City of Richmond Agenda

CNCL ITEM
Pg. #

CNCL-17

CNCL-23

City Council

Council Chambers, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Monday, December 19, 2011
7:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Motion to adopt:

(1) the minutes of the Regular Council Meeting held on Monday,
November 28, 2011 (distributed previously);

(2) the minutes of the Inaugural Council Meeting held on Monday,
December 5, 2011 (distributed previously); and

(3) the minutes of the Special Council Meeting held on Monday,
December 12, 2011; and

to receive for information the Metro Vancouver ‘Board in Brief’ dated
November 25, 2011.

AGENDAADDITIONS & DELETIONS

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

Motion to resolve into Committee of the Whole to hear delegations on
agenda items.
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

CNCL
Pg. #

3425680

ITEM

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. 26.)

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

= Training Site at 7611 No. 9 Road - RFR

= Regulation of Private Parking Operations

= 2011 General Local and School Election - Official Results
= 2012 Council and Committee Meeting Schedule

= Process for Evaluating and Approving Requests for Financial Support for
Major Sporting Events

= Request to Extend the Temporary Exhibition of the Public Artwork “Wind
Waves”

= Proposed Annual Inflationary Increase in Playing Field User Fees
= Garratt Wellness Centre, New Licence

= Land use applications for first reading (to be further considered at the
Public Hearing on Monday, January 16, 2011):
= 140 Wellington Crescent — Rezone from (RS1/E) to (Zs20) (Graham
MacFarlane — applicant)

= 4911/4931 Mclure Avenue — Rezone from (RS1/E) to (RS2/B)
(0897099 BC Ltd. & Wei Chen — applicant)
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

CNCL ITEM
Pg. #

= 0431, 9451 & 9471 Alberta Road & Surplus portion of Alder Street —
Rezone from (RS1/F) to (RTH1) (Yamamoto Architecture Inc. —
applicant)

= 10131 Bridgeport Road — Rezone from (RS1/D) to (RC2) (Harpreet
Johal — applicant)

= 7600 Garden City Road — Rezone from (RS1/F) to (ZT50) (Am-Pri
Construction Ltd. — applicant)

= Accessible Multi-Family Units

= Hamilton Area Plan Update Options

= QOperator Selection for the Hamilton Child Care Facility
= William Road Drainage Pump Station

5. Motion to adopt Items 6 through 23 by general consent.

cOnsednt 6. COMMITTEE MINUTES
Agenda
Item

That the minutes of:

CNCL-25 (1) the Community Safety Committee meeting held on Tuesday,
December 13, 2011;

CNCL-33 (2) the Finance Committee meeting held on Monday, December 12,
2011;

CNCL-39 (3) the General Purposes Committee meeting held on Monday, December
12, 2011;

CNCL-49 (4) the Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee meetings held

CNCL-55 on Tuesday, November 29, 2011, and Wednesday, December 14,
2011;

CNCL-79 (5) the Planning Committee meeting held on Wednesday, December 7,
2011;

CNCL-89 (6) the Rublic Works & Transportation Committee meeting held on
Wednesday, December 14, 2011;

be received for information.

CNCL -3
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

CNCL ITEM
Pg. #
Consent 7.  TRAINING SITE AT 7611 NO. 9 ROAD - RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE
Agteef;ga (File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3367291)
TO VIEW eRFPORT CI ICK HFRFE
CS-61 See Page CS-61 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report
COMMUNITY SAFETYCOMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
(1) That the Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager of Law
and Community Safety be authorized to negotiate and execute on
behalf of the City a licence agreement between Lafarge Canada Inc.
and the City for the use of a portion of 7611 No. 9 Road as a fire
fighter training facility, on the terms and conditions outlined in the
staff report entitled “Training Site at 7611 No. 9 Road — Richmond
Fire Rescue” and dated November 29, 2011;
(2) That the capital and operating costs for the training facility be
considered as part of the 2012-budget process; and
(3) That staff be directed to meet with the owners of the property to the
north of the proposed site and to report back to Council if the
neighbours express any concerns prior to the execution of the
agreement with Lafarge Canada Inc.
Consent 8. REGULATION OF PRIVATE PARKING OPERATIONS
Agenda (File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8801/8802) (REDMS No. 3318239)
TOVIFW eRFPORT Cl ICK HFRF
CS-71 See Page CS-71 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report

COMMUNITY SAFETYCOMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, Amendment
Bylaw No. 8801 (Attachment 1) be introduced and given first, second
and third reading; and

(2) That Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No.
8122, Amendment Bylaw No. 8802 (Attachment 2) be introduced and
given first, second and third reading.

CNCL -4
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

GP-23

GP-71

3425680

ITEM

10.

2011 GENERAL LOCAL AND SCHOOL ELECTION - OFFICIAL
RESULTS
(File Ref. No.: 12-8125-01) (REDMS No. 3415375)

LOMVIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page GP-23 of the General Purposes agenda for full hardcopy report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the Declaration of Official Results for the 2011 General Local
and School Election (attached to the report dated November 30, 2011
from the Chief Election Officer) be received for information by
Richmond City Council in accordance with the requirement of
Section 148 of the Local Government Act; and

(2) That staff report back on the election program generally and on the
various new initiatives that were implemented for the 2011 election.

2012 COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE MEETING SCHEDULE
(File Ref. No.: 01-0105-00) (REDMS No. 3350243)

TOVIEW eRFPORT ClLICK HERF

See Page GP-71 of the General Purposes agenda for full hardcopy report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the 2012 Council and Committee meeting schedule, attached to the
staff report dated December 6, 2011, from the Director, City Clerk’s Office,
be approved, subject to the following revisions as part of the regular August
meeting break:

(1) That the Regular Council Meetings (open and closed) of August 13
and August 27, 2012 be cancelled;

(2) That the August 20, 2012 Public Hearing be re-scheduled to
Wednesday, September 5, 2012 at 7:00 pm in the Council Chambers
at Richmond City Hall.
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

GP-75

CNCL-95

PRCS-13

3425680

ITEM

11.

12.

PROCESS FOR EVALUATING AND APPROVING REQUESTS FOR

FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS
(File Ref. No.: ) (REDMS No. 3423236)

1O VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERF

See Page GP-75 of the General Purposes agenda for full hardcopy report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That recommendations 1 through 4 as outlined in the report entitled
“Process for Evaluating and Approving Requests for Financial Support
for Major Sporting Events” from the General Manager, Richmond
Olympic Oval, be approved; and

(2) That Attachment 1 “City of Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force
Amended Terms of Reference” be amended by adding the following
sentence:

“to review and make recommendation on the allocation of
funding for sporting events over $25,000 to the General
Purposes Committee, through staff, for final approval,

to the Purposes section of the Terms of Reference.

NOTE: See Revised Terms of Reference as per General Purposes
Committee Recommendation

REQUEST TO EXTEND THE TEMPORARY EXHIBITION OF THE
PUBLIC ARTWORK “WIND WAVES”
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-099) (REDMS No. 3408489)

TOVIEW eRFPORT ClLICK HFRF

See Page PRCS-13 of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services agenda for full hardcopy report

PARKS RECREATION & CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

That the extended temporary exhibition of the artwork “Wind Waves” until
the end of August 2012 at Garry Point Park in Richmond, as outlined in the
staff report dated November 16, 2011 from the Director, Arts, Culture &
Heritage, be approved.
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

PRCS-49

PRCS-57

3425680

ITEM

13.

14.

PROPOSED ANNUAL INFLATIONARY INCREASE IN PLAYING

FIELD USER FEES
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3377997)

JOMIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PRCS-49 of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services agenda for full hardcopy report

PARKS RECREATION & CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

(1) That playing field user fees be annually increased by an amount equal
to the previous year’s Consumer Price Index for Greater Vancouver,
effective January 2012, and that the applicable fees be included in the
annual Consolidated Fees Bylaw for 2013; and

(2) That 2012 playing field user fees be increased by 1.75%.

GARRATT WELLNESS CENTRE, NEW LICENCE
(File Ref. No. ) (REDMS No. 3404098)

TONMIEW oREPORT CILICK HERE

See Page PRCS-57 of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services agenda for full hardcopy report

PARKS RECREATION & CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the City enter into a new licence agreement with Vancouver
Coastal Health Authority for a term of five years, plus an option to
renew for a further term of five years, at an annual licence fee of
$1.00, and on the other terms and conditions set out in the staff
report dated November 16, 2011; and

(2) That staff be authorized to take all necessary steps to complete all
matters detailed herein including authorizing the Chief
Administrative Officer and the General Manager, Parks and
Recreation to negotiate and execute all documentation required to
effect the transaction.
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-11

PLN-25

3425680

ITEM

15.

16.

APPLICATION BY GRAHAM MACFARLANE FOR REZONING AT
140 WELLINGTON CRESCENT FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E)

TO COACH HOUSE (ZS20) - BURKEVILLE
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8794, RZ 11-562552) (REDMS No.3251975)

TOVIFW eRFPORT Cl ICK HFRF

See Page PLN-11 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) Bylaw No. 8794, for the rezoning of 140 Wellington Crescent from
“Single Detached (RS1/E)” to “Coach House (ZS20) — Burkeville”, be
introduced and given first reading; and

(2) the area of notification for Rezoning Application 11-562552, for the
purposes of the January 16, 2012 Public Hearing, be expanded to
include all Burkeville addresses.

APPLICATION BY 0897099 BC LTD. AND WEI CHEN FOR
REZONING AT 4911/4931 MCLURE AVENUE FROM SINGLE

DETACHED (RS1/E) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/B)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8833, RZ 11-582017) (REDMS No. 3395803)

TOVIEW eREPORT ClICK HERE

See Page PLN-25 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw No. 8833, for the rezoning of 4911/4931 McLure Avenue from
“Single Detached (RS1/E)” to “Single Detached (RS2/B)”, be introduced
and given first reading.

CNCL -8



Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-39

PLN-67

3425680

ITEM

17.

18.

YAMAMOTO ARCHITECTURE INC. HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY
OF RICHMOND FOR PERMISSION TO REZONE 9431, 9451 AND
9471 ALBERTA ROAD AND SURPLUS PORTION OF ALDER
STREET ROAD ALLOWANCE FROM “SINGLE DETACHED
(RS1/F)” TO “HIGH DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTH1)” IN ORDER
TO DEVELOP A 34 UNIT THREE-STOREY TOWNHOUSE

COMPLEX.
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8834, RZ 11-562986) (REDMS No. 3397590)

TOVIFEW eRFPORT Cl ICK HERF

See Page PLN-39 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Bylaw No. 8834 for the rezoning of 9431, 9451,and 9471 Alberta Road
and surplus portion of Alder Street road allowance from “Single Detached,
(RS1/F)” to “High Density Townhouses (RTH1)”, be introduced and given
first reading.

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

COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8836, RZ 11-578325) (REDMS No. 3406432)

SJONIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-67 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Rezoning Application 11-578325 be forwarded to the agenda for the
Planning Committee meeting tentatively scheduled to take place on
Tuesday, January 17, 2012.

CNCL -9



Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-91

CNCL-82

3425680

ITEM

19.

20.

APPLICATION BY AM-PRI CONSTRUCTION LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 7600 GARDEN CITY ROAD FROM SINGLE
DETACHED (RS1/F) TO TOWN HOUSING (ZT50) - SOUTH

MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8843, RZ 11-565948) (REDMS No. 3398963)

1O VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-91 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
That:

Bylaw No. 8843, for the rezoning of 7600 Garden City Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/F)” to “Town Housing (ZT50) — South McLennan (City
Centre)”, be introduced and given first reading.

ACCESSIBLE MULTI-FAMILY UNITS

See Page CNCL-82 of the Council agenda for details
(Planning Committee minutes of December 7, 2011)

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
That staff:

(1) investigate the implications of incorporating an accessible single-
storey housing unit within a townhouse unit development;

(2) provide a list of convertible units to the Richmond Centre for
Disability as they come on stream; and

(3) examine the implications of a ground-oriented one-storey or two-
storey unit to be partially or fully converted as part of initial
developments, and report back.
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-117

PLN-139

PWT-11

3425680

ITEM

21.

22.

23.

HAMILTON AREA PLAN UPDATE OPTIONS
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3414839)

JO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-117 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION
That:

(1) as outlined in the staff report dated November 29, 2011 from the
General Manager, Planning and Development, entitled: “Hamilton
Area Plan Update Options™, Option 1 be endorsed; and

(2) staff report back to Council at regular intervals regarding the
progress of the work plan for the Hamilton Area.

OPERATOR SELECTION FOR THE HAMILTON CHILD CARE

FACILITY
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3408574)

LO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PLN-139 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the Society of Richmond Children’s Centres be endorsed as the
operator of the City-owned child care facility to be constructed at 23591
Westminster Highway.

WILLIAMS ROAD DRAINAGE PUMP STATION
(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.11301) (REDMS No. 3417598)

LOVIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page PWT-11 of the Public Works & Transportation agenda for full hardcopy report

PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

That the concept for the Williams Road Drainage Pump Station be
endorsed.
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

CNCL
Pg. #

PLN-143

3425680

ITEM

24,

25.

*hhkhkkhkkhkkhkhkkkikkkikhhkkikhikkikikk

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE
CONSENT AGENDA

kkhkhkhkhkhkkhkkhkhkhkiiiiikhkhkhkik

NON-CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS

APPOINTMENT OF COUNCIL MEMBERS TO EXTERNAL
REGIONAL ORGANIZATIONS

That Councillor Harold Steves be appointed as the alternate Council liaison
to the Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation, until December 10, 2012.

PLANNING COMMITTEE
Councillor Bill McNulty, Chair

ECOWASTE INDUSTRIAL PROPOSAL - ROAD OPENING AND

DEVELOPMENT
(File Ref. No. 10-6360-08) (REDMS No. 3371247)

LOQNIEW eREPORT CIICK HERE

See Page PLN-143 of the Planning agenda for full hardcopy report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION (Cllr. Steves opposed)
That:

1) the opening and development of road works to extend Blundell Road
from where it currently ends (on the east side of No. 7 Road) to
Savage Road, be approved;

(2) the opening and development of road works along Savage Road
between Williams Road and Francis Road, be approved; and

(3) authorization to Ecowaste Industries Ltd. to apply to the
Agricultural Land Commission to open and develop Blundell Road
between No. 7 Road and Savage Road as outlined in the staff report
dated November 23, 2011 from the Director of Development be
granted.
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

CNCL
Pg. #

CNCL-99

CNCL-109

CNCL-113

CNCL-116

3425680

ITEM

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS

NEW BUSINESS

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION

Waterworks and Water Rates Bylaw No. 5637, Amendment Bylaw No. 8846
Opposed at 1%/2"/3" Readings — None.

Solid Waste and Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, Amendment Bylaw
No. 8847
Opposed at 1/2"/3" Readings — None.

Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551, Amendment

Bylaw No, 8848
Opposed at 1%/2"/3" Readings — None.

Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw Na 8698
(10040 and 10060 Lassam Road, RZ 10-540854)

Opposed at 1% Reading — None.

Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

CNCL ITEM

Pg. #

CNCL-119 Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8735
(8180/8200 Lundy Road, RZ 10-557898)
Opposed at 1% Reading — None.
Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.

CNCL-121 Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8763
(9791, 9811 Ferndale Road & 6071, 6091, 6131 No. 4 Road, RZ 10-554759)
Opposed at 1% Reading — None.
Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.

CNCL-123 Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8782

(9099 Cook Road, RZ 10-557918)
Opposed at 1% Reading — None.
Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL

26. RECOMMENDATION
LTOMIEW ePl ANS CILICK HERE

See DPP Plan Package (distributed separately) for full hardcopy plans
or Page CNCL-179 in the Council eAgenda

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

CNCL-126 November 30, 2011, and the Chair’s report for the Development

CNCL-167 Permit Panel meetings held on November 30, 2011,0ctober 26, 2011,
and July 13, 2011, be received for information; and

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

(@) a Development Permit (RP_10-538908) for the property at 8851
Heather Street;

CNCL - 14
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Council Agenda — Monday, December 19, 2011

CNCL ITEM
Pg. #

(b) a Development Permit (DP_10-557920) for the property at 9099
Cook Road;

(c) a Development Permit (DP_11-593370) for the property at PID
028-696-174 (Lot 9), PID 028-696-182 (Lot 10) and PID 028-
696-191 (Lot 11); and

(d) a Development Variance Permit (DV 11-586308) for the
property at 8200 Claybrook Road,

be endorsed, and the Permits so issued.

ADJOURNMENT

CNCL -15
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Time:

Place:

Present:

Absent:

City of
Richmond Minutes

Call to Order:

RES NO.

3428611

ITEM

Special Council Meeting

Monday, December 12, 2011

4:00 p.m.
Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie
Councillor Chak Au
Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Sue Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

Corporate Officer — David Weber

Councillor Derek Dang

Mayor Brodie called the meeting to order at 4:05 p.m.

The meeting was recessed at 4:06 p.m.

ok ok ok ok ok o o sk ok o ok ok ook ok ok ok ok ok ok s ok ok ok ok ok ok ok ok

The meeting reconvened at 7:33 p.m., following the Open General Purposes
and Finance Committee meetings with all members of Council present, except
Councillor Derek Dang.

CNCL-17



City of
lichmond Minutes

Special Council Meeting

Monday, December 12, 2011
RESNO. ITEM

1. 2012 UTILITY BUDGETS AND RATES
(File No.: 03-0970-01) (REDMS No.3398960)

SP11/11-1 It was moved and seconded
(1) That the 2012 Utility Expenditure Budgets, as outlined under Options
1 for Water, and Sewer, Option 2 for Solid Waste & Recycling, and
Option 3 for Drainage & Diking as contained in the staff report dated
December 1, 2011 from the General Managers of Business and
Financial Services and Engineering & Public Works, be approved as
the basis for establishing the 2012 Utility Rates; and

(2) That the “Rate Stabilization Fund” be renamed as the “General Solid
Waste and Recycling/Rate Stabilization Fund”.

CARRIED

2. 2012 UTILITY RATE AMENDMENT BYLAWS
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8846/8847/8848) (REDMS No. 3423695, 3419250, 3419252, 3419249)

Staff distributed a revised version of the Solid Waste and Recycling
Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, Amendment Bylaw No. 8847 (attached and
forms part of these minutes as Schedule 1). The revised bylaw reflects the
direction provided by Committee in choosing Option 2 from the report
entitled “2012 Utility Budgets and Rates”, dated December 1, 2011, from the
General Managers of Business and Financial Services and Engineering and
Public Works, in relation to the Solid Waste and Recycling rates.

SP11/11-2 It was moved and seconded
That the following bylaws be introduced and given first, second and third
readings:

(I) Solid Waste & Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, Amendment
Bylaw No. 8847;

(2) Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551,
Amendment Bylaw No. 8848;

(3) Waterworks and Water Rates Bylaw No. 5637, Amendment Bylaw No.
8846.

CARRIED

CNCL-18



City of

Richmond Minutes
Special Council Meeting
Monday, December 12, 2011
RESNO. ITEM
ADJOURNMENT
SP11/11-3 It was moved and seconded

That the meeting adjourn (7:35 p.m.).
CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the Special Meeting of the
Council of the City of Richmond held on
Monday, December 12, 2011.

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) Corporate Officer (David Weber)

CNCL-;IQ



Schedule 1 to the minutes of the
Special Open Council meeting held
on Monday, December 12, 2011

2 City of

Richmond Bylaw 8847

Solid Waste and Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, Amendment
Bylaw No. 8847

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

I The Solid Waste and Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, as amended, is further
amended by deleting Schedules A through D and substituting Schedules A through D

attached to and forming part of this Bylaw.

2 This Bylaw comes into force and effect on January 1, 2012.

£ This Bylaw is cited as “Solid Waste And Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803,

Amendment Bylaw No. 8847”.

FIRST READING

SECOND READING

THIRD READING

CITY OF
RICHMOND

APPROVED
for content by
originating
dept.

ADOPTED

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER

APPROVED
for legality
by Solicitor

CNCL-20
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Bylaw 8847 Page 2

BYLAW YEAR: 2012

SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 6803

FEES FOR CITY GARBAGE COLLECTION SERVICE

Annual City garbage collection service fee for each single-family dwelling, each unit
in a duplex dwelling, and each unit in a townhouse development $ 121.11

Fee for each excess garbage container tag $ 2.00

SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 6803

FEES FOR CITY RECYCLING SERVICE |

Annual City recycling service fee:

(a) for residential properties, which receive blue box service (per unit) 3 44 95
(b) for multi-family dwellings or townhouse developments which receive centralized

collection service (per unit) $ 31.39
Annual recycling service fee for yard and garden trimmings and food waste from

single-family dwellings and from each unit in a duplex dwelling $ 76.12 |

City recycling service fee for the Recycling Depot:

$20.00 per cubic yard
for the second and each

(a) (1) for yard and garden trimmings from residential properties subsequent cubic yard

(ii) for recyclable material from residential properties 30
(b) for yard and garden trimmings from non-residential properties $20.00 per cubic yard
(c) for recycling materials from non-residential properties $0
Annual City recycling service fee for non-residential properties 3 207 |

SCHEDULE C to BYLAW 6803

FEES FOR CITY LITTER COLLECTION SERVICE

Annual City litter collection service fee for both residential properties and non-
residential properties S 2666 |

CNCL-21
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Bylaw 8847 Page 3

SCHEDULE D TO BYLAW 6803

NEW RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY PAYMENT FEE SCHEDULE

' RECYCLING & LITTER COLLECTION FEE PER STRATA
GARBAGE, RECYCLING & LITTER COLLECTION FEE LOT
| Single-Family Dwellings "
" & Each Unit in a Duplex Townhouse Development Townhouse Development | Multi-Family Development
Dwelling .
Month in Current Year Year in which Year in which Year in which Year in which
in which Building Prorated Fee | Annual Fee | Prorated Fee | Annual Fee | Prorated Fee | Annual Fee |Prorated Fee| Annual Fee
Permit is Issued Per Unit | Commences Per Unit Commences Per Unit | Commences | Per Unit Commences
WJanuary 2012 |% 121 2013 $ - 2013 $ - 2013 $ 24 2014
February 2012 | % 101 2013 3 160 2014 $ 61 - 2014 $ 20 2014
March 2012 |§ 81 2013 3 145 2014 $ 55 2014 $ 16 2014
April 2012 | % 60 2013 $ 131 2014 $ 50 2014 3 12 2014
May 2012 1§ 40 2013 $ 116 2014 $ 44 2014 3 8 2014
June 2012 |9 20 2013 | 102 2014 b 39 2014 3 4 2014
July 2012 |% - 2013 $ 87 2014 $ 33 2014 $ = 2014
August 2012 | § 223 | 2014 1% 73 2014 $ 28 2014 3 39 2015
‘September 2012 | $ 2083 I 2014 $ 58 2014 $ 22 2014 $ 36 12015
{October 2012 | § 183 2014 |$ 44 2014 $ T 2014 $ 32 2015
November 2012 | % 162 2014 % 29 2014 3 - 2014 $ 29 2016
December 2012 | § 142 2014 3 15 2014 $ 6 2014 $ 25 2015
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Board in Brief

For Metro Vancouver meetings on Friday, Nov. 25, 2011.

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

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

Greater Vancouver Water District

Seymour-Capilano Filtration Project — Project Status Received

All the major construction contracts are complete except for the twin tunnels, which were 78 per
cent complete at the end of September. Filtration of Capilano source water is scheduled for late
2013. The projected final cost for the entire project is almost $813 million.

Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District

Provincial Extended Producer Responsibility Programs Received

Extended Producer Responsibility is a policy initiative that seeks to shift the responsibility and
costs of managing products at end-of-life from taxpayers and municipalities to consumers and
producers. The B.C. Environment Ministry is currently consulting on an EPR program for printed
paper and packaging.

Greater Vancouver Regional District

Metro Vancouver External Appointments — Status Report November Received
2011

The Board received for information the following reports about:

a) Fraser Basin Council, from Director Richard Walton;

b) Municipal Finance Authority of British Columbia, from Directors M. Brodie, D. Corrigan, R.
Walton, and W. Wright;

c) Sasamat Volunteer Fire Department from Alternate Director Michael Wright.

#n. @l metro
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Greater Vaincouver Regional District Parks Fees and Charges Bylaw Approved
Number 1149, 2011

A bylaw increases some fees for services and the rental of park facilities by outside groups, such

as social gatherings and weddings. The price increases do not reduce public access to core
regional park services.

Greater Vancouver Regional District Labour Relations Conversion and Deferred
Amendment Bylaw No. 1156, 2011

Greater Vancouver Regional District Pan-Municipal Affairs Service Deferred
Establishment Bylaw No. 1157, 2011

Sustainable Region Initiative 2002-2011: The Compendium of Metro Received
Vancouver Management Plans

In 2002, Metro Vancouver formally put the concept of sustainability at the centre of its operating
and planning philosophy. This comprehensive endeavour become known as the Sustainable
Region Initiative.

At the Nov. 25 Board meeting, Chief Administrative Officer Johnny Carline outlined The
Compendium of Metro Vancouver Management Plans, a collection of nine Board-approved
management plans:

- the Drinking Water Management Plan;

- Integrated Liquid Waste and Resource Management Plan;
- Integrated Solid Waste and Resource Management Plan;
- Regional Growth Strategy; Regional Growth Strategy;

- Integrated Air Quality and Greenhouse Management Plan;
- Regional Parks Plan; Affordable Housing Strategy,

- Regional Food Systems Strategy; and

- Ecological Health Action Plan.

The compendium includes a new introduction or overview, titled A Roadmap to Sustainability.
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Community Safety Committee

Date: Tuesday, December 13, 2011

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Councillor Linda McPhail, Vice-Chair
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Bill McNulty

Absent: Councillor Derek Dang, Chair

Also Present: Councillor Chak Au
Call to Order: The Vice-Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

It was agreed that “Noise Bylaw Update™ be added to the Agenda as Item 10.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Community Safety Committee held
on Wednesday, October 12, 2011, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, January 10, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room
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Community Safety Committee
Tuesday, December 13, 2011

3418627

LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT

MARINE PATROL PROGRAM - POST PATROL REPORT 2011

(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3383656)

Renny Nesset, OIC, Richmond RCMP, provided background information and
commented on the success of the marine patrol program.

In reply to queries from Committee, Corporal James Lunny, Richmond
RCMP, provided the following information:

= the marine patrols found that the majority of those on the water were in
compliance with regulations related to the operation of a pleasure craft;

. the marine patrols are typically scheduled during community events
and weekends as there are many more pleasure crafts on the water
during those periods; and

o the RCMP’s marine patrol works with the Canadian Coast Guard if a
situation warrants.

It was moved and seconded
That the OIC'’s report entitled “Marine Patrol Program — Post Patrol Report
2011” dated October 13, 2011, be received for information.

CARRIED

RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT - SEPTEMBER 2011 ACTIVITIES
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3378467)

RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT - OCTOBER 2011 ACTIVITIES
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3406197)

OIC Nesset commented on the marine patrol program and noted that there
may be opportunities to conduct joint patrols with the Delta Police
Department.

Phyllis Carlyle, General Manager, Law & Community Safety, advised that
should the Delta Police Department wish to partner with the Richmond
RCMP, contribution towards the marine patrol program would be sought from
them.

It was moved and seconded

(1) That the OIC’s report entitled “RCMP’s Monthly Report — September
2011 Activities” dated October 7, 2011, be received for information;
and

(2) That the OIC’s report entitled “RCMP’s Monthly Report — October
2011 Activities” dated November 22, 2011, be received for
information.

CARRIED
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Community Safety Committee
Tuesday, December 13, 2011

3. 2011 THIRD QUARTER REPORT - FIRE-RESCUE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3390376)
It was moved and seconded
That the report on Fire-Rescue’s operations for the 3™ Quarter ending
September 30, 2011 be received for information.

CARRIED

4. COMMUNITY BYLAWS — SEPTEMBER 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-01) (REDMS No. 3392348 v3)

COMMUNITY BYLAWS - OCTOBER 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-01) (REDMS No. 3414106)

Wayne Mercer, Manager, Community Bylaws, advised that Page 7 of the
September 2011 activity report was accidentally omitted from the agenda
package (Page 7 is attached to and forming part of these Minutes as Schedule
1).

In reply to a query from Committee, Mr. Mercer advised staff are working
with Canada Post in relation to dog biting. He stated that dog bites are taken
very seriously and commented on the protocol for repeat offenders.

It was moved and seconded

(1) That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated October
24, 2011, from the General Manager, Law & Community Safety, be
received for information; and

(2) That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated
November 24, 2011, from the General Manager, Law & Community
Safety, be received for information.

CARRIED

5.  TRAINING SITE AT 7611 NO. 9 ROAD —- RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE
(File Ref No.) (REDMS No. 3367291)
In reply to queries from Committee, John McGowan, Fire Chief, Richmond
Fire-Rescue and Tim Wilkinson, Deputy Chief — Operations, advised the
following:

a the proposed training site would be managed by the Chief Training
Officer and would only be staffed as required;

= the proposed modular fire training building is new construction and is
very similar to container style structures; it is light weight, durable,
and can be configured in many different ways;

. it is recommended that a local training site be established in Richmond
in an effort to (i) avoid travel time; and (i1) avoid overtime costs and
continued on-duty emergency service delivery while training; and
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Tuesday, December 13, 2011

3428627

. the proposed overspray area is intended to mitigate the run-off water
from the site.

Also, Ms. Carlyle noted that should the proposed training site be approved,
Richmond Fire-Rescue would seek donations as the site develops.

It was moved and seconded

(1) That the Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager of Law
and Community Safety be authorized to negotiate and execute on
behalf of the City a licence agreement between Lafarge Canada Inc.
and the City for the use of a portion of 7611 No. 9 Road as a fire
Sighter training facility, on the terms and conditions outlined in the
staff report entitled “Training Site at 7611 No. 9 Road — Richmond
Fire Rescue” and dated November 29, 2011;

(2) That the capital and operating costs for the training facility be
considered as part of the 2012-budget process; and

(3)  That staff be directed to meet with the owners of the property to the
north of the proposed site and to report back to Council if the
neighbours express any concerns prior to the execution of the
agreement with Lafarge Canada Inc.

CARRIED
REGULATION OF PRIVATE PARKING OPERATIONS
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8801/8802) (REDMS No. 3318239)
Mr. Mercer provided background information.

It was moved and seconded

(I) That Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, Amendment
Bylaw No. 8801 (Attachment 1) be introduced and given first, second
and third reading; and

(2) That Noftice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No.
8122, Amendment Bylaw No. 8802 (Attachment 2) be introduced and
given first, second and third reading.

CARRIED

FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING
{Oral Report)

(i) Update on the Airplane Crash

Fire Chief McGowan spoke of the recent airplane crash on Russ Baker Way
and congratulated all emergency personnel involved in the incident for their
fast and effective management of the incident.

Councillor McNulty left the meeting at 4:35 p.m. and returned to the meeting
at 4:36 p.m.
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3418627

(ii)  Update on New Recruits

Fire Chief McGowan advised that Richmond Fire-Rescue has hired nine new
fire fighters. In reply to a query from Committee, Chief McGowan stated that
of the nine new recruits, there are several female recruits and several visible
minority recruits.

(iii)  Officer Development Training

Fire Chief McGowan spoke of officer development training, noting that

Richmond Fire-Rescue (RFR) works closely with the Justice Institute to
develop fire-fighters wishing to progress into senior positions within RFR.

(iv) Noise & Fireworks Regulation Bylaw / Fire Works Communication
Process

Fire Chief McGowan stated that RFR sends information related to approved
fireworks permits to E-Comm’s fire dispatch centre. Also, he noted that this
information is shared with the Richmond RCMP as well.

(v)  EFSIT Customer Service Performed at residence on Gilley Road

Fire Chief McGowan spoke of a Electrical and Fire Safety Inspection
conducted at a residence on Gilley Road. He commented that the inspection
found significant electrical problems, which caused unnecessary hydro usage.

RCMP/OIC BRIEFING
(Oral Report)

Item for discussion:
(i  Operation Red Nose

OIC Nesset stated that the Richmond RCMP support Operation Red nose and
noted that the program provided over 650 rides in Richmond last year.

(ii)  British Columbia Association of Chiefs of Police

OIC Nesset highlighted that the Richmond RCMP will be hosting the British
Columbia Association of Chiefs of Police meeting in February 2012.

(iii)  Officer Transfers and Retirements

OIC Nesset commented that Constable Barry Edwards would be retiring after
35 years of service. He was pleased to announce that Cst. Edwards has signed
on as a reserve officer. Also, OIC Nesset advised that Inspectors Janis Gray
and Leanne Burleigh have been transferred.

In reply to a query from Committee, Ms. Carlyle advised that the City Centre
Community Police Office is currently at the design stage of the project.

(iv)  Partnership with Delta Police Department

Please see Page 2 for discussion on this matter.

CNCL-29



Community Safety Committee
Tuesday, December 13, 2011

10.

Fire Chief McGowan distributed a memorandum regarding the Steveston Fire
Hall (copy on file, City Clerk’s Office) and highlighted that Fire Hall No. 2
was one of only three Canadian fire halls to be featured in the Fire Chief
magazine.

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Deborah Procter, Manager, Emergency Programs, to play a clip from
the CAUSE video

Deborah Procter, Manager, Emergency Programs, distributed a memorandum
dated December 8, 2011 (copy on file, City Clerk’s Office) regarding
Council’s role during an emergency.

Ms. Procter played a clip from the CAUSE video and provided background
information. She noted that the Centre for Security Science and the U.S.
Department of Homeland Security approached the City to take part in an
experiment that demonstrates how newly developed technologies function
during an emergency.

NOISE BYLAW UPDATE

Discussion ensued regarding the status of the noise bylaw review and
proposed amendments report. Mr. Mercer advised that staff are diligently
working to consolidate the findings of the public open houses and surveys.
He noted that it is anticipated that the staff report be brought before Council
in January 2012.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:45 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Community
Safety Committee of the Council of the
City of Richmond held on Tuesday,
December 13, 2011. .

Councillor Linda McPhail Hanieh Floujeh

Vice-Chair

3428627

Committee Clerk
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the

October 24, 2011 -7- Community Safety Committee
meeting held on Tuesday,
December 13, 2011.

Conclusion

Community Bylaws staff continues to strive to maintain the quality of life and safety of the
residents of the City of Richmond through coordinated team efforts with many City departments
and community partners while promoting a culture of compliance.

