Agenda

Pg. #

CNCL-12

5289718

ITEM

City Council

Council Chambers, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Monday, January 23, 2017
7:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Motion to:

(1) adopt the minutes of the Regular Council meeting held on January 9,
2017 (distributed previously); and

(2) adopt the minutes of the Regular Council meeting for Public
Hearings held on January 16, 2017.

AGENDAADDITIONS & DELETIONS

PRESENTATIONS

(1) Marie Fenwick, Manager, Parks Programs, to present the 2017 Street
Banners.

(2) John Watson, Chair, Gateway Theatre Board of Directors and Camilla
Tibbs, Executive Director, Gateway Theatre, to present on Gateway
Theatre 2015-2016 activities.
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Council Agenda — Monday, January 23, 2017

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. 22.)

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
= Regulations for Marihuana Dispensaries

= Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee (RCSAC) 2016
Annual Report and 2017 Work Program

= Electric Vehicle Charging Infrastructure in Private Developments

= Application by Grafton Enterprises Ltd. for a Strata Title Conversion at
2551 No. 6 Road

= Traffic Safety Advisory Committee — Proposed 2017 Initiatives

=  Richmond Active Transportation Committee — Proposed 2017 Initiatives
»= Dike Master Plan - Phase 2

= DCC Reserve Fund Expenditure (4000 May Drive) Bylaw No. 9643

=  Water Shortage Response Plan — Proposed Changes
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Council Agenda — Monday, January 23, 2017

Pg. #

CNCL-21
CNCL-26
CNCL-30
CNCL-71

T.5651 - 2016 Paving Program (Lafarge Canada Inc.) Contract Extension
And Change Order For 2017 Paving Program

Land use applications for first reading (to be further considered at the
Public Hearing on February 20, 2017):

6840 and 6860 No. 3 Road and 8051 Anderson Road — Rezone from
“Downtown Commercial (CDT1)” to “City Centre High Density
Mixed Use With Office (ZMU31) — Brighouse Village” (1004732
BC Ltd. — applicant)

8140/8160 Lundy Road — Rezone from Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1)
to Single Detached (RS2/C) (Xiufeng Zhang And Shufang Zhang —
applicant)

9700, 9720, 9800 Williams Road — Rezone from Single Detached
(RS1/C) and Single Detached (RS1/E) to Town Housing (ZT81) —
Williams Road (Urban Era Builders & Developers Ltd. — applicant)
23100, 23120 and 23140 Westminster Highway — Rezone from
Single Detached (RS1/F) to Senior’s Care Facility (ZR11) -
Hamilton Village (Hamilton) (Trellis Seniors Services Ltd. -
applicant)

Motion to adopt Items No. 6 through No. 20 by general consent.

COMMITTEE MINUTES

That the minutes of:
the Community Safety Committee meeting held on January 10, 2017;

the General Purposes Committee meeting held on January 16, 2017;

the Planning Committee meeting held on January 17, 2017;

the Public Works and Transportation Commitiee meeting held on
January 18, 2017,

be received for information.
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Council Agenda — Monday, January 23, 2017

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Pg. #

CNCL-76

CNCL-80

CNCL-116

ITEM

REGULATIONS FOR MARIHUANA DISPENSARIES
(File Ref. No. 03-0900-01) (REDMS No. 5232673 v. 6)

See Page CNCL-76 for full report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9671 to add a
definition of “marihuana dispensary” and add this use to the non-permitted
uses and definitions (Section 3.5) of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500
to prohibit “marihuana dispensary” in all zones, be introduced and given
first reading.

RICHMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITTEE

(RCSAC) 2016 ANNUAL REPORT AND 2017 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 07-3000-01) (REDMS No. 5248121)

See Page CNCL-80 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the staff report titled, “Richmond Community Services Advisory
Committee (RCSAC) 2016 Annual Report and 2017 Work Program”, dated
December 20, 2016, from the General Manager, Community Services, be
approved.

ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE IN

PRIVATE DEVELOPMENTS
(File Ref. No. 10-6125-07-02) (REDMS No. 5258357 v. 4)

See Page CNCL-116 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the stakeholder consultation program to consult on the development
and implementation of electric vehicle charging infrastructure in new
private developments, as described in the staff report titled “Electric Vehicle
Charging Infrastructure in Private Developments” from the Director,
Engineering, dated December 12, 2016, be endorsed.
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Consent
Agenda
Item

Pg. #

CNCL-125

ITEM

10. APPLICATION BY GRAFTON ENTERPRISES LTD. FOR A STRATA

TITLE CONVERSION AT 2551 NO. 6 ROAD
(File Ref. No. SC 16-734026) (REDMS No. 5071719 v. 3)

See Page CNCL-125 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the application for a Strata Title Conversion by Grafton
Enterprises Ltd. for the buildings located on the property at 2551 No.
6 Road, as generally shown in Attachment 1, be approved on
fulfilment of the following conditions:

(@)
(b)
(©)
(d)

(€)

payment of all City utility charges and property taxes up to and
including the year 2017;

registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title identifying a
minimum habitable elevation of 2.9 m GSC;

registration of an aircraft noise sensitive use covenant on title;

submission of appropriate plans and documents for execution
by the Approving Officer within 180 days of the date of this
resolution; and

submission of a Landscape Plan, prepared by a Registered
Landscape Architect, to the satisfaction of the Director of
Development, and deposit of a Landscaping Security based on
100% of the cost estimate provided by the Landscape Architect,
including installation costs and a 10% contingency; and

(2) That the City, as the Approving Authority, delegate to the Approving
Officer the authority to execute the strata conversion plan on behalf
of the City, as the Approving Authority, on the basis that the
conditions set out in Recommendation 1 have been satisfied.
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Consent
Agenda
Item
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Agenda
Item

Pg. #

CNCL-145

CNCL-218

ITEM

11.

12.

APPLICATION BY 1004732 BC LTD. FOR REZONING AT 6840 &
6860 NO. 3 ROAD AND 8051 ANDERSON ROAD FROM
“DOWNTOWN COMMERCIAL (CDT1)” TO “CITY CENTRE HIGH
DENSITY MIXED USE WITH OFFICE (ZMU31) - BRIGHOUSE

VILLAGE”
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009510; RZ 14-678448) (REDMS No. 5247325 v. 2)

See Page CNCL-145 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9510 to create the
“City Centre High Density Mixed Use with Office (ZMU31) — Brighouse
Village” zone, and to rezone 6840 & 6860 No. 3 Road and 8051 Anderson
Road from “Downtown Commercial (CDT1)” to “City Centre High Density
Mixed Use with Office (ZMU31) — Brighouse Village”, be introduced and
given first reading.

APPLICATION BY XIUFENG ZHANG AND SHUFANG ZHANG FOR
REZONING AT 8140/8160 LUNDY ROAD FROM TWO-UNIT

DWELLINGS (RD1) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/C)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009664; RZ 16-734667) (REDMS No. 5244412)

See Page CNCL-218 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9664, for the
rezoning of 8140/8160 Lundy Road from “Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1)” to
“Single Detached (RS2/C)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CNCL -6



Council Agenda — Monday, January 23, 2017

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Pg. #

CNCL-235

CNCL-266

CNCL-324

ITEM

13.

14.

15.

APPLICATION BY URBAN ERA BUILDERS & DEVELOPERS LTD.
FOR REZONING 9700, 9720, 9800 WILLIAMS ROAD FROM SINGLE
DETACHED (RS1/C) AND SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E) TO TOWN

HOUSING (ZT81) - WILLIAMS ROAD
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009667; RZ 15-700431) (REDMS No. 5258398 v. 3)

See Page CNCL-235 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9667 to create the
“Town Housing (ZT81) — Williams Road” Zone, and to rezone 9700, 9720
and 9800 Williams Road from *“Single Detached (RS1/C)” and “Single
Detached (RS1/E)” to “Town Housing (ZT81) — Williams Road”, be
introduced and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY TRELLIS SENIORS SERVICES LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 23100, 23120 AND 23140 WESTMINSTER HIGHWAY
FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F) TO SENIOR’S CARE

FACILITY (ZR11) - HAMILTON VILLAGE (HAMILTON)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009669; RZ 16-738480) (REDMS No. 5265610 v. 2)

See Page CNCL-266 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9669 to create the
“Senior’s Care Facility (ZR11) — Hamilton Village (Hamilton)” zone, and
to rezone 23100, 23120 and 23140 Westminster Highway from *“Single
Detached (RS1/F)” to “Senior’s Care Facility (ZR11) — Hamilton Village
(Hamilton)”, be introduced and given first reading.

TRAFFIC SAFETY ADVISORY COMMITTEE - PROPOSED 2017

INITIATIVES
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-30-TSAD1-01) (REDMS No. 5222032)

See Page CNCL-324 for full report

PUBLIC WORKS AND  TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the proposed 2017 initiatives for the Traffic Safety Advisory
Committee, as outlined in the staff report titled “Traffic Safety
Advisory Committee - Proposed 2017 Initiatives™ dated November 22,
2016 from the Director, Transportation, be endorsed; and
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Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL-330

CNCL-340

ITEM

16.

17.

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

RICHMOND ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE -

PROPOSED 2017 INITIATIVES
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-20-RCYC1) (REDMS No. 5227687 v. 2)

See Page CNCL-330 for full report

PUBLIC  WORKS  AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the proposed 2017 initiatives of the Richmond Active
Transportation Committee, as outlined in the staff report titled
“Richmond Active Transportation Committee - Proposed 2017
Initiatives” dated December 15, 2016 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.

DIKE MASTER PLAN - PHASE 2
(File Ref. No. 10-6060-01) (REDMS No. 5178299 v. 3)

See Page CNCL-340 for full report

PUBLIC WORKS AND  TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

That the public and key external stakeholders be consulted to provide
feedback on the medium and long term dike improvements required for part
of Richmond’s West Dike (between Williams Road and Terra Nova Rural
Park) and part of the North Dike (between Terra Nova Rural Park to No. 6
Road) as identified in the staff report titled “Dike Master Plan — Phase 2
from the Director of Engineering, dated December 6, 2016.
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Pg. #

CNCL-401

CNCL-423

CNCL-429

ITEM

18.

19.

20.

DCC RESERVE FUND EXPENDITURE (4000 MAY DRIVE) BYLAW

NO. 9643
(File Ref. No. 03-1000-08-030) (REDMS No. 5203346 v. 5)

See Page CNCL-401 for revised report

See Page CNCL-404 for highlighted revisions

PUBLIC  WORKS  AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

That DCC Reserve Fund Expenditure (4000 May Drive) Bylaw No. 9643 be
introduced and given first, second and third readings.

WATER SHORTAGE RESPONSE PLAN - PROPOSED CHANGES
(File Ref. No. 10-6060-01) (REDMS No. 5268702 v. 3)

See Page CNCL -423 for full report

PUBLIC  WORKS  AND TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

That the comments on Metro Vancouver’s proposed changes to the Water
Shortage Response Plan, as summarized in the staff report titled “Water
Shortage Response Plan — Proposed Changes,” dated January 3, 2017, from
the Director, Engineering be submitted to Metro Vancouver.

T.5651 - 2016 PAVING PROGRAM (LAFARGE CANADA INC))
CONTRACT EXTENSION AND CHANGE ORDER FOR 2017

PAVING PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.16207) (REDMS No. 5267595)

See Page CNCL-429 for full report

PUBLIC WORKS AND  TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

That Contract T.5651 — 2016 Paving Program with Lafarge Canada Inc. be
extended to include the 2017 Paving Program, and that a Change Order be
issued to increase the value of this Contract by $2,700,000.

CNCL -9



Council Agenda — Monday, January 23, 2017

Pg. #

CNCL-432

ITEM

21.

*hkkkkhkhkkkikhkkkhkhkkkikkhkkikiikkiikk

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE
CONSENT AGENDA

*khhhhkhkkkkhkhkhkhihhikikhkhkhiik

NON-CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

PLANNING COMMITTEE
Councillor Linda McPhail, Chair

REFERRAL RESPONSE: REGULATING THE SIZE OF LARGE

HOUSES IN THE AGRICULTURAL LAND RESERVE
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-10; 12-8060-20-009665/9666/9678/9679) (REDMS No. 5251835 v. 3)

See Page CNCL-432 for full report

See Page CNCL-456A for memorandum from staff in response to Planning
Committee request for additional information

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the staff report titled, “Referral Response: Regulating the Size
of Large Houses in the Agricultural Land Reserve”, dated January
10, 2017, from the Director of Development and the Manager of
Policy Planning, be received for information; and

(2) That staff be directed to conduct public consultations regarding the
bylaw options presented in this report (“Referral Response:
Regulating the Size of Large Houses in the Agricultural Land
Reserve”) regarding house size, farm home plate and setbacks,
including residential accessory buildings.

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS

NEW BUSINESS
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Pg. # ITEM

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION

CNCL-457 Business Regulation Bylaw No0.7538 Amendment Bylaw No. 9639
Opposed at 1%/2"/3" Readings — None.

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL

22. RECOMMENDATION

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

CNCL-459 (1) That the minutes of the Development Permit Panel meeting held on
January 11, 2017, and the Chair’s report for the Development Permit
Panel meetings held on July 13, 2016, and December 14, 2016, be
received for information; and

CNCL-498 (2) That the recommendations of the Panel to authorize the issuance of:

(a) a Development Permit (DP 11-566011) for the property at 15111
Williams Road and Richmond Key 1095; and

(b) a Development Permit (DP 15-696896) for the property at 7120
No. 3 Road;

be endorsed, and the Permits so issued.

ADJOURNMENT

CNCL -11



Place:

Present:

City of
Richmond Minutes

Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings
Monday, January 16, 2017

Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall

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

Claudia Jesson, Acting Corporate Officer

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

5288447

1. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9613
(RZ 15-718064)
(Location: 7431 Williams Road; Applicant: Xu Yang)
Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to respond to queries.

Written Submissions:
None.

Submissions from the floor.
None.

Discussion:

In response to a question from Council, Mr. Yang confirmed that it would be
possible to reorient the balconies so that they did not face the lane. Staff
advised that the Zoning Bylaw requires that coach house balconies face the
lane, and a development variance permit would be required if orientation
would change.
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Richmond Minutes

Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings
Monday, January 16, 2017

PH17/1-1 It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9613 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED
Opposed: Cllr. Day

2. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9638
(RZ 16-734204)
(Location: 9491, 9511, 9531, 9551, 9591 Alexandra Road;
Applicant: 0731649 BC Ltd.)
Applicant’s Comments:

The applicant was available to respond to queries.

Written Submissions.:
None.

Submissions from the floor:
None.

Discussion:

In response to a question from Council, staff confirmed that the applicant has
agreed to plant 171 trees on the site.

PH17/1-2 It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9638 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED

3. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9641
(08-4430-01)
(Location: City Wide; Applicant: City of Richmond)
Applicant’s Comments.
Staff reported that the proposed bylaw amendment updates the affordable
housing contribution rates for residential zones.
Written Submissions:
None.

CNCL - 13 | 2




Richmond Minutes

Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings
Monday, January 16, 2017

Submissions from the floor.
None.

Discussion:

Council questioned the timing of the submission of the report on potential
changes to the Affordable Housing Strategy. Staff confirmed that the
affordable housing contributions required under the new Affordable Housing
Strategy would be applied to any applications considered by Council after
September 24, 2016,

PH17/1-3 It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9641 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED
PH17/1-4 It was moved and seconded
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9641 be adopted.
CARRIED

4. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9644
(RZ 16-731320)
(Location: 6231 Blundell Road; Applicant: Peter Hu)
Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to respond to queries.

Writien Submissions:
(a) Xiang Yang, 6211 Blundell Road (Schedule 1)

(b) L. Huang, et al, Richmond Residents (Schedule 2)

Submissions from the floor:

Saraban Singh, 6251 Blundell Road, opposed the rezoning application on the
basis of privacy and traffic concerns, reduced sunlight to his property and the
anticipated negative impact to his property value.

Stephen Bao, 7711 Cheviot Place, read aloud the letter submitted as
Schedule 2.

CNCL -14 3.




