Report
Origin
Chen Design Studio has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to develop two (2} back-

to-back duplexes at 7900 Bennett Road on a site currently zoned “Single Detached (RS1/E)”.
The site currently contains a single family dwelling.

The site is being rezoned from “Single Detached (RS1/E)” to “Infill Residential (RI2)” for this
project under Bylaw 8699 (RZ 10-521539).

No upgrades are required to either water or the sanitary sewer. The storm analysis has identified
that the ditch fronting this development does not meet current engineering standards, Storm
Sewer Upgrades, Frontage Improvements, and Lane Improvements will be provided under
Servicing Agreement prior to adoption of the rezoning bylaw.

The applicant is required to pay School Site Assignment Charges, Address Assignment Fees,
Greater Vancouver Sewage & Drainage District Development Cost Charges, and servicing costs.
Developrhent Information

Please refer to the attached Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment 1) for a
comparison of the proposed development data with the relevant Bylaw requirements.

Surrounding Development
To the North: Single Detached (RS1/E) Existing Development - Single-Family Dwelling

To the East:  Infill Residential (RI1) Existing Development - Back-to-Back Duplexes

To the South: Town Housing (ZT45) Existing Development - Townhouse (2-storeys)
Single Detached (RS1/E) Existing Development - Single-Family Dwelling

To the West: Infill Residential (RI1) Existing Development - Single-Family Dwelling

Rezoning and Public Hearing Results

During the rezoning process, minor issues were identified. Staff worked with the Applicant to
ensure that:

»  The Design Guidelines were fulfilled through varied building mass and elevations (bay
windows, hipped roofs and columned entry porches), varied fenestration (subtle mullion
variations), upgraded cladding (hardi-plank throughout), and a subtle natural colour palette.

» The requested variance, based on drawings submitted at rezoning and development permit
application, was reviewed to:

—  Permit a 0.5m building projections beyond the vertical height envelope to accommodate a
gable ridge projection.

A Public Hearing for the rezoning of this sitec was held on March 21, 2011. One (1) letter was
received which expressed concern over a possible increase in traffic flow on Bennett Road if density
is increased with no rear lane access. Rear lane access is provided to this site from Acheson Road
which should re-direct some traffic flow from Bennett Road and alleviate increased traffic to
Bennett Road.
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Staff Comments

The proposed scheme attached to this report has satisfactorily addressed the significant urban
design issues and other staff comments identified as part of the review of the subject
Development Permit application. In addition, it complies with the intent of the applicable
sections of the Official Community Plan and is generally in compliance with the Infill
Residential (RI2) Zone except for the zoning variance noted below.

Zoning Compliance/Variances (staff comments in bold)

The proposed Infill Residential (RI2) Zone does not contain provisions to enable projections
beyond the vertical height envelope. A variance will be required to enable a minor projection to
maintain the desired form and character encouraged by the OCP-Acheson Bennett Sub-Area
Plan, The applicant requests to vary the provisions of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to:

* Permit a 0.5m building projection beyond the vertical height envelope to accommodate a
gable ridge projection .
(Staff recommends support for this variance as the facade articulation and massing
provide an improved streetscape and are consistent with other similar projects in the same
zone.)

Advisory Design Panel Comments

Due to the small scale of the proposed development, the application was not presented to the
Advisory Design Panel.

Analysis

Policy
Broad criteria and policies for the issuance of Development Permits appear in Bylaw 7100, the
Official Community Plan (OCP):

Schedule 1: 9.2 General Guidelines
9.3 Multiple-Family Residential Development Permit Guidelines
(Townhouses)
Schedule 2:  2.10  City Centre Area Planning Committee
2.10B Acheson-Bennett Sub-Area Plan

Conditions of Adjacency
» The proposed height, siting and orientation of the buildings respect the finer grain of the
character evolving in the surrounding residential development.

Urban Design and Site Planning

» The subdivision of the subject site into two (2) lots requires a separate application. The
subdivision must be approved prior to issuance of a building permit.