S0

Wayne G. Mercer
Manager, Community Bylaws
(604.247.4601)

ML:ml
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Date:

Place:

Present:

Absent:

Call to Order:

3428210

ity of
Richmond Minutes

Finance Committee

Monday, December 12, 2011

Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair
Councillor Chak Au

Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

Councillor Derek Dang

The Chair called the meeting to order at 5:01 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded

That the minutes of the meeting of the Finance Committee held on Monday,
October 3, 2011, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

BUSINESS AND FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT

TANGIBLE CAPITAL ASSETS

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3365168)

Jerry Chong, Director, Finance, provided background information and in
answer to a question, advised that Richmond is at a median when compared to

cities such as Burnaby, Vancouver and Surrey, and that the most comparable
city to Richmond is Burnaby.
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It was moved and seconded
That the staff report entitled “Tangible Capital Assets” dated November 4,
2011 from the Director, Finance, be received for information.

CARRIED

FINANCIAL INFORMATION - 3*° QUARTER 2011
(File Ref. No. 03-0970-09-01) (REDMS No, 3414750)

In answer to a question about gaming revenues for the year, Jerry Chong,
Director, Finance, advised that an audit will take place between February and

March 2012, and that the finalized figures will be available in May or June of
2012.

It was moved and seconded
That the staff report on Financial Information for the 3" Quarter ended
September 30, 2011 be received for information.

CARRIED

3RD QUARTER 2011 - FINANCIAL INFORMATION FOR THE
RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL CORPORATION

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3420069)

John Mills, General Manager, Richmond Olympic Oval and Andrew
Nazareth, General Manager, Business and Financial Services were available
to answer questions.

A discussion took place about Richmond Olympic Oval's third quarter
financial results, and in particular on:

=  staffing at the oval and why the salaries and benefits were 4% under
budget for 2011;

= the requirement to use of the term “surplus” when reporting on financial
performance of a City subsidized facility, in accordance with accounting
standards for the public sector;

= providing new members of Council with information on how each of the
City’s facilities is subsidized by square foot;

= major events, high performance sports, and community uses at the Oval;

=  how the Oval addresses community needs by programming options for
kids on Pro-D Days and during spring break;

= membership, admission and programs, as well as the Oval’s capacity to
attract and accommodate more members;

= the stipulation in the operating agreement between the Oval and the City
that surplus funds would be placed in a capital reserve in order to
establish a sinking fund for the Oval. This would provide the Oval with
a future reserve that is separate from the City; and
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Monday, December 12, 2011

=  how the hiring and spending freeze that had been in place at the Oval
has been a factor in the Oval’s final performance results.

It was moved and seconded

That the report on Financial Information for the Richmond Olympic Oval
Corporation for the third quarter ended September 30, 2011 from the
Controller of the Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation be received for
information.

CARRIED

2012 UTILITY BUDGETS AND RATES
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3398960)

Jerry Chong, Director, Finance, and Suzanne Bycraft, Manager, Fleet &
Environmental Programs, were available to answer questions.

A discussion ensued about the 2012 utility budgets and rates, and in particular
on:

®=  how the required annual water reserve contribution and capital
replacement funding contribution have been met;

= the requirements for increases in the annual capital funding
contributions for sanitary and drainage;

=  the success of the City’s multi-family water metering program in
reducing water consumption, and the reduced revenues associated with
declining water consumption;

=  the challenges of increasing costs associated with maintaining City
infrastructure, or other factors such as regional or other agency increases
which are outside of the City’s control;

. how the Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District Debt
(GVS&DD) costs reduction will not benefit the sewer utility rates
charged as these costs are recovered from property taxes; and

*  the continuation and expansion of the Green Can Pilot Program and a
suggestion to look into sealed compost units that would fit under a sink.

It was moved and seconded

That the 2012 Utility Expenditure Budgets, as outlined under Options 1 for
Water, Sewer, Solid Waste & Recycling, and Option 3 for Drainage &
Diking as contained in the staff report dated December 1, 2011 from the
General Managers of Business and Financial Services and Engineering &
Public Works, be approved as the basis for establishing the 2012 Utility
Rates.

The question on the motion was not called as the following amendment
motion was introduced:
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It was moved and seconded

(1) That the motion be amended such that Option 2 be used for
establishing the 2012 Utility Rates related to Solid Waste & Recycling
with the partial contribution to the Rate Stabilization Fund; and

(2) That the motion be amended to add that the “Rate Stabilization Fund”
be renamed as the “Genmeral Solid Waste and Recycling/Rate
Stabilization Fund”. ‘

The question on the amendment motion was not called, as discussion
continued about the rational for changing the name of the Solid Waste and
Recycling Rate Stabilization Fund to the General Solid Waste and
Recycling/Rate Stabilization Fund. It was also noted that contributions
associated with option 2 would allow the City to consider expansion of the
recycling programs.

The question on the amendment motion was then called and it was
CARRIED with Cllrs. Halsey-Brandt and Johnston opposed.
The question on the main motion as amended, to read as follows:

(1) That the 2012 Utility Expenditure Budgets, as outlined under Options
1 for Water, and Sewer, Option 2 for Solid Waste & Recycling, and
Option 3 for Drainage & Diking as contained in the staff report dated
December 1, 2011 from the General Managers of Business and
Financial Services and Engineering & Public Works, be approved as
the basis for establishing the 2012 Utility Rates; and

(2) That the “Rate Stabilization Fund” be renamed as the “General Solid
Waste and Recycling/Rate Stabilization Fund”.

was then called and it was CARRIED.

2012 UTILITY RATE AMENDMENT BYLAWS
(File Ref. No. ) (REDMS No. 3423695)

Committee directed that the Solid Waste Bylaw be revised in accordance with
Option 2 in the staff report and brought forthright to the Special Open Council
meeting at which time the Utility Bylaw readings would be considered.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (6:05 p.m.).

CARRIED
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Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Finance
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Monday, December 12,

2011.
Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Shanan Dhaliwal
Chair Executive Assistant

City Clerk’s Office
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s City of
. Richmond | ~ Minutes

- General Purposes Committee

Date: = . Monday, December 12, 2011

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall
Present: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair
' Councillor Chak Au

Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves

Absent: .. Councillor Derek Dang
Call to Order:” The Chair called the meeﬁng to o_rdér at 4:07 p.m.

- AGENDA ADDITIONS

It was moved and seconded
That the following matters be added to the agenda: Item No. 5 - City
Subsidized Events and Exclusive Commercial Arrangements; and Item No.
t 6 - The Onni Site,

CARRIED

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes Committee held on
Monday, November 7, 2011, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED
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BUSINESS & FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT

ROKAPA MANAGEMENT LTD., DOING BUSINESS AS WELL PUB
6511 BUSWELL STREET RE LOCATION OF LIQUOR PRIMARY
LICENCE

(File Ref. No. 12-8275-05/2011-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3405681)

Glenn McLaughhn, Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager, advised that
the City provides comments to the Provincial Liquor Control and Licensing
Branch (LCLB) on noise, traffic and community impact, however there will
not be such an impact from the relocation the existing Liquor Primary License
Area to another area within the same premises.

A discussion ensued about:

» the history of the establishment’s business license. applications,  and
whether it would be appropriate for the Clty to provide comments;

» the pub’s interior physical set up and add1t1ona1 seating in the Food
Primary area;

~ = the LCLB regulation which stipulates that an establishment may have one
liquor license for each retail store; and

= whether it is acceptable to move the Well Pub in Legends to an area of
dormant space within the establishment.

Staff was requested to provide further information on the rules and regulations
related to the matter as well as concerns related to the relocation of the Well
Pub within the premises and any related community impact. '

It was moved and seconded

That the liquor license amendment application submmfed by Rokapa
Management Ltd., doing business as Well Pub, to re-locate their liquor
primary licensed area within the premises, be referred back to staff to
provide further information on the details regarding having one pub with
two liquor licenses with a dormant seating area and whether the application
would Have any impact on the community.

The question on the motion was not called, as discussion ensued about the
application of LCLB rules in relation to the establishmerit’s specific scenario.

The question on the motion was then called, and it was CARRIED.
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| CORPORATE SERVICES DEPARTMENT

2011 GENERAL LOCAL AND SCHOOL ELECTION - OFFICIAL
RESULTS

 (File Ref. No.: 12-8125-01) (REDMS No. 3415375)
David Weber, Dlrector City Clerk’s Office, was available to answer
questions. '

It was moved and seconded

(1}  That the Declaration of Official Results for the 2011 General Local
and School Election (attached to the report dated November 30, 2011
Jrom the Chief Election Officer) be received for information by
Richinond City Council in accordance with the requirement of
Section 148 of the Local Gove{‘nment Act; and

" (2)  That staff report back on the election program generally and on the
varwus new mmatwes that were tmplemented for the 2011 election.

The questlon on the motion was not called, a discussion ensued about:

*  the number of spoiled ballots in the 2011 Election. It was noted that the
most common reason for spoiled ballots results from over-voting for a
particular competition, and that the number of spoiled ballots in 2011 was’
not unusual;

* " how the automated vote counting machines alert voters about spoiled
ballots. Voters are then given an opportunity to check their ballot and
request a new one. In rare cases when an elector chooses not to fill out a
new ballot, the machine is capable of accepting the spoiled ballot,
however the machine will only tabulate valid votes for any particular
contest, and votes for contests that were over-voted would be rejected;

=  concerns from voters about. voting places that were not used in the 2011
Election, but have been open in previous years;.

»  accessibility issues at the General Currie voting location, it was noted
that voters had to walk a long way to arrive at the school’s gym doors,
and in past elections the front doors have been open;

*  how the City Centre had been under serviced in previous years, making it
necessary to redistribute voting places in 2011 to the area from other
areas in the City; and

» the feasibility of expanding the number of voting pIaces in the future
The question on the motion was then called, and it was CARRIED.
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2012 COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE MEETING SCHEDULE
(File Ref. No.: 01-0105-00) (REDMS No. 3350243}

It was moved and seconded

That the 2012 Council and Committee meeting schedule, attached to the
staff report dated December 6, 2011, from the Director, City Clerk’s Office,
be approved, subject to the following revisions as part of the regular August
meeting break:

(1}  That the Regular Council Meetings (open and closed) of August 13 .
and August 27, 2012 be cancelled;

(2) That the August 20, 2012 Public Hearmg be re-scheduled to
Wednesday, September 5, 2012 at 7:00 pm in the Council Chambers
at Richmond City Hall,

CARRIED

COMMUNITY SERV.ICES DEPARTMENT

PROCESS FOR EVALUATING AND APPROVING REQUESTS FOR
FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS
ﬂ?lle Ref, No.: ) (REDMS No. 3423236)

Cathryn Volkering Carlile, General Manger, Communlty Services, joined by
John Mills, General Manager, Richmond Olympic ‘Oval, and Mike Romas,
Manager, Sport Hosting, circulated a revised version of Attachment 1 - City of
Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force - Amended Terms of Reference, which is
attached, and forms part of these minutes as Schedule 1.

A discussion then took place about:

s further amending Attachment 1 - Czty of Richmond Sport Hosting Task
Force - Amended Terms of Reference, to include a fourth bullet under the
title “Purpose”, to state that review and recommendation on the
allocation of funding for sporting events over $25,000 be undertaken by
.the General Purposes Committee, through staff for final approval;

* providing all members of Council with a copy of the Sport Hosting
Strategy Implementation Plan;

»  Major Sport Event Eligibility Guidelines, in particular the rationale for
limiting the Major Sport Events that will be considered during a single
calendar year to three in order to stay within the $500,000 annual
contribution budget towards sport hosting;
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» the difference between bidding and hosting. A bid requires a business
case ‘and a budget which provides information on how much of an
investment would be needed; '

v . the definition of a Majror'Sport Event; and

*» the role of Council to handle any events that may be considered
unconventional,

It was moved and seconded
(1) That recommendations 1 through 4 as outlined in the report entitled
“Process for Evaluating and Approving Requests for Financial Support
Jor Major Sporting Events” from the General Manager, Richmond
Olympic Oval, be approved; and

. (2)  That Attachment 1 “City of Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force
Amended Terms of Reference” be amended by adding the following
- sentence: '

“to review and make recommendation on the allocation of
Junding for sporting events over $25,000 to the General
Purposes Committee, through staff, for final approval,

- o the Purposes section of the Terms of Reference.
CARRIED

CITY SUBSIDIZED EVENTS AND EXCLUSIVE COMMERCIA_L
ARRANGEMENTS

A brief discussion ensued about concerns related to City subsidized events for
which organizers make exclusive arrangements with businesses such as
hotels. Comments were made about the necessity for guidelines and
Committee members expressed their views on the fairness of exclusive
. arrangements, :

It was moved and seconded
That staff report back on a policy for City subsidized events and the
possibility of non-exclusive commercial arrangements,

CARRIED

ONNI SITE

A brief discussion ensued about concerns related to damage to the boardwalk
in Steveston resulting from construction at the Onni site. Joe Erceg, General
Manager, Planning and Development, and Robert Gonzalez, General
‘Manager, Engineering and Public Works, advised that a stop work order had
been put in place at the site, and staff were now monitoring the dyke. The
developer has had a technical engineer visit the site, and must now make a
determination on how to proceed forward with the restoration of the dyke
without disturbing it further.
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, December 12, 2011

It was suggested that an alert be put along the boardwalk to advise the public
that the City is aware of and is addressing the issue.

It was moved and seconded
That the oral report on the Onni Site in Steveston be received for

information. '
| ' CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT -
It was moved and seconded
- That the meeting adjourn (5:00 p.m.).
' CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the General
Purposes Committee of the Council of the
City of Richmond held on Monday,
December 12, 2011,

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie ' ~ Shanan Dhaliwal

Chair

Executive Assistarit
City Clerk’s Office
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K(;J WCM ’b /,l—:l,m,ﬁ; 1.{« Schedule 1 to the minutes of the_

General Purposes Committee
G weral ptM"DD ses 3 meeting held on Monday, December

X 12,2011 _ ATTACHMENT 1
@O@M(g@[ L2 20\

- CITY OF RICHMOND
SPORT HOSTING TASK FORCE

Amended TERMS OF REFERENCE (new amendments in bold)_

Vision

The vision for the City of Richmond’s Sport Hosting Strategy is to be the premier sport hosting
community in Canada for provincial, national and international events while growing and
integrating our local sport community.

Purpose

The Task Force is intended to be a small working group contributing to the success of the
Richmond Sport Hosting Program. The purpese of the Sport Hosting Task Force is:
 to provide advice and guidance to the Richmond Sport Hosting Office.
@ to review and decide on sport hosting incentive grant funding,
1o review and.decide on the allocation of funding up to $25,000 for up to (3)
three sport events in a calendar year where financial support is either more than
the current hosting incentive grarit limits or the event is outside the hosting

incentive grant program criteria.

Memberslrip

The Richmond Sport Council, Rrehmond Olympic Oval Corporation, Tourlsm Richmond and the
City of Richmond will be represented on this Task Force.

The Manager, Sport Hosting and Manager, Sports & Community Events will represent the City
of Richmond. The City will invite each of the partners fo submit names of a representative and
an alternate (in case of illness to representative) to serve on the Task Force.

Members are expected to attend all meetmgs If a member is unable to attend a meellng, an
alternate is required.

The Sport Hosting Task Force has the authority to create sub committees to work on a variety of
initiatives. Sub committees may include members from outside the Task Force.

The City of Richmond’s Manager Sport Hosting, will chair the Task Force.

Term

The term of the Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force is directly aligned with the term of the
Agreement between the City of Richmond and Tourism Richmond or earlier, if Council chooses.

CNCL-45
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The Sport Hosting Task Force members-will have a three-year term, effective from their
appointment.

Objectives and Eipectations
The Sport Hosting Task Force will: |
'Seck' staff, stakeholder and public input and feedback throughout the process.
Advise the City on building a unified vision and pIan for sport hosting initiatiVes beyond 2010.

Offer the City ongoing advice to ensure the commumty of Richmond capitalizes on and reccwes
the maximum benefits and legames from future sport events hosted in Richmond.

Advise and identify opportuni'ties that add value, dimension and benefit to the community.
Advise onopportunities to ensure the vision of the Sport Hosting Strategy is promoted and
adhered to - To be the premier sport hosting community in Canada for regional, provincial,

natio’nal and inrernarional events while growing and z'm‘-egraring our local sport community.

Advise on how to posmon Rlchmond as the preferred location and premier sport host for existing
events and targeted regional, provmaa] national and international events.

Offer ongoing advice to increase Richmond’s'capacity to host sporting events and conferences.
Review and decide on the allocation of spoit hosting gr‘anté to eligible sport organizations.
Review and decide on the allocation of funding up to $25,000 for-major sport events where

financial support is either more than the current hosting incentive grant limits or the event is
outside the hosting incentive prant program criteria. . .

Review and make recommendation on the allocation of funding for sporting events over
$25,000 to the General Purposes Committee, through staff, for ﬁna] approval.

Advise about ongoing initiatives to promote community involvement in sport hostmg Initiatives
- through local arts & culture and volunteertsm.

Procedures

The Sport Hosting Task Force decision process is to be consensus based on most matters.
On funding decisions on the Richmond Sport Hosting Incentive Funds, a vote will be taken and

the majority votes will determine the outcome. If there is a tie vote, the funding request is
defeated. '
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If some members disagree with the Task Force’s recommendations or activities, decisions will be
recorded in the meeting records.

The Sport Hosting Task Force will receive administrative staff support services from the City for
the preparation of agendas and recording of meetings.

Communications from the Sport Hosting Task Force to Council will be coordinated and
managed through the Manager, Sport Hosting.

Council rnay amend these terms of reference at its discretion.

_ Copies of the agenda and minutes of the meetings will be circulated to the members of the Sport
Hosting Task Force in advance.

The meetings will follow the City guidelines for open and closed meetings.

Meetings

The Sport Hosting Task Force will establish the meeting schedule annually and will be no less
than four (4) meeting per year,

.Experts, Guests-and Delegations

The Sport Hosting Task Force may from time to time require experts or other representatives to.
aitend meetings as presenters, advisors or observers because of their knowledge of the subject or
as part of another project or consultat10n mechanism. The Chair will agree to such invitations in.
advance

Code of Conduct

The Sport Hosting Task Force members are expected to be respectful towards each other and
work cooperatively to achieve the common goals of the Sport Hosting strategy.

The Sport Hosting Task Force are drawn from a spectrum of community interests. The
expectation 1s that each member will conduct themselves in the best interest of the community
and sport in the City. '

If there is a conflict of interest, it will be up to the member to remove himself or herself from the
decision making process. When a grant application is considered by the Task Force, the member
will bave to remove themselves from the review and decision, if an apphcation is from their
organization. :

CNCL-47
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Date: Tuesday, November 29, 2011
Place: Anderson Room

Richmond City Hall
Present: Councillor Harold Steves, Chair

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt, Vice-Chair
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Bill McNulty

Absent: Councillor Sue Halsey-Brandt
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 Parks, Recreation and Cultural
Services Committee held on Tuesday, October 25, 2011, be adopted as

circulated.

CARRIED
NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE
Wednesday, December 14 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

1. REQUEST TO EXTEND THE TEMPORARY EXHIBITION OF THE
PUBLIC ARTWORK “WIND WAVES”
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-099) (REDMS No. 3408489)
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, November 29, 2011

It was moved and seconded

That the extended temporary exhibition of the artwork “Wind Waves” until
the end of August 2012 at Garry Point Park in Richmond, as outlined in the
staff report dated November 16, 2011 from the Director, Arts, Culture &
Heritage, be approved.

CARRIED

MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT OF THE FLEET AT
BRITANNIA

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3405577)

In reply to queries from Committee, Robert James, 13400 Princess Street, and
Don Rolls, 4133 Cavendish Drive, members of the Britannia Heritage
Shipyard Society, provided the following information:

= as part of the decommissioning of the Shuchona IV, all contaminants
removed from the vessel will be discharged appropriately; and

- the Shuchona IV is primarily made up of wood, as such there are
minimal concerns regarding the discharge of fibreglass.

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report regarding the Maintenance and Management of the
fleet at Britannia dated November 15, 2011 from the Director, Arts, Culture
and Heritage Services, be received for information.

CARRIED

In reply to a query from the Chair, Mr. James and Mr. Rolls stated that the
Society would be pleased to continue working with the City on the
maintenance and management of the fleet at the Shipyard. As a result, the
following referral was introduced:

It was moved and seconded
That staff report back on:

(1) cost estimates for the restoration of the remaining vessels at the
Britannia Heritage Shipyard; and

(2) cost estimates for the restoration of the Fleetwood for the following
types of displays:

(a) a restoration suitable for the vessel to be on stationary display;

(b) a restoration that restores the vessel as much as possible as it
currently stands in its modified condition; and

(¢c) a full restoration that brings the vessel back to its original
condition.

CNCL-5
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
Tuesday, November 29, 2011

The question on the referral was not called as discussion ensued and
Committee noted that when reporting back, staff should also address the
following: (i) what is the priority of the restoration of the various vessels; (ii)
what funding sources would be utilized for the restorations; (iii) whether a
fundraising program would be feasible as a source of funding for the
restorations; and (iv) what type of timeline can be anticipated for these
restorations.

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

PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT

PROPOSED ANNUAL INFLATIONARY INCREASE IN PLAYING
FIELD USER FEES
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3377997)

It was moved and seconded

(I) That playing field user fees be annually increased by an amount equal
to the previous year’s Consumer Price Index for Greater Vancouver,
effective January 2012, and that the applicable fees be included in the
annual Consolidated Fees Bylaw for 2013; and

at i aAVIng Jiela USer jees De Incredase E 0.
(2)  That 2012 playing field user fees be i d by 1.75%

The question on the motion was not called as in reply to a query from
Committee, Eric Stepura, Manager, Sports & Community Events, advised that
field users that go through the City’s rentals office have the privilege of
receiving dedicated time slots for field use. Staff address concerns regarding
ad-hoc field users on a complaint basis.

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

GARRATT WELLNESS CENTRE, NEW LICENCE

(File Ref. No. ) (REDMS No. 3404098)

It was moved and seconded

(1) That the City enter into a new licence agreement with Vancouver
Coastal Health Authority for a term of five years, plus an option to
renew for a further term of five years, at an annual licence fee of

81.00, and on the other terms and conditions set out in the staff
report dated November 16, 2011; and

(2) That staff be authorized to take all necessary steps to complete all
matters detailed herein including authorizing the Chief
Administrative Officer and the General Manager, Parks and
Recreation to negotiate and execute all documentation required to
effect the transaction.

CARRIED

CNCL-51
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
Tuesday, November 29, 2011

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Parks Update

Mike Redpath, Senior Manager, Parks, provided an update on various parks
department activities:

= the cleaning of the Railway Avenue corridor is nearly complete;

=  piling at Imperial Landing is nearly complete and will be followed by
the installation of floats in the upcoming weeks;

=  staff are clearing several sites along Odlin Road, near Tomsett
Elementary school in preparation of a new neighbourhood park; and

= staff are removing invasive species at the former Fantasy Gardens site as
part of the site’s park plan.

In reply to a queries from Committee, Mr. Redpath advised that staff are
examining past agreements between the City and owners of properties along
the Railway Avenue corridor. He noted that the majority of the agreements
have expired. In addition, Mr. Redpath remarked that staff would examine an
all-metal bench at the west-end of River Road in relation to its comfort for
users.

Ted deCrom, Acting Manager Parks Operations, commented on the City’s
commitment for snow removal and highlighted that the installation of
Christmas lights throughout the City would be completed shortly.

Serena Lusk, Manager, Parks Programs, provided an update on the City’s
snow geese management plan and commented on high call volumes as a result
of an effective awareness campaign. Also, Ms. Lusk advised that the Snow
Angels program is active and currently recruiting volunteers. However, she
stated that Snow Angels services are only provided following major snowfall,
which is defined as 48-hours of snowfall with an accumulation of fifteen or
more centimetres of snow.

Ms. Lusk spoke of the Richmond Animal Protection Society’s Dog Adopt-A-

Thon and distributed a copy of the campaign’s advertisement (copy on file,
City Clerk’s Office).

(ii)  Steveston Tram Track

Elizabeth Ayers, Manager, Community Recreation Services, referenced a
memorandum dated November 25, 2011 (copy on file, City Clerk’s Office)
and advised that staff was quoted a cost of $150 per foot for supply and
installation of track. She noted that staff currently do not see the need for any
additional track to be added to the site.
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, November 29, 2011

(iii) Arts Services Update

Kim Somerville, Manager, Arts Services, provided an update on the Cultural
Centre’s upcoming events. Also, she referenced a recent article in a local
newspaper regarding the public art piece “Wind Waves”. She stated that in
April 2011, Council resolved to take no further action in regards to the
acquisition of Biennale artwork.

Discussion ensued regarding the Richmond Potters Club. The Chair
encouraged that a staff report on the Club’s concerns be drafted as it would
provide the Club with an opportunity to meet with the Committee.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:30 p.m.).
CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Parks,
Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
of the Council of the City of Richmond held
on Tuesday, November 29, 2011.

Councillor Harold Steves Hanieh Floujeh

Chair

Committee Clerk
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Date: Wednesday, December 14, 2011
Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall
Present: Councillor Harold Steves, Chair
Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Bill McNulty
Mayor Malcolm Brodie
Absent: Councillor Ken Johnston, Vice-Chair

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt

Also Present: Councillor Chak Au (entered at 4:04 p.m.)
Councillor Linda McPhail

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

COUNCILLOR HAROLD STEVES

1. PHOENIXNET LOFT
(File Ref. No.)

The Chair spoke of development along the Steveston waterfront, in particular
the Phoenix Net Loft building.

Discussion ensued regarding the Phoenix Net Loft building and copies of
three past documents related to the usage of the Phoenix Net Loft building
were distributed: (i) Background Open House Results — Imperial Landing
Waterfront; (ii) Site Analysis and Development Plan — BC Packers (the
Steveston Properties); and (iii) Phoenix Net Loft Artists’ Market (attached to
and forming part of these Minutes as Schedule 1).

As a result of the discussion, the following referral was introduced:
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Wednesday, December 14, 2011

3431750

[t was moved and seconded

That the three documents related to the Phoenix Net Loft building
(Background Open House Results — Imperial Landing Waterfront, Site
Analysis and Development Plan — BC Packers: The Steveston Properties,
and Phoenix Net Loft Artists’ Market) be referred to staff to be considered
in conjunction with the development of the Steveston waterfront.

CARRIED

COUNCILLOR LINDA BARNES

JACK-O-LANTERN EVENT
(File Ref. No.)

Discussion ensued regarding a jack-o-lantern event held annually in the City
of Nanaimo. It was noted that after Halloween, Nanaimo residents drive to a
designated road and drop off their carved jack-o-lanterns for display. The
jack-o-lanterns remain there until they compost. The notion of the event is to
have residents drive by to enjoy all the jack-o-lanterns on display and make
donations.

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

It was moved and seconded

That the City of Nanaimo’s jack-o-lantern event be referred to staff to
determine whether there is a local organization that would be interested in
developing such an event in Richmond and to examine possible locations
JSor such an event.

CARRIED

Councillor Au entered the meeting (4:04 p.m.).

GEOTOURISM
(File Ref. No.)

Councillor Barnes made reference to a GeoTourism Program and circulated a
page from a geotourism guide (attached to and forming part of these Minutes
as Schedule 2).

Discussion ensued and it was noted that geotourism is like a treasure hunt but
with a twist. It combines outdoor adventure and exploration activities of
geocaching and letterboxing, with anecdotal and historical education.
Participants use a global positioning system (GPS) or traditional treasure hunt
clues to locate boxes hidden throughout the region and uncover riches along
the way.

Discussion further ensued regarding geotourism and it was noted that the Gulf
of Georgia Cannery is already offering a geocaching program as are other
organizations in Richmond.
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Wednesday, December 14, 2011

[t was noted that it may be of value to external organizations and societies to
offer such a program in an effort to highlight some of Richmond’s heritage
assets.

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

It was moved and seconded

That the notion of geotourism be referred to staff for communication to
various heritage groups for their potential use of the concept in their
programming.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:10 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Parks,
Recreation & Cultural Services Committee
of the Council of the City of Richmond held
on Wednesday, December 14, 2011.

Councillor Harold Steves Hanieh Floujeh

Chair

3431750

Committee Clerk
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
Parks, Recreation and Cultural
Services Committee meeting
held on Wednesday, December
14, 2011.

/\
RICHMOND

[sland City, by Nature

BACKGROUND
OPEN HOUSES RESULTS

Imperial Landing Waterfront
November 17" and 20", 2003

Prepared by:

Michael von Hausen, MLAUD, MCIP, CSLA
President
MVH Urban Planning & Design Inc.
&
Don Wuori, CSLA
Principal
Don Wuori Design Consultant

In Association with
The City of Richmond

December 11, 2003

Imperial Landing VISION STATEMENT

1105244
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3. Phoenix Net Loft Building Uses
In general, there were 5 themes that summarized the potential reuse for the Phoenix
Net Loft Bluilding:

Performing Arts Centre /Community Art Gallery for local artists
Marine recreation

Heritage preservation

Special Events

Research & Eco Education Facility

il ol o

-
.

Performing Art Centre and Community Art Gallery

o There appears to be an overwhelming demand for this type of community cultural
centre within Steveston that covers a range of events and activities related to the
various arts and cultures. _ _

o The Centre could include facilities that accommodate a variety of revenue
generating community functions.

o The facility could include a restaurant or bistro to support functions.

o The facility could also be combined with a larger site plan that includes
accommodation for artists in residence, local art programs, studios, outdoor
performance, and theatre space.

o Art exhibits could reflect works by local artisans or the general community.

2. Marine Recreation
o Wpoden Boat Training Facility
a Sail Training Base
o Kayak/Canoe Club
o Marina
o Aquatic Centre

[75]

. Heritage Preservation
o Maritime Museum & restoration/boat building workshops
o Fishing Gear Museum
o BC Packers Legacy Centre

4. Special Events/Commercial

Tall Ship moorage
Convention Facilities

Pocket Cruise Ship Terminal
High End Seafood Restaurant

oooo

5. Research & Eco Education Facility
o Fraser River Estuarium Research & Interpretion.

1105244
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Feedback Opportunities

The participants in the open houses were provided the opportunity to review and
comment on the concept boards and background information.

In particular attendees were asked for feedback on the following:
Likes and Dislikes for 28 Elements of the three Visions;
Each of the three Visions

the future uses for the Phoenix Net Loft;

Additional comments on the Visions; and

Other comments about the City of Richmond.

OB wN

Participants were also given the opportunity to draw their own vision on a map.

Feedbaclk Comments
The following is a summary of the most liked and disliked elements of the three visions:

1. The Top Ten

MOST LIKED
Rank Element Percent Liked
i Public Park Extension 85%
[ 2. Public Marina 71%
| 3. #1 Road Pier 70%
4. Public Plaza and Pier 68%
5. #1 Road Tram Stop 68%
B. Specialty Grocery Store 67%
7. Specialty Food Store (North of Bayview Sireet) 67%
8. New Public Dock 67%
9. Performing Arts Centre = 65%
10. Waterfront Tram Stop (Easthope & Bayview) 65%
2. The Bottom Five
MOST DISLIKED _ i
Rank Element Percent Disliked
T Floating Homes 75%
2 Residential Uses Over Water 73%
3. Three Story Commercial Uses over land 67%
4. Three Story Residential Uses over land 57%
5. Commercial & Residential Mixed Use Piers 54%

1105244
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3. The 13 In-Between

Rank Element Percent Liked
1. New Pier with Special Events Moorage 62% A

2. Public Library 61%

3. Public Marina (Vision 2) 61%

4, Waterfront Restaurant 60%

5. Retail & Office Mixed Use 59%

6. Public Marina (Vision 3) 58%

1 New Pier with Commercial Use 55%

8. One & Two Storey Commereial over land 55%

9. Retail & Residential Mixed Use 556%

10. Retail Fish Market 53% above 50%
Rank Element _ Percent Liked

1. New Commercial Pier with Public Dock 46% below 50%
2. Residential Uses on Land 44% |

3. Private Marina 39% =

Phoenix Net Loft Uses

In general, five themes summarized the potential reuse for the Phoenix Net Loft
Building, each emphasizing the public use preference:

Performing Arts Centre and Community Art Gallery for local artists
Marine recreation

Heritage preservation

Special events

Research & Eco-Education Facility.

TSR e P

Mapping

The mapping exercise invited attendees to draw their vision of the Imperial Landing
area. The 25 submissions of drawings and proposals ranged from a full park waterfront
to a rich mix of residential, commercial, and public-related uses including the Granville
Island type theme.

A central theme was a public-oriented waterfront with water-related uses but generally
no residential building over the water, reinforcing the other results.

Other suggested proposals included:

- a Pocket Cruise Ship terminal;

- a 1% Nations Cultural Centre and Hotel,

- three life sized bronze statues depicting three aspects of the fishing industry at No. 1
Road; and
a Tall Ship training facility.
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BC PAC I\ERS ;
THE STE\!’ESTON PROPERTIES PROJECT TEAM

-?fojcct Manager
Public Consultation
+. Architects
. Landscape. Atchitects
Environmental/Geotechnical
Historical
Marme Ecology
L _iEngmLLrb d
v “Traffic
“Archeologieal
Heritage

Moodie Consultants Ltd

Marzolf & Associates

Perkins & Company

R. Kim Psiry & Associates Tnc.
Agra Barth & Environmental Ltd.
Common Resources Consulting 1.td.

G L 'Williams & Associates Ltd.
ok Westmar Cfgnsultants Tne.
“Bunt & Associates. Engineering Ltd.

Areas Consuinno ‘Archaeologists Ltd.
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'.-..Parallﬂ-i to the herl tage boardw:
would be served from the Smal_

/ .ZQTndustrlal areas are proposed-to supp o8 :GCI‘IIX Net Loft-of approximately

24,000 square feet could'be mainta
" condition-and will require limited
«associated with the Net Loft. opcratlon would bea s

; "h::r appromm'itcly 80new commercial moomg' 1pS

eility. This-building is infair
ustrial use standards: B C(,tl\'--'
ea to the north and aliow;mce :
ssels with net loading fac_’il’itic:s.

opportumty for 4 secon; commerual moerage facility that
bour pxcr at the foot of No. 1 Road.