City of
Richmond Minutes

Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings
Monday, January 16, 2017

In response to concerns raised by the speakers and questions from Council,
staff provided the following comments:

" minimum setbacks will be met on the property, all requirements of the
the Official Community Plan, Area Plan, and lot size policy will be
met,;

" anticipated traffic and sunlight impacts to the 6251 Blundell Road
property are adequately addressed in the rezoning application;

u the rezoning application meets all parking requirements and parking is
not permitted in lanes;

" “No Parking” signs are not typically posted in lanes but signage could
be installed if requested by the residents;

" coach houses can only be rented as a single unit and short-term rentals
can be regulated by the short-term rentals bylaw that will be considered
by Council in the near future or through a legal covenant;

. coach houses meet Council’s objectives for housing diversity and
affordability; and
. the orientation of the coach house balconies is consistent with policy.
PH17/1-5 It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9644 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED
Opposed: Cllr. Day

5. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9645
(RZ. 16-736824)
(Location: 4560 Garry Street; Applicant: Simon Wong)

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

Written Submissions:
None.

Submissions from the floor:
None.
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Richmond Minutes

Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings
Monday, January 16, 2017

PH17/1-6 It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9645 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED

6. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9660
(RZ 14-659770)
(Location: 4271 Francis Road; Applicant: 101553 BC Ltd.)
Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to respond to queries.

Written Submissions.

None.

Submissions from the floor:
None.

PH17/1-7 It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9660 be given
second and third readings.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
PH17/1-8 It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (7:35 p.m.).
CARRIED
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City of
Richmond

Minutes

Regular Council meeting for Public Hearings

Monday, January 16, 2017

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, 2017.

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie)

Acting Corporate Officer
(Claudia Jesson)
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
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Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the

Public Hearing meeting of To Public Hearing
Richmond City Council held on  |Dsie: iy 16,201 F
Monday, January 16, 2017. wem #.4 ) Bylgw qb44

Re:_R2Z-1k- 1214720

Mr, Steven De Sousa
City of Richmond ‘
Planning, Building & Dévelopment

January 9, 2017

Re: Objection to Rezoning Application File No RZ16-731320

Dear Mr. Steven De Sousa

We are writing to provide community feedback and ultimately our objection to the
rezoning application (File No RZ16-731320) for 6231 Blundell Road, Richmond, BC. As
surrounding neighbors, please find below our reasons for objection:

e Currently, the Blundell and Cheviot place is a quiet residential area with low
vehicle traffic. By rezoning to two lots, a vehicle lane entrance is created behind
lot 7788 and 6211 from Cheviot. Typically these rezoned lots become high
volume rental units. The two lots could hold up to 12 units with each having
multiple vehicles. This creates significant vehicle traffic and also reduces the
safety of the pedestrian walkway along Cheviot and Blundell Rd.

e In addition to 6231’s most adjacent neighbors, there are also many surrounding
neighbors including Chatsworth Rd, Chelmsford St, and Chelsea Rd who are all
foot pedestrians. Everyone uses the Blundell/Cheviot pedestrian crosswalk very
frequently to access the Blundell Shopping Plaza (has a Safeway), the Blundell
Park and public Translink bus stop, Many are concerned this new flow of vehicle
traffic access from the back ally will create serious problems for foot pedestrians
(who enjoy the benefits of walking across Blundell) and also increases vehicle
traffic congestions at this intersection across from Blundell Plaza.

e Adjacent lots 6251 and 6291 are still relatively new houses and currently there is
likely another 20 years before they are torn down. There is no intention that these
owners plan to rezone. So even if 6231 were rezoned, it still does not create a full
through back lane, '

¢ By rezoning, the owner of 6231 will obtain a great financial value, but at the
expense of hurting the benefits and fee simple estates of its surrounding neighbors.

Based on the above factors, we strongly object to rezoning application File No RZ16-
731320. Below are some of the signatures from the closest surrounding neighbors.

JAN 1 [l1 2017

RECEIVE
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Signature by owners of:

| M@(f’)
Blundell Rd 6251 /Z\% /J’Wéf*/ &
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Date:

Place:

Present:

Absent:

Call to Order:

5282703

City of
Richmond Minutes

Community Safety Committee

Tuesday, January 10, 2017

Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Councillor Bill McNulty, Chair
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Linda McPhail
Mayor Malcolm Brodie

Councillor Ken Johnston

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

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Community Safety Committee held
on December 13, 2016, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED
NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE
February 15, 2017, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

Committee wished to congratulate Renny Nesset, OIC, Richmond RCMP on
his upcoming retirement and commended him for his long-standing service to
Richmond.

Andy Hobbs, Richmond resident, thanked Supt. Nesset for his public service.
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LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DIVISION

COMMUNITY BYLAWS MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT -

NOVEMBER 2016
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-01) (REDMS No. 5251189)

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled “Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report —
November 2016”, dated December 15, 2016, from the Acting General
Manager, Law and Community Safety, be received for information.

CARRIED

It was moved and seconded

That staff review Bylaw 5870, section 6.1, to analyze potential amendments
to include single-family homes and enforcement measures with regard to
snow clearing regulations and report back.

The question on the referral motion was not called as discussion ensued with
regard to snow clearing along sidewalks and non-arterial roads and snow-
related calls received from the public.

In reply to queries from Committee, Ron Graham Acting Manager,
Community Bylaws, noted that bylaws staff have issued snow clearing notices
to residents and businesses. He added that staff may be dispatched to clear
snow in critical areas, such as roads and sidewalks fronting a school.

The question on the motion was then called and it was CARRIED.

RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT -

NOVEMBER 2016
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 5260961)

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled “Richmond Fire-Rescue Monthly Activity Report
- November 2016”, dated December 19, 2016 from the Acting Fire Chief,
Richmond Fire-Rescue, be received for information.

CARRIED

In reply to queries from Committee, Acting Fire Chief Tim Wilkinson, spoke
on (i) patient transport being legislated to the British Columbia Ambulance
Service, (ii) the Richmond Fire-Rescue (RFR) vehicles performing well in
recent winter conditions, (iii) the traffic volume in relation to the number of
motor vehicle incidents that occur along the S-Curve section of Highway 91,
and (iv) the occurrences of fentanyl-related incidents in the city.
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As aresult of the discussion, the following referral motion was introduced:

It was moved and seconded
That staff examine potential measures to increase safety along the S-Curve
section of Highway 91 and report back.

CARRIED

FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING
(Verbal Report)

Items for discussion:

(i)  Anti-Bullying/Pink Shirt Day

Acting Fire Chief Wilkinson noted that Pink Shirt Day is on February 22,
2017 and that staff are encouraged to wear pink on that day.

(i)  Touchstone - Eating Together Family Pancake Breakfast Event

Acting Fire Chief Wilkinson noted that the Touchstone - Eating Together
Family Pancake Breakfast Event is scheduled on February 19, 2017 at
DeBeck Elementary School. ’

(iii)  Christmas Tree Chip

Acting Fire Chief Wilkinson noted that the Christmas Tree Chip event was
successful, raising over $6,000 for charity.

RCMP'S MONTHLY ACTIVITY REPORT - NOVEMBER 2016

(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 5242195 v. 3)

It was moved and seconded

That the report titled “RCMP’s Monthly Activity Report — November 2016”
dated December 9, 2016 from the Officer in Charge, Richmond RCMP, be
received for information.

CARRIED

In reply to queries from Committee, Eric Hall, Inspector, Operations Support
Officer, Richmond RCMP, noted that statistics related to drug incidents may
be skewed by seizures made in the Vancouver International Airport and the
Canada Post facility.

RCMP/OIC BRIEFING
(Verbal Report)

Insp. Hall spoke on the auxiliary officers’ hours and proposed changes to
auxiliary uniforms and policies related to auxiliary officer duties.
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Insp. Hall then briefed Committee on statistics related to Transit Police,
noting that 1,374 calls for service were made along the Richmond portion of
the Canada Line.

Insp. Hall, on behalf of the Richmond RCMP, thanked Supt. Nesset for his
service.

COMMITTEE STANDING ITEM

(i) E-Comm

None.

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Emergency Services Update

Discussion ensued with regard to earthquake preparedness and in reply to
queries from Committee, Lainie Goddard, Manager, Emergency Programs,
noted that staff are planning to increase the City’s emergency supplies
annually and store them in a warehouse facility.

Discussion then continued with regard to alternative locations for storing
emergency supplies in the city and Acting Fire Chief Wilkinson noted that the
City’s fire halls have adequate emergency supplies for RFR operations but are
not suitable as emergency supply distribution centres.

(ii)  Coast Guard Training Exercise

In reply to queries from Committee, Acting Fire Chief Wilkinson noted that
RFR responded to an incident involving a recent Coast Guard training
exercise and added that RFR conducts joint training exercises with the
Vancouver International Airport. Also, Ms. Goddard noted that Emergency
Programs staff participate in training sessions with the Airport.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:43 p.m.).

CARRIED

CNCL -24




Community Safety Committee
Tuesday, January 10, 2017

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Community
Safety Committee of the Council of the
City of Richmond held on Tuesday,
January 10, 2017.

Councillor Bill McNulty Evangel Biason
Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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Date:

Place:

Present:

Call to Order:

/ of
hmond Minutes

General Purposes Committee

Monday, January 16, 2017

Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair

Councillor Chak Au

Councillor Derek Dang

Councillor Carol Day

Councillor Ken Johnston

Councillor Alexa Loo

Councillor Bill McNulty

Councillor Linda McPhail

Councillor Harold Steves (entered at 4:04 p.m.)

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

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes Committee held on
January 3, 2017, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

Councillor Harold Steves entered the meeting (4:04 p.m.).
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5289578

FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES DIVISION

REGULATIONS FOR MARTHUANA DISPENSARIES
(File Ref. No. 03-0900-01) (REDMS No. 5232673 v. 6)

In reply to questions, Carli Edwards, Manager, Customer Services and
Licencing, confirmed that the report outlines the regulations for marihuana
dispensaries and that the zoning in Richmond for marihuana production has
already been determined by Council. The proposed bylaw would specify that
marihuana dispensary is a prohibited use in Richmond. Wayne Craig,
Director, Development, further clarified that current zoning only permits for
one site-specific marihuana production facility in Richmond, with no retail
component being permitted.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9671 to add a
definition of “marihuana dispensary” and add this use to the non-permitted
uses and definitions (Section 3.5) of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500
to prohibit “marihuana dispensary” in all zones, be introduced and given
first reading.

CARRIED

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

2016 REPORT FROM CITY CITIZEN REPRESENTATIVES TO THE
VANCOUVER INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AERONAUTICAL

NOISE MANAGEMENT COMMITTEE (YVR ANMC)
(File Ref. No. 01-0153-04-01) (REDMS No. 5251399)

Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, and Gary Abrams, City Citizen
Representative to the Vancouver International Airport Aeronautical Noise
Management Committee (YVR ANMC), responded to questions from the
Committee regarding noise complaints from Richmond residents and
provided the following information: (i) one resident is responsible for 67% of
the total complaints, (ii)) YVR has not personally met the individual but has
responded to their complaints and the complaints of others, and (iii) YVR
conducts an annual tour available to the public which provides general
information on airport operations.

CNCL - 27



General Purposes Committee
Monday, January 16, 2017

5289578

It was moved and seconded

That the report from the City citizen representatives appointed to the
Vancouver International Airport Aeronautical Noise Management
Commiittee (YVR ANMC) regarding the Committee’s 2016 activities dated
December 22, 2016, from the Director, Transportation, be received for
information.

CARRIED

COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

MINORU COMPLEX ENTRIES AND ARRIVALS PUBLIC ART

CONCEPT
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-202) (REDMS No. 5252534)

The Committee discussed whether or not the artwork reflects the values of
Richmond as a community. It was noted that it would be helpful for the
Committee to receive the rationale for the selected work along with the other
shortlisted works prior to the approval of the art concept. In reply to
questions, Eric Fiss, Public Art Planner, noted that the theme for the artwork
was decided upon after consultation with the various user groups in the area.

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

[t was moved and seconded
That the matter be referred back to staff:

(1) to circulate all five shortlisted projects to Council for information;
and

(2) to consult with stakeholders through the Minoru Major Facility
Stakeholder Advisory Committee and report back with their feedback.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:40 p.m.).
CARRIED
3.
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, January 16, 2017

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, 2017.

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Shaun Divecha
Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Planning Committee

Date: Tuesday, January 17, 2017

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

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

Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Harold Steves
Mayor Malcolm Brodie

Also Present: Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Carol Day (entered at 4:09)

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

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held on
December 20, 2016, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

February 7, 2017, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

1. RICHMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITTEE

(RCSAC) 2016 ANNUAL REPORT AND 2017 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 07-3000-01) (REDMS No. 5248121)
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A revised copy of the 2017 RCSAC budget was distributed (attached to and
forming part of these minutes as Schedule 1).

In reply to queries from Committee, Lesley Sherlock, Planner 2, noted that the
RCSAC will be developing a comprehensive space needs survey for agencies
and that it is anticipated that a report on the matter will be presented to
Council in June 2017.

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled, “Richmond Community Services Advisory
Committee (RCSAC) 2016 Annual Report and 2017 Work Program”, dated
December 20, 2016, from the General Manager, Community Services, be
approved.

CARRIED

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION

ELECTRIC VEHICLE CHARGING INFRASTRUCTURE IN

PRIVATE DEVELOPMENTS
(File Ref. No. 10-6125-07-02) (REDMS No. 5258357 v. 4)

Correspondence from John Roston, 12262 Ewen Avenue, was distributed
(attached to and forming part of these minutes as Schedule 2), and
Mr. Roston, representing Plug-in Richmond, suggested that the proposed
program expand to include incentives to accommodate electric vehicle (EV)
charging stations in existing homes.

Cllr. Day entered the meeting (4:09 p.m.).

In reply to queries from Committee, Brendan McEwen, Sustainability
Manager, noted that (i) the City is examining opportunities to build out fast-
charging EV infrastructure, (ii) staff are open to advertise consultation
opportunities, (iii) the Richmond Chamber of Commerce can be included in
the consultation process, and (iv) the consultation will take approximately
four to five months and it is anticipated that a report on the matter will be
presented to Council in June 2017.

It was moved and seconded

That the stakeholder consultation program to consult on the development
and implementation of electric vehicle charging infrastructure in new
private developments, as described in the staff report titled “Electric Vehicle
Charging Infrastructure in Private Developments” from the Director,
Engineering, dated December 12, 2016, be endorsed.

CARRIED
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PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

APPLICATION BY GRAFTON ENTERPRISES LTD. FOR A STRATA

TITLE CONVERSION AT 2551 NO. 6 ROAD
(File Ref. No. SC 16-734026) (REDMS No. 5071719 v. 3)

Jordan Rockerbie, Planning Technician, reviewed the application, noting that
the on and off-site landscaping will be improved and the subject site’s zoning
will remain industrial.

It was moved and seconded

(1) That the application for a Strata Title Conversion by Grafton
Enterprises Ltd. for the buildings located on the property at 2551 No.
6 Road, as generally shown in Attachment 1, be approved on
Sfulfilment of the following conditions:

(@)
(b)
(c)
@

(¢

payment of all City utility charges and property taxes up to and
including the year 2017;

registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title identifying a
minimum habitable elevation of 2.9 m GSC;

registration of an aircraft noise sensitive use covenant on title;

submission of appropriate plans and documents for execution
by the Approving Officer within 180 days of the date of this
resolution; and

submission of a Landscape Plan, prepared by a Registered
Landscape Architect, to the satisfaction of the Director of
Development, and deposit of a Landscaping Security based on
100% of the cost estimate provided by the Landscape Architect,
including installation costs and a 10% contingency; and

(2)  That the City, as the Approving Authority, delegate to the Approving
Officer the authority to execute the strata conversion plan on behalf
of the City, as the Approving Authority, on the basis that the
conditions set out in Recommendation 1 have been satisfied.

CARRIED
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APPLICATION BY 1004732 BC LTD. FOR REZONING AT 6840 &
6860 NO. 3 ROAD AND 8051 ANDERSON ROAD FROM
“DOWNTOWN COMMERCIAL (CDT1)” TO “CITY CENTRE HIGH
DENSITY MIXED USE WITH OFFICE (ZMU31) — BRIGHOUSE

VILLAGE”
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009510; RZ 14-678448) (REDMS No. 5247325 v. 2)

Janet Digby, Planner 3, reviewed the application, highlighting that the
proposed development will include a mix of residential, retail and commercial
space. Wayne Craig, Director, Development, further noted that the applicant
has opted to allocate two one-bedroom and three two-bedroom units for
affordable housing and provide a cash contribution for public art.