= Parking will be provided at a rate the greater of 1.0 resident parking spaces per dwelling unit
or 0.5 parking spaces per bedroom (3 spaces per lot) as required by the Infill
Residential (RI12) Zone. No visitor parking is required in Infill Residential (R12) Zone if
there are less than four (4) dwelling units per lot; and

= Passive surveillance opportunities are presented through the siting of the building and the
relationship between the indoor spaces and the outdoor areas to meet safety and crime
prevention objectives.
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Architectural Form and Character

The form of development is similar to new townhouses previously approved on Acheson
Road.

The proposed site layout provides for an attractive pedestrian oriented townhouse elevation
fronting BennettRoad, which is consistent with the guidelines for the Acheson Bennett Sub-
Area.

Design Guidelines are fulfilled through the varied building mass and elevations (bay
windows, hipped roofs columned entry porches), varied fenestration (subtle mullion
variations) and muted, natural colour palette. The massing and style of the building forms
are compatible and contribute to a consistent streetscape image and presence.

The proposed building materials (stucco, hardi-plank siding, painted wood trim and asphalt
shingle roofing) are generally consistent with the Official Community Plan (OCP) Guidelines
and Sub-Area Plan,

Landscape Design and Open Space Design
A Landscape Plan, Tree Survey and a Landscape Architect/Arborist’s report have been
submitted by the applicant:

Twenty-six (26) existing bylaw-sized trees are on site.

The condition of these trees is generally poor, as almost all suffer from neglect, over
crowding and competitive shading with poor pruning and/or damage. They would not
survive once the grade is raised.

Two (2) bylaw-sized trees could be viable for retention as their condition and size are good.
Only one (1) of these viable, bylaw-sized tree can be retained, as the second viable tree is
located within the lane dedication.

Twenty-five (25) existing bylaw-sized trees are recommended for removal.

- Three (3) trees fall within the required lane dedication.

- Seven (7) trees comprise a hedgedrow to the west property line.

Fifteen (15) trees are required to be replaced at a 2:1 ratio:

- Three (3) trees are located within the driveways for parking access.

- Ten (10) trees are located as perimeter plantings (similar to a hedgerow).

- Two (2) trees are located within the envelope.

- All trees have been compromised by neglect, over crowding and poor pruning or damage.

A landscape plan has been prepared which proposes retention of one (1) viable existing tree, and
planting a total of nine (9) specimen trees. Additional small and medium-size shrubs,
predominantly broad-leafed evergreens, will also be planted.

The Landscape plan proposes to provide nine (9) replacement trees.

The remaining 21 replacement trees will be addressed by the “cash-in-lieu” option. Cash-in-
lieu to be: 21 replacement trees@ $500/tree equals $10,500,

The Landscape Plan will integrate well with the existing streetscape.

Given the size of the project overall, the small number of bedrooms in each unit, the
provision of private yard space for each unit and the proximity to Brighouse Park, outdoor
amenity space is not provided.

The landscape plan has been further assessed with the review of the Development Permit. In
order to ensure that this work is undertaken, the applicant is required to provide a landscape
security (approximately $25,509.20) with the Development Permit.

The replacement boulevard street trees are secured through the frontage improvements
required as a condition of the rezoning,
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Note: Two (2) trees on City-owned property along Bennett Road are recommended for removal
by the Arborist. These trees have been severely pruned by hydro crews.

Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design

* Passive surveillance opportunities are presented through the siting of the building and the
relationship between the indoor spaces and the outdoor areas to meet safety and crime
prevention objectives.

e [Effective lighting of buildings, open spaces, parking areas, and along the drive aisles will be
provided.

Flood Management
In accordance with the Flood Protection Management Strategy, registration of a Flood
Indemnity Covenant will be required prior to Rezoning adoption.

Ajj”ordable Housing
The applicant will be making a voluntary cash contribution to the affordable housing reserve
fund in accordance with the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy.

* For Infill Residential (R12) townhouse developments, the Richmond Zoning Bylaw
(Section 5.15) specifies a voluntary cash contribution of $2.00 per buildable square foot
directed to the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund to achieve an increase in density from 0.4
to 0.55 FAR.