-BC Packers ~ The Steveston Prbperties
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prowde pmiectmn for habltat Thas apﬁroach prqwdes for an eperi watenfront

Do you f’eelL tﬁar the above noted pmposa!s for fhe h:sﬁmcal aspects of the site is
appropriate?

a. Agree
b. Disagree
c. Neutral

“—2 Agree (71.00%)

BC Packers 2 The Steveston Propertles
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29, Former Phoenix Site Office, late 1920s and later

This bmJldmg has some significance for indicating its role in the business operations. It has

lirtle architectural significance. The building is in poor condition, and its interior was renovated in
the 1970s.

30. Phoenix Net Loft, c.1943

This building was erected on pilings over the river and its function is to store the nets of the
cannery’s fishing fleet. It is still in use today for net storage and repair, and has significance as a
working industrial building which represents the heritage of the fishery. Its visual appeal is also
enhanced by its location next to a twin net loft that is preserved as part of the Britannia Heritage
Shipyard. Still faintly visible on the roof shingles is the abbreviation Canfisco, marking the site’s
industrial history. '

This building has excellent potential to continue in its present use, and in doing so support the
fishing industry. Further, the large volumes of the ground and upper floots could be conducive to
other adaptive reuse strategies.

While the two storey timber structure and cedar plank cladding is in good condition, other
elements need prompt repair if the building is to be maintained. The roof is leaking and the water is
causing related damage to the structure. Foreshore Technologies has reported that various sections of
the substructure are in poor condition due to heavy fungal damage, though the overall condition of
the substrucrure is fair. Westmar Consultants estimates the cost of repairing the 14,000 square foot

\_Aet Loft’s substrucrure at $650,000 {$46/square foot).

Phoenix Pond, 1947

This pondl, with an opening to the river, was dredged to v1dc sheltered wer storage space
for small fishing boats, before the construction of Shady Isiand. In addition, there may be pilings

(noted on 1993 survey map) from the old Hume Cannery, or other buildings, near the mouth of the
pond that may provide a visual cue for heritage interpretation.
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EVALUATION MATRIX
Bldg.#:Name/Une iYear Signitl- [interpretive |Economic | Reuse Condillon
i‘ i cance of | Coniributlon {Viabllity ot Potentlal
Historle | Retention
Funetlon |
i 1 BCP Head Office 1968 Med Low | High Med High
|2 Imperial Cannery 1903, 1943 | Very High iVery High __iLow Med Med
r 3 Reduction Plant 1937 Med  __ !Hih Low Low Low
4 |Labelling/OMd Brunswick Cann, 1893 & later Very High Very High __Low Med _iMad
| SR __iCold Sterage 1942 Low Low Low . Low Med
(] iBoller House/Compressor 11941 | High High _iMed. Med Med
T.......Evaporation Plant 1948 Med  _ iVeryWigh . iMed High High
8-9....iService/Workshop late 1840s _ :low Low Med Med Med
10 First Ald mad, constr, |Low Low Low Low Med
11 Site Office mod. constr, Low iLow Low Low Med
12, _iFire Hail ©.1940 Med High Med Med Med
13-14 | Warehouses 1949:50 i Med Low Low Low .. iMed
15 Bulk_Storage/Labelling 1966 Low Low Low. Low Med,
... Cold Storage 1966 Low ‘Low Low Low Med
¥7-18_ | Warshouses 61956 Low Low Low Low Med
19 Net Lokt 1942 Low High Low Low Med
20 Employmerit Off. mod. consir. :Low Low Low Low Low
21 Warshouse c. 1956 Low . ilow Low Low ilow,
22 W arshouse 1978 Low Low Low ilow Med
23 . iReduction PlanyBoiler Room 1982 Low Low Low Low High
24 Fish Smoking ‘early 1960s :Low Low Low Low Med
25 1 Cold Storage eartly 1960s :low Low Low Low Med
26-27 i Warehouses; c. 1955 Low ilow Low Low Low
28 Phoenix Cannery 1897 & laler i Very High :Very High  ilow Low Low
29 Site Office 19205/1940 | Med Low Low Low Low
30 Phoenix Nel Loft ic. 1943 |High High High High Med

""B.C. Packers Herltage Inventory

Donald Luxton & Assoclaies
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Artists’ Market

"Szé'{ suppaffmgr rrmﬁ‘&-pup@s‘&ﬂ rt Cenfer”

During World War 2, Prime Minister Winston
Churchill was told to cut the budget for the arts. To
his credit, he refused saying * Then what are we
fighting for?”
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2337P Waterlots Proposals - Expfe.ssion of Interest

Expression of interest to develop, manage and maintain the Phoenix
Net Loft Portion of the B.C. Packer site as a Maritime Artist Center

Proposed by:

: Mark Glavina & Associates

Friday, August 17, 2001

Mark Glavina
Phoenix Coastal Art
3891 Moncton Street,
Richmond BC

V7E 3A7

P - 604-448-1867

F -~ 604-448-1861
mark@phoenixcoastalart.com
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Introduction

Accept this proposal as an expression of interest for the development, operation
and management of the Phoenix Net Loft. This is a brief outline of a strong
concept ensuring the legacy of the only surviving historic Building on the BC
Packers 47 acre site.. This Concept has been planned in harmony with the

recently adopted Official Community Plan for the Steveston Area ensuring that

“In the Year 2021, the Steveston Waterfront Neighbourhood will serve as a major home
port for the commercial fishing fleet around which will exist a unique community, rich in
heritage, in which people will live, work and play, and many others will come to shop and
enjoy the recreation, heritage and natural amenities of the area”

The major benefits of this proposal are enhanced and unrestricted public access
to the waterfront; it will encourage the mixed use of an integrated waterfront and
a vital link on the heritage trail between Britannia Shipyards and the planned
residential community, ensuring compatibility between land uses. The Phoenix
Net Loft will become the historical framework for contemporary use, with a
commercial vein, to ensure economic viability for the Arts, Heritage and Culture;
as well this will respond to the City of Richmond interests’ of economic
sustainability and quality of life.

A very strong team has been put together to develop this project with a wide
variety of backgrounds to ensure success and compatibility with the city’s
objectives. The development team varies in experience from architectural,
business, marketing, arts, culture and financial.

“Why should you support the arts? It is an economically sound investment. For every
dollar that we invest in the arts, we generate seven”

Susan Stern - The Toronto Star

5 CNCL-70
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Phoenix Net Loft

Artists’ Market
5 CONCEPT
Think of Granville Island under one roof......... an arts umbrella

The existing Net Loft with imaginative and strategic renovations would become
a vital link on the Steveston Heritage Trail, celebrating and encouraging
Richmond’s Arts and Culture. The proposed use of this facility would include a
performance, ertertainment and gallery space, a number of working -artists’

studios, Co-operative Artists” Market for participating artists, drama and dance
studios, and a possible cultural mterpretatwe center.

Naturally, emphasm will be placed on maritime theme&, with a local flaveur for
the participating artists such:as print makers, glass blowers, potters, fabric artists,
painters, sculptors, jewelers, wood ' carvers, metalsmithing and even ‘the
performmg arts participants. The opportunity for working artists-to share their
knowledge as mentors to young aspiring artists would be facilitated through the
facility making workshop and studio space accessible to the public.

The facility will mcarporate working artist studios retail gallery, entertainment
and performance area, education and lecture hall, supplies, frame shop. The
application is based on subletting smaller units to professional artists and
artisans, as working studios for individuals and groups, guilds or co-operatives.
Emphasis will be placed on maritime art with a local flavour encouraging
multiple use, such as print makers, glass blowers, potters, fabric artists, painters,
sculptures, jewelers, woodworkers and carvers, metalsmithing, dance studio and
performing art studio. The facility would provide, all under one roof, a much
needed grass root infrastructure to the Artist community, inclusive of cultural
and artistic endeavors.

Finally our proposed use insures that this last remaining structure from the BC
Packers 47 Acre site will continue to exist as a legacy for our children and grand
children. It ensures and encourages public access and participation and,
combined with the activities at Britannia Heritage Shipyard, creates a critical
mass on the waterfront that would benefit both endeavors

This facility is planned as a for-profit, private endeavor, partnering with the city

of Richmond as the property owner. An experienced development team has
been put together to ensure credibility, profitability and viability of the concept.
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Background

Project lead
Mark Glavina

My experience as a leader in the art community dates back to 1993 when I
completed a mural and a sold out Exhibition “River Harvest 1913” at Shady
Island Restaufant. I own and operate Phoenix Coastal Art at 3891 Moncton
Street.in Historic Steveston Village. My business is art !

Our rmgma.l location is deehcated to pr@moﬁ}tg and selling a variety of local Art
from hand made crafts, ceramic sculpture; woodwork and jewelry to paintings
by renowned Richmond artist like Dan Varnals, Adrienne Moore, Donna
Baspaly. Excellent commercial success and the demand for art related services
have allowed us to-expand-our current services to a second location The Phoenix
Art Workshop. Our new facility will permit us to finally offér an array of art
classes and workshops. A two-year waiting list for the children’s classes and
extensive adult demand for programs demonstrates the need for this type of
resource in our community. Our new location will be home to our very popular
picture framing service, as well as a new 1000sq foot gallery space. This new
endeavor will allow our first location to expand its’ art supply inventory to meet
the gmwmg needs of the community. The need for additional ¢lassroom space
and workshop famhues is anticipated for the year 2003

I have been al‘ways been involved with local heritage groups, believing that they
are a key link to our cultural ties and identity as-a community. My strong belief
in the survival of our ¢community’s identity has been demonstrated through my
commitment to the planning process over the past five years. My understanding
of sustainable: communities, balancing the community’s need and economic
viability is the strongest asset  bring to this process.

In 19951 was commissioned to paint a mural of Fin Slough at Broadmoor Mall
and have recently completed a mural at Homma Elementary with the co-
operation of the student body as an educational experience. For the Past five
years [ have co-curated the exhibitions at the Gulf of Georgia Cannery, drawing
artists_to Steveston from all over the lower mainland. And in 1996 1 opened
Phoenix Coastal Art as part of my commitment to the arts in this amazing
community.

I am confident I have put together an excellent project development team with a
strong and creative concept.

CNCL-72
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Benefits

Unrestricted Public Access to the Waterfront

.Hef-itage legacy aécessible to the public
“Creates a economically viable Cultural Legacy

Adheres to the O.CP.

Lends itself to the village atmosphere with an integrated waterfront
Long term retention of the unique character of a waterfront building
Co-existence with mariﬁxﬁe activity along the water’s edge

Creates a critical mass of unique activity complementing Britannia
Heritage Shipyards

Promotes local visual and performing arts in a variety of disciplines

Meets and exceeds the city”s objective of economic viability and re-use of
our heritage resource

Permits educational opjio_lj_tlmities for our community
Stimulates the local economy
Enhances the Steveston’s business center rather than competes

A vital link on the heritage trail between Britannia Shipyards and the
planned residential community, ensuring compatibility between land uses

It ensures and encourages public access and participation
Is “sensitive to the local environment and river habitat

The Benefits of Granville Island under one roof in our own community
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Development team

Mark Glavina
Phoenix Coastal Art
3891 Moncton Street
V7E 3A7

John Uren

11931 Fourth Ave
Richmond BC
V7E 3H4

Royal Bank of Canada
6400 #3 Road
Richmond BC

V6Y 2C2

Mary Gazetas
6911 #3 Rioad
Richmond BC
V6Y 2C1

Hotson Baker Architects
Bruce Haden
604-255-1169

Rob Smith & Co
Structure Consultants Ltd
303-~1226 Homer St

V6B 2Y5

Don Pepper & Associated
6-3555 Westminster Hwy
Richmond BC

V7C 5P6

Peter Findlay
CFD Investments
Venture Capital
19 B Fourth Ave.
Ottawa, K1S 2KS

Local Business owner and operator
Stevestoh resident, artist and educator.

Marketing corsultant, founder and
president of Cannery Channel Tours and
former Marketing consultant for the
Stratford Festival and Expo 67

-

Al Hailey
Loans Officer, Business development

Graduate of Montreal’s National Theater
School and 16 years working for the

City of Richmond in the Cultural and
Heritage Field

Project developer for Granville Island
Lonsdale Quay and Richmond City Hall
and National Heritage Advisors with
extensive experience in heritage
development of this kind

Structural Engineers with particular

experience with Steveston’s waterfront
properties.

Steveston Fisherman, Economist and
retired educator and Author

Venture Capital
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& City of
Richmond Minutes
Planning Committee
Date: Wednesday, December 7, 2011
Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall
Present: Councillor Bill McNulty, Chair

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt, Vice-Chair
Councillor Chak Au (arrived at 4:09 p.m.)
Councillor Linda Barnes

Councillor Harold Steves

Also Present: Councillor Linda McPhail

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

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held on
Tuesday, November 22, 2011, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, January 17, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

1.  APPLICATION BY GRAHAM MACFARLANE FOR REZONING AT
140 WELLINGTON CRESCENT FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RSI1/E)
TO COACH HOUSE (ZS20) - BURKEVILLE
(File Ref No. 12-8060-20-8794, RZ 11-562552) (REDMS No.3251975)
In response to a request that the Public Hearing notice for Rezoning
Application 11-562552 be sent to all residents of the Burkeville
neighbourhood, staff advised that Committee's request could be met.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, December 7, 2011

It was moved and seconded
That:

(I) Bylaw No. 8794, for the rezoning of 140 Wellington Crescent from
“Single Detached (RS1/E)"” to “Coach House (ZS20) — Burkeville”, be
infroduced and given first reading; and

(2) the area of nofification for Rezoning Application 11-562552, for the
purposes of the January 16, 2012 Public Hearing, be expanded to
include all Burkeville addresses.

CARRIED

2. APPLICATION BY 0897099 BC LTD. AND WEI CHEN FOR
REZONING AT4911/4931 MCLURE AVENUE FROM SINGLE
DETACHED (RS1/E) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/B)

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8833, RZ 11-582017) (REDMS No. 3395803)

A brief discussion took place, as a result of a query regarding requirements
for the construction of a secondary suite, and advice was provided that staff’
ensures that secondary suites are built according to provisions outlined in the
building code. The code ensures good building practices without a lot of
costly impediments.

It was moved and second

That Bylaw No. 8833, for the rezoning of 4911/4931 McLure Avenue from
“Single Detached (RS1/E)” to “Single Detached (RS2/B)”, be introduced
and given first reading.

CARRIED

3. YAMAMOTO ARCHITECTURE INC. HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY
OF RICHMOND FOR PERMISSION TO REZONE 9431, 9451 AND
9471 ALBERTA ROAD AND SURPLUS PORTION OF ALDER
STREET ROAD ALLOWANCE FROM “SINGLE DETACHED
(RS1/F)” TO “HIGH DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTH1)” IN ORDER
TO DEVELOP A 34 UNIT THREE-STOREY TOWNHOUSE
COMPLEX.

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8834, RZ 11-562986) (REDMS No. 3397590)

A brief discussion took place between Committee and staff regarding:

° on-site parking provided through a side-by-side configuration or a
tandem configuration, and the impact tandem parking may have on
drivers using street parking sites overnight;

. an Acoustic Engineer is to identify noise mitigation measures to be
taken to lessen aircraft noise; and

® two units have been identified as convertible to universal access
standards.

CNCL-80
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Pianning Committee
~ Wednesday, December 7, 2011

It was moved and seconded

That Bylaw No. 8834 for the rezoning of 9431, 9451,and 9471 Alberta Road
and surplus portion of Alder Street road allowance from “Single Detached,
(RS1/F)” to “High Density Townhouses (RTH1)", be introduced and given
Sfirst reading.

CARRIED

4. APPLICATION BY HARPREET JOHAL FOR A REZONING AT
10131 BRIDGEPORT ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/D) TO
COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2)

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

Mr. Jackson reported that the applicant had advised staff that he wished to
pursue another development option, and for that reason staff asked the
Committee to move Rezoning Application 11-578325 to the agenda for the
Planning Committee meeting tentatively scheduled to take place on Tuesday,
January 17, 2012.

Committee complied with the request.

It was moved and seconded
That Rezoning Application 11-578325 be forwarded to the agenda for the
Planning Committee meeting tentatively scheduled to take place on
Tuesday, January 17, 2012.

CARRIED

5. APPLICATION BY AM-PRI CONSTRUCTION LTD. FOR
REZONING AT7600 GARDEN CITY ROAD FROM SINGLE
DETACHED (RSI/F) TO TOWN HOUSING (ZT50) - SOUTH

MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8843, RZ 11-565948) (REDMS No. 3398963)

A comment was made regarding accessible townhouse units, and whether the
availability of either units designed for conversation for universal
accessibility, or units that have been converted, is information that can be
sourced by disabled residents who are seeking this type of real estate.

Discussion ensued between Committee and staff regarding future townhouse
unit developments and whether developers can be encouraged to include at
least one townhouse unit that is fully converted for accessibility, with a chair
lift or an elevator.

A suggestion was made that an education initiative, involving the Richmond
Centre for Disability, to enable disabled persons to find and purchase a fully
converted townhouse unit, would be a benefit to those people seeking to
purchase accessible townhouse residences.

CNCL-81
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, December 7, 2011

263545

It was moved and seconded
That:

Bylaw No. 8843, for the rezoning of 7600 Garden City Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/F)” to “Town Housing (ZT50) — South McLennan (City
Centre)”, be introduced and given first reading.

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

It was moved and seconded
That staff:

(1) investigate the implications of incorporating an accessible single-
storey housing unit within a townhouse unit development;

(2) provide a list of convertible units to the Richmond Centre for
Disability as they come on stream; and

(3) examine the implications of a ground-oriented one-storey or two-
storey unit to be partially or fully converted as part of initial
developments, and report back.

CARRIED

HAMILTON AREA PLAN UPDATE OPTIONS
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3414839)

Terry Crowe provided background information on the community planning
options to update the Hamilton Area Plan, specifically Sub-Areas 2 and 3
(expanded). He stated that Oris Development offered to undertake a planning
process under the City’s direction. Mr. Crowe compared this offer to the one
the City received from developer First Capital who undertook the successful
densification plan for Broadmoor Shopping Centre.

Mr. Crowe reported that staff recommends Option 1 whereby Oris
Development does all the work and pays for the studies with the City
supervising the process.

Discussion ensued between Committee and staff, and in particular on:

o the City may suggest professionals, such as an environmental
consultant or a geotechnical engineer that Oris may hire;

P as part of Option 1,the City would: supervise all work, issue scoping
and public consultation. point out community sensitivities, translate the
needs of the community, and so on, and challenge the developer to
come up with proposals acceptable to the community;

H how to ensure that expectations of Hamilton residents are managed, and
how, if Option 1 is accepted, to ensure that the plan incorporates
innovative ideas regarding infrastructure and housing;
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, December 7, 2011

o the anticipated time-frame for completion of the Hamilton Area Plan;

. what happens in the case of another developer coming forward with
interest in Hamilton Sub-Areas 2 and 3: and

° the thoroughness of the consultation process.

Mr. Crowe referred to the Terms of Reference (TOR) for Option 1 to Plan
Hamilton Sub-Areas 2 and 3, and noted that the TOR includes, among other
details: (i) consultation considerations; (i) Hamilton Area Plan requirements;
(iii) Hamilton Neighbourhood Shopping Centre Area Planning
Considerations; (iv) an implementation program; and (v) building heights,
building form, urban design, amenities, transportation and engineering
planning and service details.

Mr. Crowe stressed that the whole Hamilton community would be consulted
in the planning process.

In response to Mr. Crowe’s suggestion that staff submit memos to
periodically update Council, Committee agreed that staff should instead bring
forward reports, as necessary.

The Chair invited members of the public to address Committee.

Rob Dyck, 23321 Gilley Road, stated he was excited about the possibility of
development to bring new services into Hamilton. He supported Oris
Developments and said he found it a professional and capable company.

Shannon Power, 23531 Gilley Road, stated her concern about policing in the
Hamilton area, and her desire to have better services, including perhaps a
storefront police station. She was also concerned with the area’s school being
at maximum capacity, as well as traffic issues.

Dana Westermark, Oris Development stressed that consultation would take
place with all members of the Hamilton community, and confirmed that the
entire neighbourhood would be consulted in the planning process. He noted
that a recent focus group meeting in the area provided feedback regarding the
current limited retail services in the area, and a desire on the part of the
community to see the retail sector reinvigorated.

Mr. Westermark concluded his remarks by acknowledging that Hamilton
residents have concerns regarding school services, and traffic issues.

Gerry Biggar advised that he has owned property in the Hamilton community
since 1971, and he noted that the area is on wetlands, that some of the homes
are sinking, and that the ditches are full of water all year around. He further
stated that many houses in the area are still using septic tanks.

Mr. Biggar stated that if the amenities for Hamilton were addressed, young
families would find the area to be a good place to live.

The Chair thanked the speakers for expressing their views.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, December 7, 2011

As a result of the earlier discussion, and in particular Committee’s stated
desire to periodically receive reports from staff on the progress of the project.
Commitiee agreed that the staff recommendation be amended 1o include the
suggestion.

It was moved and seconded
That:

(1) as outlined in the staff report dated November 29, 2011 from the
General Manager, Planning and Development, entitled: “Hamilton
Area Plan Update Options”, Option 1 be endorsed; and

(2) staff report back to Council at regular intervals regarding the
progress of the work plan for the Hamilton Area.

CARRIED

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

7. OPERATOR SELECTION FOR THE HAMILTON CHILD CARE
FACILITY
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3408574)
It was moved and seconded
That the Society of Richmond Children’s Centres be endorsed as the
operator of the City-owned child care facility to be constructed at 23591
Westminster Highway.

CARRIED

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

8. ECOWASTE INDUSTRIAL PROPOSAL — ROAD OPENING AND
DEVELOPMENT
(File Ref. No. 10-6360-08) (REDMS No. 3371247)

Mr. Jackson provided background information regarding Ecowaste Industries’
intent to develop 170 acres of industrial zoned land, located directly to the
west of Port Metro Vancouver lands, for non-farm use.

He noted that Blundell Road, between No. 7 Road and Savage Road, is fully
contained within the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR), and that Ecowaste
will seek approval from the Agricultural Land Commission in order to open
and develop that part of Blundell Road.

Mr. Jackson added that during the Development Permit stage, the applicant
would detail such issues as agricultural buffering to mitigate proposed works
along the No. 7 Road canal that is designated as a Riparian Management Area
and an Environmentally Sensitive Area.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, December 7, 2011

Discussion ensued between Committee and staff, and in particular on:

how Ecowaste’s property will provide an agricultural buffer between
industrial buildings on the industrial zoned land and agricultural
activities on surrounding agricultural lands;

Ecowaste occupies a property that is zoned for industrial development,
with no restrictions on the type of industrial uses;

City staff is working with City of Delta staff regarding regional traffic
patterns;

the servicing agreement required of LEcowaste includes drainage
infrastructure:

the City’s Agriculture Advisory Committee will comment on
Ecowaste’s application;

the type of direction Port Metro Vancouver would go in if they
acquired the site, and the light industrial use that Ecowaste will develop
on the site; and

if the non-farm use application for the road is approved staff would
report back to Council at a later date on the Development Permit.

Thomas Land, General Manager of Ecowaste Industries Ltd. addressed
Committee and made the following remarks:

the property will not be sold, as Ecowaste Industries is intent on
creating an industrial park on the site that will lead to 2,000
construction jobs, and 6,000 permanent positions upon completion of
the project;

a Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA), undertaken by FEcowaste’s
transportation consultant, will address traffic concerns; the Blundell
Road corridor provides the only way Ecowaste is able to establish the
proposed industrial development; and

currently landfill is on Agricultural Land Reserve lands, and Ecowaste
will return those lands to agriculture use, as per the agreements signed
with the ALR.

Discussion resumed among Committee staff and Mr. Lam, regarding:

Ecowaste Industries’ lands are not part of the Metro Vancouver Fraser
Port Lands, nor does Ecowaste have access to the Fraser River;

Ecowaste Industries is considering big box industrial development, not
industries that require port facilities;

representatives from Ecowaste and City staff have had direct
communication with Port Metro Vancouver staff regarding the
proposed project; and

how the Zoning Bylaw could restrict uses 1o port-related uses only.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, December 7, 2011

3426345

10.

In response to a request, staff advised that information regarding Odessa
would be submitted to Council.

It was moved and seconded
That:

(1) the opening and development of road works to extend Blundell Road
Jrom where it currently ends (on the east side of No. 7 Road) to
Savage Road, be approved;

(2) the opening and development of road works along Savage Road
between Williams Road and Francis Road, be approved; and

3) authorization to Ecowaste Industries Ltd. to apply to the
Agricultural Land Commission to open and develop Blundell Road
between No. 7 Road and Savage Road as outlined in the staff report
dated November 23, 2011 from the Director of Development be
granted.

CARRIED
OPPOSED: Councillor Harold Steves

MANAGER’S REPORT

No Manager’s reports were given.

NEW BUSINESS

(i) Council Liaisons on the Committee Reviewing the 10 Year
Richmond Social Planning Strategy

Committee agreed that: (i) Councillors Linda Barmes would continue to
participate alongside staff on the committee that was established to review the
Social Planning Strategy: and (i1) Councillor Bill McNulty would replace
former Councillor Greg Halsey-Brandt on the committee.

(ii)  Affordable Senior Housing

Councillor Linda Barnes reported that City staff from both Social Services
and Development Applications divisions have met with Dr. Allan Lau, to
explore ways 1o help him to provide affordable seniors housing.

(iii)  Referral List

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt queried when Standing Committees would
receive a list of referrals. Mr. Erceg advised that the City Clerk’s Office is
working on the list.
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Planning Committee
Wednesday, December 7, 2011

(iv)  Delta Port Expansion

A request was made that staff update members of the Planning Committee
and the Public Works and Transportation Committee regarding: (i) the Delta
Port expansion project; (ii) the potential for expansion of southlands; and (iii)
traffic from the Tsawwassen First Nation.

As a result of the request the following referral motion was introduced:

It was moved and seconded
That staff provide updates to the Planning Commiittee and to the Public
Waorks and Transportation Committee regarding the expansion of the Delta

Port, and the potential for expansion of Southlands, and potential traffic
Jrom Tsawwassen First Nation.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:30 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 Wednesday, December
7,2011.

Councillor Bill McNulty Sheila Johnston

Chair

3420345

Committee Clerk
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Public Works & Transportation Committee

Date: Wednesday, December 14, 2011

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Councillor Linda Barnes, Chair
Councillor Chak Au, Vice-Chair
Councillor Linda McPhail
Councillor Harold Steves
Mayor Malcolm Brodie

Absent: Councillor Derek Dang
Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:12 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded

That the minutes of the meeting of the Public Works & Transportation
Committee held on Wednesday, November 23, 2011, be adopted as
circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Wednesday, January 18, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

1.  WILLIAMS ROAD DRAINAGE PUMP STATION
(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.11301) (REDMS No. 3417598)

CNCL-89
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, December 14, 2011

With the aid of artist renderings, Jim Young, Manager, Engineering Design
and Construction, reviewed the proposed layout of the Williams Road
drainage pump station upgrade. Also, Mr. Young distributed a revised
Attachment 1 to the staff report dated November 25, 2011 (attached to and
forming part of these Minutes as Schedule 1).

Mr. Young provided background information and highlighted the following
information:

= the proposed pump station layout has been designed to keep as low a
profile as possible in order to preserve view corridors;

. the proposed pump station wall that faces Williams Road would be
relatively prominent and present an opportunity for beatification; and

® the proposed pump station is also incorporated into the highly utilized
west dike trail system, as such the maintenance access roads are
visualized to be appealing and complimentary to the existing trails.

Also, Mr. Young advised that the current elevation of the dike is
approximately 3.3 metres geodetic, while the proposed upgrade would raise
the elevation to 4.7 metres geodetic, which is consistent with the City’s Long
Term Flood Management Strategy. It was noted that the upgrades would not
negatively impact accessibility.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Young advised the following:

. it is anticipated that the entire proposed upgrade be completed by
September 2012;

. it is important to upgrade drainage pump stations as these systems
prevent the City from flooding and many of them are old and pose risk
to the City;

e the City has 39 drainage pump stations in total, all of which are
included in a comprehensive report that includes assessments for each
of their conditions and prioritizes them accordingly for future upgrades;
and

e feedback from residents who reside adjacent to the pump station has
been positive.

Discussion ensued regarding the extent of the proposed drainage pump station
upgrade. Mr. Young advised that much of the costs associated with the
proposed upgrade are related to core engineering services, and that all other
costs are marginal.

Staff was requested to provide a memorandum detailing the order of
magnitude of a lesser pump station upgrade prior to the next Council meeting.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Young stated that (i) staff have
applied for grants for the proposed Williams Road drainage pump station
upgrade; and (ii) designs for drainage pump station upgrades are site specific,
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, December 14, 2011

It was moved and seconded
That the concept for the Williams Road Drainage Pump Station be
endorsed.

CARRIED

b2

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Snow Removal

Tom Stewart, Director, Public Works Operations, advised that in the event of
significant snow fall, the City is well prepared for snow removal.

(ii)  Onni Development in Steveston

John Irving, Director, Engineering, provided background information and
advised that the cracks along the Steveston boardwalk are being monitored
daily. He stated that the situation is stable and staff are working with Onni
personnel to find an ultimate solution and to repair the dike.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Irving stated that a geotechnical
report is required to identify the extent of the damage to the dike and to
provide a technical solution to repair or upgrade the dike. Mr. Irving
commented that the City has the final say on whatever technical solution is
brought forth from the geotechnical report. Also, Mr. Irving commented on
Onni’s position regarding the damage.

(iii) Delta Hotel Request

Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, spoke of a request from the Delta Hotel
regarding the current bus exchange situation adjacent to the hotel. Mr. Wei
noted that the hotel wishes to (i) increase its visibility, (ii) provide easier
access in and out of the hotel, and (iii) improve transit service for its clients.
He noted that staff would initiate discussion with the Vancouver Airport
Authority as this area is within their jurisdiction.

Discussion ensued regarding the bus exchange at south end of the Arthur
Laing Bridge, and it was noted that future discussions related to the bus
exchange should also acknowledge the lack of proper public transportation for
Burkeville residents.

(iv)  No. I Road and Moncton Street Intersection

Mr. Wei spoke of the opening of the upgraded No. 1 Road and Moncton
Street intersection.

Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and Public Works, advised
that staff are aware of the narrow sidewalk abutting the intersection and
intend to address this concern by widening the sidewalk.
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, December 14, 2011

Discussion ensued regarding the No. 1 Road and Moncton Street intersection
upgrades and it was noted that this intersection received many upgrades, such
as the installation of a traffic light. Also, it was noted that signage explaining
all the various upgrades may be helpful, in particular for those utilizing the
pedestrian scramble crossing.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:45 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Public
Works & Transportation Committee of the
Council of the City of Richmond held on
Wednesday, December 14, 2011.

Councillor Linda Barnes Hanieh Floujeh
Chair Committee Clerk

CNCL-92

3428618



Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
Public Works & Transportation
Attachment 1 Committee meeting held on
y - .. Wednesday, December 14,
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ATTACHMENT 1

CITY OF RICHMOND
SPORT HOSTING TASK FORCE

Amended TERMS OF REFERENCE (new amendments in bold)

Vision

The vision for the City of Richmond’s Sport Hosting Strategy is to be the premier sport hosting
community in Canada for provincial, national and international events while growing and
integrating our local sport community.

Purpose

The Task Force is intended to be a small working group contributing to the success of the
Richmond Sport Hosting Program. The purpose of the Sport Hosting Task Force is:

e to provide advice and guidance to the Richmond Sport Hosting Office.

e to review and decide on sport hosting incentive grant funding.

e to review and decide on the allocation of funding up to $25.000 for up to (3)
three sport events in a calendar year where financial support is either more than
the current hosting incentive grant limits or the event is outside the hosting
incentive grant program criteria

e to review and make recommendation on the allocation of funding for
sporting events over $25,000 to the General Purposes Committee, through
staff, for final approval.

Membership

The Richmond Sport Council, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation, Tourism Richmond and the
City of Richmond will be represented on this Task Force.

The Manager, Sport Hosting and Manager, Sports & Community Events will represent the City
of Richmond. The City will invite each of the partners to submit names of a representative and

an alternate (in case of illness to representative) to serve on the Task Force.

Members are expected to attend all meetings. If a member is unable to attend a meeting, an
alternate is required.

The Sport Hosting Task Force has the authority to create sub committees to work on a variety of
initiatives. Sub committees may include members from outside the Task Force.

The City of Richmond’s Manager Sport Hosting, will chair the Task Force.

Term
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The term of the Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force is directly aligned with the term of the
Agreement between the City of Richmond and Tourism Richmond or earlier, if Council chooses.

The Sport Hosting Task Force members will have a three-year term, effective from their
appointment.

Objectives and Expectations

The Sport Hosting Task Force will:
Seek staff, stakeholder and public input and feedback throughout the process.
Advise the City on building a unified vision and plan for sport hosting initiatives beyond 2010.

Offer the City ongoing advice to ensure the community of Richmond capitalizes on and receives
the maximum benefits and legacies from future sport events hosted in Richmond.

Advise and identify opportunities that add value, dimension and benefit to the community.
Advise on opportunities to ensure the vision of the Sport Hosting Strategy is promoted and
adhered to - To be the premier sport hosting community in Canada for regional, provincial,

national and international events while growing and integrating our local sport community.

Advise on how to position Richmond as the preferred location and premier sport host for existing
events and targeted regional, provincial, national and international events.

Offer ongoing advice to increase Richmond’s capacity to host sporting events and conferences.
Review and decide on the allocation of sport hosting grants to eligible sport organizations.
Review and decide on the allocation of funding up to $25.000 for major sport events where

financial support is either more than the current hosting incentive grant limits or the event is
outside the hosting incentive grant program criteria.

Review and make recommendation on the allocation of funding for sporting events over
$25,000 to the General Purposes Committee, through staff, for final approval.

Advise about ongoing initiatives to promote community involvement in sport hosting initiatives
through local arts & culture and volunteerism.

Procedures

The Sport Hosting Task Force decision process is to be consensus based on most matters.
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On funding decisions on the Richmond Sport Hosting Incentive Funds, a vote will be taken and
the majority votes will determine the outcome. If there is a tie vote, the funding request is
defeated.

If some members disagree with the Task Force’s recommendations or activities, decisions will be
recorded in the meeting records.

The Sport Hosting Task Force will receive administrative staff support services from the City for
the preparation of agendas and recording of meetings,

Communications from the Sport Hosting Task Force to Council will be coordinated and
managed through the Manager, Sport Hosting.