Discussion ensued with regard to the availability of office space in the city.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig noted that the proposed
development will include improvements to fronting sidewalks and pedestrian
upgrades at the intersections of No. 3 Road and Anderson Road in addition to
Anderson Road and Buswell Road. He added that staff are recommending that
the proposed development provide a cash-in-lieu community amenity
contribution due to the limited floor area that would be allocated for
community amenities. Also, Ms. Digby noted that multiple private amenity
spaces are proposed for the residential and commercial areas.

A Richmond resident expressed concern with respect to the proposed
development’s setback and design. Mr. Craig noted that the proposed
development does step back from the adjacent residential tower to the east
and that should the application proceed, there will be additional opportunities
for design adjustments during the development permit process.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9510 to create the
“City Centre High Density Mixed Use with Office (ZMU31) — Brighouse
Village” zone, and to rezone 6840 & 6860 No. 3 Road and 8051 Anderson
Road from “Downtown Commercial (CDTI1)” to “City Centre High Density
Mixed Use with Office (ZMU31) — Brighouse Village”, be introduced and
given first reading.

CARRIED
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APPLICATION BY XIUFENG ZHANG AND SHUFANG ZHANG FOR
REZONING AT 8140/8160 LUNDY ROAD FROM TWO-UNIT

DWELLINGS (RD1) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/C)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009664; RZ. 16-734667) (REDMS No. 5244412)

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9664, for the
rezoning of 8140/8160 Lundy Road from “Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1)” to
“Single Detached (RS2/C)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED
APPLICATION BY URBAN ERA BUILDERS & DEVELOPERS LTD.
FOR REZONING 9700, 9720, 9800 WILLIAMS ROAD FROM SINGLE
DETACHED (RS1/C) AND SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E) TO TOWN

HOUSING (Z7T81) - WILLIAMS ROAD
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009667; RZ 15-700431) (REDMS No. 5258398 v. 3)

Mr. Craig reviewed the application, noting that the proposed development
will provide a contribution of three three-bedroom affordable housing units
with rental restrictions in accordance with the City’s Affordable Housing
Strategy and that the proposed development will have a consolidated
driveway, a legal agreement for future access to the east, and provide
sidewalk improvements.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9667 to create the
“Town Housing (£T81) — Williams Road” Zone, and to rezone 9700, 9720
and 9800 Williams Road from “Single Detached (RS1/C)” and “Single
Detached (RSI/E)” to “Town Housing (ZT81) — Williams Road”, be
introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY TRELLIS SENIORS SERVICES LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 23100, 23120 AND 23140 WESTMINSTER HIGHWAY
FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F) TO SENIOR’S CARE

FACILITY (ZR11) - HAMILTON VILLAGE (HAMILTON)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009669; RZ 16-738480) (REDMS No. 5265610 v. 2)

Mark McMullen, Senior Coordinator - Major Projects, reviewed the
application highlighting that (i) the proposed seniors care facility will consist
of 135 units and will be funded and licensed by Vancouver Coastal Health,
(i) the subject site includes approximately 1,100 m” designated as an
Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA), and (iii) the proposed development
will be constructed to achieve LEED Gold standards.
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In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig and Mr. McMullen noted that
(i) there will be opportunities to refine the proposed landscape and
architectural designs at the development permit process, (ii) the ESA will
have habitat compensation for the area impacted by the proposed
development, (iii) an assessment from a Qualified Environmental Professional
was provided and the proposed habitat compensation is envisioned to have
higher habitat value than the existing ESA on-site, (iv) the proposed
development will include piled structures under the parking area to stabilize
the soil, and (v) the proposed development is only zoned for health care use.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9669 to create the
“Senior’s Care Facility (ZR11) — Hamilton Village (Hamilton)” zone, and
to rezone 23100, 23120 and 23140 Westminster Highway from “Single
Detached (RS1/F)” to “Senior’s Care Facility (ZR11) — Hamilton Village
(Hamilton)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

REFERRAL RESPONSE: REGULATING THE SIZE OF LARGE

HOUSES IN THE AGRICULTURAL LAND RESERVE
(File Ref. No. 08-4057-10; 12-8060-20-009665/9666/9678/9679) (REDMS No. 5251835 v. 3)

Correspondence received related to Item No. 8 was distributed (attached to
and forming part of these minutes as Schedule 3).

John Hopkins, Planner 3, and Mr. Craig briefed Committee on potential
methods to regulate large houses in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR),
noting that the City has advocated for the introduction of Provincial
legislation to address the matter. Mr. Hopkins added that potential regulatory
options include restricting the size of the farm homeplate, regulating the siting
of residential uses and restricting the size of the dwelling on-site.

Mr. Hopkins briefed Committee on the current Provincial guidelines related to
house size in the ALR and contrasted those guidelines with regulations set by
the Corporation of Delta. Mr. Hopkins noted that other Metro Vancouver
municipalities have recently adopted regulations to address house size in the
ALR. Mr. Craig further noted that public consultation on the potential ways to
manage residential development on agricultural properties is anticipated to
commence in March 2017 and staff will provide a report to Council following
the consultation process.

In reply to queries from Committee, Joe Erceg, General Manager, Planning
and Development, noted that concern has been raised with respect to the trend
of increasing house size in the ALR, adding that the Province has expressed
little interest in introducing legislation to address the matter.
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Discussion ensued with regard to (i) the effect of the foreign buyers tax on the
construction of large homes in the ALR, (ii) large homes in the ALR being
utilized for non-compliant uses and the City’s enforcement of current
regulations, and (iii) including farm access requirements in the proposed
amendments.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig advised that farm tax
incentives related to the classification of agricultural land falls under
Provincial jurisdiction.

An example of a listed single-family house with multiple bedrooms was
distributed (attached to and forming part of these minutes as Schedule 4).

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) the historical subdivision of large pre-
existing properties into smaller farm plots provided for veterans, (ii) the
definition of a single-family home, (iii) the farm income required to qualify
for farm tax incentives, and (iv) limiting the size of accessory buildings.

In response to queries from Committee, staff noted that (i) staff can consult
with the Law Department regarding the feasibility of placing a moratorium on
the development of new large homes in the ALR, (ii) the Agricultural Land
Commission (ALC) is supportive of the Provincial guidelines for house size
in the ALR, (iii) staff can provide Council with the public consultation
information package prior to the public consultation sessions, and (iv) the
average size of the ALR house applications received is approximately 8,000
to 12,000 square feet, with the maximum allowable size dependent on the
dimensions of the lot.

John Baines, 11620 No. 4 Road, expressed concern with regard to the
development of large homes in the ALR and the potential effect on the value
of agricultural land.

Nancy Trant, 10100 No. 3 Road, spoke against the development of large
homes in the ALR. Also, she expressed concern with regard to non-compliant
uses for the large homes and enforcement measures taken by the City.

Carol Biggs, 12262 Ewen Avenue, commented on the protection of

agricultural land and expressed concern with the development of large homes
in the ALR.

Bhupinder Dhiman, 9360 Sidaway Road, commented on the potential
circumstances where development of large homes on agricultural land is
required to accommodate large families and would be beneficial for family-
operated farms.

- In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig noted that should a maximum
house size limitation be implemented, a rezoning application may be
submitted to request approval to build a larger home.
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Erika Simm, 4991 Westminster Highway, commented on the development of
large homes on agricultural land and suggested that clear parameters be
developed that would permit large homes in certain circumstances to
accommodate large families living on the farm.

Cllr. Dang left the meeting (5:56 p.m.) and did not return.

Gurdial Badh, 2831 Westminster Highway, remarked that family-operated
farms may require large homes to accommodate family members living on-
site and expressed concern with regard to the enforcement of non-compliant
properties.

~ Yvonne Bell, 10431 Mortfield Road, expressed concern with respect to the
development of large homes on the ALR and the potential negative impact on
agricultural soil.

Randy Schuette, 7620 Ash Street, expressed that potential restrictions to the
development of homes on agricultural land may penalize farmers and
adversely affect land values. He suggested that houses that are large enough to
require firewalls be restricted on agricultural land.

It was moved and seconded

(1)  That the staff report titled, “Referral Response: Regulating the Size
of Large Houses in the Agricultural Land Reserve”, dated January
10, 2017, from the Director of Development and the Manager of
Policy Planning, be received for information; and

(2)  That staff be directed to conduct public consultations regarding the
bylaw options presented in this report (“Referral Response:
Regulating the Size of Large Houses in the Agricultural Land
Reserve”) regarding house size, farm home plate and setbacks,
including residential accessory buildings.

The question on motion was not introduced as discussion ensued with regard
to the timeline of the public consultation process. It was suggested that the
public consultation process be advanced to commence at an earlier date.

As aresult of the discussion, staff were directed to provide information on:
' the number of narrow agricultural lots in city

' the feasibility of placing a moratorium on the development of new large
homes in the ALR;

" taxes related to farm classified sites;
. recently issued building permits for single family dwellings in the ALR;

x aerial photograph examples of large homes on agricultural land in the
city, including the Global BC news story regarding large homes on
agricultural properties in the city; and
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. the Corporation of Delta’s dwelling size regulations on agricultural land
less and greater than eight hectares;

and report back prior to the January 23, 2017 Regular Council meeting,.
The question on the motion was then called and it was CARRIED.

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Building Massing Regulation Public Consultation

Mr. Craig noted that the first of the scheduled open houses on proposed
amendments to building massing regulation is scheduled for January 18, 2017
at the South Arm Community Centre.

(i) Mpylora Non-Farm Use Application

Mr. Craig noted that the City and the applicant have sent supporting
documents to the ALC and farm remediation work will commence in the
upcoming weeks.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (6:17 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,
2017.

Councillor Linda McPhail Evangel Biason

Chair

Legislative Services Coordinator
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2014 Budget- | 2015-January1- | 2016 - January 1 - | 2017 - January 1 -
January 1 - December 31 December 31 December 31
December 31
Balance Projected
to be brought
Forward December $6,663.33 $1,889.40 $750.00 $4,212.58
Revenue
City of Richmond $11,000.00 $11,000.00 $11,000.00 $11,000.00
Membership Dues $1,400.00 $1,400.00 $1,400.00 $1,400.00
Bank Interest $5.00 $4.00 $1.50 $1.50
Sponsorship
Total Revenue $19,068.33 $14,293.40 $13,1.51.50 $16,614.08
Expenses
Admin Assistant $10,450.00 $10,000.00 $10,000.00 $10,000.00
Admin Expenses $200.00 $100.00 $80.00 $80.00
Forums/Meetings $1,000,00 $1,600.00 $1,400.00 $1,500.00
Website + 1T $1,500.00 $1,100.00 $800.00| $2,000.00
Website $500.00
Training/Calendar $1,100.00 $500.00 $600.00
Post Box Renewal $158.00 $158.00 $158.00 $158.00
Volunteer $250.00
Appreciation $250.00 $200.00 $200.00
Sub $5,000.00
Committee/printing
/events $2,000.00
Total Expenses $19,058.00 $14,308.00 $13,138.00 $16,538.00
Total Balance $10.33 -$14.60 $13.50 $76.08

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
Planning Committee meeting of
Richmond City Council held on

TuestaN,dEn_u%@ 17, 2017.
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Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the
Planning Committee meeting of
Richmond City Council held on
Tuesday, January 17, 2017.

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

Sent: Tuesday, January 17, 2017 10:54 AM

To: McPhail,Linda; McNulty,Bill; Au,Chak; Loo,Alexa; Steves,Harold

Cc: Brodie,Malcolm; Johnston,Ken; Day,Carol; Dang,Derek; Gonzalez,Robert; Russell,Paul;
McEwen,Brendan

Subject: Planning Committee Meeting Jan. 17 - Electric Vehicle Report

Dear members of the Planning Committee,

As you may know, Plug-in Richmond is the group of Richmond electric vehicle owners who are
promoting the use of electric vehicles in Richmond. I will be attending the meeting this
afternoon, but if there is not an opportunity for citizens to speak on agenda items, there are a few
points I would like to make.

1. The staff report is excellent as far as it goes. It clearly makes the point that adoption of
EVs is an essential component of meeting our greenhouse gas emission targets. It
correctly states that 80% of all EV charging is done at home so that residential charging
infrastructure is essential to the wider adoption of EVs. It also points out that we want
charging to take place overnight when demand on the electric grid is very low. Most EVs
are equipped with charging timers that control when the charging takes place.

2. Given the time and effort required for the consultation process outlined in the report, it is
important that as many options as possible are included for residential charging. New
private developments are less of a challenge than retrofitting existing residential
properties where most of the potential EV owners live. Separate incentives are required
for the installation of electrical infrastructure by the property owner or strata corporation
and for the purchase of a charging station by the EV owner. The consultation process
must include both new and existing residential properties. ’

3. 120V level 1 charging, which usually takes 8 hours for an average depleted battery, is
obsolete if we wish to have the charging take place from 1 to 5 am when the demand on
the electric grid is very low. This requires 240V level 2 charging in all residential
properties. Similarly, any charging infrastructure in non-residential properties should be
400V level 3 which will charge an average EV to 80% capacity in a half hour.

4. Norway has proved that priorities (perks) for EVs are as important for increased EV
adoption as financial subsidies. The consultation process should include requiring
reserved parking for EVs, without charging infrastructure, near existing accessible
parking spaces.

5. Promotion of electric vehicles at community events is essential where prospective EV
owners can chat with existing owners. This is currently being done on a shoestring by
Plug-in Richmond in collaboration with the provincially funded Emotive BC. The
consultation process should include determining the modest budget required for the City
to support these promotional activities including the hiring of two summer students by
the City.

CNCL - 40



I would be pleased to answer any questions or supply any information that would be helpful.
Thank you for your interest in electric vehicles.

John Roston
Coordinator
Plug-in Richmond hitp://pluginrichmond.ca

john.roston@mcgill.ca
John Roston

12262 Ewen Avenue
Richmond, BC V7E 6S8
Phone: 604-274-2726
Fax: 604-241-4254

CNCL - 41



Schedule 3 to the Minutes of the
Planning Committee meeting of

Richmond City Council held on
Tuesday, January 17, 2017.

Planning Committee Meeting
January 17, 2017
On Table
Item # 8
11 letters as of 3:00 pm
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Planning Commitice - don /17

MayorandCouncillors 3
A Them Y
From: MayorandCouncillors
Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:40
To: Crowe,Terry
Subject: FW: Mega houses on farmland
Categories: - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:40
To: 'Marion Smith'

Subject: RE: Mega houses on farmland

Dear Ms. Smith,
This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council. A copy of your email has been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor. In addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry

Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning Department.

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely,
Claudia FHOTOTORED
Claudia Jesson

Manager, Legislative Services

- City Clerk’s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC VéY 2C1

g
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: ciesson@richmond.ca b

From: Marion Smith [mailto:marionsmith@shaw.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:19

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Mega houses on farmland

Dear Mayor and Counciliors,

Please take every action that you can to eliminate mega houses on Richmond farmland, including refusal of any further
building applications.

Houses over a certain size or number of bedrooms should be declared non-farm buildings so that they can no longer
claim the agriculture tax rate. These should be taxed at the same or higher rate as the rest of the homes in Richmond.

Regards,

Marion Smith
Richmond, BC
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From: CityClerk

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 10:57

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: FW: megahomes on ALR land----written submission for January 17, 2917 Planning

Committee meeting

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

N 1T
From: Badyal,Sara .,Sk SR
Sent: Monday, 16 January 2017 17:47 & DISTRIBUTE

To: CityClerk
Cc: Crowe, Terry; Craig,Wayne; Konkin,Barry; Hopkins,John; Eng,Kevin

From: Gabrielle A. Griin [mailto:grun@cs.sfu.ca]

Sent: Monday, 16 January 2017 17:11

To: Badyal,Sara; Eng,Kevin

Subject: Fwd: megahomes on ALR land----written submission for January 17, 2917 Planning Committee meeting

Hi Sara and Kevin,

How are you? Minhee is on leave, and john has an automated away from the office email message.
When is a final decision expected? Many thanks. Have a nice day.