* A cash contribution of $2.00 per buildable square foot (e.g., approximately $9,047.66)
towards the City’s Affordable Housing Reserve will be made.

Accessibility/Aging In Place

» The applicant has proposed units that include substantial living areas at the ground floor.

»  “Aging-In-Place” features will be provided to all units (e.g., inclusion of blocking to
bathrooms for installation of grab-bars, and provision of lever door handles.)

» [In addition, the rear units (Unit B) of each duplex will be convertible and have the base level
of accessible features described above, and also, widened doors, stairs and corridors
throughout, and framing/ electrical installed for a future stair lift or lift, and a Living Room
convertible to a Bedroom with an accessible washroom and lift.

* Accessible features are fully noted on the attached Development Permit Drawings and will
be fully detailed on the Building Permit Drawings.

Indoor/Outdoor Amenity
No common shared Indoor/Outdoor Amenity Space is required for this development, but each
unit will have access to private outdoor space.

Sustainability

Sustainability features (listed below) have been included in the Rezoning Considerations will be

specified and detailed in the Bulldmg Permit:

» Landscaping and permeable paving that may assist in diverting storm water run-off from the
storm sewer system and reducing the urban heat island effect;

* Reduction of fresh water use by specifying low flow fixtures and water efficient appliances,
dual-flush toilets, and low-flow faucets;

*» Motion sensors and timers in public areas to reduce electricity consumption; efficient fixed
lights, fans and heating equipment, as well as, increased occupant control (heating zones
within the unit) to decrease energy consumption;

» Low e-glazing to reduce heat gain; demolition/construction to divert waste from landfills;

products made out of recycled material or with recycled content used where applicable and
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concrete with fly ash content specified where possible; locally/regionally harvested and
manufactured products used where possible throughout the project;

» Low emitting materials sealants, adhesives, paints, carpets and composite wood used where
applicable; and

» Operable windows specified to contribute to the quality of the indoor environment.

Conclusions

The applicant has satisfactorily addressed design issues that were identified through the rezoning
process, as well as staff comments regarding conditions of adjacency, site planning and urban
design, architectural form and character, and landscape design. The applicant has presented a
development that fits into the existing context. Therefore, staff recommends support of this
Development Permit application.

TPt ls

Terry Brunette
Planner 2

TCB:cas

Prior to forwarding this application to Council for approval, the following is required:
»  Receipt of a Letter-of-Credit for landscaping in the amount of $25,509.20.
»  Receipt of a contribution of $10,500 to the City’s Tree Compensation Fund.

Prior to issuance of a Demolition Permit for the existing dwelling, the following is required:

» Installation of Tree Protection Fencing as noted on the Landscape Plan, to City standards, prior to the issuance
of a Permit for the existing dwelling on-site. This fencing is to remain in place until construction of the future
dwellings on the site is complete.

Prior to Issuance of a Building Permit, the following is required:

= The applicant is required to obtain a Building Permit for any consfruction hoarding associated with the proposed
development. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily occupy a street, or any part thereof, or occupy
the air space above a street or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated fees may be required as
part of the Building Permit. For further information on the Building Permit, please contact Building Approvals
Division at 604-276-42835.

*  Submission of a construction traffic and parking management plan to the satisfaction of the City's

Transportation Division (hitp://www.richmond.ca/services/itp/special.htm),
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City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road . .
Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 Development Application