Council may amend these terms of reference at its discretion.

Copies of the agenda and minutes of the meetings will be circulated to the members of the Sport
Hosting Task Force in advance,

The meetings will follow the City guidelines for open and closed meetings.

Meetings

The Sport Hosting Task Force will establish the meeting schedule annually and will be no less
than four (4) meeting per year.

Experts, Guests and Delegations

The Sport Hosting Task Force may from time to time require experts or other representatives to
attend meetings as presenters, advisors or observers because of their knowledge of the subject or
as part of another project or consultation mechanism. The Chair will agree to such invitations in
advance.

Code of Conduct

The Sport Hosting Task Force members are expected to be respectful towards each other and
work cooperatively to achieve the common goals of the Sport Hosting strategy.

The Sport Hosting Task Force are drawn from a spectrum of community interests. The
expectation is that each member will conduct themselves in the best interest of the community
and sport in the City.

If there is a conflict of interest, it will be up to the member to remove himself or herself from the
decision making process. When a grant application is considered by the Task Force, the member
will have to remove themselves from the review and decision, if an application is from their
organization.
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e City of
a#4¢ Richmond Bylaw 8846

Waterworks and Water Rates Bylaw No. 5637,
Amendment Bylaw No. 8846

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

1 The Waterworks and Water Rates Bylaw No. 5637, as amended, is further amended by
deleting Schedules A through G and substituting Schedules A through G attached to and
forming part of this Bylaw.

2. The Waterworks and Water Rates Bylaw No. 5637, as amended, is further amended by
deleting section 25B(b) in its entirety and substituting the following:

(b) If the amount recorded by the water meter for the billing period in which the leak
was discovered is greater than the average amount, or if the amount recorded by
the water meter for the previous billing period is greater than the average
amount, the customer will pay the regular rate per cubic metre (in Schedule B)
for all amounts recorded up to the average amount.

(c) Where the General Manager, Engineering & Public Works is satisfied that a
customer was not notified of a leak until more than 30 days after the City became
aware of the leak, the customer will pay the regular rate per cubic metre (in
Schedule B) for the period from the most recent billing until notification was
provided, based on the average amount for that period.

3 This Bylaw comes into force and effect on January 1, 2012.
4. This Bylaw is cited as “Waterworks And Water Rates Bylaw No. 5637, Amendment
Bylaw 8846”.

FIRST READING DEC 12 2011 RICHAMOND
SECOND READING DEC 12 201 'APTWEE’
THIRD READING DEC 12 2011 ‘%

e Toregality
ADOPFFED by Solicitor

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER

3419249
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Bylaw 8846 Page 2

SCHEDULE “A” to BYLAW NO. 5637

BYLAW YEAR - 2012

FLAT RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL, AGRICULTURAL, AND
INSTITUTIONAL PURPOSES ONLY
A. Residential Dwellings per unit

Dwellings with 20 mm (%4™) water service $621.51

Dwellings with 25mm (1°") water service or greater ~ See Metered Rates — Schedule B

Townhouse $508.77

Apartment $327.85
B. Stabl¢ or Barn per unit $125.23
k2. Field Supply — each trough or water receptacle or tap $78.28
D. Public Schools for each pupil based on registration

January 1% $7.41
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Bylaw 8846 Page 3

SCHEDULE “B” to BYLAW NO. 5637

BYLAW YEAR -2012

METERED RATES
(Page 1 of 2)

METERED COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL AND INSTITUTIONAL PROPERTIES
AND MULTIPLE-FAMILY AND STRATA TITLED PROPERTIES

1. RATES
All consumption per cubic metre: $1.1175
Minimum charge in any 3-month period: $103.00

Undetected leak rate per cubic metre (per section 25B of this bylaw): $0.6644
2. RENTS FOR EACH METER

Rent per water meter for each 3-month period:

For a 16mm (5/8") meter $11.50
For a 20mm (3/4”) meter $14.65
For a 25mm (17) meter $16.20
Fora 32mm (1 %” ) meter $28.25
For a 40mm (1 '42” ) meter $28.25
For a 50mm (2”) meter $32.00
CONMPOUND TYPE

75mm (37) $108.00
100mm (4”) $165.00
150mm (67) $275.00
TURBINE TYPE

S0mm (2°) $63.50
75mm (37) $81.50
100mum (47) $118.00
150mm (6”) $225.50
200mm (8™) $293.00
FIRE LINE TYPE

100mm (4™) $283.75
150mm (6”) $383.00
200mm (8") $497.25
250mm (107) $662.00

CNCL-101
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Bylaw 8846 Page 4

SCHEDULE “B” to BYLAW NO. 5637

BYLAW YEAR -2012

METERED RATES
(Page 2 of 2)
METERED RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES
1 RATES
All consumption per cubic metre: $1.1175
Minimum charge in any 3-month period: $20.00

Underground leak rate per cubic metre (per section 25B of this bylaw): $0.6644

2. MAINTENANCE CHARGE FOR EACH METER

Maintenance charge for water meter with connection up to 50mm (2%)
for each 3-month period: $10.00*

*For residential properties with a connection greater than 50mm (27),
the commercial and industrial properties rental rates apply.

CNCL-102
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Bylaw 8846

1419249

SCHEDULE “C” to BYLAW NO. 5637

BYLAW YEAR - 2012
METERED RATES

FARMS
RATES
All consumption per cubic metre:
Minimum charge per 3-month period*:
For 1% quarter billing (January — March inclusive) for 90m” or less
For 2™ quarter billing (April — June inclusive) for 95m? or less
o rd

For 3" quarter billing (July — September inclusive) for 140m’ or less

For 4™ quarter billing (October - December inclusive) for 90m® or less

*No minimum charge applies where there 1s no dwelling on the property.

MAINTENANCE CHARGE FOR EACH METER
Maintenance charge for meter up to 25mm (1) for each 3-month period

*Applies only to properties with no dwelling.

Page 5

$1.1175

$96.00

$96.00

$96.00

$96.00

$10.00*
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Bylaw 8846

SCHEDULE “D” to BYLAW 5637

BYLAW YEAR - 2012

1. WATER CONNECTION CHARGE

Connection Charge

Single-Family, Multi-Family, Tie In Price Per

Industrial, Commercial Water Charge Metre of
Connection Size Service Pipe

25mm (1) diameter $2.550 $175.00
40mm (1 %”) diameter $3,500 $175.00
50mm (27) diameter $3,650 $175.00
100mm (4”) diameter $6,900 $350.00
150mm (6™) diameter $7.100 $350.00
200mm (8") diameter $7,300 $350.00

larger than 200mm (8™") diameter

by estimate

by estimate

2. DESIGN PLAN PREPARED BY CITY

Design plan prepared by City [s. 2(d)]

3 WATER METER INSTALLATION FEE

Install water meter [s. 3A(a)]

3415249

$1,000 each

$1,000 each
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Bylaw 8846

SCHEDULE “E” to BYLAW 5637

BYLAW YEAR - 2012

CONSTRUCTION PERIOD WATER CONSUMPTION RATES -

Page 7

RESIDENTIAL
MONTH SINGLE- START | MULTI-FAMILY | START BILL MULTI- START BILL
(2012) FAMILY BILL APARTMENT YEAR FAMILY YEAR
DWELLINGS YEAR LESS THAN 4 APARTMENT
& EACH STOREYS (rate 4 STOREYS &
UNIT IN A per unit) Up
DUPLEX (rate per unit)
DWELLING
(rate per unit)
January ) 622 2013 $ 509 2013 3 688 2014
February 3 570 2013 3 1,026 2014 3 661 2014
March $ 518 2013 3 984 2014 $ 634 2014
April $ 466 2013 $ 941 2014 $ 607 2014
May ; 414 2013 $ 899 2014 $ 579 2014
June $ 363 2013 3 856 2014 $ 552 2014
July $ 311 2013 $ 814 2014 $ 525 2014
August $ 937 2014 3 772 2014 $ 497 2015
September 3 880 2014 $ 729 2014 3 470 2015
October $ 823 2014 3 687 2014 $ 443 2015
November b 767 2014 3 644 2014 $ 415 2015
December & 710 2014 3 602 2014 3 388 2015

CONSTRUCTION PERIOD WATER CONSUMPTION RATES -
COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL

Water Connection Size

Consumption Charge

20mm (3/4”") diameter $135
25mm (1) diameter $270
40mm (1 %) diameter $675
50mm (27) diameter $1.690

3419249
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Bylaw 8846 Page 8

SCHEDULE “F” to BYLAW 5637

BYLAW YEAR - 2012

MISCELLANEOUS CHARGES
1. For an inaccessible meter as set out in Section 7 $155 per quarter
2. For each turn on or turn off §65
3 For each non-emergency service call outside regular hours Actual Cost
4, Fee for testing a water meter $350
3. Water Service Disconnections:

(a) when the service pipe is temporarily disconnected at the
property line for later use as service to a new building §165

(b) when the service pipe is not needed for a future
development and must be permanently disconnected at

the watermain, up to and including 50mm $1,100

(c) if the service pipe is larger than 50mm Actual Cost

6. Trouble Shooting on Private Property Actual Cost
7 Fire flow tests of a watermain:

First test $250

Subsequent test $150

8. Locate or repair of curb stop service box or meter box Actual Cost

9. Toilet rebate per replacement $100

10.  Fee for water meter verification request $50

CNCL-106
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Bylaw 8846 Page 9
SCHEDULE “G” to BYLAW 5637

BYLAW YEAR - 2012

RATES FOR VANCOUVER INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AUTHORITY (YVR)

Applicable rate is $0.6644 per cubic meter of water consumed, plus the following amounts:
e YVR’s share of future water infrastructure capital replacement calculated at $0.2668 per m’

e 50% of the actual cost of operations and maintenance activities on water infrastructure shared
by the City and YVR, as shown outlined in red on the plan attached as Schedule H

e 100% of the actual cost of operations and maintenance activities on water infrastructure
serving only YVR, as shown outlined in red on the plan attached as Schedule H

e 100% of the actual cost of operations and maintenance activities on a section of 1064 m
water main, as shown outlined in green on the plan attached as Schedule H from the date of
completion of the Canada Line public transportation line for a period of 5 years. After the 5
year period has expired, costs for this section will be equally shared between the City and
YVR

e 76 m’ of water per annum at rate of $0.6644 per cubic meter for water used annually for
testing and flushing of the tank cooling system at Storage Tank Farm TF2 (in lieu of
metering the 200 mm diameter water connection to this facility

(Note: water infrastructure includes water mains, pressure reducing valve stations, valves,
hydrants, sponge vaults and appurtenances)

CNCL-107
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r City of
¥ Richmond Bylaw 8847

Solid Waste and Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, Amendment
Bylaw No. 8847

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

15 The Solid Waste and Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, as amended, is further
amended by deleting Schedules A through D and substituting Schedules A through D
attached to and forming part of this Bylaw.

2. This Bylaw comes into force and effect on January 1, 2012.

& This Bylaw is cited as “Solid Waste And Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803,
Amendment Bylaw No. 8847”.

FIRST READING DEC 12 201 [ |
SECOND READING DEC 12 2011 f%f'%?“i}f?,
THIRD READING DEC 12 201 ’b;”’ .;o\,.m
ADOPTED by Sateiter
g
MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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Bylaw 8847 Page 2

BYLAW YEAR: 2012

SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 6803

FEES FOR CITY GARBAGE COLLECTION SERVICE

\Annual City garbage collection service fee for each single-family dwelling, each unit
in a duplex dwelling, and each unit in a townhouse development $ 121.11

Fee for each excess garbage container tag 3 2.00

SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 6803

FEES FOR CITY RECYCLING SERVICE |

Annual City recycling service fee:

(a) for residential properties, which receive blue box service (per unit) $ 44.95
(b) for multi-family dwellings or townhouse developments which receive centralized
collection service (per unit) $ 31.39
Annual recycling service fee for yard and garden trimmings and food waste from
single-family clwellings and from each unit in a duplex dwelling $ 76.12

City recycling service fee for the Recycling Depot:

$20.00 per cubic yard
for the second and each

(a) (I) for yarcl and garden trimmings from residential properties subsequent cubic yard
(ii) for recyclable material from residential properties 30
(b) for yard and garden trimmings from non-residential properties $20.00 per cubic yard
(c) for recycling materials from non-residential properties 30
Annual City recycling service fee for non-residential properties 3 2.07
SCHEDULE C to BYLAW 6803

FEES FOR CITY LITTER COLLECTION SERVICE

Annual City litter collection service fee for both residential properties and non-
residential properties $ 26.66

3419250 CNCL-110
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Bylaw 8847

SCHEDULE D TO BYLAW 6803

Page 3

NEW RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY PAYMENT FEE SCHEDULE

GARBAGE, RECYCLING & LITTER COLLECTION FEE

RECYCLING & LITTER COLLECTION FEE PER STRATA

LOT

Single-Family Dwellings
& Each Unit in a Duplex

Townhouse Development

Townhouse Development

Multi-Family Development

Dwelling

Month in Current Year Year in which Year in which Year in which Year in which

in which Building Prorated Fee | Annual Fee | Prorated Fee | Annual Fee | Prorated Fee | Annual Fee |Prorated Fee| Annual Fee

Permit is Issued Per Unit Commences Per Unit Commences Per Unit Commences Per Unit Commences
January 2012 | % 121 2013 $ - 2013 $ - 2013 $ 24 2014
February 2012 |$ 101 2013 $ 160 2014 $ 61 2014 $ 20 2014
March 2012 | % 81 2013 $ 145 2014 $ 55 2014 $ 16 2014
April 2012 | % 60 2013 3 131 2014 $ 50 2014 $ 12 2014
May 2012 | $ 40 2013 $ 116 2014 $ 44 2014 $ 8 2014
June 2012 | % 20 2013 $ 102 2014 $ 39 2014 $ 4 2014
July 2012 | % - 2013 $ 87 2014 $ 33 2014 $ - 2014
August 2012 | § 223 2014 $ 73 2014 $ 28 2014 $ 39 2015
September 2012 | § 203 2014 $ 58 2014 $ 22 2014 $ 36 2015
October 2012 | & 183 2014 $ 44 2014 $ 17 2014 $ 32 2015
November 2012 | § 162 2014 $ 29 2014 $ 11 2014 $ 29 2015
December 2012 | § 142 2014 $ 15 2014 $ 6 2014 $ 25 2015
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# Richmond Bylaw 8848

Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551,
Amendment Bylaw No. 8848

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

1. The Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551, as amended, is further
amended at Part Two by deleting section 2.1.2 and substituting the following:

2.1.2 Every property owner whose property has been connected to the City drainage
system must pay the drainage system infrastructure replacement fee of $111.46 per
property for the period January 1 to December 31 of each year.

2 The Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551, as amended, is further
amended by deleting Schedule B and substituting Schedule B attached to and forming part
of this Bylaw.

3. This Bylaw comes into force and effect on January 1, 2012.

4, This Bylaw is cited as “Drainage, Dyke And Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 8848”.

FIRST READING DEC 1 2 201t |
APPROVED
SECOND READING DEC 12 201 forconent by
dept.
THIRD READING DEC 12 2011 =
gl
ADOPTED by Solicitor
hy
MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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Bylaw 8848 Page 2

SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 7551

SANITARY SEWER USER FEES

1. FLAT RATES FOR NON-METERED PROPERTIES
(a) Residential Dwellings Annual Fee Per Unit

(i) One-Family Dwelling or Two-Family Dwelling
with ¥-inch water service $ 400.25

(1) One-Fa.mily Dwelling or Two-Family Dwelling
with 1-inch or greater water service See metered rates

(iii)Multiple-Family Dwellings of less than 4 storeys in height $ 366.22

(iv)Multiple-Family Dwellings 4 or more storeys in height $ 305.01
(b) Public School (per classroom) $370.91
(©) Shops and Offices $313.23

2. RATES FOR METERED PROPERTIES
Regular rate per cubic metre of water delivered to the property: $ 0.9263

Underground leak rate per cubic metre of water exceeding
average amount (as defined in Section 2.3A.2(a)): $ 0.7410

3. RATES FOR COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, INSTITUTIONAL AND AGRICULTURAL

Minimum charge in any quarter of a year: $ 73,75
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Bylaw 8848 Page 3
SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 7551
SANITARY SEWER USER FEES
4. CONSTRUCTION PERIOD - PER DWELLING UNIT
Single-Family Multiple- Multiple-
Month E]Z:;f't';:ﬁsifa Start Bill DF‘:;TI?Ifg Start Bill Ii:;'i]ii'gg Start Bill
(2012) Duplex Year (ks han 4 Year B s Year
Dwelling storeys in storeys in
height) height)
(Rate per unit) (Rate per unit) (Rate per unit)

January 3 400 2013 $ 366 2013 3 641 2014
February 3 367 2013 $ 739 2014 3 615 2014
March 3 334 2013 $ 708 2014 3 590 2014
April $ 300 2013 | § 678 2014 $ 564 2014
May 3 267 2013 3 647 2014 $ 539 2014
June b 233 2013 $ 616 2014 3 513 2014
July 3 200 2013 $ 586 2014 $ 488 2014
August 3 604 2014 $ 555 2014 $ 483 2015
September | $ 567 2014 $ 525 2014 $ 437 2015
October $ 530 2014 $ 494 2014 $ 412 2015
November | $ 494 2014 $ 464 2014 3 386 2015
December | $ 457 2014 3 433 2014 $ 361 2015

3419252
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City of
Richmond

Bylaw 8698

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 8698 (RZ 10-540854)
10040 AND 10060 LASSAM ROAD

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

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

P.LD. 006-586-384

Lot 93 Section 36 Block 4 North Range 7 West New Westminster District Plan 31420

P.1.D. 000-598-763

Lot 94 Section 36 Block 4 North Range 7 West New Westminster District Plan 31420

t2

8698”.

FIRST READING

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON
SECOND READING

THIRD READING

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED

ADOPTED

MAYOR

1013

This Bylaw may be cited as “Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw

APR 2 6 2011 e
MAY 18 201 iy
MAY 16 2011 ool
L 349 o Splehor
DEC 07 200 AL
CORPORATE OFFICER
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1948 Richmond Bylaw 8735

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 8735 (RZ 10-557898)
8180/8200 LUNDY ROAD

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

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

P.LD. 025-628-917

STRATALOT 1 SECTION 21 BLOCK 4 NORTH RANGE 6 WEST

NEW WESTMINSTER DISTRICT STRATA PLAN BCS315

TOGETHER WITH AN INTEREST IN THE COMMON PROPERTY IN
PROPORTION TO THE UNIT ENTITLEMENT OF THE STRATA LOT AS SHOWN
ON FORM V

P.I.D. 025-628-925

STRATA LOT 2 SECTION 21 BLOCK 4 NORTH RANGE 6 WEST

NEW WESTMINSTER DISTRICT STRATA PLAN BCS315

TOGETHER WITH AN INTEREST IN THE COMMON PROPERTY IN
PROPORTION TO THE UNIT ENTITLEMENT OF THE STRATA LOT AS SHOWN

ON FORM V
2. This Bylaw may be cited as “Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw
8735”.
FIRST READING WaR 2 8 2011 s
_ —AFPROVED |
A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON APR 1§ 2041, ﬁ?
SECOND READING APR 18 2011 RS |
y
£ Aaor, SGlicitor
THIRD READING APR 18 2011 :j _
n ; oC
OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED BEC 14 201 &t
ADOPTED
MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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& City of
. Richmond Bylaw 8763

Richmond Zoning and Development Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 8763 (RZ 10-554759)
9791, 9811 Ferndale Road
and
6071, 6091, 6131 No. 4 Road

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

1.

The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond Zoning
and Development Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the
following areas and by designating it "Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2).

P.LD 003-453-669
Lot 60 Section 10 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 45567

P..D 001-201-743
Lot 61 Except: Parcel "A" (Bylaw Plan 64703), Section 10 Block 4 North Range 6 West New
Westiminster District Plan 45567

P.I.D 003-861-872
Lot 59 Section 10 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 45567

P.1D 001-916-149
Lot 89 Section 10 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 55407

P.LD 004-321-952
Lot 88 Section 10 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster Disfrict Plan 55407

2. This Bylaw is cited as “Richmond Zoning and Development Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw
8763".
- . £ i —_———
FIRST READING MAY 2 & 701 o8
—APPROVED |
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THIRD READING JUN 20 2014 N
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for legality
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ADOPTED
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¢ Richmond Bylaw 8782

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 8782 (RZ 10-557918)
9099 COOK ROAD

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

1 Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 is amended by inserting Section 19.9 thereof the
following:

19.9 High Rise Apartment (ZHRS) — North McLennan (City Centre)

19.9.1 Purpose

The zone provides for high-rise apartments, mid-rise apartments, town housing and
compatible uses.

19.9.2 Permitted Uses 19.9.3 Secondary Uses
e child care o boarding and lodging
= housing, apartment s community care facility,
e« housing, town minor

¢ home business
19.9.4 Permitted Density

1 The maximum floor area ratio is 3.12, together with an additional 0.1 floor area ratio
provided that it is entirely used to accommodate amenity space.

19.9.5 Permitted Lot Coverage

14 The maximum lot coverage is 70% for buildings and landscaped roofs over parking
spaces,

19.9.6 Yards & Setbacks
1: The minimum public road setback is:
a) 6.0 mfrom Garden City Road;
b) 3.0 mfrom Cook Road; and
c) Building facade treatment may project into the Cook Road public road setback, but
shall be no closer to the lot line than 2.6 m. Such an encroachment must be treated

as specified in a Development Permit approved by the City.

2. The minimum setback from the east lot line is 10.0 m. Unenclosed porches may
project into the required setback for a distance of not more than 2.0 m.

3 The minimum setback from the north lot line is 3.0 m.

3229038 CNCL-123



Bylaw 8782 Page 2

19.9.7 Permitted Height

1. The maximum height for a principal building is 47.0 m geodetic.

2 The maximum height for accessory structures is 50 m

19.9.8 Subdivision Provisions/Minimum Lot Size

1. There are no minimum lot width or lot depth requirements.

2. The minimum lot size is 3,800.0 m®.

19.9.8 Landscaping & Screening

1. Landscaping and screening shall be provided according to the provisions of Section 6.0,
19.9.10 On-site Parking and Loading

I On-site vehicle and bicycle parking and loading shall be provided according to the
standards set out in Section 7.0,

19.9.11 Other Regulations

1. In addition to the regulations listed above, the General Development Regulations in
Section 4.0 and the Specific Use Regulations in Section 5.0 apply.

2 The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond Zoning
Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the following area and by
designiating it HIGH RISE APARTMENT (ZHR9) — NORTH McLLENNAN (CITY CENTRE).

P.I.D. 028-103-327
Lot A Section 10 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan BCP42993

3. This Bylaw may be cited as “Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw

8782”.
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8 city of
& Richmond Minutes

Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, November 30, 2011

Time: 3:30 p.m.

Place: Council Chambers
Richmond City Hall

Present: Joe Erceg, Chair

Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and Public Works
Dave Semple, General Manager, Parks and Recreation

The meeting was called to order at 3:30 p.m.

1.

Minutes

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Development Permit Panel held on Wednesday,
November 16, 2011, be adopted.

CARRIED
Development Permit 10-538908
(File Ref. No.: DP 10-538908) (REDMS No. 3360997)
APPLICANT: Doug Massie, Architect of Chercover Massie & Associates
Ltd.
PROPEERTY LOCATION: 8851 Heather Street

INTENT OF PERMIT:

1.  To permit the construction of a two-storey building for a licensed child care facility
for approximately 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned Assembly
(ASY); and

2. To vary the provisions of Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:
a) reduce minimum interior side yard from 7.5 metres to 1.2 metres;
b) reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 metres to 1.5 metres:

¢) permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking spaces
(8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces).
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Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, November 30, 2011

3405464

Applicant’s Comments

Doug Massie, Architect, Chercover Massie & Associates Architecture and Engineering,
spoke on behalf of the applicant and provided the following details regarding the proposed
two-storey child care facility, for approximately 60 children, located on Heather Street:

o the first time the proposed development was presented to the Development Permit
Panel was on July 13, 2011, and November 30, 2011 is the second time the proposed
development is being considered by the Development Permit Panel ;

o the subject site previously featured a small church building, and the site’s “assembly
use” zoning permits a child care facility usage;

e  off-street parking spaces are provided, and the playground is situated in the rear yard
of the proposed facility;

e at an open house meeting hosted by the applicant, seven neighbourhood residents
attended and the project was discussed;

e the zoning is intended for larger sites and will not accommodate a building; the
request to vary the interior side yard is to enable the site to accommodate a building;

o the request to reduce the minimum public road parking setback is to provide the
required parking spaces and to accommodate screening landscape elements to be
neighbour-friendly;

o the applicant (i) will know the identity of those who use on-site parking lot, and (ii)
can control the on-site parking lot, so no problems are anticipated;

o the applicant has experience with three daycare centres in Richmond and put
considerable study into daycare parking accumulation; the parking area
configuration and vehicle traffic flow for the Heather Street facility will work well;
and

e unlike drop offs and pick ups at preschools, where there is congestion due to all of
the parents being there at the same time, typically, arrival and departure times for a
child care facility are spread over a two hour period, such as 7:00 a.m. and 9:00 a.m.
for drop off. and 3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. for pick up, so the number of cars should not
create a major problem.

Panel Discussion

Discussion ensued between the Panel and Mr. Massie and the following information was
provided:

e in response to a query regarding the proposed size of the child care facility, Mr.
Massie advised that the square footage of the proposed 2-storey building is roughly
consistent with the size of a single-family residence;
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Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, November 30, 2011

e in response to a query regarding details of the on-site parking spaces, Mr. Massie
noted that the 15 parking spaces meet the bylaw requirements, with 9 parking spaces
earmarked for the child care staff members; further, his experience with other child
care facilities indicates that staff use public transit, or car pools, and that arrival times
vary so that 15 spaces is likely to be more than enough;

o with regard to the open house meeting, attended by seven neighbourhood residents,
concerns included: (i) Heather Street traffic issues; (ii) changes to the neighbourhood;
(i11) the open ditch on the east side of the street; and (iv) privacy issues impacting
adjacent neighbours;

o to address the issue of privacy, Mr. Massie advised that glazed panels were applied to
the second floor balcony rail to provide sound proofing;

o the facility can accommodate a total of 36 toddlers (aged 1 to 3 years), and 24
children (aged 3 to 5 years);

e changes made to the landscape design since July, 2011 include: (i) an increase in the
amount of a retained existing hedge; and (ii) hedge infill with a lattice and climbing
plants, which will add privacy and some sound proofing;

o the size of the proposed building, upon completion, would roughly be the equivalent
of the size of a residence on a Richmond single family lot of this size; and

e the area surrounding the outdoor play area is generously landscaped.

In response to queries from the Chair regarding landscaping, Mr. Rajinder Singh,
Landscape Designer of Van Der Zalm and Associates Landscape Architecture firm,
advised that:

» the surface parking area would be surrounded with six trees plus a cedar hedging, and
a fransition to a bioswale, to help with onsite water direction;

¢ low shrubbery would terrace down from the height of the cedar hedging, and then
drop down to ground cover;

e as the trees mature, they would provide shade;

» on the north side of the proposed building a gravel base was proposed with no access,
and on the south side of the proposed building, no landscaping elements are
proposed; and

o along the front of the subject site a low fence, and low shrubs of equal height, is
adjacent to the sidewalk, but the view for drivers is not obstructed by the fence or the
shrubs.

The Chair directed a query regarding the north side of the proposed building to Mr,
Massie, who responded that windows are a feature of that side of the structure, but they
are not aligned with windows in the adjacent residence.

CNCL-%28
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Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, November 30, 2011

Staff Comments

Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development, advised that if this was a single family
development, a larger floor area would be allowed on the subject site, and that the site
provides the potential for two residences, each of them large.

Mr. Jackson then referenced the Panel’s decision of July 13, 2011 when it asked for a
consultation with residents of the neighbourhood, and an examination of on-site parking
and manoeuvring, as well as pedestrian and vehicle traffic on Heather Street. He stated
that the subsequent report advises that parking is adequate, and the surface parking area
allows for manoeuvring by vehicles.

Mr. Jackson concluded his remarks by advising that staff supports the application and the
requested variances.

Gallery Comments

Raj Johal, 8880 Heather Street submitted (i) a copy of a letter dated July 7, 2011, (ii) a
petition, and (iii) photographs (attached to these Minutes as Schedule 2) to the Panel and
spoke in opposition to the proposed building.

Mr. Johal made the following points:

° the proposed building is too big, its presence would impact the liveability of
neighbours, Heather Street is too narrow and should not be a two way street but
should be a one way street, and neighbours want to see something other than a child
care centre on the site;

s the ditch that fronts Heather Street presents a safety hazard and neighbours want it
covered and a sidewalk installed; it is not appropriate for a City to have an open

ditch beside Dolphin Park;

° the former church was used one day a week, but a child care centre is used five
days a week, with two high activity periods each day, when children are dropped
off and later picked up;

° the applicant’s request for variances imposes on the neighbour to the south of the

subject site;

a if the permit is approved, conditions should include no street parking at any time if
two way traffic is allowed on Heather Street; and

° he did not attend the open house meeting, his brother, also a resident of the
neighbourhood, attended and although his brother advised that he understood City
Transportation staff would contact neighbours regarding traffic calming measures,
no contact has been made.

Mr. Johal queried whether the City has different zoning for a child care centre than it does
for a school.

In response to the query, Mr. Jackson advised that a licensed child care facility falls under
Provincial legislation, and does not qualify as a school. He added that the applicant’s
proposal fits within the existing zoning on the subject site.

CNCL-129
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Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, November 30, 2011

In response to the Chair’s request that Transportation staff comment on the concern
expressed, Donna Chan, Manager, Transportation Planning, provided the following
advice:

e  Transportation staff will conduct a survey in the neighbourhood in December, 2011,

and will gather information regarding support for traffic calming, and if the idea is
supported, traffic calming measures will be implemented in 2012;

e a speed survey conducted by Transportation staff in April, 2010 confirmed speeds
on Heather Street exceeded the posted speed limit, and that traffic calming measures
could remedy the situation;

e the applicant will complete the sidewalk along their Heather Street frontage to
connect to the existing sidewalk on either side, and this will keep pedestrians off the
street for this portion of Heather Street;

e  on-street parking in front of the subject site is limited to one, or maybe two spaces,
due to driveways and the presence of fire hydrants;

e there is sufficient space for two cars to pass on Heather Street, but where there are
parked cars on the shoulder, room is limited; and

e  Transportation staff does not see a need for additional “No Parking” signage along
the Heather Street frontage, but it will be monitored.

In response to a query, Mr. Jackson advised that “No Stopping™ signs will be added along
the east side of Heather Street.

A resident of Dolphin Avenue addressed the Panel and spoke in opposition to the
application. He expressed concern that his small children are endangered by the traffic
conditions along Dolphin Avenue and Heather Street. He stated his belief that there
should be one way streets in the neighbourhood. He concluded his remarks by saying that
a child care facility that can accommodate 60 children is too big.

Correspondence
Yih-Shin Hsu and Shu-Chen Chen Hsu, 8875 Heather Street (Schedule 1)

Mr. Jackson noted that the correspondents expressed concern regarding: (i) the
narrowness of Heather Street; (ii) the danger of the ditch along Heather Street; (iii)
insufficient parking spaces for the proposed facility; and (iv) the effect a noisy child care
facility has on a quiet neighbourhood.

Raj Johal, 8880 Heather Street (Schedule 2)

Panel Discussion

With regard to the request to reduce the interior side yard, the Chair queried what the
applicant would do to buffer the proposed building from neighbours’ homes.

Landscape Designer Mr. Singh advised that:

CNCL-130
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Development Permit Panel
Wednesday, November 30, 2011

3405464

e some lattice work could be added, some vines planted along the bottom, and as the
vegetation grew, it would provide buffering; and

e there may be room for a type of evergreen that grows quite narrow to be added to the
landscaping plan.

The Chair asked if similar landscaping elements could be added to the south side of the
subject site where an open deck is planned, and Mr. Singh responded that the same
elements could be added there, leaving openings for gates, a feature required for
accessibility.

The Chair stated that he supports the application but that prior to the application going
forward to a future Council meeting, he wanted the applicant to address the side yard on
the landscaping plan, with a combination of structure, plantings, trees, and to ensure that
the changes meet staff’s satisfaction.

Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded
That a Development Permit be issued which would:

1.  Permit the construction of a two-storey building for a licensed child care facility
Jor approximately 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned Assembly
(ASY); and

2. Vary the provisions of Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:
a) reduce minimum interior side yard from 7.5 metres to 1.2 metres;

b) reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 metres to 1.5
metres;

) permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking
spaces (8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces).

CARRIED
Development Permit 10-557920
(File Ref. No.: DP 10-557920) (REDMS No. 3333749)
APPLICANT: W.T. Leung Architects Inc.
PROPERTY LOCATION: 9099 Cook Road
INTENT OF PERMIT:
. Support the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan attached to this report;
and
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3405464

Permit the construction of approximately 142 units, of which seven (7) will be
secured as affordable housing, within a 16-storey high-rise residential tower, a six-
storey mid-rise building, 11 two-storey townhouse units with ground level entry,
and an enclosed parking structure on a site being rezoned to “High Rise Apartment
(ZHR9) — North McLennan (City Centre).