Subject:megahomes on ALR land----written submission for January 17, 2917 Planning Committee meeting
Date:Mon, 16 Jan 2017 16:52:02 -0800
From:Gabrielle A. Griin <grun@cs.sfu.ca>
Reply-To:grun@cs.sfu.ca
To:DWeber@richmond.ca

Dear Planning Committee Members,
Here are some points to weigh regarding members on “farmland”

-The phenomena is not new. Some very large homes have existed on ALR land for many years. The
roughly 20 000 square foot lvy Manor at 12911 No. 3 Road was built in 1989, and is the
former home of Milan and Maureen lllich.

-There should not be one [relatively low] house size limit on all ALR land regardless of frontage or
overall lot size.
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=The myths that agriculture has to be intrinsically tied to specially designated land, and that our food
security is dependent on the farming of small lots in the ALR (<2 ha) should not be perpetuated any
longer. Hydroponics and greenhouse operations have higher yields than conventional plant
agriculture. On the other side of the coin, some properties were included in the ALR merely on the
basis of location and not on actual soil capacity. In the case of conventional farming, the economies
of scale have to be taken into account.

-Around May 2008, the City implemented a green roof bylaw for new commercial and industrial
construction. To ease the consciences of those who still hold to the “agricultural land” hypothesis, the
City can require crop-producing, intensive green roofs on the construction of new houses more than
10 000-12 000 square fee in SIZED

-Decisions should be based on careful reflection and analysis, and not in response to fear.

Thanks for your consideration.

Yours sincerely,
Gabrielle A. Griin

M.Sc., Computing Science
10551 No. 6 Road
Richmond BC

V6W 1E6
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From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:05

To: Crowe,Terry

Subject: FW: Fwd: Fwd: Fwd: the proposed chanes to the taxation of ALR land

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

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:05

To: 'grun@cs.sfu.ca'

Subject: RE: Fwd: Fwd: Fwd: the proposed chanes to the taxation of ALR land

Dear Ms. Grun,

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council. A copy of your email has been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor. In addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry
Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning Department.

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely,
Claudia

Claudia Jesson

Manager, Legislative Services

City Clerk’s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: cjesson@richmond.ca

Subject:Fwd: Fwd: the proposed chanes to the taxation of ALR land
Date:Sun, 15 Jan 2017 22:15:24 -0800

From:Gabrielle A. Griin <grun@cs.sfu.ca>

Reply-To:grun@cs.sfu.ca
To:Park,Minhee <MPark@richmond.ca>

Hi Minhee,
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How ares you? Please enter the following as a submission for the planning committee meeting on
Tuesday. Thanks. Take care.

Subject:Fwd: the proposed chanes to the taxation of ALR land
Date:Sun, 27 Nov 2016 21:48:07 -0800

From:Gabrielle A. Grin <grun@cs.sfu.ca>

Reply-To:grun@cs.sfu.ca
To:Reid.MLA, Linda <Linda.Reid. MLA@leg.bc.ca>

Subject:the proposed chanes to the taxation of ALR land
Date:Sun, 27 Nov 2016 21:40:01 -0800

From:Gabrielle A. Griin <grun@cs.sfu.ca>

Reply-To:grun@cs.sfu.ca

To:peter.fassbender MLA@leg.bc.ca

Dear Mr. Peter Fastbender, Minister of, Community, Sport,
Cultural Development and Minister Responsible for Translink,

The proposed changes to the taxation of ALR properties would

adversely impact all the owners of these lands, not just speculators

or investors. Furthermore, the amendments could actually result in

less land being employed in agricultural endeavors. More study,
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consultation and canvassing of the stakeholders i.e. the diverse
body of owners of ALR land throughout BC.

It is of note that some longstanding owners of ALR land do not farm
their land for various reasons and circumstances. Seniors an d
the disabled should be excluded from any changes to the o ALR
property tax credit amounting to 50% of the provincial school tax
portion of property tax. For the rest of owners of ALR land that is
not actively farmed, a staggered reduction in the credit e.g. of 5-
10% per year could be looked at. The retention of a school tax
credit of 10-1.985% as “compensation for the additional
regulations and reduced potential i.e. in terms of multifamily
dwelling units etc. and diminished services such as sanitary sewer
and storm sewers. could be entertained too .

As well, any increase in the monetary agricultural production
quota required for a property to be classified as "farm” by BC
Assessment has to be well thought out as such an raise could
actually result in an abandoning of farming efforts altogether on
some smaller ALR lots because the cost/benefit ratio would no
longer make sense (or the benefit would be almost impossible to to
attain). The minimum for properties under 1.98 acres is $10
000/year, which is already high. On the other hand, the quota for
properties between 1.98 acres and 10 acres is only $2500/year.
While this may be reasonable for lots under 3-4 acres in size, it is
likely inappropriate for 9-10 acre parcels. There should be more
of a graded scale for this category spanning over 8 acres.
Agricultural output can vary significantly from year to year, and is
dependent on a variety of factors including the weather.
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Moreover, in order to maximize the number of properties being
farming, owners of ALR land should continue to be allowed to
contract out the farming activities to others or to lease their land to
farmers.

Rather than taking punitive action against all owners of ALR land
that is not being farmed, there should be greater support for
existing farms and more incentives for innovation in farming and
new agricultural operations. An understanding that certain small,
ALR properties are not well-suited for conventional farming, and
that food production cannot be strictly limited to land especially
allocated to agriculture (rooftop gardens, non-soil-based crop
growing techniques) is helpful. A firm grasp of the underlying issues
is required for the thorough review of the taxation of ALR land so
that the e effect is what is intended.

Thanks for your consideration.

Yours sincerely,
Gabrielle A. Grin

M.Sc., Computing Science

10551 No. 6 Road
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Richmond BC

V6W 1E6
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MayorandCouncillors

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Categories:

———ee- Forwarded Message ----

Subject:12911 No. 3 Road

Date:Mon, 16 Jan 2017 13:38:23 -0800
From:Gabrielle A. Griin <grun(@cs.sfu.ca>

Weber,David

Tuesday, 17 January 2017 12:57
MayorandCouncillors
FW: 12911 No. 3 Road

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

Reply-To:grun@cs.sfu.ca

To:Gabrielle Grun <grun(@cs.sfu.ca>

eValueBC  soweoa
Compare Assessmentc onfine - by BC ASSESSMENT
FAQs Contact Us

74

[Address V] [ 11 11

o« RECENT SEARCHES
» MY FAVOURITES

12911 NO. 3 RD RICHMOND
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11-320-R049000098 04/28/2014
Total Value $11,905.000

Total Value $899,000

17331 FEDORUK RD RICHMOND
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11-320-R013666070 04/28/2014
Total Value $356.963

10276 KENT RD CHILLIWACK

Total Value $495.000

10282 KENT RD CHILLIWACK
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Total Value $495.000

You have no Favourites currently saved.

Click on the
device.

on any property page to save and easily access up to 10 of your favourite properties on this

12911 NO. 3 RD RICHMOND V7A 1X4

11-320-R049000098 04/28/2014
Total Value $11,905,000
Assessed as of July 1st, 2016
Land $7,794,000
Buildings $4,111,000
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Previous Year Value $9,275,000

Land $5,196,000

Buildings $4,079,000

Report a Problem

Year Built

1989 Description

2 STY house - custom Area-Jurisdiction-Roll
11-320-R-049-000-098

Are the property details correct?

Yes, click here to confirmNo, click here to update

Show less

Land Size 18.46 Acres

First Floor Area 10,224

Second Floor Area 9,182
Basement Finish Area

Strata Area

Bedrooms 5

Baths 9

Carports C

Garages G

Legal Description and Parcel ID
Lot 5 Block 3N Plan 33483 Section 8 Range 6W Land District 36
PID: 000-462-772

Building Storeys

Gross Leaseable Area

Net Leasable Area

No. of Apartment Units
Manufactured Home

Width

Length

Total Area

Sales History (in the last 3 years)
Comments

Map

Neighbouring Properties

Sample Sold Properties

Due to high volume you may experience delays in the response time of the map feature. We apologize for the
inconvenience.
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MayorandCouncillors

From: MayorandCounciflors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 10:31

To: Crowe,Terry

Subject: FW:; Regulating the size of MEGA houses in the ALR

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

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 10:31

To: 'Bell, Yvonne [HSSBCY'

Subject: RE: Regulating the size of MEGA houses in the ALR

Dear Yvonne and Lorraine Bell,

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council providing feedback regarding
the regulation of houses on farmiand. A copy of your email has been forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor. in
addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning Department.

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely,
Claudia

Claudia Jesson

Manager, Legislative Services

City Clerk’s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V&Y 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: ciesson@richmond.ca

From: Bell, Yvonne [HSSBC] [mailto:Yvonne.Beli@hssbe.ca] ) RECEWED Q\O
Sent: Monday, 16 January 2017 17:12 0 o/
To: MayorandCouncillors LERK'S

Subject: Regulating the size of MEGA houses in the ALR

am in full support of Richmond regulating the size of houses on land in the ALR (and anywhere in Richmond for that
matter). Please create a bylaw to limit the floor area of a home in the ALR similar to that of Delta’s zoning

regulations. Delta restricts the floor area of a home to 3,552 square feet on lots smaller than 20 acres or 5,005 square
feet on lots 20 acres or larger. |think the floor area of a home in the ALR should be no larger than 3,552 square feet on
any size of lot in the ALR whether it be % an acre or 100 acres. Grade A farmland is for growing food, not for building
insanely large megahouses. Thisis 2017. Farmland is one of the most precious resources the earth has besides

water. Why do you allow people to squander it on ludicrous Megahouses? Please pass a bylaw controlling the size of
megahouses as soon as possible.

Yvonne and Lorraine Bell, life time residence and taxpahers of Richmond



10431 Mortfield Road
Richmond, BC
V7A 2W1
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From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 10:26

To: Crowe,Terry

Subject: FW: Homes in the ALR

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

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 10:26
To: 'Penny Charlebois'

Subject: RE: Homes in the ALR

Dear Ms. Charlebois,

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council providing feedback regarding
the regulation of houses on farmland. A copy of your email has been forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor. In
addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning Department.

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely,
Claudia

Claudia Jesson

Manager, Legislative Services

City Clerk’s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: ciesson@richmond.ca

From: Penny Charlebois [mailto:Pennycharlebois@telus.net)
Sent: Monday, 16 january 2017 18:08

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Homes in the ALR

Mayor and Council

We are losing valuable farmland daily in Richmond. These massive home are not being built for farmers but speculators
buying cheaper land and getting the farm tax benefit. Are they being used as hotels? Are they paying taxes like the rest
of us? There are still some really great farmers in Richmond providing food for so many, and some who cannot purchase
land but have to lease because the speculators have contributed to rising prices.

Penny Charlebois
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Sent from my iPad
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From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 10:28

To: Crowe,Terry

Subject: FW:; Mega houses on agricultural land

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

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 10:28

To: 'Maureen Nakanishi'

Subject: RE: Mega houses on agricultural land

Dear Mr, and Mrs. Nakanishi,
This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council providing feedback regarding
the regulation of houses on farmland. A copy of your email has been forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor. In

addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning Department.

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely,
Claudia

Claudia Jesson

Manager, Legislative Services

City Clerk’s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V&Y 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: ciesson@richmond.ca

From: Maureen Nakanishi [maiito:mnakanishi521@icloud.com]
Sent: Monday, 16 January 2017 17:46

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Mega houses on agricultural land

My family and I are concerned about the mega houses being built on Our agricultural lands. It's obvious these homes
are not built to Accommodate people who are farming the land. Unless restrictions are put Into place and enforced
some people will take advantage of any loopholes that Exist. | can't imagine what it must be like to live beside these
mall size houses In fact are they really homes? We can't allow what agricultural land we have left In Richmond to be
threatened by what is viewed as single family homes.

We trust that our elected officials are looking out for the benefit of the community As a whole, not a select few that take
advantage of pre existing regulations.
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George and Maureen Nakanishi
11571 Plover Drive

Sent from my iPad
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From: MayorandCouncillors
Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 10:24
To: Crowe,Terry
Subject: FW: Houses on farmland
Categories: - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE
FYi

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 10:24
To: 'Marion Bellis'
Subject: RE: Houses on farmland

Dear Ms. Bellis,

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council providing feedback regarding
the regulation of houses on farmland. A copy of your email has been forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor. In
addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning Department.

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely,
Claudia

Claudia lesson

Manager, Legislative Services

City Clerk’s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: ciesson@richmond.ca

Y
PA N

From: Marion Bellis [mailto;wmbellis@shaw.ca]
Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 07:12

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Houses on farmland

Ladies and Gentlemen,

I am hoping that in this meeting about house sizes will actually do something.
No house on farmland should be larger than 4,500 sq. ft. Farmland is a precious resource.
Humans need to eat food and the land to grow it on is becoming scarce. Cost of food is going up

For the average household. Change the rules and enforce the rules.

Where has this council been for the last few years that his use of farmland/house size has gotten so out of control.

By the way what about the land behind all the churches along Nbr. 5 Rd, which was suppose to be farmed? Why can this
land not be

turned into community allotment gardens?
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Regards
Marion Bellis

P.S.
Stop pouring money into the Oval, it was suppose to be self sustaining, how about putting some into the Library

system.
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From: MayorandCouncillors
Sent: ' Tuesday, 17 January 2017 13:58
To: '‘Courtney N'
Subject: RE: ALR land
Categories: - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

Dear Ms. Neish and Mr. Besharah,

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council providing feedback
regarding the regulation of houses on farmland. A copy of your email has been forwarded to the Mayor and
each Councillor. In addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry Crowe, Manager,
Policy Planning Department. '

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely,
Claudia

Claudia Jesson

Manager, Legisiative Services

City Clerk’'s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: cjesson@richmond.ca

From: Courtney N [mailto:courtneyneish@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 13:55

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: ALR land

We are appalled and disgusted by the building happening on ALR land here in Richmond. We have lived here for almost 37 years and
support maintaining farm land for farming.

Please change the by-laws to limit the size of houses to approx. 5,000 sq. ft., and minimize the overall footprint created by roads, pools etc.

As well, if it is part of council's mandate, increase the amount of farming income required before the property is taxed as agricultural rather
than residential land.

The sooner steps are taken to preserve farmland and stop the proliferation of multi-million dollar mansions that blatantly defy the intent of the
ALR, the better.

Courtney Neish and Benjamin Besharah
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From: MayorandCouncillors
Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:01
To: Crowe,Terry
Subject: FW: Houses on Farm Land
Categories: - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:00
To: 'Don and Rosemary Neish'
Subject: RE: Houses on Farm Land

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Neish,

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council providing feedback
regarding the regulation of houses on farmland. A copy of your email has been forwarded to the Mayor and
each Councillor. In addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry Crowe, Manager,
Policy Planning Department.

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely, "
Claudia AN

Claudia Jesson

Manager, Legislative Services

City Clerk’s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: ciesson@richmond.ca

From: Don and Rosemary Neish [mailto:dandrneish@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 13:53

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Houses on Farm Land

We are appalled and disgusted by the building happening on ALR land here in Richmond. We have lived here
for almost 45 years and support maintaining farm land for farming.

Please change the by-laws to limit the size of houses to approx. 5,000 sq. ft., and minimize the overall footprint
created by roads, pools etc.
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As well, if it is part of council's mandate, increase the amount of farming income required before the property is
taxed as agricultural rather than residential land.

The sooner steps are taken to preserve farmland and stop the proliferation of multi-million dollar mansions that
blatantly defy the intent of the ALR, the better.

Don and Rosemary Neish
6900 Gainsborough Dr.
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From: MayorandCouncillors
Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:02
To: Crowe,Terry
Subject: FW: Mega Homes on the Agricultural Land Reserve
Categories: - TO: MAYOR & EACH COUNCILLOR / FROM: CITY CLERK'S OFFICE

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:02

To: 'Lori'

Subject: RE: Mega Homes on the Agricultural Land Reserve

Dear Ms. Yonin and Mr. Eldridge,

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council providing feedback
regarding the regulation of houses on farmland. A copy of your email has been forwarded to the Mayor and
each Councillor. In addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry Crowe, Manager,
Policy Planning Department.