B 5040764000 Data Sheet

DP 10- 545704 | | Attachment 1

Address: 7900 Bennett Road — Table for Proposed East & VWest Subdivided Parcels

Applicant: Chen Design Studio

Planning Area(s): _City Centre Area — Acheson Bennett Sub-Area

| Existing Proposed
Owner: Pujun Ren Pujunj Ren
Site Size (m?): 825.4 m* 2 lots @ 381.6 m* each
Land Uses: Single Family Dwelling Duplex on Each Parcel
CCP Designation: Neighbourhood Residential Neighbourhood Residential
. I Mixed Single-family & Mixed Single-family &
Area Plan Designation: Small-scale Multi-family Small-scale Multi-family
702 Policy Designation: N/A N/A
Zoning: RS1/E RI2
Number of Units: 1 unit 4 units (Duplex on Each Parcel)
Other Designations: N/A N/A
On Future . .
Subdivided Lots Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance
Density (units/acre. N/A N/A none
Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.56 0.55 none
Lot Coverage — Building: Min. 46% m 44.3% m none
F Z
Lot Size (min. dimensions): ng 311152681mt? 2 lots @ 381.6 m* none
Setback — Front Yard (m); Min. 4.5 m 4.5m none
. Min. 1.2 m Min. 1.2 m
Sethack - Interior Side Yards (m) Min 0.6 (Garage) Min 0.6 (Garage) none
Min. 6.0 m
Setback — Rear Yards (m) Min. 1.2 m (Garage) 6.0m none
. . Max. 8.8 m
Height (m): Max. @ m {7.65m to roof mid-point) none
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On Future N .
Subdivided Lots Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance

N ' I o " Greater of 1 (per DU) or | Greater of 1 (per DU) or |

gg SJE?&;T{‘;;%S_?@‘;?S 0.5 (per Bedroom) and 0.5 (per Bedroom) and hone
9 ' ' 0 (V) per unit 0 (V) per unit

Off-street Parking Spaces ~ Total 3 per lot 3 per lot none

Tandem Parking Spaces; Not permitted 0 hone

Amenity Space — Indoor: N/A N/A naone

Amenity Space — Qutdoor: N/A Private Yards none

Tree replacement compensation for loss of significant trees provided @ 2:1 ratio and/or cash-in-
Other. _lieu.
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City of Richmond .
Planning and Development Department Development Permit

No. DP 10-545704

To the Holder: CHEN DESIGN STUDIO
Property Address: 7900 Bennett Road
Address: 3228 - 8700 McKim Way, Richmond, BC V6X 4A5

1. This Development Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the Bylaws of the City
applicable thereto, except as specifically varied or supplemented by this Permit.

2. This Development Permit applies to and only to those lands shown cross-hatched on the
attached Schedule "A" and any and all buildings, structures and other development thereon.

3. The "Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500" is hereby varied to:

a) Permit a 0.5m building projection beyond the vertical height envelope to accommodate a
gable ridge projection.

4. Subject to Section 692 of the Local Government Act, R.S.B.C.: buildings and structures;
off-street parking and loading facilities; roads and parking areas; and landscaping and
screemng shall be constructed generally in accordance with Plans #1 to #6 attached hereto.

5. Samtary sewers, water, drainage, highways, street lighting, underground wiring, and
sidewalks, shall be provided as required.

6. As a condition of the issuance of this Permit, the City is holding the security in the amount of
$25,509.20 to ensure that development is carried out in accordance with the terms and
conditions of this Permit. Should any interest be earned upon the security, it shall accrue to
the Holder if the security is returned. The condition of the posting of the security is that
should the Holder fail to carry out the development hereby authorized, according to the terms
and conditions of this Permit within the time provided, the City may use the security to carry
out the work by its servants, agents or contractors, and any surplus shall be paid over to the
Holder. Should the Holder carry out the development permitted by.this perm1t within the !
time set out herein, the security shall be returned to the Holdér. The, City may retain the |
security for up to one year after inspection of the completed landscaping in-order to ensure
that plant material has survived, ; %

7. If the Holder does not commence the construction permltted by this Permit within 24 months
of the date of this Permit, this Permit shal! lapse and the sechrity shall be returned in full,

TR ICE B RS ATV IR Ei
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No. DP 10-545704

To the Holder: CHEN DESIGN STUDIO
Property Address: 7900 Bennett Road
Address: 3228 - 8700 McKim Way, Richmond, BC V6X 4A5

8. The land described herein shall be developed generally in accordance with the terms and
conditions and provisions of this Permit and any plans and specifications attached to this

Permit which shall form a part hereof.

This Permit is not a Building Permit.

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE
DAY OF , .
DELIVERED THIS DAY OF ,

MAYOR-
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