Applicant’'s Comments

Mr. Tam, Architect, W.T. Leung Architects Inc., provided the following information for
the proposed 16-storey high-rise residential tower, the six-storey mid-rise building, and
the 11 two-storey townhouse units at a location where Cook Road intersections Garden
City Road:

the high-rise and mid-rise towers combined provide 142 residential units;

the high-rise tower was specifically designed to respond to the site by providing
relief for views for residents currently living near the subject site, and to minimize
the impact of shadowing on surrounding structures;

the high-rise tower is situated to maximize view opportunities for residents of
“Hampton Court” with south facing units, and the tower’s design results in a
narrow southern building profile;

light coloured materials are proposed for the middle of the high and mid-rise
towers;

four accent colours provide texture; visual interest is created for pedestrians below
balconies by applying a colour to the underside of balconies, a different colour for
each stack of balconies;

a greenway path is planned for the eastern edge of the subject site, to provide
greenway, pedestrian and bicycle network connections for the neighbourhood;

a landscaped boulevard will be provided along Garden City Road, and completion
of the north side sidewalk on Cook Road, west of Garden City Road to Cooney
Road, is planned;

a new pedestrian crosswalk will be introduced to facilitate movement across Cook
Road;

the proposed development meets all on-site bylaw parking requirements;
a contribution will ensure an upgrade to area traffic signals;

20% of the proposed bicycle spaces are dedicated to co-op bikes, and 25% of
parking spaces will have electrical outlets for charging vehicles;

to address concerns expressed by residents of the neighbourhood, at the July 26,
2011 Public Hearing, the comprehensive Transportation (Construction)
Management Plan includes, among other features, an off-site parking lot for trades
and construction personnel, with a shuttle service to transport workers to the site:
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3405464

o a construction loading station will be on the site, so that surrounding streets are not
adversely affected;

° the indoor amenity area includes space for private functions, as well as exercise
equipment;

° the outdoor amenity space is located on the fourth floor, and includes a garden
system, two children’s play areas with rubberized surface, and a water feature;

° the indoor amenity area has a green roof, and is south facing with sunshades;

° other sustainability features include coatings on windows, low flow plumbing

fixtures, an irrigation system, and extensive soft landscaping features that reduce
the amount of storm run-off;

. 11 enhanced accessible units are included in the project, and they include blocking
in washrooms for future grab bars, door frames that are wider than the norm, lever
handles for faucets, and a large turning radius for wheelchairs;

° there are seven affordable housing units in the project, and four of them are two-
storey townhouses suitable for families; and

° the applicant is working with the City’s Public Art Coordinator on details regarding
inclusion of on-site public art.

Gerry Eckford, Principal. Eckford Tyacke and Associates, added that: (i) there will be a
loading stall at the south east comner of the subject site; (ii) four existing trees are being
retained, including two large existing trees at both the north east and north west corners,
providing significant screening at those two points; and (iii) relocation of two trees into
the greenway corridor.

Panell Discussion

A brief discussion ensued between the Chair and Mr. Lim regarding two healthy trees
located at the centre of the subject site that would be relocated within the north-south
greenway comer, a greenway that is at grade.

In response to a query regarding the outdoor amenity space, Mr. Eckford noted that the
design is based on the artist Claude Monet’s water-themed works, and he provided the
following details:

e there is a centrally located water feature on the podium level with a water pond that
is not too deep and features filtered water; a bench overlooks the water feature;

o the primary children’s play area is at a central location and includes chalk boards so
children can be “mini-Monets™;

e the undulating surface at the far end arched element is a playful element, with a
tunnel effect; and

o the focus is on creative, social play.

Discussion continued and in response to Panel queries the following information was
provided by the applicant and staff:
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e the area for recycling bins is indoors, but bins will be moved to an outdoor loading
area, screened with landscaping elements, for pick up;

e only construction equipment loading and off-loading activities will be conducted on-
site, with all trade and construction workers being shuttled to the site, from an off-
site parking lot;

e design of the electrical outlets used for charging cars is not yet confirmed: and

e the approximate cost of providing electrical outlets is $3,500 per parking stall.

Staff Comments

Mr. Jackson advised that the development application includes a Transportation
(Construction) Management Plan, and includes features such as a soon-to-be-completed
off-site parking lot for trade and construction workers.

The applicant has responded to a number of issues that were raised by area residents at the
July 26, 2011 Public Hearing. Mr. Jackson stated that the area had always been intended
for high rise residential projects, and that the applicant had worked, through the rezoning
and development permit processes, to minimize:(i) shadowing effects on adjacent towers,
and (i1) the effect on views enjoyed by current residents of other towers.

Mr. Jackson noted that another concern was related to the impact of the proposed
development on traffic patterns and parking in the area, and he noted that the
Transportation (Construction) Management Plan submitted by the applicant is the most
detailed, and non-intrusive one, staff has seen.

Mr. Jackson concluded his remarks by stating that staff is in support of the application.

In response to a query from the Chair, Mr. Jackson advised that the idea to shuttle trade
and construction workers to the site, from an off-site parking lot, is a unique idea. He
added that an office for on-site workers is to be elevated above the hoarding along Garden
City Road, to lessen the impact to pedestrians in that area.

Gallery Comments

Naomi Desormeau, 9188 Cook Road, expressed concern that the volume of traffic would
increase as a result of the construction period, but was happy to hear that a shuttle service
would deliver workers to the site from an off-site parking lot. She queried how the
applicant would police any construction workers who did not park at the off-site parking
lot.

Advice was provided by the applicant and by City Transportation staff that: (i) the
applicant would rely on the construction workers to police themselves; (ii) the City’s
traffic bylaw limits the length of time that vehicles can be parked on the street, and that
area residents who suspect construction workers’ cars are parked on the street can call
either the City’s Bylaw Enforcement staff, or the non-emergency RCMP number; and (ii1)
staff will ensure that before the permit is issued, the Construction Supervisor’s telephone
number listed in the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan is accurate.
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Mr. Jackson added that the City can stop the building permit if the City discovers that
details of the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan are being violated.

Ms. Desormeau queried whether residents of her residential building would receive copies
of the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan, and would be made aware of any
instructions the applicant receives with regard to its details.

The Chair responded and stated that the Development Permit Panel examines form and
character of proposed developments, and that it is beyond the Panel’s mandate to enforce
the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan, but that the delegate could be
furnishied with a City transportation staff contact. He added that the applicant should take
the delegate’s request for written material under advisement.

Chiu Cheung, 9180 Hemlock Drive, spoke in opposition to the application and cited the
discussion that took place at the July 26, 2011 Public Hearing,

Mr. Cheung noted that speakers at the Public Hearing were concerned about too many
people, too many cars, congested traffic, and drop off/pick up issues at the existing child
care centre at the corner of Cook and Garden City Roads. He stated that many traffic
accidents take place in the neighbourhood.

Mr. Cheung stated that Alberta Road was open to the public, as a two way street, but is
now closed and Cook Road is now the only road that provides access to and from this
area.

He stated that the proposed development was too big. He then referred to the petition in
opposition to the proposed development, with 27 signatures, that he submitted (attached to
these Minutes as Schedule 7), and closed his remarks by requesting that Alberta Road be
re-opened to traffic.

Correspondence
Wei Chen and Heiko Hansen, Cook Road (Schedule 3)

Mr. Jackson noted that the correspondent does not have an objection to development that
meets bylaw requirements, but noted that high density in the neighbourhood results in a
lack of parking spaces.

Celine Zhang, Hemlock Drive (Schedule 4)

Mr. Jackson noted that the correspondent is opposed to the proposed development because
of its height, the proximity to other towers, and the number of trees to be removed.

Meng Chun, 9188 Hemlock Drive (Schedule 5)

Mr. Jackson noted that the correspondent believes that the buildings in the neighbourhood
are built in too close proximity to one another.

Yu Ning Zhan, 1106 — 6333 Katsura Street (Schedule 6)

Mr. Jackson noted that the correspondent opposed the proximity of the proposed towers to
the present tower at 6333 Katsura Street.

Chiu M. Cheung, and attached petition (Schedule 7)
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Mr. Jackson noted that the petition had 27 signatures, and added that those who signed
were: (i) disappointed that Council gave the rezoning application for the proposed
development second and third readings at the July 26, 2011 Public Hearing; and (ii)
distressed by traffic problems in the Cook Road/Katsura Street area.

Mr. Jackson stated that the proposed development meets bylaw requirements.

In response to a request from the Chair Ms. Chan provided the following information
regarding traffic in the area of the proposed development:

° the applicant has proposed more transportation management methods than are
required, and these elements will improve walkability in the area, and encourage
alternate modes of transportation for area residents;

B the capacity of Cook Road is capable of handling the volume of traffic;
° sections of the area roads will be completed as a result of future development; and
s Cook Road’s sidewalk will soon be at full standard.

Mr. Jackson, in response to the Chair’s query, advised that since the July 26, 2011 Public
Hearing, at which Council requested a thorough transportation review, staff and the
applicant have completed the components of the requested review, and the submitted
Transportation (Construction) Management Plan is a result of Council’s request.

Panel Discussion

The value of the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan submitted by the
applicant was noted, and the Chair commented that the neighbourhood in question was
cited in the Official Community Plan as an area for growth, and included towers other
than the ones already built and occupied.

The Panel commented that the project was well executed, and that the proposed towers
had been arranged to minimize impact on neighbouring towers. In addition, parking is
well utilized in the area, but is not problematic.

A comment was directed to the applicant, requesting that communication take place to
make neighbours aware of the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan, and it
was stated that if the City receives calls from residents regarding developers who do not
abide by their own construction plans, City staff does follow up on those calls.

Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded

i That the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan attached to this report
be supported; and
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2 That a Development Permit be issued which would permit the construction of
approximately 142 units, of which seven (7) will be secured as affordable housing,
within a 16-storey high-rise residential tower, a six-storey mid-rise building, 11
two-storey townhouse units with ground level entry, and an enclosed parking
structure on a site being rezoned to “High Rise Apartment (ZHR9) — North
McLennan (City Centre).

CARRIED

Development Permit 11-593370
(File Ref, No.: DP 11-593370) (REDMS No. 3396366)

APPLICANT: Oval 8 Holdings Ltd.

PROPERTY LOCATION:  PID 028 696 174 (Lot 9), PID 028-696-182 (Lot 10) and PID
028-696-191 (Lot 11)

INTENT OF PERMIT:

To permit pre-construction site preparation works on a portion of PID 028-696-174 (Lot
9), PID 028-696-182 (Lot 10) and PID 028-696-191 (Lot 11) of ASPAC’s Village Green
development which includes an area designated Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA).

Applicant’s Comments

Keven Goodearle, Environmental Scientist, Pottinger Gaherty Environmental Consultants
Ltd.,, made a brief presentation regarding the proposed approach for managing the
requirements associated with proposed pre-construction work on the Oval 8 Holdings site,
on a portion of the site that is within designated Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs).
Mr. Goodearle explained that:

® the site under discussion is that of the ASPAC Village Green development,
bounded by Hollybridge Way to the west, the middle arm of the Fraser River to the
north, and Gilbert Road to the east;

° three separate ESAs have been identified on the site, and this development permit
application deals soley with ESA-1, an area that includes a riparian management
area buffer, as identified by the Department of Fisheries and Oceans;

° the development permit application is for pre-construction site preparation work,
such as site clearing and preloading, and, future development permit applications
will address actual lot development;

e the developer, ASPAC, anticipates the development of an extensive waterfront
park, the planting of a significant number of trees, and an extensive habitat
restoration adjacent to Gilbert Road and along the Fraser River waterfront;

® the proposed phased approach to EAS-1 is to ensure that impacts to the
environment, including trees, will occur at different times;

° there are to be four phases over a five year span, from 2011 to 2016;
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° a detailed habitat survey was conducted within ESA-1, with five general types of
habitants identified;

° although there was general degradation through historic land use, a significant plant
population was found to exist;

° in consultation with staff, it was determined that ESA compensation should consist
of a planted landscape area of approximately 1,832 square metres, plus tree
replacement, at a ratio of 3 for one, including one specimen tree for each removal;

o the compensation planting will include approximately 30 square metres of
enhancement along Gilbert Road when Gilbert Road is widened; and

° after work on Gilbert Road is complete, the east bank will be restored.

A brief discussion ensued regarding tree stands on Gilbert Road, and advice was given
that those will not be removed.

In response to Panel queries regarding trees that will be removed, Mr. Goodearle,
accompanied by Norman Hol, of Arbortech Consuiting Ltd., the project’s arborist,
remarked that:

o approximately 24 of the trees that have been designated as being in poor condition
are earmarked for a timber recovery program through milling;

. some trees are in a hazardous condition, and the plan for the removal of some trees
attributed to the Samuel Brighouse family includes provision for reusing them, and
enculturing new replacement trees from them; and

. timber recovery plans include turning them into benches for street furniture, or art
pieces.

In response to a final query, advice was given that the proposed closure of River Road
would be done in 2013, when a temporary road will be installed.

Staff Comments

Mr. Jackson stated that the application for this Development Permit was the result of the
applicant moving forward with prefilling the site, and that staff was in support of the
application.

He noted the amount of rigour that went into the application, and stated that it indicated
staff’s commitment to Council to present a level of detail necessary when there is a
development proposed where ESAs exist. He added that letters of credit are required for
this application to ensure the applicant follows through with stated plans regarding trees of
significance.

Mr. Jackson advised that the Panel would see the same level of rigour in future
applications as development occurs on sites to the east of the Olympic Oval.
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Panel Discussion

Discussion ensued between the Panel and staff regarding when the applicant would
provide information regarding decisions about the wood from the 24 trees to be removed.

Advice was provided that: (i) at present a 30 square metre site along the east property line
would be impacted, and that other areas would be determined as part of both dike and
waterfront design improvements along the Fraser River frontage; and (ii) the forthcoming
Parks Plan would indicate environmental compensation, and the present application
outlines financial compensation.

Further discussion ensued regarding the timing of the application, with the Panel
questioning why a development application that applies only to ESA-1 is submitted when
other development applications, applying to other on-site ESA areas, need to be
forthcoming.

Mr. Goodearle stated that if the developer was to encroach within any one of the ESAs, an
application process was triggered, but that a holistic approach is being taken, and despite
the application referring to just ESA-1, the applicant is not restricting the scope of the
development.

Mr. Jackson noted that the coming four or five months are a critical time in the
development of the ASPAC site east of the Olympic Oval, and that preloading and
dewatering on the site must be undertaken soon, thereby necessitating the application
before the Panel.

In response to queries, Mr. Jackson advised the following:

o  both the City’s Advisory Committee on the Environment, and the City’s Heritage
Commission were presented with the applicant’s rezoning plans; and

e to meet some environmental regulations on the parcel of land to the west of the
subject site, the development will use these lands after they are cleared.

Correspondence

None.

Gallery Comments
None.

Panel Decision

It was moved and seconded

That a Development Permit be issued which would permit pre-construction site
preparation works on a portion of PID 028-696-174 (Lot 9), PID 028-696-182 (Lot 10)
and PID 028-696-191 (Lot 11) of ASPAC’s Village Green development which includes
an area designated Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA).

CARRIED
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5. New Business

6. Date Of Next Meeting: Wednesday, December 14, 2011

7. Adjournment

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting be adjourned at 5:39 p.m.

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the
Development Permit Panel of the Council
of the City of Richmond held on
Wednesday, November 30, 2011.

Joe Erceg Sheila Johnston
Chair Committee Clerk
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T Meeting held on Wednesday,
To Developmeint Permit November 30, 2010.
7, r SO XV
Date._{lﬁa_w
lem #. .G Yih-Shin Hsu & Shu-Chen Chen Hsu
Re:
TP —-i0-533908 | 8875 Heather St. Richmond, B.C.
il November 29, 2011

Dear Sir and Madam,

My name is Yih-Shin Hsu and I am the resident of 8875 Heather Street Richmond.
My family and [ moved into this quiet and beautiful residential area in May 2011.
We are slowly getting use to our new home and the surroundings but I was
troubled when my neighbors told me about the possibility of a Child Care facility
being build two houses down from us. | was unable to attend the previous
council meeting in person but from what I heard from my son and neighbors; our
general consensus was to oppose such facility from being built. My neighbors
presented their concerns to the city coucils in the last meeting. I was given a copy
of my neighbor's report and I agreed with each and every reason they have
stated to oppose a two-storey child care facility from being install into our quiet
neighborhood. I would like to emphasize that the width of Heather Street does
not allow for smooth passing of two regular-size sedan vehicles. The deep
ditches along the side of Heather Street would pose as a great danger for any
pedestrian let along children. There are no sufficient parking spaces for the
proposed facility. Lastly, the noise level of a busy child-care facility would
inevitable affect the quiet tranquillity our neighborhood currently enjoy. A
petition was signed by every household in our area to oppose the permit for
child-care facility. 1 sincerely wish the coucils would take our neighborhood's
concerns into account and respect our wishes to keep our residential

neighborhood from a commercially-run child-care facility.

sincerely,
Yih-Shin Hsu

Shu-Chen Chen Hsu
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November 30, 2010.

City of Richmond
Planning Department
DP 10-538908

We receivied the Notice of Application for a development permit (DP 10-538908) at 8851
Heather Street. After reviewing the notice, we the undersigned are opposed to this
Development Permit for the following reasons:

o Increased traffic through this portion of Heather Street. Currently traffic
races through the park zone and combined with morning/after school traffic from
Debeck Elementary there are already safety concerns. The potential of an
additional 120 car trips daily will significantly add to the congestion and safety
concems for children, pets and the residents of Heather Street.

e Traffic flow. With the additional 120 car trips per day, what is the proposed
traffic flow? Will the cars be forced to back into Heather Street to exit the child
care facility? Will there be a drop off lane? Will traffic along Heather Street be
blocked? These all pose safety concerns for the residents of Heather Street.

e Ditches. Currently Dolphin Park has a deep ditch along Heather Street. This
results in a limited ability to have two- way traffic along that stretch. The
increased traffic significantly increases the chance of a car or child falling into the
ditch. What plans does the Developer, City or Parks Board have to mitigate this
serious safety concern?

e Lighting & sidewalks. Currently the west side of Heather Street has sidewalks
for less than % of the block, with no sidewalks on the east side of Heather. Given
that there will be potential line-ups during drop off/pick up times; there is a risk
that cars will park at a distance forcing children to walk onto the road. During the
winter months, the issue is further exasperated due to the limited street lighting.

* Business vs. Residential. Our neighbourhood is a quiet single family residential
neighbourhood. Adding a business in the middle of the neighbourhood would
severely impact the make up and “feel” of our neighbourhood.

Given the above reason, we believe that this proposal seriously impacts the safety, well
being and cohesiveness of our neighbourhood. Therefore we the residents of Heather
Street are adamantly opposed to this development.
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Meeting held on Wednesday, Dato:W
: tem #__ = e
CityClerk November 30, 2010. R:‘;"
T DT — | DPZD-327740
From: Heiko Hansen [h.hansen@yahoo.ca]
Sent:  November 22, 2011 11.02 AM N
To: CityClerk

Subject:  Attention: David Weber Re: Development Permit DP 10-557920
Categories: 08-4100-02-02 - Development- Inquiries and Complaints - Residential

As a home owner of an adjacent property located at 9099 Cook Road we received a letter from your
department advising of an application for a development permit for that address. We do not have any
objection to any development that falls within the building bylaws of the city. However, in this
particular area there is already a problem resulting from high density development resulting in not
enough parking space being provided for home owners and visitors. I believe that a remedy for future
development could be the requirement for developers to provide double the present required space for
residential parking. At least with respect to this development and future development there will not be
additional demands for street parking in the area. I hope the issue of street parking and lack thereof will
be a topic of discussion at the Nov. 30 Council meeting and serious debate as how to best prevent the
present problem from getting entirely out of hand.

Thank you,

Wei Chen & Heiko Hansen.

Heiko Hansen
Phone: 604-760-6500 or 604-588-9966
Email: h.hansen(@yahoo.ca
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From: Zhang Celine [mailto:celinezhang523@gmail.com] To Dovelopment Pormt Pensd
Sent: November 20, 2011 3:37 PM Date: /0L DO /
To: MayorandCouncillors
Subject: The problem in Richmond- written by a resident in Richmond :om 4

L1 H

Dear Mayor/ Coucillors: M

I am a resident in Richmond, and I have been in Richmond for more than 1 year. I love this country, as
well as our city. Richmond is really a beautiful city for people to live in. But these days, I found two
problems that have had great bad influence in Richmond residents' wonderful lives and lives

of apartment residents around Garden City and Cook area.

First, there is terrible odour in almost every monring around 6am to 8am, every evening around 7pm to

10pm, and the odour became more terrible in almost every night from 2:00am to 4am in the area around
Cook and Garden City and the area around public market. As we known people judge Vancouver is one
of the best place for humans to live in, my friends from China came here for the clean environment, but

they feel so disapponinted when they smelled that terrible odour! So do the residents in Richmond. As a
resident here, I think i have the responsibility to ask for some related department to investugate the cause
of this odour, and make Richmond people have a better life. ( I think it is because of some factories, they
discharge the odour in the early morning and mid night. I wouder if the odour will do harm to people' s
health, because one night when I back home around 2:30am, I can not breath because of that terrible
smell!)

—. Second, I oppose to build the apartment at the northeastern corner of Cook and Garden City. [ am a
resident in a apartment in hemlock drive. We know that there are at least 6 apartments in this small area
and most of them have more than 16 floors. If the apartment built at the northeastern corner of Cook
and Garden City, that will make at least 3 apartments residents feel really bad: like one apartment
residents can not have the sunshine and view from South, one apartment residents can not have the
sunshine and view from South and West, and one apartment residents can not have the view from North.
What's worse, the area here may seems like terribly crowded. I request sincerely, my mayor and
coucillors, please consider our residents' feelings first before some departments decided to add an
apartment near our home. By the looking from upstairs, there are many trees downstairs and a beautiful
‘lake around not very far place, it is really beautiful here. If we replace trees to a concrete building, we
may feel like living in a cage.

My dear mayor and coucillors, we do have responsities to make our Richmond residents have a better
life in this beautiful country, please do not make your people here feel disappointed. We should do
something to stop that terrible odour, and we should let the apartment plan stop before they start to build
at the northeastern corner of Cook and Garden City to offer residents a good life!

Thanks for your time and consideration. I am really looking forward for your action.
Yours

Sincerelly
Richmond Resident
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TO: CITY OF RICHMOND /s

RE: CONSTRUCTION ON 9099 COOK RD

My name is Meng Chun Kong. As a resident of 9188 Hemlock Drive I strongly oppose to
the idea to build another high rise construction at the above location.

Since year 2005 there has been too many condos and townhouses that were built within
several blocks in this neighborhood. This neighborhood has reached its maximum
capacity of population and constructions. Every day during the peak traffic times the
roads are filled with packs of vehicles. Sometimes it takes more than 20 minutes to get on
to the Garden City road. In case of any emergencies that strike this neighborhood most of
the local residents will stuck here and have less chance to survive than the others. 1
believe the government should always consider the people’s safety first and then the
other things.

Furthermore, if the high-rise building were to be built here, it will create persistent noise
and cause more traffic jams for at least 2 years. Since the buildings in this neighborhood
are so much close to each other, the noise will become a bigger issue than if it were at
some other areas in Richmond.

For above reasons I hope the City of Richmond will carefully study all the matters and
turn down the application of this construcyion.

Yours sincerely

MengChun
€ e Z

34

November 25, 2011
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To: City of Richmond, Development Permit Panel,
N4

)

Vs
Enclosed fax is with 15 people signed petition to

against to issue and build a new high rise building
on 9099 Cook Road, Richmond.

(REF file no. DP 10-557920
REDMS: NO 3333749)

Yours truly,
o
L

Chiu M. Cheung
(604) 805-9945

cmc00273@hotmail.com

Page# 0
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To : City of Richmond Development Permit Panel, City Hall (604) 276-4395

Let our voice be heard — Petition against a development permit to be issued to Concord
Pacific, (file no.: 10-557920)

By signing below,

We, the taxpayers and residents of Richmond live in the vicinity of the proposed
construction site are opposing the city of Richmond to issue a development permit to
Concord Pacific.

The reasons for this objections are as follow:

1) On July 26, 2011 public hearing council meeting, There were more than 100 people
showed up and more than 95% of the people are opposing this rezoning plan and yet you
council members still approved the rezoning. This is not right.

Also, your staff should not using the “...the neighbourhood plan, which was adopted by
Council. in 1996..” (Page 42 of staff report) as an argument to allow a new high rise
building in McLennan North. As we know, population and the environment have
changed a lot since 1996 to now 2011.

2) As we have stated on July 26, 2011, the traffic in the Cook Road, Katsura Street and
etc are a mess nowadays. We do not agree on your staff report (Page 43) statement:

“The McLennan North Sub-Area Plan includes a complete transportation network strategy
designed to accommodate the density supported by the plan. Interim conditions, which
maintain adequate width for two-way traffic, are in place in portions of the
neighbourhood. Similar to the strategy applied in neighbourhoods throughout the City
where extensive new road networks are required, the final road width will be achieved
and introduced in association with future development.

Current vehicle volumes and speeds (on Kalsura Road) were reviewed in a traffic study
undertaken by Transportation staff following the Public Hearing. The results are typical
of local street operation and no traffic calming measures or stop signs are recommended;
however, monitoring of the area will continue.”

Everybody in our neighbourhood needs to use Cook Road as the only gateway to access
to West side of Richmond such as Richmond Center, South Arm Community Centre,
Thompson Community Centre and etc. If you go there during school hours drop off and
pick up time, you will feel and see how busy Cook Road and Garden City Road they are.

Yours Sincerely, f
The Undersigned: /]
/
Name (Printed) | Sighbtuge/] 4 /1 Date Phone Address
Leo Kan VI~ |11/26/2011 | 778-388- 1602-9188 Hemlock Dr
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To : City of Richmond Development Permit Panel, City Hall (604) 276-4395

Let our voice be heard — Petition against a development permit to be issued to Concord
Pacific. (file no.: 10-557920)

By signing below,

We, the taxpayers and residents of Richmond live in the vicinity of the proposed
construction site are opposing the city of Richmond to issue a development permit to
Concord Pacific.

The reasons for this objections are as follow:

1) On July 26, 2011 public hearing council meeting, There were more than 100 people
showed up and more than 95% of the people are opposing this rezoning plan and yet you
council members still approved the rezoning. This is not right.

Also, your staff should not using the *.. .the neighbourhood plan, which was adopted by
Council. in 1996..” (Page 42 of staff report) as an argument to allow a new high rise
building in MeLennan North. As we know, population and the environment have
changed a lot since 1996 to now 2011.

2) As we have stated on July 26, 2011, the traffic in the Cook Road, Katsura Street and
etc are a mess nowadays. We do not agree on your staff report (Page 43) statement:

“The McLennan North Sub-Area Plan includes a complete transportation network strategy
designed to accommodate the density supported by the plan. Interim conditions, which
maintain adequate width for two-way traffic, are in place in portions of the
neighbourhood. Similar to the strategy applied in neighbourhoods throughout the City
where extensive new road networks are required, the final road width will be achieved
and introdluced in association with future development.

Current vehicle volumes and speeds (on Katsura Road) were reviewed in a traffic study
undertaken by Transportation staff following the Public Hearing. The results are typical
of local street operation and no traffic calming measures or stop signs are recommended;
however, monitoring of the area will continue.”

Everybody in our neighbourhood needs to use Cook Road as the only gateway to access
to West side of Richmond such as Richmond Center, South Arm Community Centre,
Thompson Community Centre and etc. If you go there during school hours drop off and
pick up time, you will feel and see how busy Cook Road and Garden City Road they are.

Yours Sincerely,

The Undersigned:

Name (Pnnted) | Signature _ Date Phone Address
Bernard Lo 13— 11/29/11 | 604-518-6820 | 1707-9188 Hemlock Dr
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To : City of Richmond Development Permit Panel, City Hall (604) 276-4052 (FAX)

(604) 276-4395 (TEL.)
Let our voice be heard — Petition against a development permit to be issued to Concord
Pacific. (file no.: 10-557920)

By signing below,

We, the taxpayers and residents of Richmond live in the vicinity of the proposed
construction site are opposing the city of Richmond to issue a development permit to
Concord Pacific.

The reasons for this objections are as follow:

1) On July 26, 2011 public hearing council meeting, There were more than 100 people
showed up and more than 95% of the people are opposing this rezoning plan and yet you
council members still approved the rezoning. This is not right.

Also, your staff should not using the *...the neighbourhood plan, which was adopted by
Council. in 1996..” (Page 42 of staff report) as an argument to allow a new high rise
building in McLennan North. As we know, population and the environment have
changed a lot since 1996 to now 2011.

2) As we have stated on July 26, 2011, the traffic in the Cook Road, Katsura Street and
etc are a mess nowadays. We do not agree on your staff report (Page 43) statement:

“The McLennan North Sub-Area Plan includes a complete transportation network strategy
designed to accommodate the density supported by the plan. Interim conditions, which
maintain adequate width for two-way traffic, are in place in portions of the
neighbourhood. Similar to the strategy applied in neighbourhoods throughout the City
where extensive new road networks are required, the final road width will be achieved
and introduced in association with future development.

Current vehicle volumes and speeds (on Katsura Road) were reviewed in a traffic study
undertaken by Transportation staff following the Public Hearing. The results are typical
of local street operation and no traffic calming measures or stop signs are recommended,
however, monitoring of the area will continue.”

Everybody in our neighbourhood needs to use Cook Road as the only gateway to access
to West side of Richmond such as Richmond Center, South Arm Community Centre,
Thompson Community Centre and etc. If you go there during school hours drop off and
pick up time, you will feel and see how busy Cook Road and Garden City Road they are.

Yours Sincerely,

The Undersigned:
Name (Printed) | Signature Date Phone Address
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To : City of Richmond Development Permit Panel, City Hall (604) 276-4052 (FAX)

_ 3 ' (604) 276-4395 (TEL.)
Let our voice be heard - Petition against a development permit to be issued to Concord
Pacific. (file no.: 10-557920)

By signing below,

We, the taxpayers and residents of Richmond live in the vicinity of the proposed

construction _sirc are cpposing the city of Richmond to issue a development permit to
Concord Pacific.

The reasons for this objections are as follow:

1) Cn July 26, 2011 public hearing council meeting, There were more than 100 people
showed up and more than 95% of the people are opposing this rezoning plan and yet you
council members still approved the rezoning. This is not right.

Also, your staff should not using the “...the neighbourhood plan. which was adopted by
Council. in 1996 " (Page 42 of staff report) as an argument to allow a new high rise
building in McLennan North. As we know, population and the environment have
changed a lot since 1996 to now 2011.

2) As we have stated on July 26, 2011, the traffic in the Cook Road, Katsura Street and
etc are a mess nowadays. We do not agree on your staff report (Page 43) statement:

“The McLennan North Sub-Area Plan includes a complete transportation network stratesy
designed to accommodate the density supported by the plan. Interim conditions, which
maintain adeguate width for rwo-way traffic, are in place in portions of the
neighbourhood. Similar to ke strategy applied in neighbourhoods throughout the City
where extensive new road nenworks are reguired, the final road width will be achieved
and introduced in association with future development,

Current vehicle volumes and speeds (on Katsura Road) were reviewed in a traffic study
undertaken by Transportation staff following the Public Hearing. The results are typical
of local street operation and ro traffic calming measures or stop signs are recommended.
however, monitoring of the area will continue.”

Everybody in our neighbourhood needs to use Cook Road as the only gateway tc access
to West side of Richmond such as Richmond Center, South Arm Community Centre,
Thompson Community Centre and etc. If you go there duning school hours drop off and
pick up time, you will feel and see how busy Cook Road and Garden City Road they are.

Yours Sincerely,

The Undersigned:

Name (Pgnted) | Signature Date Phone Address > _
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Richmond Report to Council

To: Richmond City Council Date: December 14, 2011
From: Joe Erceg, MCIP File: 0100-20-DPER1
Chair, Development Permit Panel

Re: Development Permit Panel Meetings Held on November 30, 2011,
October 26, 2011, and July 13, 2011

Panel Recommendation

That the recommendations of the Panel to authorize the issuance of:
1) a Development Permit (DP 10-538908) for the property at 8851 Heather Street;
i) a Development Permit (DP 10-557920) for the property at 9099 Cook Road;

iii) a Development Permit (DP 11-593370) for the property at PID 028-696-174 (Lot 9),
PID 028-696-182 (Lot 10) and PID 028-696-191 (Lot 11); and

1v) a Development Variance Permit (DV 11-586308) for the property at
8200 Claybrook Road

be endorsed, and the Permits so issued.

/

V%7

Joe Erceg, MCIP
Chair, Developmepit Permit Panel

SB:blg
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Panel Report

The Development Permit Panel considered the following item at its meetings held on
November 30, 2011, October 26, 2011, and July 13, 2011.

DP 10-538908 — DOUG MASSIE, ARCHITECT — 8851 HEATHER STREET
(July 13, 2011 and November 30, 2011)

The Panel considered an application to permit the construction of a two-storey daycare building
for approximately 60 children on a site zoned Assembly (ASY). Variances are included in the
proposal for reduced side yard setbacks, reduced parking setback from a public road, and to
allow 54% small car parking spaces (8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces).

At the July 13, 2011 Panel meeting, Architect, Doug Massie, Chercover Massie & Associates
Architecture: and Engineering, and Landscape Architect, Mark Van Der Zalm, provided a brief
presentation, including the following:

e the youngest children are located on the ground floor, older children on the second floor;

e building materials include brick and stucco, and colours include sand, grey, white and brown;
o the landscape design combines sustainability, privacy, and a play area in the rear yard:

e the surface parking arca has permeable pavers and screening with planting, trees and hedges;

e the children’s play area in the rear yard is fully enclosed with a solid wood fence and
lockable gates; it is meant to be an “adventure™ area with: (i) a small hill; (ii) a lawn space
for play; (iii) an open play area featuring rubber paving; and (iv) a wooden deck; and

e two (2) poor condition trees will be removed and one (1) existing Japanese Maple tree will be
retained.

Staff supports the application, and requested variances, and advised:

with input from staff and the Advisory Design Panel, the building is residential in character;
e the requested reduced interior side yard is similar to the side yard for single-family homes;

o the requests to reduce the minimum public road parking setback and to permit small car
parking spaces are not related to the proposed building, but to parking;

e the reduced landscape width along Heather Street was sufficient to provide screening; and

e the allowance of small car parking spaces would: (i) ensure that on-site manoeuvrability is
not compromised; and (ii) provide enough spaces on site to avoid queuing of cars or parking
along Heather Street as parents/guardians dropped off, and picked up children.

Heather Street resident, Mr. Raj Johal addressed the Panel, submitted (i) a letter, (ii) a petition
and (iii) photographs, and spoke in opposition to the proposal, including:

e adaycare would increase Heather Street traffic, congestion, and create safety concerns;

e the traffic flow poses a safety concerns such as: (i) will cars be forced to back out onto
Heather Street; (ii) will Heather Street traffic be blocked; and (iii) is there a drop off lane;

e the deep ditch at Dolphin Park limits two-way traffic, and a car or child may fall in;
e Dolphin Park is a small park that would have problems if another 60 children played there;
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e sidewalk: is only provided half of the west side of Heather Street with limited street lighting;

o the quiet single-family neighbourhood would be negatively impacted by the childcare
facility, which appears to be a “monster home™;

e the St. Alban’s daycare could not be compared to the proposal, as the features of
Heather Street are different from the features of St. Alban’s Road: and

e potential traffic calming measures would not address the fundamental safety problems; and

e with seven (7) or eight (8) staff parking spaces, what kind of parking would occur along the
street.