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely,
Claudia

Claudia Jesson

Manager, Legisiative Services

City Clerk’s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: cjesson@richmond.ca

From: Lori [mailto:lyonin@shaw.ca]

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 13:21

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Mega Homes on the Agricultural Land Reserve

We wish to extend our support to any Council members and/or staff reports that recommend limiting the size
of homes located within the Agricultural Land Reserve. Anyone who lives in Richmond is aware that under the
current regulations, farmland is being appropriated for mansions and country estates. This is not the purpose
of the ALR and in fact, reduces productive agricultural land, effectively making it unusable for farming in the
future. Agricultural Land is meant for farming, not for mansions.
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We are aware that other municipalities within Metro Vancouver have placed size restrictions on homes
located within the ALR. We would ask that City of Richmond Council follow their lead and do the same. And
while many Richmond citizens may not take the time to let City Council know how they feel about this issue, it
is a sore spot among the citizens of Richmond. It will be an issue we, and many other Richmond voters, will
take into consideration during the next municipal elections. So, please provide some leadership on this issue,
as have many other municipal politicians.

Thank you,
Lori Yonin and John Eldridge

#42 — 11491 Seventh Ave,,
Richmond, B.C.
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From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:.03

To: Crowe,Terry

Subject: FW: ALR mega homes and AIR BnB

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

From: MayorandCouncillors

Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 14:03

To: 'geldartl@gmail.com’

Subject: RE: ALR mega homes and AIR BnB

Dear Ms. Geldart,

This is to acknowledge and thank you for your correspondence to Richmond City Council. A copy of your email has been
forwarded to the Mayor and each Councillor. In addition, your correspondence has also been forwarded to Mr. Terry
Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning Department.

Thank you for taking the time to write to Richmond City Council.

Sincerely,
Claudia

Claudia Jesson

Manager, Legislative Services

City Clerk’s Office

City of Richmond, 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1
Phone: 604-276-4006 | Email: ciesson@richmond.ca

From: geldartl@gmail.com [mailto:geldart1@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, 17 January 2017 13:14

To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: ALR mega homes and AIR BnB

Just when | though you weren't listening to the community, both these issues are being addressed.
Thank you.
Shirley Geldart
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Schedule 4 to the Minutes of the
Planning Committee meeting of
Richmond City Council held on
Tuesday, January 17, 2017.
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Minutes

Public Works and Transportation Committee

Date: Wednesday, January 18, 2017

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Councillor Chak Au, Chair
Councillor Harold Steves, Vice-Chair
Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Carol Day
Councillor Alexa Loo

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 Public Works and Transportation
Committee held on November 23, 2016, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

February 22, 2017, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2017

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

TRAFFIC SAFETY ADVISORY COMMITTEE - PROPOSED 2017

INITIATIVES
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-30-TSAD1-01) (REDMS No. 5222032)

Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, in reply to questions on the l.eading
Pedestrian Interval (LPI) pilot project, provided the following information: (i)
the pilot project will gather information from the City Centre area, (ii) when
accommodating seniors, longer durations for walk timers and centre island
refuge intersections are being considered, and (iii) if proven to be effective,
infrared technologies being tested by neighbouring municipalities can be
implemented. Mr. Wei confirmed that the Project Swoop statistics will be
made available.

It was moved and seconded

(1)  That the proposed 2017 initiatives for the Traffic Safety Advisory
Committee, as outlined in the staff report titled “Traffic Safety
Advisory Committee - Proposed 2017 Initiatives” dated November 22,
2016 from the Director, Transportation, be endorsed; and

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

CARRIED

RICHMOND ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE -

PROPOSED 2017 INITIATIVES
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-20-RCYC1) (REDMS No. 5227687 v. 2)

In response to queries, Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, noted that the
Cycling and Trails Map is being redesigned into a portable, pocket-sized form

and that the electronic document will also be made available on the City’s
website.

It was moved and seconded

(1) That the proposed 2017 initiatives of the Richmond Active
Transportation Committee, as outlined in the staff report titled
“Richmond Active Transportation Committee - Proposed 2017
Initiatives” dated December 15, 2016 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.

CARRIED
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2017

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DIVISION

DIKE MASTER PLAN - PHASE 2
(File Ref. No. 10-6060-01) (REDMS No. 5178299 v. 3)

Lloyd Bie, Manager, Engineering Planning, responded to questions regarding
potential situations which could be encountered by Richmond’s dikes. Mr.
Bie noted scientific predictions on crest heights are being monitored and that
plans can be amended accordingly in response to these predictions.
Comments were made by the Committee regarding the use of agricultural soil
on the barrier islands.

It was moved and seconded

That the public and key external stakeholders be consulted to provide
feedback on the medium and long term dike improvements required for part
of Richmond’s West Dike (between Williams Road and Terra Nova Rural
Park) and part of the North Dike (between Terra Nova Rural Park to No. 6
Road) as identified in the staff report titled “Dike Master Plan — Phase 2”
from the Director of Engineering, dated December 6, 2016.

CARRIED

DCC RESERVE FUND EXPENDITURE (4000 MAY DRIVE) BYLAW
NO. 9643

(File Ref. No. 03-1000-08-030) (REDMS No. 5203346 v. 5)

The Committee concurred that the wording of the report did not clearly state
the source and rationale of the funding for the project. Lloyd Bie, Manager,
Engineering Planning, stated that further clarification would be added to the
report prior to approval by Council.

It was moved and seconded
That DCC Reserve Fund Expenditure (4000 May Drive) Bylaw No. 9643 be
introduced and given first, second and third readings.

CARRIED

WATER SHORTAGE RESPONSE PLAN — PROPOSED CHANGES
(File Ref. No. 10-6060-01) (REDMS No. 5268702 v. 3)

Discussion ensued on the watering hours for residents and the possibility of
changing the permitted hours. Robert Gonzalez, Deputy CAO and General
Manager, Engineering and Public Works, explained that keeping the watering
hours standardized with Metro Vancouver would simplify enforcement. Mr.
Gonzalez also noted that convenience to residents was taken into account by
Metro Vancouver when determining the permitted watering hours.
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2017

It was moved and seconded

That the comments on Metro Vancouver’s proposed changes to the Water
Shortage Response Plan, as summarized in the staff report titled “Water
Shortage Response Plan — Proposed Changes,” dated January 3, 2017, from
the Director, Engineering be submitted to Metro Vancouver.

CARRIED

T.5651 - 2016 PAVING PROGRAM (LAFARGE CANADA INC.))
CONTRACT EXTENSION AND CHANGE ORDER FOR 2017

PAVING PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.16207) (REDMS No. 5267595)

It was moved and seconded

That Contract T.5651 — 2016 Paving Program with Lafarge Canada Inc. be
extended to include the 2017 Paving Program, and that a Change Order be
issued to increase the value of this Contract by $2,700,000.

CARRIED
MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Snow and Ice Responses and Ongoing Preparations

Ben Dias, Manager, Roads and Construction Services, briefed the Committee
on the recent weather, noting that: (i) a total of 27 centimetres of snow fell in
Richmond during the months of December to January, nearly double what
was expected, (ii) a total of 2600 tonnes of salt was used during this period,
and (iii) 500-800 tonnes of salt is what is what is usually budgeted. Staff
advised that Works Yard currently has 500 tonnes of salt on hand.

Mr. Dias noted that the unfavorable conditions of snow, followed by freezing
temperatures, resulted in a longer than normal duration of the snow. In
response to questions, Mr. Dias noted that the financial impact of the weather
conditions will not cause an overall increase in the total roads and
construction budget and that, although some residents did come to the Works
Yard, the City of Richmond did not formally distribute salt.

(ii)  High Tide Storm Predictions

Tom Stewart, Director, Public Works Operations, informed the Committee
that at 10:09 a.m. there was prediction that high tides in the Britannia area
could result in toppling; however, there was no reports of such occurrences.

(iii) Annual Capital Projects Open House

John Irving, Director, Engineering, noted that the proposed date for the
Annual Capital Projects Open House will be April 20, 2017.
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, January 18, 2017

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:39 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Public
Works and Transportation Committee of
the Council of the City of Richmond held
on Wednesday, January 18, 2017.

Councillor Chak Au Shaun Divecha
Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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Report to Committee

Richmond
To: General Purposes Committee Date: January 10, 2017
From: Cecilia Achiam, MCIP, BCSLA File:  03-0900-01/2016-Vol 01

Director, Administration and Compliance

Re: Regulations for Marihuana Dispensaries

Staff Recommendation

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9671 to add a definition of
“marihuana dispensary” and add this use to the non-permitted uses and definitions (Section 3.5)
of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 to prohibit “marihuana dispensary” in all zones, be
introduced and given first reading.

Ce SLA
Ducuwir, Auunsuauun aud Compliance

(604-276-4122)

REPORT CONCURRENCE
ROUTED To: 'CONCURRENCE | CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
Law ,4,~_> —t
Development Applications
Policy Planning
REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT / INITIALS:

AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE

W
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January 3, 2017 -2-

Staff Report
Origin

Marihuana laws are changing rapidly in Canada and the federal government recently released a
report on a framework for the legalization of cannabis in Canada. This report recommends
moving forward with a number of initiatives related to the recreational use of marihuana,
including retail sales. Federal regulations that may result from the report’s recommendations are
expected as early as spring 2017.

This report proposes amendments to the Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 as a proactive
response to the potential Federal legalization of marihuana. Until legalization measures are
taken by the Federal Government, the use and retail sale of cannabis is prohibited by existing
Federal legislation and not required to be in the City’s zoning bylaw. However, in order to
manage the potential impacts arising at the local level, it is prudent for the City to implement
zoning regulations to prohibit all retailing and/or dispensing of marihuana or cannabis products
city-wide.

Analysis

Current Federal Requlations

Federally, marihuana (cannabis) is currently regulated by the Controlled Drugs and Substances
Act (CDSA) and the Access to Cannabis for Medical Purposes Regulations (ACMPR), formerly
the Marihuana for Medical Purposes Regulations (MMPR). Currently, under this legislation
there is no provision allowing for the retail sale or dispensing of marihuana or cannabis products.

Current Municipal Regulations

When the federal regulations came into effect in 2013, in relation to addressing access to medical
marihuana (MMPR), Council endorsed a zoning bylaw amendment that defined a medical
marihuana production facility and a medical marihuana research facility. This amendment also
brought regulations to prohibit these uses City-wide. Through this regulatory framework, case-
by case consideration of rezoning applications for proposed medical marihuana production
and/or research and development facilities have been reviewed based on Official Community
Plan (OCP) policies developed to manage this land use. These zoning bylaw regulations and
OCP policy specifically addressed medical marihuana production under the MMPR (now
ACMPR).

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 does not currently contain explicit provisions regarding retailing
or dispensing of marihuana/cannabis because it is unlawful and contrary to the CDSA. In
anticipation of federal legislation that may legalize and regulate marihuana, and to manage this
1ssue within the context and priorities of Richmond, staff propose to:

» Define and add “marihuana dispensary” as a use definition in Section 3.5 (Non-Permitted

Uses and Definitions) of the Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, wording as shown in the
proposed Bylaw Amendment; and
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¢ Include “marihuana dispensary” in Section 3.5 (Non-Permitted Uses and Definitions) of
the Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, which would not permit this use in any zone city-
wide.

The proposed amendment to the zoning bylaw would provide clarity on the City’s regulations on
this type of business during the period until which time federal legislation on marihuana is
brought forward. This approach would ensure that the City’s regulations are consistent with
current federal legislation, where marihuana retail and/or dispensaries remain unlawful
operations.

This is an interim regulatory approach that can be re-visited in the future. Should the Federal
Government proceed with implementation of legislation for the legalization of marihuana in
Canada, staff will assess the regulatory framework and provide Council with a future report
outlining any legalization initiatives and potential options related to marihuana use, including
retail sale.

Consultation

Staff have reviewed the proposed Zoning Bylaw amendment and advise that no public
consultation is required beyond the public notification requirements.

Financial Impact
None
Conclusion

This staff report recommends that Richmond Zoning Bylaw No.8500, Amendment Bylaw 9671
be brought forward to define “marihuana dispensary” and prohibit them in all zones in the City.
The City may make further amendments to respond to any new federal legislation.

Carli Edwards
Chief Licence Inspector
(604.276.4136)

KE:ce
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Richmond Bylaw 9671

Richmond Zoning - Bylaw No. 8500
Amendment Bylaw No. 9671

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

1) The Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 as amended, is further amended at Section 3.5 (Non-
Permitted Uses and Definitions) by:
a) Adding the following to Section 3.5.1:

“e)  Marihuana dispensary”

b) adding the following definition of “marihuana dispensary”, in alphabetical order
to Section 3.5.2:

“Marihuana Dispensary means a business or other operation involving
the sale, barter, storage, distribution or dispensing
of cannabis, marihuana or any products containing
or derived from cannabis or marihuana.”

2) This Bylaw is cited as “Richmond Zoning — Bylaw, Amendment Bylaw 9671”.

FIRST READING ~GITYOF
APPROVED
SECOND READING foorr‘i:gil:aetri]r::y
THIRD READING 4
i
ADOPTED by Solicitor
MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER

5264707 C N C L - 79



CNCL - 80



December 20,2016 -2 -

Staff Report
Origin

The mandate of the Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee (RCSAC) is to
encourage and promote social policies and community services that contribute to the well-being
and quality of life of Richmond residents, and to develop the capacity of the community service
sector,

While an advisory body, the RCSAC is only partially a City-appointed committee (i.e. only two
citizen representatives are Council-appointed). The City supports the RCSAC by providing an
annual operating budget, a Council Liaison and a Staff Liaison.

This report presents the RCSAC 2016 Annual Report (Attachment 1) and proposed 2017 Work
Program (Attachment 2). This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant,
Active and Connected City:

Continue the development and implementation of an excellent and accessible system of
programs, services, and public spaces that reflect Richmond’s demographics, rich
heritage, diverse needs, and unique opportunities, and that facilitate active, caring, and
connected communities.

2.2.  Effective social service networks.
2.3.  Outstanding places, programs and services that support active living, wellness and
a sense of belonging.

Analysis

RCSAC Charter

As indicated in the RCSAC Charter (Attachment 3), the mission of this advisory committee is
“to encourage and promote those social policies and community services which contribute to the
general health, welfare and quality of life of the residents of Richmond, and to increase inter-
agency relations and cooperation in order to enhance community capacity”. Their mandate is
described in the attached Charter as

Section A

The RCSAC shall advise Richmond City Council and may, in consultation with City

Council, make representations to other policy-making bodies on the following:

1. Policies that encourage cooperative planning and delivery of community services to
ensure optimum efficiency and effectiveness;

2. Social issues/concerns that have an impact on community services, special needs
groups and the quality of life in the community;

3. Community impact of governmental changes to policies and/or programs affecting
Richmond’s community services; and
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4. Any other matters that may be referred by Richmond City Council, RCSAC member
groups and the community at large.

Section B
1. Coordination of activities and information sharing between the voluntary and public
sector.

The RCSAC also has separate “Operating Policies and Procedures” describing membership,
structure and procedures.

2016 Annual Report

Highlights of the 2016 RCSAC Work Program, based on Council Term Goals (2010 —2014)
(Attachment 1) include:

Completion of the annual Social Services and Space Needs Survey exploring funding

changes and space needs, with results presented to Planning Committee in December
2016;

The Non-profit Space Needs Action Team secured a Richmond Community Foundation
grant for preliminary work in determining agency-specific space needs;

Communication Tools were sent to Council regarding changes in VCH Management in
Richmond and potential community impact as well as the 2014/2015 RCSAC Social
Services and Space Needs Survey; and

An updated inventory of community tables and committees operating in Richmond.

2017 Work Program

Council Term Goals (2014 —2018) have been used to form the basis of RCSAC 2017 activities.
In addition to responding to Council requests as they arise, highlights of the RCSAC’s 2017
plans (Attachment 2) include: '

Hosting an information sharing meeting with Richmond MLAs;

Continuing to implement the Community Social Services and Space Needs Survey and
informing Council of the results;

Non-profit Space Needs Action Team report to Council;

Continuing to update an inventory of community-based tables and committees relevant to
social services;

Working collaboratively with other Richmond organizations to provide information
regarding affordable housing needs;

Providing information to Council regarding the impact of Federal and Provincial policy
and funding decisions on Richmond services; and

Continuing to apprise Council of matters affecting community agencies and Richmond
residents.
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2017 Budget

The 2017 RCSAC budget no longer allows for funding special projects and surveys as these
initiatives were funded from a surplus that has been depleted. For example, the RCSAC’s annual
Social Services and Space Needs Survey results were previously compiled, analyzed and
reported on with the help of a research assistant. In August 2016, the RCSAC submitted a letter
to Council requesting an increase of $2,000 per annum to their operating budget to bring the total.
amount from $11,000 to $13,000. The increase was not recommended as part of the 2017
operating budget process as proposed increases were limited to non-discretionary increases only.