Dolphin Court neighbour Ms. Barbara Thomas-Bruzzese submitted a letter, and spoke in
opposition to the proposal, including:

e it was not in the best interest of children to build a child care facility on a street with a ditch;

e the vacant church was small, was used in a way not unlike family gatherings, and the site is
not appropriate for a two-storey child care facility for up to 60 children;

e the facility owners should not use a City park for a large day care group; and
¢ with the ditch, Heather Street is adequate for one vehicle, not for two-way traffic.

Public correspondence was received regarding the application.
The Chair advised that the project meets the Assembly zoning designation of the subject site.

In response Panel queries, Mr. Massie advised:

e the new neighbouring houses feature few side widows, ensuring minimal impact;

e there is no overlook issue with limited balcony access, and minimal overlook from the deck:
e there will be no change in grade to the north and south lots, which are both higher;

e the new streetlight on Heather Street will be retained, but relocated slightly:

e the building was specifically designed to equal the scale of other buildings in the area;

e the daycare, on St. Alban’s Road, has more children, similar parking, and no street parking;
e day care hours are from 7:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m.;

e the garbage and recycling enclosure is at the south side of the building, with weekly private
collection, probably on Saturday to avoid cars parked on site; and

e the Vancouver Coastal Health Community Care Facility Licensing office (CCFL) has
reviewed the applicant’s plans, has had only one or two comments for the applicant, and the
interior space exceeds the CCFL requirement and incorporates a music room.

In response, staff advised:

e parking on-site meets the bylaw requirement, the parking design is intended to prevent
vehicles from backing out onto the street; parents are required to park and enter the building;

e Transportation staff is aware of the traffic speeding concern, and a traffic calming survey will
occur during 2011; and measures may be implemented depending on the outcome;

e Transportation staff is comfortable with the size and characteristics of the parking area;
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o the adjacent roadway system has the capacity to accommodate the additional traffic;

= the City ultimately plans for a continuous sidewalk to Francis Road with future development,
and new sidewalk was constructed through recent rezoning of the property to the south; and

e extending the sidewalk on the east side ol the street adjacent to Dolphin Park would need to
be included in the list of annual capital projects.

Discussion ¢nsued among the Panel members, including the following:

¢ many questions had been raised; and although staff had investigated the parking, traffic, and
safety issues, further consultation with the community was warranted;

e issues such as: (i) the adequacy of the parking plan; (i) the issue of vehicles having to back
in/back out; and (iii) accessing Dolphin Park across the road, would benefit from the project
being referred back to staff for further examination;

e (City parks, including small ones, are available to everyone, including day cares; and

e good work had been done by the applicant, architect, landscape architect, and City staff, and
that the project was worth additional work.

The Panel decided that the Development Permit application be referred back to staff for further:
(a) consultation with residents of the neighbourhood; and

(b) examination of on-site parking/manoeuvring and pedestrian and vehicle traffic on
Heather Street.

At the November 30, 2011 Panel meeting, Architect Doug Massie, Chercover Massie &
Associates Architecture and Engineering, provided a brief presentation, including the following:

e the applicant hosted an Open House meeting, which seven (7) neighbourhood residents
attended;

e the zoning is intended for larger sites and will not accommodate a building; the request to
vary the interior side yard is to enable the site to accommodate a building;

e the request to reduce the minimum public road parking setback is to provide the required
parking spaces and to accommodate screening landscape elements to be neighbour-friendly:

e from experience with three (3) daycares in Richmond and parking accumulation; the parking
area configuration and vehicle traffic flow for the Heather Street facility will work well; and

e unlike preschools, where there is congestion, typically arrival and departure for a child care
facility are spread over a two-hour period, such as 7:00 a.m, and 9:00 a.m. for drop off, and
3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. for pick up, so the number of cars should not create a major problem,

Staff supports the application and the requested variances, and advised that:

o if this was single-family development, a larger floor area would be allowed on the subject
site, and that the site provides the potential for two residences, each of them large;

e the applicant had addressed Panel’s request for consultation with neighbourhood;

e in response to Panel’s request for an examination of on-site parking and manoeuvring, as
well as pedestrian and vehicle traffic on Heather Street, the subsequent staff report advises
that parking is adequate, and the surface parking area allows for manoeuvring by vehicles.
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Heather Street resident, Mr.Raj Johal, addressed the Panel, submitted a copy of a letter dated
July 7, 2011 including a petition and photographs, and spoke in opposition to the proposal,
including:

e the building is too big and would impact the liveability of neighbourhood;

e Heather Street is too narrow and should be a one way street or no street parking at any time;
e the former church was used one day a week, but a child care centre is used five days a week:
e the ditch is a safety hazard, not appropriate at a park, and neighbours want it covered; and

e the applicant’s request for variances imposes on the neighbour to the south of the subject site.

A resident of Dolphin Avenue addressed the Panel and spoke in opposition to the application,
due to traffic concern along Dolphin Avenue and Heather Street, a request for one-way streets in
the neighbourhood, and that a child care facility for 60 children is too big.

Public correspondence was received regarding the application. Staff noted that the
correspondents expressed concern regarding: (i) the narrowness of Heather Street: (ii) the danger
of the ditch along Heather Street; (iii) insufficient parking spaces for the proposed facility; and
(iv) the affect of a noisy child care facility of a quiet neighbourhood.

In response to Panel queries, Mr. Massie and Mr. Rajinder Singh, Landscape Designer of
Van Der Zalm and Associates Landscape Architecture firm provided the following information:

e the 15 parking spaces meet the bylaw requirements; his experience is that staff use public
transit, or car pool, and arrival times vary, so that 15 spaces is likely more than enough;

e at the Open House meeting, neighbourhood residents were concerned about: (i)
Heather Street traffic issues; (ii) changes to the neighbourhood; (iii) the open ditch; and
(1v) privacy issues;
e to address privacy, glazed panels were added to the balcony rail to provide sound proofing;
e the facility accommodates 36 toddlers (1 to 3 years old), and 24 children (3 to 5 years old);

e the landscape design changes include: (i) increased amount of a retained hedge; and
(ii) hedge infill with a lattice and climbing plants, adding privacy and some sound proofing;

e the size of the proposed building would be roughly the same as a single-family home;
e there are north facing windows, but they are not aligned with the neighbours windows:

o the surface parking area would be surrounded with six (6) shade trees, hedges, shrubs and a
bioswale to help with on-site water detention;

e on the north side of the proposed building a gravel base was proposed with no access, and on
the south side of the proposed building, no landscaping elements are proposed; and

e lattice with vine planting could be added to the fence to provide buffering in the reduced side
yards; there may be room for a narrow Evergreen; and the south side yard would need
openings for gates and accessibility.

In response to the concerns expressed, Transportation and Planning staff advised:

e alicensed child care facility falls under Provincial legislation, does not qualify as a school,
and the proposal fits within the existing zoning;
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e Transportation staff will conduct a survey in the neighbourhood in December, 2011, and 1f
supported by the neighbourhood, traffic calming measures will be implemented in 2012;

e aspeed survey conducted in April, 2010, confirmed that speeds on Heather Street exceeded
the posted speed limit, and that traffic calming measures could remedy the situation;

e the applicant will complete their fronting sidewalk, to connect to the existing sidewalk;
e on-street parking in front of the subject site is limited due to driveways and fire hydrants;

e there is sufficient space for two (2) cars to pass on Heather Street, but where there are parked
cars on the shoulder, room is limited; and

e “No Stopping” signs will be added along the east side of Heather Street. Transportation staff
will monitor the need for additional signage along the Heather Street [rontage.

The Chair stated that he supports the application, but that prior to the application going forward
to a future Council meeting, the applicant should address the side yards, with a combination of
structure, plantings, vertical elements, and ensure that the changes meet stafl’s satisfaction.

Subsequent to the Panel meeting, the applicant revised the landscape design to include a
combinatiori of narrow hedge planting, trellis structures and vine planting to provide screening in
the north and south side yards.

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued.

DP 10-557920 — W.T. LEUNG ARCHITECTS INC. — 9099 COOK ROAD
(November 30, 2011)

The Panel considered an application to support a transportation (construction) management plan
and to permit the construction of approximately 142 dwelling units in a 16-storey high-rise
residential building, a six-storey residential building, and 11 two-storey townhouses, with an
enclosed parking structure on a site zoned High Rise Apartment (ZHR9) — North McLennan
(City Centre). No variances are included in the proposal.

Architect, Mr, Tam, W.T. Leung Architects Iric., and Landscape Architect, Gerry Eckford,
Principal, Eckford Tyacke and Associates, provided brief presentations, including:

e anarrow southern profile provided views for existing residents and minimized shadowing;

e light coloured materials are proposed for the middle of the high and mid-rise towers. Accent
colours on the bottom of the balcony stacks provides visual interest for pedestrians;

e agreenway is planned along the east edge for pedestrian and bicycle network connections;
e the proposed development meets all on-site bylaw parking requirements;

e 2(0% of the proposed bicycle spaced are dedicated to co-op bikes, and 25% of parking spaces
will have electrical outlets for charging vehicles;

e to address concerns expressed by residents at the Public Hearing, the Transportation
Management Plan includes off-site parking and shuttle for construction personnel;

e construction loading will occur on-site, so that surrounding streets are not adversely affected;

e the outdoor amenity space is located on the fourth floor, and includes a garden system,
two (2) children’s play areas with rubberized surface, and a water feature;
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e the indoor amenity area has a green roof, and is south facing with sunshades;

e other sustainability features include coatings on windows, low flow plumbing fixtures, an
irrigation system, and extensive soft landscaping features that reduce storm run-off;

e 11 convertible units include blocking in washrooms for future grab bars, wider door frames,
lever handles for faucets, and a large turning radius for wheelchairs;

e seven (7) affordable housing units includes four (4) two-storey townhouses suitable for
families;
e four (4) existing trees are being retained, including two (2) large existing trees at both the

north east and north west corners providing significant screening at those two (2) points, the
relocation of two (2) trees into the greenway corridor.

Staff advised that the development application includes a Transportation (Construction)
Management Plan, including an off-site parking lot for trade and construction workers.

e The applicant has responded to a number of issues that were raised by area residents at the
July 26, 2011 Public Hearing. Mr. Brian Jackson stated that the area had always been
intended for high rise residential projects, and that the applicant had worked, through the
rezoning and development permit processes, to minimize (i) shadowing effects on adjacent
towers, and (ii) the effect on views enjoyed by current residents of other towers.

e Mr. Jackson noted that another concern was related to the impact of the proposed
development on traffic patterns, and parking in the area, and he noted that the Transportation
(Construction) Management Plan submitted by the applicant is the most detailed, and
non-intrusive one, staff has seen.

e Mr. Jackson concluded his remarks by stating that staff is in support of the application.

Ms. Naomi Desormeau addressed the Panel, including:
e concern that traffic would increase as a result of the construction;

e was happy about a shuttle service for workers and off-site parking lot, but queried how
compliance would be policed;

e whether residents would receive copies of the Transportation Management Plan.

Mr. Chiu Cheung addressed the Panel, and spoke in opposition to the proposal, including:

the proposed development was too big, with too many people and cars;
e there was congestion with the existing daycare at the corner of Cook and Garden City Roads;

Cook Road is now the only entry road for this area. Alberta Road should be re-opened; and

a 27-signature petition was submitted.

Public correspondence was received regarding the application, Concerns included:
e high density in the neighbourhood results in not enough parking spaces;

e building height;

e number of trees to be removed;

e buildings in the neighbourhood are built in close proximity to one another;

e {raffic in the Cook Road/Katsura Street area; and
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e disappointment at Second and Third Readings at the July 26, 2011 Public Hearing.

In response to Panel queries, Mr. Tam and Mr Eckford advised:

e two (2) healthy existing trees would be relocated into the greenway:

e the outdoor amenity space design is based on the artist Claude Monet’s water-themed works;
e the podium level pond is shallow, features filtered water and a bench;

e the children’s play area includes chalk boards so children can be “mini-Monets™, and an
undulating surface with a tunnel effect; the focus is on creative, social play;

e recycling bins were stored inside and collected from the loading area, which is screened with
landscaping; and

e only construction equipment loading and off-loading activities will be conducted on-site,
with all trade and construction workers being shuttled to the site, from an off-site parking lot.

In response to Panel queries, staff advised:

e the proposed development meets bylaw requirements;

e parking space electrical outlets cost approximately $3,500 each;

e the idea to shuttle trades and construction workers to the site, from an off-site parking lot, is a
unique idea. The site office would be elevated above the Garden City Road sidewalk, to
lesson the impact to pedestrians in that area;

e the City’s traffic bylaw limits the length of time vehicles that can park on the street, and that
area residents who suspect construction workers’ cars are parked on the street can call the
City’s Bylaw Enforcement staff, or call the non-emergency RCMP number;

e the Construction Supervisor’s telephone number is listed in the Transportation Plan;

e the City can stop the Building Permit if the City discovers that details of the Transportation
(Construction) Management Plan are being violated;

e the applicant has proposed more transportation management methods than are required, and
these elements will (i) improve walkability in the area, and (i) encourage alternate modes of
transportation for area residents;

e the crosswalk at Cook Road is able to handle the volume of traffic;
e sections of the area roads will be completed as a result of this proposed development; and

e at the July 26, 2011 Public Hearing, Council requested a thorough transportation review. In
response, as a result of staff and applicant review, the subject Transportation (Construction)
Management Plan was completed.

The value of the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan was noted, and the Chair
commented that the neighbourhood in question was cited in the Official Community Plan (OCP)
as an area for growth. The Panel commented that the project was well executed, towers
arrangement minimized impact on neighbouring towers, and that parking is well utilized in the
area, but is not problematic,

The applicant was requested to make neighbours aware of the Transportation (Construction)
Management Plan, and advised that City staff does follow up on calls from residents.
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The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued.

DP 11-593370 — OVAL 8 HOLDINGS LTD. — PID 028-696-174 (LOT 9).
PID 028-696-182 (LOT 10), AND PID 028-696-191 (LOT 11)
(November 30, 2011)

The Panel considered an application to permit pre-construction site preparation works in
ASPAC’s Village Green development which includes an area designated Environmentally
Sensitive Area (ESA).

Environmental Scientist, Mr. Keven Goodearle, Pottinger Gaherty Environmental Consultants
Ltd., provided a brief presentation, including:

e three (3) separate ESAs have been identified on the site, with this application addressing
ESA-1, an area that includes a Riparian Management arca identified by the Department of
Fisheries and Oceans;

e the proposed phased approach ensures that impacts to the environment, including trees, will
occur at different times; there are to be four (4) phases over a five year span, from 2011 to
2016;

e the application is for pre-construction site preparation works, such as site clearing and
preloading, and future development permit applications will address actual lot development;

e an extensive waterfront park is ultimately proposed with the planting of a significant number
of trees. and an extensive habitat restoration;

e adetailed habitat survey identified five general types of habitats with significant plant
population, although there has been degradation through historic land use;

e ESA compensation includes a planted landscape area of approximately 1,832 m?, plus tree
replacement at a ratio of 3 for 1 including one (1) specimen tree for each removal;

e the compensation planting will include approximately 30 m? of enhancement along
Gilbert Road when Gilbert Road is widened: and

o after work on Gilbert Road is complete, the east bank will be restored.

Staff supported the application and noted:

e rigour that went into the application indicated staff’s commitment to Council to present a
level of detail necessary when there is a development proposed where ESAs exist;

e Letters of Credit are required for this application to ensure the applicant follows through with
stated plans regarding trees of significance; and

e the Panel would see the same level of rigour for future applications to the east of the Oval.
No public correspondence was received regarding the application,

In response to Panel queries, Mr. Goodearle, and arborist, Norman Hol, of Arbortech Consulting
Ltd. advised:

e approxirnately 24 of the trees are in poor condition are earmarked for a timber recovery
program through milling for benches for street furniture or art pieces;
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s the removal of some trees attributed to the Samuel Brighouse family includes provision for
reusing them, and enculturing new replacement trees from them;

e River Road would be closed in 2013, when a temporary road would be installed:

* a 30 m?site along the east property line would be impacted, and that other areas would be
determined as part of both dike and waterfront design improvements along the Fraser River
frontage:

e encroachment into an ESA required a Development Permit. but that a holistic approach is
being taken despite the application responding to ESA-1.

In response to Panel queries, Staff advised:

e the forthcoming Parks Plan would indicate environmental compensation, and the present
application outlines financial compensation;

e the coming four or five months are a critical time in the development of the ASPAC site east
of the Olympic Oval, and that preloading. and dewatering on the site must be undertaken
soon, thereby necessitating the application before the Panel;

e the rezoning proposal was presented to both the Advisory Committee on the Environment,
and the Heritage Commission; and

e to meet some environmental regulations on the parcel of land to the west of the subject site,
the development will use these lands after they are cleared.

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued.

DV 11-586308 — RASHPAL WALIA — 8200 CLAYBROOK ROAD
(October 26, 2011)

The Panel considered an application to vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 for
a reduced exterior side yard setback on a site zoned Single Detached (RS1/E).

Applicant Rashpal Walia advised that a single-family dwelling was originally designed to front
Cobden Road, but when he learned that the City’s Parks Department desires to incorporate this
road end into Grauer Park, the design plans were changed to front onto Claybrook Road. The
requested reduced side yard was in keeping with setbacks for other homes in the neighbourhood.

In response to the Chair’s query. Mr. Walia stated that he would provide the requested
landscaping plan for both the front and the side yards.

Staff advised that staff supports the Development Variance Permit application and provided the
following information:

e the driveway access to the proposed dwelling is from Claybrook Road, turning Cobden Road
into a vehicle free road end;

e the applicant thought the reduced side yard setback was reasonable to transform the existing
roadway into a pedestrian entry to the neighbourhood park:

e atypo in the Staff Report, on the Data Sheet and the Permit, would be rectified to reflect the
1.2 m variance, instead of the incorrectly stated 2.0 m variance.
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No public correspondence was received regarding the application.

Subsequent to the meeting, the applicant provided a landscaping plan for both the front and the
side yards, which is acceptable to staff.

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued.

1424638 CNCL_1 77



CNCL-178



z '“3_;?5{") City of Richmond Agenda

Pg. #

CS-5

CS-11

ITEM

1.

Community Safety Committee

Anderson Room, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Tuesday, December 13, 2011
4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Community Safety
Committee held on Wednesday, October 12, 2011.

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, January 10, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson
Room

LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT

MARINE PATROL PROGRAM - POST PATROL REPORT 2011
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3383656)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page CS-11 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Supt. Renny Nesset

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the OIC’s report entitled “Marine Patrol Program — Post Patrol Report
2011 dated October 13, 2011, be received for information.
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Community Safety Committee Agenda — Tuesday, December 13, 2011

Pg. # ITEM

CS-15 2. RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT - SEPTEMBER 2011 ACTIVITIES
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3378467)

CS-27 RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT — OCTOBER 2011 ACTIVITIES
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3406197)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page CS-15 and CS-27 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Supt. Renny Nesset

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

(1) That the OIC’s report entitled “RCMP’s Monthly Report — September
2011 Activities” dated October 7, 2011, be received for information;
and

(2) That the OIC’s report entitled “RCMP’s Monthly Report — October
2011 Activities” dated November 22, 2011, be received for
information.

CS-41 3. 2011 THIRD QUARTER REPORT - FIRE-RESCUE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3390376)

1O VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page CS-41 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Fire Chief John McGowan

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the report on Fire-Rescue’s operations for the 3™ Quarter ending
September 30, 2011 be received for information.

CS-49 4. COMMUNITY BYLAWS -SEPTEMBER 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-01) (REDMS No. 3392348 v3)

CS-55 COMMUNITY BYLAWS - OCTOBER 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-01) (REDMS No. 3414106)

1O VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page CS-49 and CS-55 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Wayne Mercer

CS-2
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Community Safety Committee Agenda — Tuesday, December 13, 2011

Pg. #

CS-61

CS-71

3396466

ITEM

5.

6.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

1)

(@)

That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated October
24, 2011, from the General Manager, Law & Community Safety, be
received for information; and

That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated
November 24, 2011, from the General Manager, Law & Community
Safety, be received for information.

TRAINING SITE AT 7611 NO. 9 ROAD - RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3367291)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page CS-61 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Fire Chief John McGowan

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

(1)

(2)

©)

That the Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager of Law
and Community Safety be authorized to negotiate and execute on
behalf of the City a licence agreement between Lafarge Canada Inc.
and the City for the use of a portion of 7611 No. 9 Road as a fire
fighter training facility, on the terms and conditions outlined in the
staff report entitled “Training Site at 7611 No. 9 Road — Richmond
Fire Rescue” and dated November 29, 2011;

That the capital and operating costs for the training facility be
considered as part of the 2012-budget process; and

That staff be directed to meet with the owners of the property to the
north of the proposed site and to report back to Council if the
neighbours express any concerns prior to the execution of the
agreement with Lafarge Canada Inc.

REGULATION OF PRIVATE PARKING OPERATIONS
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8801/8802) (REDMS No. 3318239)

10O VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page CS-71 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Wayne Mercer
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Community Safety Committee Agenda — Tuesday, December 13, 2011

Pg. #

3396466

ITEM

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

1)

@)

That Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, Amendment
Bylaw No. 8801 (Attachment 1) be introduced and given first, second
and third reading; and

That Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No.
8122, Amendment Bylaw No. 8802 (Attachment 2) be introduced and
given first, second and third reading.

FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING
(Oral Report)

(i)

(i)
(i)
(iv)

(v)

Designated Speaker: Fire Chief John McGowan
Update on the Airplane Crash;
Update on New Recruits;
Officer Development Training;

Noise & Fireworks Regulation Bylaw / Fire Works Communication
Process; and

EFSIT Customer Service Performed at residence on Gilley Road.

RCMP/OIC BRIEFING
(Oral Report)

Designated Speaker: Supt. Renny Nesset

Item for discussion:

(i)

(i)
(i)
(iv)

Operation Red Nose

British Columbia Association of Chiefs of Police;
Officer Transfers and Retirements; and
Partnership with Delta Police Department.

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Deborah Procter, Manager, Emergency Programs, to play a clip from
the CAUSE video
ADJOURNMENT
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Date:

Place:

Present:

Absent:

Also Present;

Call to Order:

3379317

Richmond Minutes

Community Safety Committee

Wednesday, October 12, 2011

Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Councillor Derek Dang, Chair
Councillor Ken Johnston, Vice-Chair
Councillor Greg Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Bill McNulty

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Sue Halsey-Brandt
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 Tuesday, September 13, 2011, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT

COMMUNITY BYLAWS - AUGUST 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-01) (REDMS No. 3360528)

Wayne Mercer, Manager, Community Bylaws, distributed copies of Page 6
(attached to and forming part of these Minutes as Schedule 1) of the staff
report entitled “Community Bylaws — August 2011 Activity Report” and
noted that this page was accidentally omitted from the agenda package.

CS-5



Community Safety Committee
Wednesday, October 12, 2011

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Mercer advised that (i) the increase
in parking violations over the summer months may be attributed to a full
complement of parking officers; (ii) property use inspectors have been
proactively identifying abandoned / vacant homes, and as such the number of
identified abandoned homes have increased since 2010; and (iii) parking
meters have been hardened in an effort to counter meter vandalism.

It was moved and seconded
That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated October 4, 2011,

from the General Manager, Law & Community Safety, be received for
information.

CARRIED

RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT - JULY AND AUGUST 2011
ACTIVITIES
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3353471)

Deanne Burleigh, Operations Officer, Richmond RCMP, commented on the
number of robberies over the summer months, noting that cell phone thefts
continue to be a concern. Also, Ms. Burleigh spoke to the number of
residential break and enters, citing a combination of factors as the cause.

In reply to a query from Committee, Ms. Burleigh advised that each Watch is
tasked with foot patrols of a respective zone and are advised of “hot spots’.

Discussion ensued regarding the number of tickets issued in 2011 for
speeding ten kilometres over the posted limit, and it was requested that the
figures for 2010 be provided to Council.

It was moved and seconded
That the OIC’s report entitled “RCMP’s Monthly Report — July and August
2011 Activities” dated September 23, 2011, be received for information.

CARRIED
LAFARGE CANADA INC. - CONFINED SPACE RESCUE, FEE-FOR-

SERVICE AGREEMENT
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3367245)

In reply to queries from Committee, Tim Wilkinson, Deputy Chief -
Operations, provided the following information:

= Lafarge has trained a number of their staff in the provision of confined
space rescue as required by WorkSafe BC;

= Lafarge will provide the equipment necessary for confined space
rescues; and

. it is anticipated that site visits be conducted in conjunction with training
EXErcises.

CS-6 2.



Community Safety Committee
Wednesday, October 12, 2011

Discussion ensued regarding the financial impact of the proposed agreement
and Mr. Wilkinson stated that the City would receive new revenue of
approximately $14.300 annually, plus twelve site visits per year at $250 per
visit. He noted that there have been no confined space rescues required at
Lafarge in the past ten years and as such, Richmond Fire-Rescue does not
anticipate incurring costs associated with the proposed fee-for-service
agreement.

It was moved and seconded

That the Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager Law and
Community Safety be authorized to negotiate and execute on behalf of the
City, a fee-for-service agreement for the provision of confined space rescue
services by the City’s Fire Rescue Division to Lafarge Canada Inc.’s
operations at 7611 No. 9 Road on the terms and conditions outlined in the
staff report titled “Lafarge Canada Inc. — Confined Space Rescue, Fee-for-
Service Agreement” dated September 23, 2011.

CARRIED

FIRE 20/20 RECRUITING AND RETAINING FOR DIVERSITY
WORKSHOP - STATUS REPORT

(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3363641)

In reply to queries from Committee, John McGowan, Fire Chief, Richmond
Fire-Rescue and Kim Howell, Deputy Chief — Administration, stated that (i)
Richmond Fire-Rescue (RFR) would shift its focus to community outreach in
an effort to educate the public on its day-to-day operations; (ii) RFR is
conducting an inventory of the number of different languages spoken by their
staff; and (iii) RFR has discussed Smart Meters with BC Hydro only in
relation to electrical safety.

It was moved and seconded

That the Fire 20/20 Recruiting and Retaining for Diversity Workshop
Status Report, dated September 26, 2011 from the Fire Chief, be received
for information.

CARRIED

FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING
(Oral Report)

(i)  School Fire Drills

Mr. McGowan provided background information and highlighted that RFR
supported over 40 schools in Richmond with fire drills.

(ii)  Seat Belts

Mr. McGowan noted that a media release on the importance of wearing seat
belts was forthcoming and would act as a good reminder to the public.
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Community Safety Committee
Wednesday, October 12, 2011

(iii)  Firefighter Exchange

Mr. McGowan provided background information and stated that RFR would
be exchanging a member with the Melbourne Fire Department for one year.

(iv)  Fire Prevention Week

Mr. McGowan spoke of Fire Prevention Week, commenting on a number of
different initiatives and open houses. He noted that “Protect Your Family
From Fire” was this year’s fire prevention theme.

RCMP/OIC BRIEFING
(Oral Report)

(i)  Detachment Opening

Ms. Burleigh advised that Richmond RCMP have completed their move to the
new detachment and are fully operational. She noted that the command post
currently set up at the old detachment will remain there until November 2011.

(ii) Halloween

Ms. Burleigh commented on various joint efforts currently underway with
City departments in preparation for Halloween.

Discussion ensued and it was noted that the Seniors Advisory Committee has
shown interest in participating at a Community Crime Reduction meeting.

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Great BC Shakeout Earth Quake Drill October 20, 2011

Deborah Procter, Manager, Emergency Programs, spoke of the Great BC
Shakeout Earth Quake Drill scheduled to take place at 10:20 a.m. on October
20, 2011.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:35 p.m.).

CARRIED
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Wednesday, October 12, 2011

Councillor Derek Dang
Chair

CS-9

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 Wednesday,
October 12, 2011.

Hanieh Floujeh
Committee Clerk
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the

The next hearing is scheduled for September 27, 2011. ﬁgr:tl;:;nitzel dSa:;"ty Wzg:gggt:f
October 12, 2011. ’

5. Animal Control

e For the month of August 2011, there was 5 dog bite incidents reported.

¢ Staff issued 90 new dog licences during August 2011 to bring the total number of
dogs licensed in Richmond for 2011 to 5,395. The number of dangerous dog licences
issued or renewed in Richmond as of August 2011 is 74.

® There has been a notable increase in incidents of dangerous dog calls and subsequent
required attendance by Community Bylaws Animal Control officers this summer.
Officers attended to 13 dangerous dog calls during the months of July and August
2011 an increase of 50% when compared to the same related calls during the same
period last year,

6. Revenue and Expenses
The following information is an analysis for August 2011 compared to August 2010.

Consolidated Parking Program Revenue The total of meter, monthly permit and enforcement
revenue is up 11.2% over 2010. Revenues for August 2011 are $141,986 compared to $127.614
for the same period last year. This positive increase is due largely to the efforts of our parking
enforcement staff, and ongoing additional revenue generated by our rate increases in the hourly
meter rate and base price of parking fines. The increase can also be attributed to the 15%
management fee on Richmond Oval parkade operation proceeds, which was not part of the City’s
program in August 2010.

Meter Revenue is up 4.5% for the same period last year. Revenues for August 2011 are $42.479
compared to $40,653 for 2010.

Permit Revenue is up 6.4% over the same period last year. Revenues for August 2011 are
$11.096 compared to $10.429 for 2010.

Enforcement Revenue is up 12.9% over the same period last year. Revenues for August 2011
are $86.446 compared to $76.532 for 2010. This is a result of increased enforcement activity by
staff.

Richmond Oval Parkade Management Fee Revenue: For the month of August 2011, the City
netted $1.965 from the proceeds generated from parking at the Richmond Oval. This fee is

based on 15% of gross revenue.

The following chart provides a consolidated revenue comparison with prior years:

3360528
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Report to Committee

Richmond
To: Community Safety Committee Date: October 13, 2011
From: Rendall Nesset File:  09-5000-01/2010-Vol
Officer In Charge, Richmond RCMP Detachment 01
(11.14)
Re: Marine Patrol Program — Post Patrol Report 2011

Staff Recommendation

That the OIC's report entitied “Marine Patrol Program — Post Patrol Report 2011"” dated October
13, 2011, be received for information.

| J;?“‘ff@-‘;

(hendall Nesset) Superintendent

Officer in Charge, Richmond RCMP Detachment
(604-278-1212)
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Origin
At the Community Safety Committee on April 12, 2011 staff was directed to report back:

That staff be directed to review the RCMP Marine Vessel Program at the end of the
summer boating season and repori back on the various aspects of the program.

Purpose

The following report was prepared to advise of the findings of the Richmond Detachment Marine
Patrol Program that was conducted on the waterways surrounding the City of Richmond
throughout the summer of 2011. The purpose of this report is threefold:

1. Document and share statistical data garnered from patrols conducted
2. Present findings of criminality and activity on waterways
3. Provide rationale for the continuance of these patrols

Background

The Marine Patrol Program was created to allow uniformed members of the Richmond RCMP
and Fisheries Officers of the Steveston office from the Department of Fisheries and Oceans
(DFO) and other enforcement agencies to work in partnetship to assess the level of the
community marine activity and to provide an enforcement presence on the waterways
surrounding the City of Richmond. These patrols were conducted in the interest of public safety;
improving interoperability of the Richmond Detachment with DFO and to provide a level of law
enforcement. on the waterways, namely: enforcement of Fisheries Acts, Criminal Code and
Provincial Statutes of BC, Tertiary benefits of the patrols were to provide a resource for calls for
service for the city for marine related incidents on the Fraser River.

Analysis

Resources / Operators

At the onset of the project, interest in participation was gathered from all points within
Richmond Detachment, with 6 members selected to partake in the marine training (Basic Water
Transport & Advanced Water Transport) required to operate the vessel and conduct patrols,

specifically:

e 1 Constable from each of the 4 General Duty Watch’s, including YVR
e 2 Constables from support services (Traffic and Youth teams)

Richmond Detachment is providing further opportunities for members to obtain this training,
with 3 members selected for fall 2011 training and a further 6 to be trained in spring 2012.
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Deployment and Statistics (June — September, 2011)

Total dates patrolled: 34 (6 hour shifts for a total of 204 hours)
Total patrols scheduled: 44
Vessels checked: 166
Persons checked: 217
Docurrients issued': 166
Files self-generated: 38
Files (E-Comm) dispatched: 45
Total files: 83
Number of Patrols:
June 4 (received boat on June 26“‘)
July 15
August 13
Septemberl 2
TOTAL: 34

Community Engagement

A cornerstone of the Marine Patrol Program is for community engagement, which is one of the
primary focuses of cach patrol. Members patrolled local marine communities; harbours and
marinas, and took part in every available marine community event that occurred in Richmond
throughout the spring and summer. The boat will continue to attend any and all events
throughout the year and will contribute to the safety of those events. Community events that the
vessel took part in included:

¢ Participated as a float for the Canada Day Parade in Steveston

e Taking part in patrols and boat launch checks for all 3 Celebration of Lights Fireworks
nights

e Participated in the Steveston Maritime Community Festival

e Patrolled the Ships to Shore Maritime Festival

e Participated in the Dragon Boat Festival

e Patrolling the UBC Rowing Club (middle arm) Regatta (taking place on Oct 15)

'For every vessel stop conducted, a written document is issued to the boater, indicating reason for the stop. which can be in the
form of & warning ticket. actual violation ticket or a lisheries ticket or a combination of all three.
? While moored. the RCMP Boal was impacted by another vessel during the first week of September.
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Partner Agencies

Throughout the patrols and attendance to calls for service, members visited the local marinas,
communities and businesses. And through attending files and community events, worked hand-
in-hand with the following agencies:

VPD (Marine Unit)

RCMP Support Services (Air Services, Police Dog Services (PDS), IHIT, ERT)
New West Police Department (Marine Unit)

Delta Police Department

Canada Coast Guard

Transport Canada

Steveston Harbour Authority

Vancouver Fraser Port Authority

Financial Impact

The Marine Patrol Program to date has remained within the budget allotted through the Lower
Mainland District “Seasonal Policing Fund” ($15,000). The Program will continue to accrue
costs through the operation of the vessel throughout the remainder of the fiscal year forecast to
stay within the budget set out in a previous report.

Conclusion

The Marine Patrol Program was proposed to conduct marine patrols in the waterways
surrounding the City of Richmond; to interact with the marine community and to detect, deter
and investigate criminal activity in these waterways.

While the project objectives were broad in nature, they also posed a specific purpose, and this
was to obtain a real and measurable reading of the amount of activity, both criminal and benign,
that was occurring on these waterways. Given the 34 patrols that were conducted, the 83 calls for
service and the interactions that were made with the marine community during these patrols, it
can be determined that this goal was obtained.

The marine patrols have come to a close for the 2011 summer season; however, the boat remains
available for calls for service and all marine related events.

AP
/@71 Tandes Lunny
NCO B’ Watch
_ Richmond RCMP
(604-278-1212)
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A =, Report to Committee
#84¢ Richmond

To: Community Safety Committee Date: October 7, 2011
From: Rendall Nesset File:  09-5000-01/2010-Vol
Officer In Charge, Richmond RCMP Detachment 01
(11.54)
Re: RCMP's Monthly Report — September 2011 Activities

Staff Recommendation

That the OIC's report entitled “RCMP’s Monthly Report — September 2011 Activities” dated
October 7, 2011, be received for information.

b 57 (e

(Rendall Nesset) Superintendent

Offlcer in Charge, Richmond RCMP Detachment
(604-278-1212)
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Origin

At the request of the Community Safety Committee, the OIC will keep Council informed on
matters pertaining to policing in the community and has developed a framework to provide
regular reporting cycles.

Analysis

Below is the RCMP’s Monthly Report — September 2011 Activities.

Noteworthwv Files:

Suspicious Fires

The Detachment is currently investigating four suspicious fires that occurred inside apartment
buildings. The fires occurred at different locations throughout Richmond and are believed to be
connected due to similarities,

On August 21, a fire occurred in the 9500 block of Odlin Road and on September 2, another fire
occurred in the 6100 block of Buswell Street. These fires displaced many residents of the
apartment buildings involved but fortunately no one was injured. Both fires began at the front
door of the suites in the hallways where gasoline was used as an accelerant. On September 6, a
fire occurred at the Palm Springs Health Spa located in the 6500 block of Buswell Street. The
business was not occupied at the time and no one was injured. An accelerant was sprayed into
the business through the mail slot. On September 7, a fire occurred in the 8100 block of
Granville Avenue. The fire started outside the door of the suite in the hallway and gasoline was
used. The suite was unoccupied and no one was injured.

The Detachment’s Arson Task force is investigating and the community has been informed by
news release of these incidents in an effort to preserve public safety. Residents of apartment
buildings are discouraged in regards to allowing non-residents access into the buildings.
Residents are asked to be vigilant to suspicious activities at their homes, and to call 911 if they
smell gasoline or see individuals carrying gasoline into an apartment building.

Richmond RCMP Seizes Counterfeit Currency at Vancouver Airport

On September 6, Richmond RCMP officers stationed at Vancouver Airport received a report
from the Canada Border Services Agency that they had a male in custody after currency
suspected to be counterfeit was located in his checked luggage. Upon arrival RCMP officers
determined that the male had just returned to Canada after being in Africa for a month. The
currency was found bundled and concealed in items of clothing. The 40-year-old male was
placed under arrest at the Vancouver Airport after concealing over $54,000 in counterfeit US
currency in his checked luggage.

A counterfeit currency expert from the “E” Diyision Commercial Crime Section along with a
Special Agent from the United States Secret Service examined the currency on site and
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confirmed that it was counterfeit and $54,700 in 100 dollar bills was seized shortly after. “E”
Division’s Integrated Counterfeit Enforcement Team reports that this is quite a substantial
seizure and that since January 2011 the total amount of passed and seized counterfeit US
currency for BC has been approximately $179,012. This seizure represents just over one third of
the total US counterfeits seized in BC this year. Richmond Detachment has recommended a
charge of Possession of Counterfeit Currency.

Investigation Into Deaths of Two Young Girls

On March 2, 2010 the Detachment was called to a residence for a report that a youth was in
medical distress. A 17-year-old female died in relation to this incident and the Serious Crimes
Unit began an investigation. On the same day the Burnaby RCMP was called to the 4000 block
of Rumble Street for a report of another youth in medical distress. A 16-year-old female also
died. Toxicology results were reviewed and indicate that the apparent cause of death for both
girls was a lethal combination of alcohol and drugs.

Since this tragedy has occurred, a team of officers involving up to 60 Richmond RCMP
investigators has been working tirelessly to establish the circumstances surrounding the two
deaths. The investigation involved the close cooperation of the Richmond RCMP and the
Vancouver Police Department. The investigation has been challenging, involving extensive
forensic examinations, and the locating and interviewing of numerous witnesses.

The RCMP is hopeful that, due to the cooperation of a number of courageous individuals and the
exhaustive efforts of the investigative team, there will be some answers for the families of the
victims. The Detachment is actively seeking individuals who may have evidence surrounding
the circumstances of the deaths and has sent out a news release encouraging these individuals to
come forward to assist the RCMP in providing closure for the victim’s families.

Road Safety Unit

Richmond Detachment Traffic Statistics

Name Act Example July | Aug | Sep
Provincial Act

Violation Tickets | Offences Speeding 1310 | 1521 [ 1208

Notice & Orders | Equipment Violations | Broken Tail-light 674 | 587 | 419

Driving 24 hour driving prohibition for

Suspension Motor Vehicle Act alcohol or drugs 29 20 13

On or off the street Municipal

Parking Offences | Municipal Bylaw parking offences 6 4 22
Municipal Ticket

MTT’s Information Any other Municipal Bylaw offence ) 7 3
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Distracted Driving Media Event

On October 5, 2011 the City of Richmond hosted an event with a number of speakers on the
impact of distracted driving. The Mayor gave a speech about the Detachment actively
participating against distracted driving through regular patrols near school zones and sending out

letters to drivers.

Mayor Brodie proclaimed September, 2011 as Distracted Driving Prevention month. An excerpt
from the Proclamation states: "Since February 2011, volunteers from Richmond's South Arm
Community Policing Olffice have been leaders in combating Distracted Driving in the Province
by conducting foot and bicycle patrols and issuing more than 400 reminder letters to drivers
observed displaying Distracted Driving behaviour. The City of Richmond is committed to
raising awareness of the dangers of Distracted Driving through education, enforcement and

prevention.

South Arm Community Police Office

Richmond Detachment Stolen Auto Recovery and Lock out Auto Crime Statistics for 2011

Vehicles Viewed Vehicles Scanned Vehicles Issued A Patrol And

For Signs Of Auto | Through Stolen Auto | Crime Prevention | Admin
Month Crime Only Recovery (SAR)*' Notice Hours
January 4,898 4,368 530 96
February 2,265 1,657 608 60
March 3,261 1,630 1,082 80
April 3.356 2,529 828 54
May 3,681 2,391 1,290 82
June 2,197 1,342 855 58
July 1,825 1,289 336 48
August 1,898 989 909 51
September 2,329 1,481 848 52
TOTAL 25,710 17,676 7,486 581

' A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthly Activity Report.

% Ibid
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Richmond Detachment Speed Watch Statistics for 2011

Month # Of Speed Total Over 10 Admin Number of

Watch Vehicles Km/h Hours For Warning

Deployments Checked Office Duties Letters

Issued
January 6 2,728 375 54 204
February 13 6,281 950 76 390
March 13 6,207 1,098 80 311
April 12 6,321 1,060 92 347
May 21 12,956 2,358 134 778
June 20 7,633 1,076 132 572
July 15 8,532 2,371 114 551
August 7 3,679 1,024 54 157
September 16 8,957 1,233 102 403
TOTAL 123 63,294 11,545 838 3,713

Richmond Detachment Distracted Drivers Statistics for 2011°

Month Deployments | Number of Letters Sent
January Started Feb. 1st
February 7 50
March 10 73
April Y] 64
May 9 87
June 10 52
July 14 78
August 10 70
September 7 37
TOTAL 74 481

* A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthly Activity Report.
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Volunteer Bike Patrol
Month Deployments | Hours
January 2 54
February 3 102
March -+ 102
April 5 123
May 9 188
June 8 136
July 19 163
August 18 116.5
September 17 152
TOTAL 85| 1,136.5

Victim Services

In September of 2011, Victim Witness Services provided support to 22 new clients in addition to
an active caseload of over 113 ongoing files. Victim Services assisted 8 crime and trauma
scenes over this time period. Medical related sudden deaths and low level family disputes
dominated the calls for service.

Crime Statiistics

Crime Stats — see Appendix “A”.
Crime Maps — see Appendix “B”

Financial Impact
There is no financial impact associated with this report.
Conclusion

The Officer in Charge, Richmond Detachment has developed a framework and will continue to
provide a monthly reporting cycle to the Community Safety Committee.

7 /ﬁ W
! & : g

/-i ‘) ﬁ_ i L, r %"_ ;. g
Tl ( \Sadd g/

Lainie Goddard
Manager, RCMP Administration
(L.4767)
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SEPTEMBER 2011 STATISTICS

This chart identifies the monthly totals for all founded Criminal Code offences, excluding Traffic Criminal Code.
Based on Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) scoring, there are three categories: (1) Violent Crime, (2) Property
Crime, and (3) Other Criminal Code. Within each category, particular offences are highlighted in this chart. In
addition, monthly totals for Controlled Drugs and Substances Act (CDSA) offences are included.

The Average Range data is based on activity in a single month over the past 5 years. The only exception is Metal
Theft, which only has 4 years of available data. If the current monthly total for an offence is above average, it will
be noted in red, while below-average numbers will be noted in blue.

Year-to-Date percentage increases of more than 10% are marked in red, while decreases of more than 10% are
blue. Please note that percentage changes are inflated in categories with small numbers (e.g.: Sexual Offences).

5-YR
AVERAGE
RANGE

September

CURRENT

MONTH YEAR-TO-DATE TOTALS

Sep-11 2010 YTD| 2011 YTD| % Change

VIOLENT CRIME
(IJCR 1000-Series Offences)

Robbery 5

132 131157 1310 1170 -10.7%

7-11 76 94 23.7%

Assault

47

40-56

-14.1%

Assault w/ Weapon

17

11-20

3.5%

Sexuval Offences

8

6-10

8.9%

FROPERTY CRIME
(LJCR 2000-Series Offences)

607-877

-1.5%

Business B&E

34-48

-33.1%

Residential B&E

30-56

28.8%

MV Theft

35-66

-33.3%

Theft From MV

149-259

“A7.2%

Theft

85-154

8.2%

Shoplifting

35-63

6.9%

Metal Theft

1-22

-30.4%

Fraud

43-56

-4.7%

OTHER CRIMINAL CODE
(LUCR 3000-Series Offences)

190-243

-10.9%

Arson - Property

5-12

-34.7%

SUBTOTAL
(UCR 1000- ta 3000-Series)

950-1255

-8.6%

DRUGS
(LJCR 4000-Series Offences)

69-136

*Nietal Theft only has 4 years of available data.

Prepared by Richmornd RCMP.

Data collected from PRIME on 2011-10-12. Published 2011-10-19.

This data is operational and subject to change. This document is not to be copied, reproduced, used in whole or part or disseminated to any

other person or agency without the consent of the originator(s).
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Residential Break & Enters
\September 1st - September 30th, 2011

Appendix‘B'
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Legend

& Residential B&Es: Total of 59
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ity of
ichmond

Report to Committee

Re:

(Community Safety Committee

Rendall Nesset

Date: November 22, 2011
File:  09-5000-01/2010-Vol

Officer In Charge, Richmond RCMP Detachment 01

(11.55)

RCMP's Monthly Report — October 2011 Activities

Staff Recommendation

That the OIC's report entitled “RCMP’s Monthly Report — October 2011 Activities” dated
November 22, 2011, be received for information.

dm
Rendall Nesset) Superintendent

Officer in Charge, Richmond RCMP Detachment
(604-278-1212)

3406197

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
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Origin

At the request of the Community Safety Committee, the OIC will keep Council informed on
matters pertaining to policing in the community and has developed a framework to provide
regular reporting cycles.

Analysis

Below is the RCMP’s Monthly Report — October 2011 Activities.

Noteworthy Files:

Too Good To Be True

The Detachment is investigating a lottery scam after a Richmond resident was duped out of
$4,500 after being told that she won the lottery. In May of this year the victim received a phone
call advising her that she had won the lottery worth $150.000, but in order to claim her money
she would first have to send $4,500 to China. The victim initially did not believe the caller and
did not send any money. The calls continued and during one of these calls the voice on the other
end of the phone provided a website. The victim visited the website at which time she
discovered a related phone number that she called and spoke to a female who informed her that
the lottery was legitimate, however she still did not believe that she had won the lottery and did
not send any money.

The calls to the victim continued which prompted her to call the number from the website again.
She was told the lottery was legitimate and as a result decided to wire $4,500 to supposedly a
lawyer in China. As soon as the money was sent the calls stopped which left her wondering
when she would receive her prize. The victim phoned the number from the website again but it
was disconnected. Unfortunately this incident is not unique and is referred to as “the lottery
scam” which occurs far too often.

There are two variations to this scam. One, where someone claims to be a lawyer from a firm
responsible for distributing funds; however, the funds cannot be distributed until a legal fee has
been paid. The second variation is as the one described above, when a call is made advising
somecne that they have won the lottery and that the winner has to pay money in order to claim
the prize-money.

It 1s important to remember that one cannot win any lottery without buying a ticket. Legitimate
lotteries do not contact winners, and winners do not send money in to redeem a prize.

Things to consider:

Unsolicited calls suggesting inclusion in a “lottery pool™;
Mail received notifying that a substantial amount of money has been won;
Requests for cash to be sent in order to redeem a prize;

L}
-
=
= Being asked to keep the winnings secret to avoid tax consequence, and;
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= High pressure or repetitive calls
Plane Crash

On October 27 at approximately 4:15 pm the Detachment received a report of a plane crash near
the British Columbia Institute of Technology. A small passenger plane crashed on the
northbound lanes of Russ Baker Way and struck a car containing two people. The plane burst
into flames upon impact; however, Richmond Fire Rescue and YVR’s Emergency Response
were on scene within moments to extinguish the flames. All seven passengers and two crew
members were transported to the Richmond General Hospital (RGH) and the Vancouver General
Hospital (VGH) for treatment. As of November 15 everyone has been released from hospital,
except the pilot and co-pilot, who have since succumbed to their injuries.

The Transportation Safety Board is now the lead investigative agency for the plane crash and
Richmond Detachment continues to assist. The majority of officers that were working at the
crash scene assisted with this investigation in various duties. General Duty officers cordoned off
the crash site area and various Plainclothes officers coordinated statements of the numerous
witnesses that were on site. Officers from the surrounding areas such as the Lower Mainland
Emergency Response Team, Deas Island Highway patrol, the Integrated Collision and Analysis
Reconstruction Services and the Vancouver Police Department also assisted. The Detachment
has sent out a news release thanking the witnesses and business owners that came to the aid of
the victims of the crash, as well as various community partners that were integral to this very
lragic event.

Stabbing at Lansdowne Mall

A 24-year-old Burnaby resident was sent to hospital after being stabbed in the Lansdowne
Shopping Center parking lot, early in the morning of October 29. When police arrived at the
scene of the crime it was determined that one male had been stabbed. The suspects fled prior to
police arrival. The Detachment’s Serious Crime Section is continuing to investigate and
interviewing a number of witnesses to piece together what exactly occurred. The victim, who
suffered severe injuries, underwent surgery and is expected to recover.

Distraction Thefts

The Detachment is currently investigating a number of distraction thefts and has sent out a
newsletter advising the community to be aware of criminals posing as good samaritans. Suspects
are currently targeting victims at financial institutions after they have withdrawn large sums of
money. Onge a victim enters the bank the suspect approaches the victim’s vehicle, punctures a
tire and waits for the victim to return. As the victim drives away, the suspects follow and later
approach the driver to let them know that they have a flat tire and will offer to change the tire.
When the driver gets out of the vehicle, a second suspect appears to assist, and enters the
victim’s vehicle and takes the cash while the first suspect is distracting the driver. When the
driver returns to the vehicle, the money is missing.
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Community Policing

Crime Prevention Unit

The Detachment Crime Prevention Unit sent 50 Residential Break and Enter Alerts and 28
Commercial Break and Enter Alerts to Richmond residents and businesses with information
about neighbourhood break and enters. These details were provided along with crime
prevention techniques to help prevent future break and enters.

Richmond residents and business owners are encouraged to register their email addresses at the
City of Richmond website: www.richmond.ca/blockwatch.

Two Block Watch Captain and Co-Captain Meetings were held at the City Hall Council
Chambers on October 19 and 27 with approximately 100 people in attendance. Corporal
William Lumsdon was in attendance to thank all of the Block Watch volunteers for their time
and effort in helping to make Richmond a safer place. The meetings then began with a
“Criminal Activity Maps” presentation and provided a step-by-step overview of the
neighbourhood crime statistics as well as a focus on Richmond’s crime prevention information
and how residents can make their homes as safe as possible.

During the meeting, four South Arm volunteers completed a Lock Out Auto Crime parking lot
audit of vehicles and presented their findings regarding visible items left in vehicles during the
meeting. Joanne Bergman from ICBC, who is Richmond’s Road Safety Coordinator, presented
a talk on vehicle safety including Theft from Motor Vehicle and speeding.

As part of the RCMP “On Side Program” two Richmond members took several students out to
see a sporting event. On three separate dates in October, six students from the Jesse Wowk
Elementary School, Joseph The Worker Elementary School and Spul’U’Kwuks Elementary
School were taken to a Vancouver Canucks hockey game or a BC Lions football game. The
students are provided with a hot dog and drink and transportation is provided with a City of
Richmond vehicle. This program is very rewarding to all involved as it provides youth that may
not have an opportunity a chance to go out with their peers as well as two RCMP officers.
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Road Safety Unit

Richmond Detachment Traffic Statistics

Name Act Example Aug | Sep | Oct
Provincial Act

Violation Tickets | Offences Speeding 1521 | 1208 | 1196

Notice & Orders | Equipment Violations | Broken Tail-light 587 | 419 | 473

Driving 24 hour driving prohibition for

Suspension Motor Vehicle Act alcohol or drugs 20 13 54

On or off the street Municipal

Parking Offences | Municipal Bylaw parking offences 4 22 17
Municipal Ticket

MTTI’s Information Any other Municipal Bylaw offence 7 3 4

For the October Violation Tickets statistics, the total of 1196 includes, although not limited to
the following:

= 8 Alcohol or drug related driving offences - Immediate Roadside Prohibition’s and 24
Hour Suspensions.

®= 1 No case drug seizure.

= 29 Intersection related charges — Running lights and improper turns.

= 19 Excessive speeding violations — 40 Km/h plus over the limit.

= 292 Speeding charges.

South Arm Community Police Office

Richmond Detachment Stolen Auto Recovery and Lock out Auto Crime Statistics for 2011

Vehicles Viewed Vehicles Scanned | Vehicles Issued A | Patrol And

For Signs Of Auto | Through Stolen Auto | Crime Prevention Admin

Month Crime Only Recovery (SAR)*’ Notice® Hours
January 4,898 4,368 530 96
February 2,265 1,657 608 60
March 3,261 1,630 1,082 80
April 3,356 2,529 828 54
May 3,681 2,391 1,290 82
June 2,197 1,342 855 58
July 1,825 1,289 536 48
August 1,898 989 909 51
September 2,329 1,481 848 52
October 3,558 2,258 1,300 70
TOTAL 29,268 19,934 8,786 651

' A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthly Activity Report.

* Ibid
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Richmond Detachment Speed Watch Statistics for 2011

Month # Of Speed Total Over 10 Admin Number of

Watch Vehicles Km/h Hours For Warning

Deployments Checked Office Duties Letters

Issued
January 6 2,728 375 54 204
February 13 6,281 950 76 390
March 13 6,207 1,098 80 311
April 12 6,321 1,060 92 347
May 21 12,956 2,358 134 778
June 20 7.633 1,076 132 572
July 15 8,532 2,371 114 551
August 7 3,679 1,024 54 157
September 16 8,957 1,233 102 403
October 16 8,029 682 108 456
TOTAL 139 71,323 12,227 946 4,169

Richmond Detachment Distracted Drivers Statistics for 2011°

Month Deployments | Number of Letters Sent
January Started Feb. 1st
February 7 50
March 10 73
April v 64
May 9 ¢
June 10 52
July 14 78
August 10 70
September i 37
October 9 40
TOTAL 83 521

¥ A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthly Activity Report.
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Volunteer Bike Patrol
Month Deployments | Hours
January 2 54
February 3 102
March 4 102
April 5 123
May 9 188
June 8 136
July 19 163
August 18 116.5
September L2 152
October - 36.5
TOTAL 89 1,173

Steveston Community Police Office

Steveston Office Volunteer Stats for October 2011

Speed Watch
26 Volunteer Hours | 4,600 Vehicles Checked | 110 Letters Sent Out
Lock Out Auto Crime (LOAC)
39 Volunteer Hours | 1,900 Vehicles Checked | 315 Notices Written

Victim Services

In October of 2011, Victim Witness Services provided support to 46 new clients in addition to an
active caseload of over 119 ongoing files. Victim Services assisted 12 crime and trauma scenes
over this time period. Robberies, medical related sudden deaths and suicides dominated the calls
for service. Of note, Richmond Victim Services responded to the plane crash and subsequently
to the hospital following the fatal crash at the south terminal area of YVR. Victim Services
continues to support the families of the deceased and any of the witnesses who have asked for
assistance.

Crime Statistics

Crime Stats — see Appendix “A™.
Crime Maps — see Appendix “B”

Financial Impact

There is no financial impact associated with this report.
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Conclusion

The Officer in Charge, Richmond Detachment has developed a framework and will continue to
provide a monthly reporting cycle to the Community Safety Committee.

7%/{ z/m/ /

Lainie Goddard
Manager, RCMP Administration
(604)207-4767
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APPENDIX 'A'

OCTOBER 2011 STATISTICS

This chart ideritifies the monthly totals for all founded Criminal Code offences, excluding Traffic Criminal Code.
Based on Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) scoring, there are three categories: (1) Violent Crime, (2) Property
Crime, and (3) Other Criminal Code. Within each category, particular offences are highlighted in this chart. In
addition, monthly totals for Controlled Drugs and Substances Act (CDSA) offences are included.

The Average Rlange data is based on activity in a single month over the past 5 years. The only exception is Metal
Theft, which only has 4 years of available data. If the current monthly total for an offence is above average, it will
be noted in red, while below-average numbers will be noted in blue.

Year-to-Date percentage increases of more than 10% are marked in red, while decreases of more than 10% are
blue. Please note that percentage changes are inflated in categories with small numbers (e.g.: Sexual Offences).

c:gﬁ?:T esen | eantensre oA
RANGE
Oct-11 October 2010 YTD| 2011 YTD| % Change
;:fﬂ'-&'::sfg"gﬁmm} 133 123155 || 1449 | 1303 | -104%
Robbery 15 6-16 95 100 | 147%
Assault 49 39-54 531 462 | 13.0%
Assault w/ Weapon 11 11-19 123 128 4.1%
Sexual Offences 5 3-5 59 66 11.9%
::ﬁg:;g;::ﬁ::ﬂ;} 554 703915 || 7142 | 6392 | -105%
Business BRE 37 40-71 466 312 | -33.0%
Residential B&E 65 34-69 460 584 | 27.0%
MV Theft 20 41-60 413 264 | -36.1%
Theft From MV 104 167-264 2053 | 1607 | -21.7%
Theft 124 88-149 1057 | 1145 | 8.3%
Shoplifting 48 43-87 575 593 3.1%
Metal Theft 3 320 54 35 -35.2%
Fraud 35 47-61 522 477 8.6%
Eﬂlﬂfﬁf&iﬂ'ﬂ?;ﬁ“ 208 159206 || 2157 | 1934 | -10.3%
Arson - Property 8 10-13 82 55 -32.9%
Tt E‘;ig;‘::; 895 || 1006-1254 || 10748 | 9629 | -10.4%
DRUGS
L i S ey 11 84-121 987 918 | -7.0%

* Metal Theft only has 4 years of available data.

Prepared by Richmond RCMP.

Data collected from PRIME on 2011-11-28. Published 2011-11-28.

This data is operational and subject to change. This document is not to be copied, reproduced, used in whole or part or disseminated to any
other person or agency without the consent of the originator(s).
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Richmond Report to Committee
To: Community Safety Committee Date: October 24, 2011
From: John McGowan File:

Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue

Re: 2011 Third Quarter Report - Fire-Rescue

Staff Recomnmendation

That the report on Fire-Rescue’s operations for the 3 Quarter ending September 30, 2011 be

received for information.

John McGowan
Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue
(604-303-2734)

3390376

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
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October 24, 2011

Origin

Staff Report

Richmond Fire-Rescue (RFR) is committed to keeping Council informed of its activities on a

quarterly basis.

Analysis

Fire-Rescue’s 3" Quarter report for July 1 to September 30, 2011 are set out below.

Suppression Activity

Fire Suppression’s 9-1-1 emergency call volumes for the 3" Quarter of 2011 are presented in the

table below.

Q3 saw a 11% decrease in 911 Medical First Responder calls over the same quarter in 2010.
There has been a steady upwards trend of medical calls from 2008 to 2011. However, in Q3 the
2011 trend has decreased. The quarterly call volumes fluctuate from year to year and can be
influenced by variables such as extreme weather conditions (wind storms, heat waves, cold snaps

or the presence of ice, snow or heavy rain).

9-1-1 Emergency Call Volumes for Fire-Rescue

Incident Type Q30f2009 | Q30f2010 | Q3of20m1 | % E/-
Medical 1.184 1,250 1,107 -11%
Motor Vehicle Incident 328 307 277 -9%
Fire 196 173 140 -19%
False Alarm 191 169 unavailable -
Alarm No Fire 315 259 368 +42%
Public Service 202 226 202 - 10%
Public Hazard 50 49 27 - 44%
Hazardous Materials 32 30 21 -30%
Response — Cancelled unavailable unavailable 224 -
Specialized Transport unavailable unavailable 11 -
Explosion 0 0 | -
Technical Rescue 3 0 3 -
Totals 2,501 2,463 2.381 -3%

Call Type Legend:

Medical includes: cardiac arrest, emergency response, home or industrial accidents
Alarm No Fire includes; accidental, malicious, equipment mallunctions

Public Service includes: assisting public, ambulance or police, locked infout, special events, trapped in elevator, water moval
Public Hazard includes: airerafl emergency, bomb removal standby, object removal, or power lines down
Hazardous Materials includes fuel or vapour: spills, leaks, or containment

Explosion includes ruptured: boilers, gas pipes, or water pipes

Technical Rescue includes; aircraft, confined space, high angle, or water
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A detailed breakdown of the 3™ Quarter medical calls by sub-type is set out in the following
table.
Medical Calls by Type Q3— 2011

First Responder Totals [
Medical Volume Medieal Volume
Abdominal Pain 17 Exposure 1
Allergic Reaction 11 Eye Problems 1
Animal Bite 3 Falls/Jumper 157
Assault 25 Headache 7
Back Pain 14 Heart Problems 17
Breathing Problem 181 Haemorrhage 29
Burns 2 Man Down 36
Cardiac 32 Overdose/Poisoning 26
Chest Pain 149 Maternity 4
Choking 9 Psychiatric 21
Seizures 31 General Sick 156
Diabetic 23 Stabbing/Gun/Penetrating Injury 3
Electrocution 1 Stroke 23
Unconscious/Fainting 63 Trauma 61
Entrapment 1
Total | 1,107

Community Response

The estimated building loss for the 3rd Quarter is $1,607,895 and estimated content loss is
$105,010, for a total estimated loss of $1,712,905.

Fire Calls By Type and Loss Estimates Third Quarter 2011
Incident Type Call Estimated Estimated Estimated
Breakdown Volume Building Loss Content Loss Loss Totals

Fire — Structure Total: 30
Residential
- Single-family 8 $252,625 $270 $252,895
- Multi-family 10 $625,000 $100,240 $725,240
Commercial/Industrial 12 $408,200 $3.500 $411,700
Fire — Qutdoor 93 $4,250 $500 $4,750
Vehicle 17 $317,820 $500 $318,320
Totals* 140 $1,607,895 $105,010 $1,712,905

*The dollar losses shown in this table are preliminary estimates. They are derived from Fire’s record management
system and are subject to change due to delays in reporting and confirmation of actual losses from private insurance
agencies (as available).
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Hazmat

Hazmat - Calls By Type Third Quarter 2011

HazMat Calls Details
Hazmat Calls:
Natural Gas/Propane Leaks (small) 9
Fuel Containment 7
Misc. (empty containers to unknown powder) 5
Total 21
Incidents

Notable emergency incidents, which involved RFR for this quarter, are:
Rescue

HazMat

Clandestine drug laboratory raid assist with decontamination operations.

Suitcase with white phosphorus reported.

Responded to YVR with detection equipment. Investigations carried out and RFR stood
down as no hazardous materials recorded.

s Gas Leak due to meter damaged.

Medical Events
e Responded to two cardiac arrest. Pulse restored in both incidents.
e 6 year old boy shot in chest.

Auto Extrication/Major Motor Vehicle Accident

e Motor vehicle incident involving bus under the Cambie Street overpass.
s Dislodged hydrant at No 4 Road.

e Vchicle went through back wall of an attached garage.

e Berry picking machine fire on Westminster Highway.

e Car fire on Westminster Hwy and Fraser Wood Place.

Fires — Residential

Oven fire.

Wild land fire at west end of Westminster Highway.

Structure fire second alarm.

Fire at vacant house on Montana Road

Ceiling ffan fire, possible asbestos in ceiling tiles all precautions taken.

Structure fire with 8 RFR units with 25 members attended a duplex fire at Patterson Road.
Kitchen fire on Minoru Blvd.
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Fires — Commercial/Industrial/Institutional

Mill fire.

Brush fire at Rice Mill Road.

Rubbish. fire beside hydro electrical kiosk.

Dumpster fire, mattress dumped beside dumpster and lit on fire.

Technical Rescue

Aircraft crash, aircraft landing gear sank down in tarmac.
Technical rescue team standing by for jumper on Knight Street Bridge.
Requested to attend river rescue for large pleasure craft had struck a log boom.

Sinking vessel, attended along with Coast Guard to pump out water then boat towed to dry
dock.

Training

The training team at RFR deliver and facilitate training programs to all members of RFR in
disciplines ranging from: personal protective equipment, firefighting and rescue practices to
emergency ‘vehicle operating and incident management. The training team also delivers
leadership and interpersonal skills programs through in-house instructors, on-line training, and
the use of external trainers. For the 3 Quarter, the following highlights are noted:

Creating a comprehensive single point of access for all RFR staff training records. RTFR is
supporting the City’s H.R. department in developing a plan to populate Peoplesoft to update
and maintain all RFR training records in PeopleSoft to assist the HR mandate through
WorkSafe.

Training has enlisted the support from Fire Prevention to develop and deliver a RMS
populating refresher program in the following areas:

- S Incidents

- RMS Inspections

- RMS Fire Reporting

- RMS Motor Vehicle Incidents
- S Medical Aid Responses
-  RMS Alarms Responses

RFR Training staff has prepared and are currently conducting a nine-week Onboarding
program for the most recent recruit firefighter intake. The preparation of this program
included:

- Reviewing all necessary standards and governance for training outcomes;

- Planning and scheduling all training initiatives and instructors for the nine-week
program;

- Adapting the schedule to incorporate various city initiatives: H.R. City orientation, etc;

- Seconding and training four suppression staff to facilitate the nine-week training
program;
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- Managing the delivery, evaluations and administration of the group during the program;
and

- Re-developing the ongoing educational needs for these recruits moving into the
operational arena and completing their training requirements to the end of their first year
of ernployment.

e The training staff facilitated the recertification and licensing of 45 operational staff in
Medical first responder — this program delivered and evaluated by on-shift instructors and
licensed through the EMA licensing board in Victoria.

e Staff conducted assessments with City I.T. to fully utilise the various training rooms at the
Firehall facilities in RFR. This program will be in support of the video-conterencing trail
that RFR is currently working with I.T. on implementing and trialling.

e Staff has re-deployed some of the portfolios found within the training division to better suit
the individual abilities and work plan for the Assistant Training Officers and RFR.

Fire Prevention (Events & Activities)

Richmond Fire-Rescue participates in many community events and activities for public
education and/or community relations purposes. Following are some of the noteworthy events
attended during the 3™ Quarter:

e Steveston Salmon Festival

e Fish for the Future

Kigoos Swim Meet

City Centre and Outdoor Movie Nights

Dolphin Classic Basketball Tournament

Nations Cup Soccer Tournament

Rick Hansen Test event

Rally Rai Touch football Tournament

Kidsafe Day

Summer Concerts in the Park

Maritime Festival in Steveston / Brittannia Shipyards
Fire extinguisher training

Safety lecture for council and owners in high rise evacuation procedures
Garlic Festival — Sunday

Mark Cheng Foundation Crestwood Classic — Saturday
Steveston Dragon Boat Festival

Subramaniya Swany Temple Walkathon

RCA Fundraising BBQ

Paws for the Cause

Guan Yin Chanting Retreat-Pilgrimage

Richmond Terry Fox Run

COTS Annual Run/Walk

School fire drills (September 26 to September 30)
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e Richmond Lantern Festival

Richmond Fire Rescue co-hosted a workshop for Recruitment and Retaining Diversity in the Fire
Service along with Fire 20/20, which was the subject of a separate report to Council.

Financial Impact
None.
Conclusion

Fire-Rescue is committed to providing Council with quarterly updates on its activities. The Fire
Chief welcomes the opportunity to discuss Fire’s activities and priorities with Community Safety
Commuittee.

John McGowan
Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue
(604-303-2734)
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A Report to Committee
# Richmond

To: Community Safety Committee Date: October 24, 2011

From: Phyllis L. Carlyle File: 12-8060-01/2011-Vol 01
General Manager, Law & Community Safety

Re: Community Bylaws - September 2011 Activity Report

Staff Recommendation

That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated October 24, 2011, from the General
Manager, Law & Community Safety. be received for information.
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Origin

Staff Report

This monthly activity report for the Community Bylaws Division provides information on each
of the following areas:

DY W

Parking Program

Property Use

Grease Management Program
Animal Control

Adjudication Program
Revenue & Expenses

1. Parking Program

Customer Service Response

The average number of daily calls for service fielded by administration staff on parking issues
for September 2011 was 44 — this includes voice messages, directly answered calls as well as
emails; a decrease of approximately 11% when compared to the number of service calls reported
for the month of August 2011.