Financial Impact
None,
Conclusion

The RCSAC 2017 Work Program is designed to reflect a number of Council Term Goals

(2014 —2018) and address emerging issues impacting the community. The RCSAC will continue
to support the community service sector by fostering collaborative working relationships,
networking opportunities and information exchange. The RCSAC thereby plays a vital role in
sustaining and enhancing the social well-being of Richmond residents.

—

AN
Tl
Lesley Sherlock

Social Planner
(604-276-4220)

Att. 1: RCSAC 2016 Final Report
2: RCSAC 2017 Work Program and Budget
3: RCSAC Charter
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ATTACHMENT 1

Richmond Community Services
Advisory Committee

.\ﬁ. RCSAC

2016 Final Report

RCSAC 2016 Annual Report
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2016 RCSAC Executive Committee Report

2016 Executive Committee Membership:

Daylene Marshal, Richmond Youth Services Agency Co-Chair

Alex Nixon, Richmond Food Bank Co-Chair

Rick Dubras, Richmond Addictions Services Society Treasurer

Kathie Chiu, Salvation Army Member-at-Large
Thsan Malik, Citizen Appointee Member-at-Large
De Whalen, Richmond Poverty Response Committee Member-at-Large
Lisa Whittaker, Family Services of Greater Vancouver Member-at-Large
Councillor Derek Dang City Council Liaison
Lesley Sherlock City Staff Liaison

Results of Executive Elections at the November 10, 2016 Annual General Meeting

As documented in the RCSAC Operating Policies and Procedures, members on the Executive,
with the exception of the Co-Chair positions, hold their positions for a period of one year.
Elections are held at the November Annual General Meeting (AGM) to elect/re-elect committee
members to their respective executive roles. The results of the elections were:

Co-Chair Alex Nixon, Richmond Food Bank (3™ year)

Co-Chair Kathie Chiu, Salvation Army (1¥ Year)

Treasurer Rick Dubras, Richmond Addiction Services Society
Members-at-Large Jenn Fancy de Mena, BC Responsible and Problem Gambling;

Thsan Malik, Citizen Appointee; Haydon Marshall-Fox, Turning
Point Recovery Society.

Executive Committee Summary of 2016 Activities:

Membership

e Membership increased in 2016 as the Richmond Animal Protection Society joined
RCSAC. The Jewish Addiction Community Services and the United Way of the Lower
Mainland also showed interest in joining RCSAC.

e There were two Citizen Appointee positions: Hamid Ghanbari and Thsan Malik.

RCSAC Action Groups

The RCSAC does not have standing sub-committees, but rather has ad hoc, time-limited action
groups to address specific concerns or accomplish specific tasks. The following action groups
were active in 2016:

e Addictions and Mental Health

® NPO Space Needs

e Service Gaps for New Citizens
e Social Services and Space Needs Survey
o  Website
e Youth
RCSAC 2016 Annual Report Page2of 15
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Additionally, the RCSAC receives monthly reports from the Richmond Homelessness Coalition
to keep the RCSAC informed on housing and homelessness issues.

Action Group Reports

Addictions and Mental Health

Membership: Brenda Plant, Belinda Boyd, Kathie Chiu, Rick Dubras, Jenn Fancy de Mena
Heather Hall, Dave MacDonald, Judy Valsonis.

Mandate: To work in an advisory capacity to the City of Richmond on issues related to
Addictions and Mental Health (AMH); to enhance the continuum of AMH services in
Richmond; and to develop partnerships and identify funding sources for the implementation of
AMH working group initiatives.

Activities: With funding from the Province of BC’s Ministry of Health, the RCSAC AMH
Working Group in partnership with Turning Point Recovery Society established the Outreach
and Resource Support (OARS) program to provide a continuum of supports to individuals with
addiction and mental health issues that are homeless and/or at risk of homelessness. OARS
provides outreach counselling, referrals to housing and health services, community education
and training, supports and client advocacy. A Communication Tool was submitted to Council on
the development of the OARS program; a community resource guide was updated and circulated
in Richmond; the Working Group identified that the most concerning gap in Richmond is the
lack of communication and collaboration between some agencies and that this was impacting
client care and client navigation. Meetings were held with the City of Richmond, Vancouver
Coastal Health and RCSAC AMH Working Group members to address these issues.

NPOQO Space Needs
Membership: Janice Barr, Janice Lambert, Sandy McIntosh, Daylene Marshall, Alex Nixon.

Mandate: To explore the space needs of Richmond’s NPOs and find collaborative solutions to
report back to the RCSAC on those needs.

Activities: The member organizations of this committee worked together to secure a grant from
Richmond Community Foundation to commission a report on the NPO space needs in
Richmond. The preliminary work preparing the report is expected to be completed by December
2016.

Social Services and Space Needs Survey
Membership: Rick Dubras, Daylene Marshall, Alex Nixon.

Mandate: To analyze the results of the Social Services and Space Needs Survey and prepare a
final report for City Council.

Activities: The committee compiled and analyzed the results of the 2014-2015 Social Services
and Space Needs Survey and prepared a final report for City Council to be presented to Planning

RCSAC 2016 Annual Report Page 3 of 15
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Committee in December 2016. The committee also sent the 2015-2016 Social Services and
Space Needs Survey out to RCSAC members

Website
Membership: Rick Dubras, Daylene Marshall, Alex Nixon.
Mandate: This group explored options to update the RCSAC website.

Activities: The RCSAC website needed significant upgrades in order to ensure its continued
operation. The RCSAC contracted IT Gurl to update the website to a format that should allow it
to continue to operate without major upgrades for 3-4 years.

Youth

Membership: Danny Taylor, Lauren Burrows Backhouse.

Mandate: To maintain the What’s Up Richmond website and advise RCSAC and City Council
on issues facing youth.

Activities: What’s Up Richmond (WURJ) was maintained and managed successfully through
2016. We faced difficulty confirming a youth volunteer content manager, but have finally
established some current stability in the role. Updates continue on a monthly basis, and the goal
is to promote a formal youth-specific “launch”, whereby the website is promoted to youth in
Richmond.

Communications with the City of Richmond

The RCSAC sent the following Communication Tools to City Council to advise them on issues
impacting Richmond’s citizens and Community Services:
e Changes in VCH Management in Richmond and the potential impact for the community
e Social Services and Space Needs Survey Report

Community Tables/Committee Inventory

As per our 2016 Work Plan, the RCSAC keeps the Richmond Community Table/Committee

Inventory. Currently, we are aware of the following committees operating in Richmond.
e Advisory Design Panel
e Affiliation of Multicultural Societies and Services Agencies in BC (AMSSA)

Collaborative Opportunity for Resources (CORe)

Community Living Leadership Network Meeting

Community Living BC (CLBC) Community Council

Fetal Alcohol Syndrome FASD round table

The Gambling Steering Committee in Richmond

Gilwest Clinic Community Advisory Group

Metro Vancouver Living Wage Committee municipality sub-committee

Mental Health and Addictions Coordinating Committee

Richmond Advisory Council on Perinatal Issues

Richmond Arthritis Support Group

RCSAC 2016 Annual Report
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Richmond Autism Interagency Committee (RAIC)

Richmond Caring Place Tenants Council

Richmond Child Care Development Advisory Committee (RCCDAC)
Richmond Child Care Alliance

Richmond Child Care Training Committee (RCCTC)

Richmond Children First

Richmond Community Action Team

Richmond Community Collaboration Table (CCT)

Richmond Community Meals Round Table

Richmond Community Peace Labyrinth

Richmond Falls Prevention Network

Richmond Family Violence Prevention Network

Richmond Health Advisory Committee

Richmond Homelessness Coalition

Richmond Infant Development Program Local Advisory Committee
Richmond Literacy Now Committee

Richmond Poverty Response Committee

Richmond Public Agency Partners Group

Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee

Richmond Supported Child Development Program Local Advisory Committee

Richmond VIAL of Life Committee
Safer Relationships, Safer Children
Settlement Workers In School Advisory Committee.

Supporting Families With Parental Mental Health and/or Addictions Committee

Welcoming Community Project Advisory Committee
Youth Concurrent Disorders Network
Youth Network

Presentations

Community organizations presented to RCSAC at almost every RCSAC meeting on issues and
topics vital to Richmond’s community services. The organizations and topics include:

January: City Centre Area Plan
February: SFU Kiwanis Place-Making Project
March: CHIMO Crisis Line Service
BC Responsible and Problem Gambling
April: Richmond Cares, Richmond Gives
May: Atira Women’s Resource Society
June: MLA Information Session
September: RCMP Domestic Violence Coordinator
October: Salvation Army Emergency Response Teams

November: RCSAC AGM

Financial

A 2016 financial report and proposed 2017 budget was drafted by the Treasurer and approved by

the membership at the RCSAC’s November AGM.

RCSAC 2016 Annual Report
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The RCSAC has continued to operate without an increase in the City Grant for five years,
despite the added financial pressures due to increasing membership (from 33 members in 2011 to
40 members in 2016). For 2016, the RCSAC reduced meeting and staff expenses. The RCSAC
will need to have increased funding if it is to continue to effectively advise City Council. At the
September 10, 2015 General Meeting, the RCSAC membership approved a motion to request an
additional $2,000 for the 2017 budget year.

The 2017 Work Plan was approved at the November 10, 2016 RCSAC AGM as a working
document that will be revisited throughout the year and revised as necessary.
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RCSAC 2016 Membership

Organization Representative(s)
Voting Members
Avia Employment Centres Nicole Smith
BC Responsible and Problem Gambling Jenn Fancy de Mena
Boys and Girls Club of South Coast BC Jason Lee
Chimo Community Services Diane Sugars
City Appointee Hamid Ghanbari
City Appointee Thsan Malik
Community Living BC George Sartori
Developmental Disabilities Association Donna Cain
Family Services of Greater Vancouver Lisa Whittaker
Heart of Richmond AIDS Society Brian Wardley

Individual Member

Jennifer Larsen

Pacific Community Resource Services

Leslie Martin

Pathways Clubhouse Richmond Una Mulhall

RCMP Richmond Constable Heather Hall
Richmond Addictions Services Society Rick Dubras
Richmond Animal Protection Society Eyal Lichtmann
Richmond Cares, Richmond Gives Jocelyn Wong
Richmond Caring Place Society Sandy Mclntosh
Richmond Children First Helen Davidson
Richmond Centre for Disability Ella Huang
Richmond Division of Family Practice Denise Ralph
Richmond Family and Youth Court Committee Neelu Kang Dhaliwal
Richmond Family Place Society Janice Lambert
Richmond Food Bank Society Alex Nixon
Richmond Food Security Society Anita Georgy
Richmond Mental Health Consumer & Friends Society | Barb Bawlf
Richmond Multicultural Community Services Parm Grewal
Richmond Poverty Response Committee De Whalen

Richmond School District #38

Monica Pamer/Sherry Elwood

Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee

Corisande Percival-Smith

Richmond Society for Community Living Janice Barr
Richmond Therapeutic Equestrian Society TBD

Richmond Women’s Resource Centre Florence Yau
Richmond Youth Service Agency Daylene Marshall
Salvation Army (Richmond) Kathie Chiu
S.U.C.C.ES.S. Francis Li
Touchstone Family Services Judy Valsonis
Turning Point Recovery Society Ted Paxton
Vancouver Coastal Health Belinda Boyd

Vancouver Transit Police

Inspector Wendy Hawthorne

Non-Voting Members

Council Liaison

Derek Dang

Staff Liaison

Lesley Sherlock

RCSAC 2016 Annual Report
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2016 RCSAC Work Plan Results

For the 2016 year, the RCSAC continued to link its annual work plan initiatives to the Richmond City
Council Term Goals. The 2016 Work Plan was designed to provide Council with advice to support
Council’s Goal Statement for Community Social Services:

To develop and implement an updated social services strategy that clearly
articulates and communicates the City’s roles, priorities and limitations with
respect to social services issues and needs.

Within this goal statement, the RCSAC focused on providing advice on Council’s following priorities.

The RCSAC also highlighted several other areas to work towards in 2016 to ensure committee stability
and to improve Community Agency engagement.

RCSAC further advised Richmond City Council by providing feedback on their Term Goals through
two sessions at General member meetings.

Council Term Goal 1.4
Effective interagency relationships and partnerships
Objectives

e To respond to Council requests for advice regarding community safety matters

e To provide a forum for Social Service Providers, Council Liaisons and City Staff, Citizen
Appointees and Individual Members to collaborate, share, network and learn from one another,
as well as from guest presenters from the City and community

¢ To identify, advise and provide recommendations to City Council and staff of trends, gaps and
needs of our community

Proposed Actions

¢ Participate in City consultations regarding community safety
¢ Continuing to implement the RCSAC Community Social Services and Space Needs Survey.

e Advise Council if changes in social service programs and corresponding funding structures will
impact the City of Richmond

¢ Invite guest presenters to educate the RCSAC on topics relevant to Social Service providers and
their clients

¢ Determine the need for further service gaps analysis in service areas in addition to Addictions
and Mental Health

e Build on the success of the Mental Health and Addiction services wallet card. Determine
potential need for other similar service cards in the community

e Complete a multi-year analysis of Community Social Services Survey results (2014 —2016)
¢ Support initiatives that reduce barriers to accessing services in the community
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Anticipated Outcomes/Indicators of success

Advice provided to Council regarding community safety matters
Community Social Services and Space Needs Survey and Report Completed
Communication Tools to Council as appropriate

Final report on successful actions completed

2016 Activities

Encouraged member organizations to participate in the City of Richmond’s Municipal
Policing Survey

Provided a robust report for the 2014-2015 Social Services and Space Needs Survey that
included multi-year analysis

Developed and submitted the Changes to VCH Management communication tool to
Council to inform them of potential additional gaps in mental health and addictions
services

Heard eight presentations from various groups on topics relevant to RCSAC member
organizations and Richmond social services

Council Term Goal 2.2

Effective social service networks

Objectives

To increase connections within the RCSAC membership

To increase access to information and opportunities to plan and promote community and social
service events and activities

To review and broaden the membership of the RCSAC and encourage organizations providing
community and social services in the Richmond community to join.

To increase administrative efficiency for RCSAC

Proposed Actions

Maintain the Community Table/Committee Inventory and provide an update to Council in the
RCSAC 2016 Annual Report

Continue to develop members only log-in section on the RCSAC website so members can
access minutes, agendas, reports etc.
Support on-going updates to the RCSAC website

Form an action team to review membership and determine organizations to receive invitation to
learn more about the RCSAC

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

RCSAC website members-only log-in page continues to be enhanced and utilized by members
RCSAC website utilization continues to increase. Increased number of webpage hits.
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Increased number of events and program information posted to the RCSAC website
Potential new memberships joining the RCSAC
Report on successful outcomes completed and included in the RCSAC 2016 Annual Report

Anticipated Outcomes/Indicators of Success

RCSAC website members-only log-in page continues to be enhanced and utilized by members
RCSAC website utilization continues to increase. Increased number of webpage hits.
Increased number of events and program information posted to the RCSAC website

Potential new memberships joining the RCSAC

Report on successful outcomes completed and included in the RCSAC 2016 Annual Report

2016 Activities

Maintained the Community Table/Committee Inventory and included an update in the
RCSAC 2016 Annual Report

Actively recruited potential member organizations

Began the process of upgrading the RCSAC website to ensure that it can continue to be
used

Completed the RCSAC 2016 Annual Report

Council Term Goal 3.4

Diversity of housing stock

Objectives

Continue to support the implementation of the Affordable Housing Strategy
Provide input regarding the Affordable Housing Strategy Update

Proposed Actions

Participate in the Affordable Housing Strategy Update consultations

Work collaboratively with the Richmond Homeless Coalition —Homes for All, Richmond
housing organizations, advocates and the City to identify and highlight affordable and
supportive housing needs and projects in Richmond.

Work collaboratively with Richmond housing organizations and advocates to draft regular
communication, which highlights housing needs and projects, to City Council and staff

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

Affordable Housing Action Team formed as required

Communication Tool to Council as appropriate regarding the Affordable Housing Strategy
Update

Regular updates presented to RCSAC General Committee meeting
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* Successful outcomes completed and reported in the RCSAC 2016 Annual Report

2016 Activities

¢ Received monthly updates from the Richmond Homeless Coalition
e Received a report from CHIMO and the Richmond Poverty Response Committee on the
current homeless situation in Richmond

Council Term Goal 4.2
Innovative projects and initiatives to advance sustainability
Objectives
e Support the City as it advocates for a coordinated regional approach to enhance local food
security

e Support the development of a food security action plan for the City of Richmond

Proposed 2016 Actions
e Action teams formed as necessary to meet objectives
e Potential gap analysis undertaken

e Communication Tool developed for Council

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

Presentation from Richmond Food Security Society on final draft of Food Charter
Action team formed

e Communication Tools to Council completed as appropriate

Successful actions completed and included in the RCSAC 2016 Annual Report

2016 Activities

* Received a report from the Richmond Food Security Society on the Richmond Food
Charter and encouraged member agencies to consider sponsoring it
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Council Term Goal 5.1
Advancement of City priorities through strong intergovernmental relationships
Objectives

e To provide Council with information about the impact of provincial and federal funding
decisions on social services agencies and Richmond residents

Proposed 2016 Actions

e Completion of annual Community Social Services Survey and Report - provide information to
Council on provincial and federal funding decisions that may affect the delivery of social
services in Richmond

e Contribute to and update as needed multi-year analysis of Community Social Services Survey

e Membership will submit Communication Tools to Council regarding changes in member
agency funding relationships with federal and provincial governments

¢ Invite MLAs to information exchange with RCSAC members

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

e Communication Tools submitted as appropriate

e Community Social Services survey completed and report submitted to Council

e Successful actions completed and included in the RCSAC 2016 Annual Report

e Meeting held with Richmond ML As to exchange information regarding social services in
Richmond

2016 Activities

e Completed the annual Social Services and Space Needs Survey and submitted the report
to Council

e Developed and submitted the “Changes to VCH Management” Communication Tool to
Council on changes to VCH staff funding in Richmond

e Held the ML A Information Session and exchanged information on social services and
gaps in service in Richmond

Council Term Goal 6.2
Infrastructure is reflective of and keeping pace with community need.
Objectives

o Identify space needs for non-profit societics within Richmond
e Identify housing and community space needs of RCSAC clients and member agencies
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Proposed 2016 Actions

o Inclusion of space needs in Community Social Services Survey
e Action team reports to RCSAC as needed

QOutcomes/Indicators of Success

o Space results compiled from community needs assessment survey
e Communication Tool to Council as appropriate
e Successful actions completed and included in the RCSAC 2016 Annual Report

2016 Activities

o Included space needs in the Social Services Survey
e Completed the 2016 RCSAC Social Services and Space Needs Survey and submitted the
report to Council

¢ Formed the NPO Space Needs Subcommittee to closely examine NPO space needs in
Richmond

o Had presentations from City Staff on the City Centre Area Plan and from the SFU
Kiwanis Place-Making Project

Council Term Goal 9.2
Effective engagement strategies and tools.

Objectives

e To share and promote information and engagement opportunities to clients of member agencies
o To stay apprised of results of engagement tools and how they are impacting our clients

Proposed 2016 Actions

¢ Provide an opportunity for presentations to the RCSAC from City staff and Community
Partners on engagement strategies and tools

e Share and promote information and engagement opportunities within agencies and to clients

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

¢ Communication Tools to Council as appropriate
¢ Final report on outcomes

¢ Presentations included in RCSAC meetings

¢ Information sharing included in meetings
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2016 Activities

Encouraged information sharing at every RCSAC General Meeting

Sent out weekly updates to RCSAC member organizations that included community and
agency updates

Welcomed eight presentations from various groups on important topics relevant to
member organizations

Additional RCSAC Work Plan Activities

Objectives

To increase connections within RCSAC members

To review and broaden the membership of RCSAC and encourage organizations providing
community and social services in the Richmond community to join

To increase administrative efficiency for RCSAC

Proposed Actions

Maintain Community Table/Committee Inventory and provide update to Council in 2015 final
report

Continue to develop members only log-in section on RCSAC website so members can access
minutes, agendas, reports etc.

Support on-going updates to the RCSAC website

Form an action team to review RCSAC membership and determine which organizations will
receive an invitation to learn more about the RCSAC

Anticipated Outcomes/Indicators of Success

Members only log-in page continues to be enhanced and utilized by members
Website utilization continues to increase; increased number of webpage hits
Increased number of events and program information posted to website
Potential new members joining the RCSAC

Report on successful outcomes completed

2016 Activities

Maintained the Community Committees and Tables Inventory

Increased RCSAC membership

Encouraged and facilitated sub-committees and task forces to collaborate on projects
outside the scope of the RCSAC

Promoted information sharing amongst member organizations

Encouraged and facilitated advocacy amongst member organizations

Reduced meeting and administrative costs of the RCSAC

Began the process of upgrading the RCSAC website
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RCSAC 2016 Financial Statement

2016 - January 1 to
December 31
Balance Projected to be $300.00
brought Forward
Revenue
$11,000.00
City of Richmond
$1,400.00
Membership Dues
$1.50
Bank Interest
Sponsorship
$12,701.50
Total Revenue
Expenses
$10,000.00
Admin Assistant
$80.00
Admin Expenses
$1,400.00
Forums/Meetings
$700.00
Website + IT
$100.00
Website Training/Calendar
$158.00
Post Box Renewal
$200.00
Volunteer Appreciation
Sub-
Committee/printing/events
$12,638.00
Total Expenses
$63.50
Total Balance

RCSAC 2015 Annual Repart
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2017 RCSAC Work Plan

The RCSAC continues to link its annual work plan initiatives to Richmond City Council’s Term Goals.
The 2017 Work Plan is designed to provide Council with advice on social and other community
services to support Council’s Goal Statement for a Vibrant, Active and Connected City.

The RCSAC will prioritize responding to Council requests as they arise throughout the year, and
provide advice on the following Council Term Goals in the following RCSAC initiatives scheduled for
implementation in 2017.

Council Term Goal 1.4
Effective interagency relationships and partnerships
Objectives

e To respond to Council requests for input regarding community safety matters

e To provide a forum for Social Service Providers, Council Liaisons and City Staff, Citizen
Appointees and Individual Members to collaborate, share, network and learn from one another,
as well as from guest presenters from the City and community

e To identify, advise and provide recommendations to City Council and staff of trends, gaps and
needs of our community

Proposed 2017 Actions

e Continue to implement the RCSAC Community Social Services and Space Needs Survey.

e Advise Council if changes in social service programs and corresponding funding structures will
impact the City of Richmond

e Continue to build on past results of the RCSAC Community Social Services and Space Needs
Survey to provide context on the changing nature of social services in Richmond

e Invite guest presenters to educate the RCSAC on topics relevant to Social Service providers and
their clients

e Determine the need for further service gaps analysis in service areas in addition to Addictions
and Mental Health

e Support initiatives that reduce barriers to accessing services in the community

Qutcomes/Indicators of Success

o Advice provided to Council regarding community safety matters
e Community Social Services and Space Needs Survey and Report Completed
e Communication Tools to Council as appropriate
¢ Final report on successful actions completed
RCSAC 2017 Work Plan Page 2 of 7
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Council Term Goal 2.2
Effective social service networks
Objectives

e To increase connections within the RCSAC membership

e To increase access to information and opportunities to plan and promote community and social
service events and activities

e To review and broaden the membership of the RCSAC and encourage organizations providing
community and social services in the Richmond community to join.

e To increase administrative efficiency for RCSAC

Proposed 2017 Actions

e Maintain the Community Table/Committee Inventory and provide an update to Council in the
RCSAC Annual Report

e Continue to develop members only log-in section on the RCSAC website so members can
access minutes, agendas, reports etc.

e Support on-going updates to the RCSAC website

e Form an action team to review RCSAC membership and determine organizations to receive
invitation to learn more about the RCSAC

Qutcomes/Indicators of Success

e Increased use of RCSAC website members-only log-in page

o Increased RCSAC website utilization and webpage hits.

o Increased number of events and program information posted to the RCSAC website

o Increase the number of social and community service organizations joining the RCSAC

* Report on successful outcomes completed and included in the RCSAC 2017 Annual Report

Council Term Goal 3.4
Diversity of housing stock
Objective

e Continue to support the implementation of the Affordable Housing Strategy
e Provide input to Council regarding the Affordable Housing Strategy Update

Proposed 2017 Actions

o Participate in the Affordable Housing Strategy Update consultations
e Work collaboratively with the Richmond Homeless Coalition, advocates, and the City to
identify and highlight affordable and supportive housing needs and projects in Richmond.

RCSAC 2016 Work Plan Page 3 of 7
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e Work collaboratively with Richmond social services and advocates to draft regular
communication, highlighting housing needs and projects, to City Council and staff

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

¢ Receive monthly reports from the Richmond Homelessness Coalition and report to Council as
required

o Regular updates presented to RCSAC General Committee meeting by member organizations on
the state of housing and homelessness in Richmond

e Successful outcomes completed and reported in the RCSAC 2017 Annual Report

Council Term Goal 4.2
Innovative projects and initiatives to advance sustainability
Objectives
e Support the City as it advocates for a coordinated regional approach to enhance local food
security
¢ Support the development of a food security action plan for the City of Richmond

Proposed 2017 Actions

e Action teams formed as necessary to meet objectives
¢ Support social service organizations as they address food security in Richmond

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

e Communication Tools to Council completed as appropriate
e Successful actions completed and included in the RCSAC 2017 Annual Report
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Council Term Goal 5.1
Advancement of City priorities through strong intergovernmental relationships
Objectives

e To provide Council with information about the impact of provincial and federal funding
decisions on social services agencies and Richmond residents

Proposed 2017 Actions

e Completion of annual RCSAC Social Services and Space Needs Survey and Report - provide
information to Council on provincial and federal funding decisions that may affect the delivery
of social services in Richmond

¢ Contribute to and update as needed multi-year analysis of RCSAC Social Services and Space
Needs Survey

e Invite MLAS to an information session with RCSAC members

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

e Communication Tools submitted as appropriate, including Community Social Services Survey
and Space Needs Survey

e Successful actions completed and included in the RCSAC 2017 Annual Report

¢  Meeting held with Richmond MLAs to exchange information regarding social services in
Richmond

Council Term Goal 6.2
Infrastructure is reflective of and keeping pace with community need.
Objectives

o Identify space needs for non-profit societies within Richmond
¢ Identify housing and community space needs of RCSAC clients and member agencies

Proposed 2017 Actions

¢  Submit the RCSAC Social Services and Space Needs Survey Communication Tool to Council
e NPO Space Needs Action team reports to RCSAC; RCSAC Communication Tool to Council as
needed

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

¢ Space results compiled from community needs assessment survey
¢ Communication Tool to Council as appropriate
e Successful actions completed and included in the RCSAC 2017 Annual Report
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Council Term Goal 9.2
9.2 Effective engagement strategies and tools.
Objectives

¢ To share and promote information and engagement opportunities to clients of member agencies
o To stay apprised of results of engagement tools and how they are impacting our clients

Proposed 2017 Actions

o Presentations to the RCSAC from City staff and Community Partners on engagement strategies
and tools
¢ Share and promote information about engagement opportunities within agencies and to clients

Outcomes/Indicators of Success

¢ Communication Tools to Council as appropriate
» Final report on outcomes

* Presentations included in RCSAC meetings

» Information sharing included in meetings

RCSAC 2016 Work Plan Page 6 of 7
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RCSAC 2017 Budget

2017 - January 1 to
December 31
Balance Projected to be $300.00
brought Forward
Revenue

City of Richmond $11,000.00
Membership Dues $1,400.00
Bank Interest $1.50
Sponsorship

Total Revenue $12,701.50
Expenses
Admin Assistant $10,000.00
Admin Expenses $80.00
Forums/Meetings $1000.00
Website + IT $700.00
Website Training/Calendar $100.00
Post Box Renewal $158.00
Volunteer Appreciation $200.00
Sub-Committee $400.00

$12,638.00

Total Expenses

Total Balance $63.50
RCSAC 2016 Work Plan
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L MISSION STATEMENT OF THE RICHMOND COMMUNITY
SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITTEE

To encourage and promote those social policies and
community services which contribute to the general
health, welfare and quality of life of the residents of
Richmond, and to increase inter-agency relations and
cooperation in order to enhance community capacity.

3
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II. HISTORY

The Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee, hereinafter referred to as “RCSAC”,
received formal recognition as an advisory body to Richmond City Council and its appropriate
Committees on May 25, 1987".

It builds on the information gathering and sharing strengths of the Richmond Community
Services Council, which served the community in a similar but less formal capacity from April,
1978 to its evolution as the RCSAC in September, 1987.

During several years of Community services as a voluntary collaborative of non-profit,
government and private agencies and organizations in the field of social and related community
services, the Richmond Community Services Council and its member organizations were
instrumental in the development and establishment of:

* The municipally funded RCMP Youth Intervention Program;
* A municipal social planner position;

e Richmond Child Protection Network;

¢ Richmond Family Place;

® An open referral in-the-home parenting program (lost with others during the 1983 restraint
measures imposed by major government funding sources);

* (Collaboration in preparation of the report Preparing for a Livable Future: Recommendations
by the City Center Steering Committee;

¢ Improved Municipal Grant application and appeal processes;
® The Child Care Advisory Committee;

® The Inventory of Social Services in Richmond

® The Richmond Intercultural Advisory Committee

An RCSAC Poverty Response Committee was established, and reports were submitted to
Council. This has now become an independent committee.

Representatives from the RCSAC

» participated in the Community Parks, Recreational & Cultural Working Group to assist in
providing City Council with a Master Plan;

* currently participate in the Substance Abuse Task Force; and

¢ the Richmond Intercultural Advisory Committee.

! See Appendix I
—4 -
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III. RICHMOND COMMUNITY SERVICES ADVISORY COMMITTEE
(RCSAC) IN BRIEF

1.  Advises Richmond City Council, and/or the appropriate Council Committee.

2.  Makes representations to other policy-making bodies on social policy and community
services matters.

3.  Provides informed comment and advice to Richmond City Council on implications for
policies and services being changed and introduced.

4.  Undertakes its work at the request of Richmond City Council, the RCSAC membership,
and the community at large.

5. Provides a strong and active role in overall social policy and community services decisions
for community representatives and nonprofit society boards.

IV. RCSACROLES

1.  The Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee (RCSAC) is a forum for
community service* agencies to meet on a regular basis in order to share information and
ideas about issues of common interest, and to identify emerging needs.

*Community Services: defined as those covering the general areas of health, social
services, education, and other related service where the overall intent is to improve the
quality of life for Richmond residents.

2. The RCSAC will foster the development of services, through an asset building® approach,
to meet those needs.

3. The RCSAC will establish and monitor Task Forces to undertake activities deemed by the
RCSAC to be necessary and consistent with the objectives of the RCSAC. All Task Forces
will be time limited with both start and end dates, and will produce a written report.

4. The RCSAC may employ and hire such staff as deemed necessary to assist in the operation
of the RCSAC, including all Task Forces. All employees will report directly to the Co-
Chairs of the Executive Committee.

5. The RCSAC will provide a leadership and educational role in social issues affecting
community services.

6. The RCSAC strives to work cooperatively and in a complementary manner with other City
advisory committees.

* See Appendix II
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V. CITY LIAISON

Liaison with the City of Richmond will be provided by:
®  One (1) non-voting Richmond City Council Liaison, and

® QOne (1) non-voting City Staff Liaison, provided by the Policy Planning Department.

VI. MANDATE

Section A

The RCSAC shall advise Richmond City Council and may, in consultation with City Council,
make representations to other policy-making bodies on the following:

1. Policies that encourage cooperative planning and delivery of community services to ensure
optimum efficiency and effectiveness;

2. Social issues/concerns that have an impact community services, special needs groups and
the quality of life in the community;

3.  Community impact of governmental changes to policies and/or programs affecting
Richmond’s community services; and

4,  Any other matters that may be referred by Richmond City Council, RCSAC member
groups and the community at large.

Section B

1. Coordination of activities and information sharing between the voluntary and public sector.

-6
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APPENDIX I
An Oral History of RCSC, later to become RCSAC
(Delivered by Olive Bassett at the RCSAC General meeting of December 8, 2003)

It is ten years since I have been associated with this advisory council, some of which I speak on
today could be familiar to many of you but perhaps some of you are not familiar with the early
history I hope it will be of interest to you. I was a member of RCSC for many years before
becoming a school trustee then I was elected as their Rep. on the PAC (Policy Advisory Council)
in 1990. Back in 1978, there was very little planning for social services, something had to be
done, and the United Way was invited to set up some social planning for the community. There
was no Social Planner at the municipal level at that time. The Child Services Committee, a
committee of the United Way, was not representative enough; its mandate was services to
children 12 & under. A newly formed Child Abuse Committee was attempting to educate the
public on what was happening to children; the community health nurses and social workers were
the only ones going into the homes of many abused children. But the climate of the times
prevented anyone from speaking out especially about sexual abuse, this was a taboo topic, no
one wanted to talk about it. And there were many turf problems, every one was working in
isolation on their own particular issues and problems, this is mine that is yours, don't mix the
two! Finally the United Way placed an arms length community person in as Chair of the Child
Services Committee hoping to become more effective. Something was still needed; the
committee was not representative of agencies working with families, children & youth. Palmer
School had just gone up in smoke, at the hands of a teen-age girl who badly needed treatment.
There were no services of the kind youth like her needed, but it was risking a teachers or a
community health nurse's job to speak out on lack of services. It was so difficult to address so
many social problems in the community but at that time, the thought of washing your linen in
public was not to be tolerated. The School Board refused to put a family life program into the
schools. The community was polarized. Many were demanding the program, just as many were
in denial it was needed, and these felt the only place to teach this subject was in the home. Which
was fine but those children needing the program did not come from homes where this kind of
education was taught. It was a little later [ believe the Richmond Youth Services Agency came
into being to focus on the issues and problems facing the over 12's. And so, it was in this type of
atmosphere that a major meeting was held with many of those delivering social services to
families. Through this meeting, they got the endorsement needed to be something much broader
than the Richmond Children's Committee. A Steering Committee was set up that met twice a
month for a solid year and what came out of that was the framework for the Richmond
Community Services Council. That was in 1978, and nine years later in '87, with the assistance
of a municipal councilor, a social planner had finally been hired, RCSC was restructured and
given the formal title of the Richmond Community Services Advisory Council, RCSAC, as it is
known today. They would make recommendations for social service issues and report those
issues & concems directly to the Municipal Council through the Policy Advisory Council, who
were elected from the Boards of the individual agencies to serve on PAC. They were the political
arm of the RCSAC. And Council listened. In their eyes, it was no longer just staff driven. These
were elected people making the recommendations. With the new structure, there was also the
IAC, Inter Agency committee, made up the staff and the 'Hands On' people who worked in the
field, and the Coordinating Committee overseeing both IAC & PAC. This is all in your charter, I
found it very interesting to re-read, and it would be well worth your re-reading pages 20 to 24. In
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1989, the RCSAC held a "Strategy Planning and Priority Setting Meeting". This was an
extremely important meeting for RCSAC. Johnny Carline, Deputy Administrator, Strategic
Planning for Richmond spoke on what Richmond could look like in the future, two questions he
asked of the group: 1. "What are the priorities for service provision for all of the agencies in the
next three years?" 2. "What suggestions do you have for the municipality to incorporate social
issues into the growth management strategy?" A planning committee took all the suggestions,
solutions, comments and concerns and brought in a final report in January 1990. Seven (7)
recommendations came out of it and were presented to council, they may help you in your
deliberations on the restructure process, I will leave it with Michael Then in 1994, RCSAC sent
out an excellent questionnaire to member organizations, to see if the advisory council was
meeting the needs of its membership by addressing gaps, identifying issues and resources to
address them and then develop an action plan. The survey was divided into six major sections:
Role & Function, Participation, Community issues, Strengths & Weaknesses, Suggestions for
raising the profile of RCSAC and lastly the potential for sending out a newsletter. I will also
leave a copy of this with Michael, as it may prove useful. I see you are now contemplating
another re-structure, perhaps some questions that you may ask yourselves are: "What do you
want to accomplish that you are not doing now?" "When was the last time your charter was
brought up to date?" "How many agencies out there are not aware of what you do?" "How many
agencies or groups out there doing a service for the community, are you not aware of?" In my
opinion the reason RCSAC has survived while many others have not, is because community
volunteers and staff have worked together for a common goal, this way everyone wins. The
effectiveness of RCSAC has always been present to a greater or lesser degree. Itis a
tremendously important organization and the accomplishments you have gained have not come
easy. It is an organization you can be proud to belong to. However, it must be supported by each
and every social service organization in order to have the greatest impact for good.

Thank you.
M. Olive Bassett
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APPENDIX IT

40 DEVELOPMENTAL ASSETS

Search Institute has identified the following building blocks of healthy development that help
young people grow up healthy, caring, and responsible.

External Assets
Category Asset Name and Definition

Support
1. Family Support-Family life provides high levels of love and support.
2. Positive Family Communication-Young person and her or his parent(s) communicate positively, and young
person is willing to seek advice and counsel from parents.
3. Other Adult Relationships-Young person receives support from three or more non-parent adults.
4. Caring Neighborhood-Young person experiences caring neighbors.
5. Caring School Climate-School provides a caring, encouraging environment.
6. Parent Involvement in Schooling-Parent(s) are actively involved in helping young person succeed in
school.
Empowerment
7. Community Values Youth-Young person perceives that adults in the community value youth.
8. Youth as Resources-Young people are given useful roles in the community.
9. Service to Others-Young person serves in the community one hour or more per week.
10. Safety-Young person feels safe at home, school, and in the neighborhood.

Boundaries and Expectations

11.
12.
13.
14.
15.
16.

Family Boundaries-Family has clear rules and consequences and monitors the young person’s whereabouts.
School Boundaries-School provides clear rules and consequences.

Neighborhood Boundaries-Neighbors take responsibility for monitoring young people’s behavior,

Adult Role Models-Parent(s) and other adults model positive, responsible behavior.

Positive Peer Influence-Young person’s best friends model responsible behavior.

High Expectations-Both parent(s) and teachers encourage the young person to do well,

Constructive use of time

17.

18.

19,

20.

Creative Activities-Young person spends three or more hours per week in lessons or practice in music,
theatre, or other arts.

Youth Programs-Young person spends three or more hours per week in sports, clubs, or organizations at
school and/or in the community.

Religious Community-Young person spends one or more hours per week in activities in a religious
institution.

Time at Home-Young person is out with friends "with nothing special to do" two or fewer nights per week

INTERNAL ASSETS
Category Asset Name and Definition

Commitment to Learning

21.
22.
23.

Achievement Motivation-Young person is motivated to do well in school.
School Engagement-Young person is actively engaged in learning.
Homework-Y oung person reports doing at least one hour of homework every school day.
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24.
25.

Bonding to School-Young person cares about her or his school.
Reading for Pleasure-Young person reads for pleasure three or more hours per week.

Positive Values

26.
27.

28.
29.
30.
31.

Caring-Y oung person places high value on helping other people.

Equality and Social Justice-Young person places high value on promoting equality and reducing hunger
and poverty.

Integrity-Young person acts on convictions and stands up for her or his beliefs.

Honesty-Young person "tells the truth even when it is not easy.”

Responsibility-Young person accepts and takes personal responsibility.

Restraint-Young person believes it is important not to be sexually active or to use alcohol or other drugs.

Social Competencies

32,
33.
34,

35.
36.

Planning and Decision Making-Young person knows how to plan ahead and make choices.
Interpersonal Competence-Young person has empathy, sensitivity, and friendship skills.
Cultural Competence-Young person has knowledge of and comfort with people of different
cultural/racial/ethnic backgrounds.

Resistance Skills-Young person can resist negative peer pressure and dangerous situations.
Peaceful Conflict Resolution-Young person seeks to resolve conflict nonviolently.

Positive Identity

37.
38.
39.
40.

Personal Power-Young person feels he or she has control over "things that happen to me."
Self-Esteem-Young person reports having a high self-esteem.

Sense of Purpose-Young person reports that "my life has a purpose.”

Positive Yiew of Personal Future-Young person is optimistic about her or his personal future.

These pages may be reproduced for educational, noncommercial uses only.
Copyright © 1997 by Search Institute, 700 S. Third Street, Suite 210, Minneapolis, MN 55415; 800-888-7828; www.search-institute.org,
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Staff Report
Origin
In January 2014, Council adopted the Community Energy and Emissions Plan, which includes
Action 18: Set minimum requirements for electric vehicle infrastructure in new developments.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #4 Leadership in Sustainability:

Continue advancement of the City’s sustainability framework and initiatives to improve
the short and long term livability of our City, and that maintain Richmond’s position as a
leader in sustainable programs, practices and innovations.

4.1.  Continued implementation of the sustainability framework.

4.2.  Innovative projects and initiatives to advance sustainability.

Background

In 2010, Council adopted targets in Richmond’s Official Community Plan to reduce community
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions 33% below 2007 levels by 2020, and 80% below 2007 levels
by 2050. The 2041 Official Community Plan also includes a target to reduce energy use by 10%
below 2007 levels by 2020. These targets are in line with what climate science suggests
developed nations will need to achieve to have a good chance of avoiding an increase of 2
degrees Celsius in global average temperatures above pre-industrial levels, which is considered a
threshold for dangerous climate change.

Richmond’s 2014 Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) outlines strategies and actions
for the City to take to reduce community energy use and GHG emissions, including:

e Strategy 7: Promote Low Carbon Personal Vehicles

o Action 18: Set minimum requirements for electric vehicle infrastructure in new
developments.

Modeling undertaken as part of the CEEP indicates Richmond’s 2050 emissions reduction
targets can only be achieved with the near-universal adoption of zero emissions personal vehicles
by the 2040s. The CEEP states that the City will pursue the widespread adoption of low carbon
vehicles, in coordination with senior levels of government and industry.
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Electric Vehicles (EVs)

Plug-in Electric Vehicles (EVs) include:

e Battery electric vehicles (BEVs) — A vehicle that runs on electricity stored in batteries
and has an electric motor rather than an internal combustion engine.

¢ Plug-in Hybrid Electric Vehicles (PHEVs) — A vehicle equipped with a plug that can
use either electricity or gasoline fuels. PHEVSs typically have smaller batteries than BEVs
and use a gasoline engine to provide additional range.

EVs realize near-zero GHG and air contaminant emissions when using power from BC’s electric
grid. BC is considered one of the most attractive markets for EVs in North America, given its

relatively low cost of power and “green” consumption trends.

City Action on Electric Vehicles

The City has demonstrated leadership by being one of the first municipalities in the region to
establish policy providing for home access to EV charging. Section 8.5.2 d of the 2041 Official
Community Plan currently includes policy for new private multifamily developments to include EV
charging infrastructure. This policy specifies that “a minimum of 20% of parking stalls be
provided with a 120 volt receptacle to accommodate electric vehicle charging equipment [and]
... an additional 25% of parking stalls be constructed to accommodate the future installation of
electric vehicle charging equipment (e.g. pre-ducted for future wiring)”.

The City has also led in deployment of public EV charging. In 2012, Council approved a cost
sharing project with the Province that allowed the installation of public EV charging stations at
Steveston, Thompson and Cambie Community Centres, and City Hall. Currently, there is no cost
charged for this public charging service. Use of these stations increased eight-fold between 2013
and 2015, which may suggest that providing this public charging is playing a role in growing
demand for EVs. In November 2016, Council directed staff to evaluate the development of a
“fast charging” station network, and report back to Council with recommendations for
implementation; staff are currently undertaking this investigation and will recommend a course
of action to Council later in 2017.

EV procurement is an important part of the City’s Green Fleet Action Plan. To date, the City has
purchased four EVs, and additional procurement is planned in the future.

Analysis

Market Penetration of EVs

The price of EVs are falling, availability of vehicles is increasing, and demand for EVs is
projected to grow. In 2012, BC Hydro forecasted that 20-50% of new light-duty vehicles sold in
BC in 2030 will be EVs. Similarly, Bloomberg New Energy Finance estimates that, even in the
absence of additional government climate policy, EVs will constitute 25-50% of new vehicle
sales worldwide by 2040. A recent survey conducted by the City of Vancouver suggested that
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85% of respondents would consider an electric vehicle the next time they purchased a vehicle.
Many organizations, such as the International Energy Agency, have noted that government
policy speeding the uptake of EV's will be necessary to avoid run away climate change.

A number of jurisdictions illustrate how policies can speed up the adoption of electric vehicles.
For example, EVs comprised over 30 per cent of vehicles sold in Norway in the first half of
2016; Norway provides significant consumer incentives, as well as access to HOV lanes, free
ferries, and preferred parking. Ten American states have enacted a Zero Emissions Vehicle
mandate, requiring 15 per cent of new vehicles be zero emissions by 2025, and the province of
Quebec has indicated it will match that requirement. The German parliament has passed a
resolution calling for the European Union to pass directives to allow only Zero Emissions
Vehicles by 2030. Additionally, the European Union has drafted regulations requiring 100
percent of new and refurbished homes to feature electric access for EV charging. British
Columbia has introduced incentives for EV purchases, and in 2016 announced that EVs would
be allowed in HOV lanes. The market share of EVs in coming years will ultimately be dictated
by EV prices, government policy, oil prices, consumer preferences, and availability of charging
infrastructure.

EV Charging Infrastructure

Access to appropriate charging infrastructure is considered a key enabler of the adoption of EVs.
The City can play an important role in growing demand for EVs by adopting improved standards
for access to charging infrastructure.

Different “levels” of charging stations are recognized, as outlined in the Table 1.

Table 1: Common EV service equipment charging levels.
Apprx km of Time to fully
Charging Recharge ..
Level Voltage | Amperage range per _hour (dependent on Applications
of charging .
. battery size)
"AC Level 1" \}f\% 12-16 A ~ 7 km/hr 5 to 30 hours At home, at work.
208/ <=80A (30 A .
"AC Level 2" 240 most 15— 45 km/hr 2 to 8 hours At hom%hzztrv%ﬁrk, public
VAC common) ging
" 200 - . , )
DC Fast 400 80-400 A 200+ km/hr <10 minto 1 hour | Major public rapid-recharge
Charge VAC locations

Market research suggests that approximately 80 per cent of EV charging occurs at home, with
the remaining 20 per cent occurring at work and “on the go”. Thus, appropriate infrastructure in
residential parking areas is necessary to support EV’s adoption. “Level 2 charging access is
generally viewed as providing a higher level of service given its faster charging times; however,
many EV owners report that “Level 1” (e.g. a standard 120 volt outlet) is adequate for most
overnight charging.
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Unfortunately, many residences do not currently have appropriate electrical connections for
charging. This problem can be particularly acute in multifamily buildings. The Condominium
Homeowners Association has estimated that it would cost $8,000-$13,000 to retrofit an electric
vehicle charger in a multifamily parking area. At this cost, it can become financially unviable to
acquire an EV. However, buildings can be “future-proofed” to significantly reduce these costs, as
discussed below.

EV Charging Infrastructure Configurations

Buildings can provide EV charging stations, and/or be future-proofed to accommodate lower-
cost installation of charging stations in the future. The following are options for infrastructure
configurations in new developments:

e EV charging stations. EV charging stations (also called EV Service Equipment) are
devices used to connect vehicles to an electric receptacle to recharge an EV’s battery.
Charging stations typically cost $500-3000, making it costly to equip all parking spaces
in new developments. Due to these costs, it is not recommended to require new
developments to equip all parking spaces with charging stations. However, in order to
develop the “On the Go” charging network, it may be appropriate to equip a small
percentage of new publicly accessible commercial parking with charging stations and
appropriate signage. Likewise, it may be appropriate to provide a few shared EV
charging stations in multifamily developments to provide for guests and/or 