Enforcement Activity

The number of parking violations that were either cancelled and/or changed to a warning
for the month of September 2011 was 171 — approximately 7.4% of the violations issued
in September 2011. The following chart provides a breakdown of the most common
reasons for the cancellation of bylaw violation notices pursuant to Council’s Grounds for
Cancellation Policy No. 1100 under specific sections:

Section 2.1 (a) Identity issues 3.15%
Section 2.1 (¢) Poor likelihood of success at adjudication  7.35%
Section 2.1 (d) Contravention necessary - health related 0.3%
Section 2.1 (e) Multiple violations issued for one incident  3.15%
Section 2.1 (f) Not in public interest 25.20%
Section 2.1 (g) Proven effort to comply 7.61%

A total of 2,306 notices of bylaw violation were issued for parking / safety & liability
violations within the City during the month of September 2011 - an increase of
approximately 6.5 % when compared to the number of violations issued during the month
of September 2010.

Following is a month-to-month comparison chart on the number of violations that have been
issued for the years 2009, 2010 and 2011:

3392348
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2009/ 2010/ 2011 Comparison for Parking Violations Issued

3,500
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Jan Feb Mar Apr May June July N Aug Sept Oct Nov Dec

m2009| 2,451 1,959 1,776 1,560 2,721 2,071 2,074 2,169 2,091 1,966 1,956 1,866

B2010| 2102 1.918 2,308 1,933 2,278 1,774 1,833 2.264 2,166 2,320 2,382 2,135
B2011] 2143 1,909 2,165 2,312 3,237 2,672 2,880 3,026 2,306

2. Property Use

Customer Service Response

The average number of daily calls for service fielded by administration staff on property use
issues for September 2011 was 14 — this includes voice messages, directly answered calls as well
as emails. This number is at par when compared to the number of daily service calls reported for
the month of August 2011.

For September 2011, 163 inspection files were created and assigned for investigation and
appropriate enforcement — an increase of approximately 47% when compared to September
2010. The increase in files is due largely to the enforcement staff’s proactive efforts with regard
to unsightly premises, boulevard maintenance and the abandoned/vacant home joint operations
program.

Enforcement Activity

e Bylaw Liaison Property Use Officers continue to be committed to the delivery of
professional by-law enforcement in a timely and effective manner. The mandate is to
achieve compliance with the City’s regulatory by-laws through education, mediation and,
as necessary, progressive enforcement and prosecution.

3392348
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e On September 24, 2011 staff conducted a “sign scoop” patrol for unauthorized signs on
the west side of Richmond. The roadways patrolled included: Moncton, Chatham,
London Rd Ferndale, Katsura Rd, Odlin Rd, Maple Rd, Granville Ave, Alberta St Gilbert
Road, Blundell Road, No. 1 Road, 2™ Avenue, Moncton Road, Moresby Drive, No 2
Road, Steveston Highway (west of No 3 Rd), No 3 Road, Garden City Road. A total of
305 illegal signs were removed from City property as follows:

» 36 Sandwich Boards (SB) — Katsura, Alberta & Ferndale had the highest number
of SB signs (50%) and the Steveston area had (25%).

» 133 Free Standing Signs (FS) — 70% of the F/S signs were removed from City
boulevards on Maple Road.

» 136 Pole Signs (PS) — No 3 Road had the highest number of PS (30%) followed
by Number 1 Road (19%) and No 2 Road (18%).

The following charts delineate Property Use service demand, by type, for September 2010 and
September 2011 as well as a year-over-year running comparison:

Service Demand - Month to Month Comparison
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3. Grease Management Program

The Grease Management Inspector conducted 33 regulatory visits to food sector establishments
during the month of September 2011 - 22 of the establishments inspected were found to be in
compliance - 11 of the establishments’ required more than 1 visit due to varying restaurant
operating times. There are currently 11 open files pending inspections for September 2011.

4. Dispute Adjudication Program

There were 14 cases processed at the Adjudication Hearing held on September 27, 2011 — 13
allegations were deemed to have occurred and 1 case was deemed not to have occurred.

The next hearing is scheduled for October 25, 2011.

5. Animal Control

3392348

For the month of September 2011, there was 3 dog bite incidents reported.

Staff issued 52 new dog licences during September 2011 to bring the total number of
dogs licensed in Richmond for 2011 to 5,455. The number of dangerous dog licences
issued or renewed in Richmond as of September 2011 is 75.

City Animal Control Officers responded to 10 patrols during the month of September
2011.
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6. Revenue and Expenses
The following information is an analysis for September 2011 compared to September 2010.

Consolidated Parking Program Revenue The total of meter, monthly permit and enforcement
revenue is up 27.2% over 2010. Revenues for September 2011 are $134,733 compared to
$105,935 for the same period last year. This positive increase is due largely to the efforts of our
parking enforcement staff, ongoing additional revenue generated by our rate increases in the
hourly meter rate, and the increase to the base price of parking fines that came into effect mid
last year.

Meter Revenue is up 35.2% for the same period last year. Revenues for September 2011 are
$43,957 compared to $32,499 for 2010.

Permit Revenue is down 2.2% over the same period last year. Revenues for September 2011
are $9,845 compared to $10,068 for 2010.

Enforcement Revenue is up 30.5% over the same period last year. Revenues for September
2011 are $78,305 compared to $59,996 for 2010. This is a result of increased enforcement
activity by staff.

Richmond Oval Parkade Management Fee Revenue is down 22% over the same period last
year. The City netted $2,627 from the proceeds generated from parking at the Richmond Oval.
This fee is based on 15% of gross revenue. Effective December 01, 2011, the Richmond Oval
Corporation will take over operation and administration of the parkade.

The following chart provides a consolidated revenue comparison with prior years:

Consolidated Parking Revenue
150,000
125,000
100,000 -
75,000
50,000 -+
25,000
3 Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
IZGDT_ $75 %58 373 $103 5104 $112 111 5108 5114 $120 $106 $93
B2008 %107 $102 $113 $120 $122 $105 $116 111 $132 5121 $113 $113
m2008 $93 $112 $102 $108 $103 $120 $118 5103 $115 5108 $98 $117
m2010 $112 $87 $118 $105 $118 $122 $120 $128 3108 $101 $116 $127
02011 $120 $114 $106 $106 $123 $127 $125 5142 5135 5- 3- 5-
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Report to Committee

To: Community Safety Committee Date: November 24, 2011

From: Phyllis L. Carlyle File:  12-8060-01/2011-Vol 01
General Manager, Law & Community Safety

Re: Community Bylaws - October 2011 Activity Report

Staff Recommendation

That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated November 24. 2011, from the
General Manager, Law & Community Safety. be received for information.
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Origin

Staff Report

This monthly activity report for the Community Bylaws Division provides information on each
of the following areas:

[ SRR T N O S R

Parking Program

Property Use

Grease Management Program
Animal Control

Adjudication Program
Revenue & Expenses

Analysis

1. Parking Program

Customer Service Response

The average number of daily calls for service fielded by administration staff on parking issues
for October 2011 was 40 — this includes voice messages, directly answered calls as well as

emails;

a decrease of approximately 10% when compared to the number of service calls reported

for the month of October 2010.

Enforcement Activity

3414106

The number of parking violations that were either cancelled and/or changed to a warning
for the month of October 2011 was 175; 7.1% of the violations issued in October 2010.
The following chart provides a breakdown of the most common reasons for the
cancellation of bylaw violation notices pursuant to Council’s Grounds for Cancellation
Policy No. 1100 under specific sections:

Section 2.1 (a) Identity issues 4.57%
Section 2.1 (¢) Poor likelihood of success at adjudication 18.86%
Section 2.1 (d) Contravention necessary - health related 0.0%
Section 2.1 (¢) Multiple violations issued for one incident  8.0%
Section 2.1 (f) Not in public interest 49.14%
Section 2.1 (g) Proven effort to comply 15.43%

A total of 2,463 notices of bylaw violation were issued for parking / safety & liability
violations within the City during the month of October 2011 — an increase of
approximately 6.2 % when compared to the number of violations issued during the month
of October 2010.

Meter vandalism for October 2011 included five units drilled and budget impact of
$7,500; November 23" saw two full meters and contents stolen from McKim & Odlin
neighbourhood.

New enforcement protocol established for the former RCMP Detachment parking area
which was re-designated for City staff parking.

Worked closely with City Elections Office to assist in provision of complimentary short-
term parking for voters during November at many of the polling stations.
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e Due to a retirement in September and loss of auxiliary resources, our staffing levels are
reduced and estimated monthly revenue loss due to vacancies $12,000 to $15,000 per
month per officer.

Following is a month-to-month comparison chart on the number of violations that have been
issued for the years 2009, 2010 and 2011:

2009/ 2010/ 2011 Comparison for Parking Violations Issued

3,500

3,000

2,500 =

2,000 +

1.500. §

1,000
500

Feb Mar Apr May June July Aug Sept

m2009| 2451 1,959 1,778 1,560 2,721 2,071 2,074 2,169 2.091 1,966 1,956 1,866
E2010| 2,102 1,918 2,305 1.933 2,278 1,774 1,833 2,264 2,166 2,320 2,392 2,135
02011 2149 1,908 2,165 2,312 3,237 2,572 2,880 3,026 2,308 2,463

2. Property Use

Customer Service Response

The average number of daily calls for service fielded by administration staff on property use
issues for October 2011 was 11 — this includes voice messages, directly answered calls as well as
emails; a decrease of approximately 27% when compared to the number of daily service calls
reported for the month of September 2011.

For October 2011, 85 inspection files were created and assigned for investigation and appropriate
enforcement — an increase of approximately 49% when compared to October 2010. The increase
in files is due largely to the enforcement staff’s proactive efforts with regard to the
abandoned/vacant home joint operations program.

Enforcement Activity

e Bylaw Liaison Property Use Officers continue to be committed to the delivery of
professional by-law enforcement in a timely and effective manner. The mandate is to
achieve compliance with the City’s regulatory by-laws through education, mediation and,
as necessary, progressive enforcement and prosecution.

3414106
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e Every year our Bylaw Officers conduct patrols on Halloween night, these patrols assist in
ensuring public safety and is part of an integrated team effort with the RCMP, Richmond
Fire and Rescue, Enterprise Services and Emergency Programs. This year our Officers
conducted patrols on October 31, reporting several calls related to fireworks complaints

and the voluntary surrender on two occasions of related fireworks.

The Officers

conducted progressive enforcement and the evening was spent educating youth on the
bylaw regarding the prohibiting of fireworks in Richmond. The fireworks were lodged
the next day with the RCMP exhibits.

The following charts delineate Property Use service demand, by type, for October 2010 and
October 2011 as well as a year-over-year running comparison:

Service Demand - Month to Month Comparison
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3. Grease Management Program

The Grease Management Inspector conducted 42 investigations at food sector establishments
during the month of October 2011 - 37 of the establishments inspected were found to be in
compliance -3 of the establishments required more than 1 visit due to varying restaurant
operating times and are still pending. There is currently a total of 5 open files pending
inspections for October 2011.
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4. Dispute Adjudication Program

There were 14 cases processed at the Adjudication Hearing held on October 25, 2011 — 11
allegations were deemed to have occurred and 3 cases were deemed not to have occurred.

The next hearing is scheduled for January 24, 2011.

5. Animal Control
s For the month of October 2011, there were 7 dog bite incidents reported.

e Staff issued 28 new dog licences during October 2011 to bring the total number of
dogs licensed in Richmond for 2011 to 5485. The number of dangerous dog licenses
issued or renewed in Richmond as of October 2011 is 78.

e (ity Animal Control Officers responded to 8 requests for patrols during the month of
October 2011.

6. Revenue and Expenses
The following information is an analysis for October 2011 compared to October 2010.

Consolidated Parking Program Revenue The total of meter, monthly permit and enforcement
revenue is up 18.8% over 2010. Revenues for October 2011 are $119,600 compared to $100,714
for the same period last year. This positive increase is due largely to the efforts of our parking
enforcement staff, the reduction of free parking options on private property and the prevalence of
safety & liability issues involving traffic at the Canada line stations.

Meter Revenue is up 25.0% for the same period last year. Revenues for October 2011 are
$38.998 compared to $31.199 for 2010.

Permit Revenue is up 25.3% over the same period last year. Revenues for October 2011 are
$12.717 compared to $10.148 for 2010.

Enforcement Revenue is up 8.1% over the same period last year. Revenues for October 2011
are $64,176 compared to $59,367 for 2010. This is a result of increased enforcement activity by
staff.

Richmond Oval Parkade Management Fee Revenue: The City netted $3.709 from the
proceeds generated from parking at the Richmond Oval. This fee is based on 15% of gross
revenue.

3414106

CS -59



November 24, 2011 -6-

The following chart provides a consolidated revenue comparison with prior years:

Consolidated Parking Revenue

150,000
125,000
100,000
75,000
50,000
25,000

Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec
m2007| $75 $58 $73 $103 $104 $112 3111 $109 $114 $120 $108 $93
=2008 5107 3102 $113 $120 $122 $105 $116 $111 $132 $121 $113 $113
B2009 $93 3112 $102 $108 $103 $120 $118 $103 31156 5108 $98 $117
22010, $112 387 $118 $105 $113 $122 $120 $128 5106 $101 $116 $127
ozo1n $120 5114 5106 $106 $123 $127 $125 $142 5135 $120 8- 8-

Conclusion

Community Bylaws staff continues to strive to maintain the quality of life and safety of the
residents of the City of Richmond through coordinated team efforts with many City departments
and community partners while promoting a culture of compliance.

&=

Wayne G. Mercer
Manager, Community Bylaws
(604.247.4601)

CT:ct
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Richmond Report to Committee
To: Community Safety Committee Date: November 29, 2011
File:
From: John McGowan

Fire Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue

Re: Training Site at 7611 No. 8 Road - Richmond Fire-Rescue

Staff Recommendation

1. That the Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager of Law and Community Safety
be authorized to negotiate and execute on behalf of the City a licence agreement between
Lafarge Canada Inc. and the City for the use of a portion of 7611 No. 9 Road as a fire fighter
training facility, on the terms and conditions outlined in the staff report entitled “Training
Site at 7611 No. 9 Road — Richmond Fire Rescue™ and dated November 29, 2011.

2. That the capital and operating costs for the training facility be considered as part of the 2012-
budget process.

3. Staff be directed to meet with the owners of the property to the north of the proposed site and

report back to Council if the neighbours express any concerns prior to the execution of the
ith Lafarge Canada Inc.

04-303-2734)
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Staff Report
Origin
This report supports Council’s Term Goal:

“The City will have a stable, effective, and knowledgeable workforce to serve
Council and the community now and into the future through:
9.3 Education programs that are effective for smooth and seamless transition”

Representatives of Lafarge North America approached City staff offering free use of several
acres of their industrial Richmond lands for the purposes of establishing a fire fighter training
ground north of their cement plant (see Attachment I). This report provides Council with
information to assist in its consideration of Lafarge’s offer.

Findings Of Fact

Lafarge is an international company, being the largest diversified supplier of construction
materials in the United States and Canada. Lafarge has been operating in Richmond since 1958
when they established their first North American plant in the area of No. 9, Nelson and Dyke
Roads.

Richmond Fire-Rescue is interested in developing a suitably sized outdoor training site within
Richmond to conduct their fire and rescue training exercises outside of an urban residential
setting. Lafarge has offered the City’s Fire-Rescue Division use of their property in Richmond
and is prepared to enter into a formal agreement with the City for this purpose.

Richmond Fire-Rescue responds to many types of fire and rescue emergency 9-1-1 calls that
often bring their own unique twists and challenges. Training exercises, both small and large-
scale are key to Richmond Fire-Rescue’s success. Frequent training keeps emergency responders
sharp and ready to deploy when needed, and safe while they perform the emergency service.

Richmond Fire-Rescue operates from seven fire halls located in urban residential or commercial
office settings. The existing fire hall sites are of varying sizes with many having some form of
training incorporated within them. The existing fire hall sites and the training features in these
urban fire halls lend themselves well to single company exercises where they practice auto
extrication, ladder and rope rescue. However the existing fire hall settings and site sizes
preclude the conducting of the following types of outdoor training exercises:

1. Multiple company exercises with yard drills like hydrant, hose and nozzle deployment
management.

Evening training with its associated lights, mechanical equipment and personnel noise.
Live fire burns that create smoke.

Emergency vehicle driver training.

Simulated rescue events like: train car derailment, complex confined space rescue, live
electrical wire, gas fires and shutoff, and hazmat equipment deployment.

bl i o
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Currently, No. 1 Fire Hall is the largest outdoor training site available to Richmond Fire-Rescue
for multiple-company drills. The site is problematic given it has:

0 Many adjunct functions operating on the same site including outdoor emergency vehicle
apparatus repairs, traffic operations trailer; staff and visitor parking for the fire hall and fire
headquarters.

0 The potential risk for public pedestrian intrusion onto or near a live training site,

0 Residential neighbours across the street to the south and the west requiring noise and
nuisance considerations.

Richmond Fire-Rescue has recently used, with permission and free of charge, large public
parking lots such as malls and movie theatres to conduct their emergency vehicle driver training.
Unfortunately compensation is being sought for their continued use. Richmond Fire-Rescue has
sent equipment and crews to Langley to use their live-fire burning facility, incurring staff
overtime and facility usage fees.

City staff has explored several different Richmond locations in an attempt to accommodate a
fire-training site. Sites explored included: Sidaway Road and Sea Island near YVR. Fora
variety of reasons these sites are not suitable, leaving Richmond Fire-Rescue without a viable
large outdoor training area.

The creation of large outdoor fire fighter training sites is common within metro Vancouver with
many sites established including: Vancouver, Surrey, Coquitlam, North Vancouver. Abbotsford
and the Township of Langley. Local training sites are established within City boundaries to
avoid travel time; overtime costs and the continued on-duty emergency service delivery to their
respective Cities. Richmond Fire-Rescue will explore the opportunity of sharing the proposed
training site with Richmond RCMP,

The Lafarge Canada Inc. (“Lafarge™) property available for Richmond Fire-Rescue’s use is |
approximately 2.5 acres and is located north of Lafarge’s plant (see Attachment 2) at 7611 No. 9
Road. The site is large and has a level compact surface, ideal for emergency driver training and
the inclusion: of training features like the previously approved flashover simulator. The site is
outside of the urban setting in an Industrial (1) zoned area where heavy industrial uses are
permitted. Zoning has advised that the proposed fire training facility is considered to be in
compliance with the existing permitted zoning and defined uses.

Should Council consider this report and its recommendations favourably, then Richmond Fire-
Rescue staff would personally meet with the owners of the property directly north, adjacent to
the training area. The owners would be apprised of Richmond Fire-Rescue’s future on-site
training activities and how the site is planned to be used. The meeting will allow Richmond Fire-
Rescue an opportunity to answer questions and as needed, adapt its activities to move forward in
a positive way. Lafarge owns the properties directly surrounding the site to the east, west and
south of the training area. In the event the owners express concerns regarding the proposed use
then these concerns would be reported to Council prior to the execution of the agreement with
Lafarge.
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The site is a former landfill with buried products that are considered solid in nature. The landfill
is capped by a minimum of 1 metre of natural products in the area that Richmond Fire-Rescue
would be operating a training site. Lafarge continues to work with the Ministry of Environment
on a ground water monitoring program.

Lafarge and City staff has discussed the current condition of the site and the potential impact of
fire’s training activities. The identified environmental considerations and strategies to manage
them are as follows:

1.

Containment of Contaminants

The intent is to prevent the spill or spread of contaminants during practice. The strategy is to
create a training center that uses propane fires that do not produce hydrocarbons. In the rare
case that normal products are used to create a fire the products of combustion would be
contained to the site. Regular maintenance of the containment areas to prevent spillage or
overflow is the best approach.

Water Spray

Much like contaminants, potable water can cause problems in open watercourses if directly
applied (due to chlorine content) or if allowed to run over a dirty or uncapped surface and
draw pollutants like hydrocarbons, sediment, or concrete dust into the watercourse. The
strategy is to mitigate by controlling run-off from the site and passing it through appropriate
quality controls (i.e. silt fencing, oil-water separator, etc, depending on concern), or
alternately, directing flow to open field or soils where it can infiltrate into the ground without
running off into the ditch/watercourse.

Air Quality (related to burns)

Metro Vancouver regulates air quality, and advice will be sought from them. Richmond Fire-
Rescue would follow established community standards as set out in the City’s Fire Protection
and Life Safety Bylaw No. 8306 for their own open burns. The Fire Department is
specifically exempted from the need to issue itself a permit (ref. Section 4.5.1) when burning
for training purposes. Fire-Rescue would check with Metro Vancouver to assess daily air
quality concerns when considering training open burns that use normal combustible
materials.

Landfill Closure

The proposed site for the training center is located atop of a closed landfill under the
direction of the Ministry of Environment. All potential improvements, buildings and
activities performed on site will be in compliance with any conditions or rules set out by the
Ministry of Environment. Richmond Fire Rescue has provided Lafarge Canada with a list of
potential training activities and buildings that are contemplated on the site; Lafarge Canada is
in agreement with these proposals.
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No environmental issues requiring further action were identified by either party.

Richmond Fire-Rescue would be looking to introduce onto the site temporary structures and
training props, including:

1. a portable classroom

2. alow-rise modular container style training structure (see Attachment 3) o practice smoke
and rapidl intervention techniques

3. electrical and gas line props to simulate various emergency situations
4. water hydrants

Lafarge’s ofifer allows the City’s Fire-Rescue Division access to a site without the City having to
purchase or use its existing land holdings for this purpose. Any structures or props introduced
onto the site would be done in a manner that would allow for easy site decommissioning. The
installation and annual operating expense for these structures and props would be the
responsibility of the City. The annual operating business implications have been discussed and
prepared in conjunction with the City’s Facilities Services staff.

Should Council wish to pursue the partnership, then it would be appropriate for:

1. Staff to negotiate and execute a licence agreement between the City and Lafarge for the use
of the portion of 7611 No.9 Road shown on Attachment 1.

2. Richmond Fire-Rescue to prepare and include the capital and operating business costs for the
2012 budget process.

The basic terms of the licence agreement would be:

1. Term: 10 years, with an automatic annual renewal and subject to termination with 6-months
prior notice afier the initial 10 years.

2

Permitted Uses: fire fighter training facility.
3. Licence fee: none.
4. Utilities: City will pay all utilities for the license area.

5. Training site improvements: City may install or place improvements on the site and will
maintain ownership of these improvements.

6. Environmental Condition: Lafarge Canada Inc. is responsible to the Ministry of Environment
for the condition of the site.
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7. Maintenance: City is responsible for maintaining all buildings and site conditions during the
tenure of the agreement.

8. Decommissioning: City will leave the site in appreciably the same condition as when
obtained.

Financial Impact

The start-up financial impact for the City is estimated at $200,000 (capital) with an estimated
annual operating business implication (OBI) of $35,000 which would include a portable
classroom, a low-rise modular container style training structure to practice smoke and rapid
intervention techniques, electrical and gas line props to simulate various emergency situations
and water hydrants as well as general site maintenance of grounds and fences. If Council is
supportive of the agreement, then detailed figures can be included in the appropriate 2012
Capital and Operating City budget request process.

Item Description Capital Cost (estimated) OBI (estimated)
Portable Classroom $0 $10,000
Modular Fire training $200,000 $10,500
General Site $0 ( Valued at 2.7M) $15.000
Total $200,000 $35,500
Conclusion

Both Lafarge and the City benefit from the proposed partnership and creation of a fire fighter
training site. The establishment of a community partnership with a long-time Richmond
iness such as Lafarge serves to further strengthen community bond.

v

ilkinson
Deputy Chief - Operations
(604-303-2712)
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Location Map

Attachment 1

Proposed training site
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Primary Training Area
(licence area)
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Proposed Richmond Fire-Rescue Training Site
7611 No. 9 Road (northwest corner)
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Attachment 3

Modular Fire Training Building
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&2 City of
I . Report to Committee
284 Richmond _

To: Community Safety Committee Date: October 28, 2011

From: Phyllis L. Carlyle File:
General Manager

Re: Regulation of Private Parking Operations

Staff Recommendation

1. THAT Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, Amendment Bylaw No. 8801
(Attachment 1) be introduced and given first, second and third reading; and

2. THAT Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, Amendment
Bylaw No. 8802 (Attachment 2) be introduced and given first, second and third reading.

oA

Phyllis L. Carlyle
General Manager, Law & Community Safety
(604.276.4104)

Att. 3

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE-_ CURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
/
Budgets Y g(N 0 : A /

Business Licences YENO .
Law YENO ]
/
REVIEWED BY TAG \E NO REVIEWED BY CAO YES NO
—)

o

3318239 CS - 71



October 28, 2011 )

Staff Report
Origin

The City’s Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No 6900, in part, regulates the rates that tow
truck operators and owners may charge for towing and storing impounded vehicles, the standard
signage required to be posted, the circumstances and process under which a vehicle may be
towed and the documentation required to support these actions. This bylaw was originally
adopted by Council on November 1, 1998.

Analysis

Rates

Historically, for the applicable rates, the bylaw simply referred to section 43.05 of the Moror
Vehicle Act. In September 2010, section 43.05 of the Motor Vehicle Act was repealed and
replaced by a new schedule of rates outlined in the Motor Vehicle Act Regulation 262/2010 -
Lien on Impounded Motor Vehicle Regulation (Attachment 3). The attached bylaw amendments
would update the Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900 in order to refer to the proper
legislation.

Signage

In addition, a number of citizen complaints have been brought to the attention of City staff
regarding the effectiveness of the signage at numerous private parking facilities within the City
and these investigations consume staff time and City resources. The existing system provides for
the issuance of permits for an unlimited period of time with no schedule for review and a fee is
charged only with the initial permit. At the present time, the City has 305 permits issued under
this program,

An amendrnent to the permit process 1s recommended to limit the period of time that a permit is
valid to a maximum period of 2 years, The reapplication process would provide an opportunity
to review and update signage on a regular basis with a view to mitigating the number of future
complaints and provide a regular revenue source to offset the cost of City resources. The
renewal of the existing permit files will be conducted over the next 2 years.

Staff has also taken this opportunity to include the Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No 6900
in the list of bylaws, prohibitions and fines covered under the City’s very successful bylaw
dispute adjudication system.
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Financial Impact

Additional revenue from the limitation of the permit to 2 years, based on the present inventory of
305 permits and the existing permit fee of $50.00, which as part of the Consolidated Fees Bylaw
No 8636 will be increased by the CPI annually, would average approximately $7,600 per annum.
This would offset the time that the existing Bylaw Officers would spend in reviewing the
effectiveness of the on-site signage and issuing new permits.

Conclusion

Staff recommends the updating of the Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No 6900 to include
the revised rates for towing and impounds, a defined period of 2 years for valid permits and the
inclusion of’ enforcement under this bylaw within the City’s bylaw dispute adjudication system.

1 r\\ Ir- __ - _‘1\\
e Jis

=

Wayne G. Mercer
Manager, Community Bylaws
(604.247.4601)

WGM:wgm
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Attachment 1

.-I. ]
s

- k2 City of
. Richmond Bylaw 8801

Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900
Amendment Bylaw No. 8801

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:
1. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by adding the following at the end of Section 6.3.7:

A towing permit issued under this subsection will be valid for a maximum period
of 2 years from the date of issuance.

2. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.3.10(b) in its entirety and substituting the following:

6.3.10 (b)(1) release a vehicle immediately if it becomes occupied after it has been
attached to a tow truck, but before it has been removed from a private
parking lot or no parking area, in which case storage and towing
fees, costs and charges may be charged in the amounts set out in the
Motor Vehicle Act Regulation 262/2010 — Lien on Impounded Motor
Vehicle Regulation; and

(11) provide the driver with a full written accounting on comparny stationery
of all fees, charges and taxes paid.

3. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.5.1(d) and 6.5.1(e) in their entirety and substituting the
following:

6.5.1 (d) release an impounded vehicle to the driver within 20 minutes of receiving
full payment due under subsection 6.6.1, subject to any ‘hold order’
1ssued by the Police Chief;

(e) provide the driver with a full written accounting on company stationery of
all fees, charges and taxes paid; and

(f) remove the original copy of the Tow-away Notice from the towed vehicle
and retain it for a period of 90 days for inspection, upon request, by the
Licence Inspector,

4. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.6 in its entirety and substituting the following:

6.6  Towing of Vehicles — Rates
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6.6.1 The maximum rates for towing, impounding and storing vehicles are those
set out in the Motor Vehicle Act Regulation 262/2010 — Lien on Impounded
Motor Vehicle Regulation.

6.6.2 A tow truck licencee or operator must not charge a vehicle owner any fee
for the services of any agent of the owner of the property from which the
vehicle was towed, or any other fees or charges other than those set out in
the Motor Vehicle Act Regulation 262/2010 — Lien on Impounded Motor
Vehicle Regulation.

5. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.8 in its entirety and substituting the following:

6.8  Towing of Vehicles — Violations and Penalties

6.8.1 (a) A violation of any of the provisions identified in PART SIX of this bylaw
shall result in liability for penalties and late payment amounts established
in Schedule A of the Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication
Bylaw No. 8122; and

(b) A violation of any of the provisions identified in PART SIX of this
bylaw shall be subject to the procedures, restrictions, limits, obligations
and rights established in the Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute
Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122 in accordance with the Local Government
Bylaw Notice Enforcement Act, SBC 2003, c. 60.

6. This Bylaw is cited as “Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, Amendment

Bylaw No. 88017,

FIRST READING —
RICHMOND

SECOND READING ':wﬂoveg’
originating

THIRD READING *.Q -\E-h\

ADOPTED Torogalfy
by Solicitor
DIN

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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City of
=84 Richmond

Attachment 2

Bylaw 8802

Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122,

Amendment Bylaw No. 8802

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

& Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, as amended, is further
amended at Part One — Application by adding the following after section 1.1(i):

“(G)  Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended,”

Z Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, as amended, is further
amended by adding to the end of the table in Schedule A of Bylaw No. 8122 the content of
the table in Schedule A attached to and forming part of this bylaw.

3. This Bylaw is cited as “Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122,

Amendment Bylaw No. 8802”.

FIRST READING
SECOND READING
THIRD READING
ADOPTED

MAYOR

3283337 CS - 76
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Lien on Impounded Motor Vehicle Regulation Page 1 of 2

Attachment 3

[=][=]
[

B.C. Reg. 262/2010 Deposited September 15, 2010

Supt. of Motor Vehicles effective September 20, 2010

Motor Vehicle Act
LIEN ON IMPOUNDED MOTOR VEHICLE REGULATION

Lien on impounded vehicle

1 The following fees, costs and charges are prescribed for the purposes of
section 255 (2) (a) of the Act:

(a) for storage:

(i) $19.55 per day for impound lots located within the
Greater Vancouver Regional District, the District of
Squamish, the District of Chilliwack, the District of
Abbotsford, the District of Mission or the City of Victoria;

(ii) $16.10 per day for impound lots located outside the
areas described in subparagraph (i);

(b) for towing, as set out in the following table:

Item Distance Size and Weight of Vehicle
Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4
Up to 3 629 kg to 7 258 kg
GVW
3 628 kg GVW 7 257 kg GVW
and over

Automobiles, vans, | Medium duty
Heavy trucks

pickups, trucks and
motorcycles trailers and trailers
Up to 6.0 km $78.89 $92.17 $153.64
2 |6.1to 16.0 km, add per $2.99 $3.45 $4.31
km
3 |16.1 to 32.0 km, add per $2.47 $3.16 $3.68
km
CS-79
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Lien on Impounded Motor Vehicle Regulation

Page 2 of 2

4 |32.1 km and over, add per
km

$2.19

$2.59

$2.99

[Provisions relevant to the enactment of this regulation: Motor Vehicle Act, R.S.B.C.

1996, c. 318, section 269]

Copyright (c) Queen's Printer, Victoria, British Columbia, Canada

http://www.bclaws.ca/EPLibraries/bclaws_new/document/ID/freeside/952568628
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City of Richmond Agenda

Finance Committee

Anderson Room, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Monday, December 12, 2011
Immediately Following the Open General Purposes Committee meeting

Pg. # ITEM

MINUTES

FIN-5 Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Finance Committee held
on Monday, October 3, 2011.

BUSINESS AND FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT

FIN-9 1. TANGIBLE CAPITAL ASSETS
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3365168)

LOMIEW CREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page FIN-©9 of the Finance agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Jerry Chong

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the staff report entitled “Tangible Capital Assets” dated November 4,
2011 from the Director, Finance, be received for information.

FIN-13 2.  FINANCIAL INFORMATION -3RD QUARTER 2011
(File Ref. No. 03-0970-09-01) (REDMS No. 3414750)

LOMIEW CREPORT CLICK OERE

See Page FIN-13 of the Finance agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Jerry Chong
FIN-1

3415383



Finance Committee Agenda — Monday, December 12, 2011

Pg. #

FIN-33

FIN-41

ITEM

3.

4.

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the staff report on Financial Information for the 3™ Quarter ended
September 30, 2011 be received for information.

3RD QUARTER 2011 - FINANCIAL INFORMATION FOR THE

RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL CORPORATION
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3420069)

LOVICW CREPORT CLICKHERE

See Page FIN-33 of the Finance agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Andrew Nazareth & John Mills

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the report on Financial Information for the Richmond Olympic Oval
Corporation for the third quarter ended September 30, 2011 from the
Controller of the Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation be received for
information.

2012 UTILITY BUDGETS AND RATES
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3398960)

TOVIEW eRFPORT CLICK HFRF

See Page FIN-41 of the Finance agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Jerry Chong

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the 2012 Utility Expenditure Budgets, as outlined under Options 1 for
Water, Sewer, Solid Waste & Recycling, and Option 3 for Drainage &
Diking as contained in the staff report dated December 1, 2011 from the
General Managers of Business and Financial Services and Engineering &
Public Works, be approved as the basis for establishing the 2012 Utility
Rates.

FIN -2



Finance Committee Agenda — Monday, December 12, 2011

Pg. # ITEM

FIN-83 5. 2012 UTILITY RATE AMENDMENT BYLAWS
(File Ref. No. ) (REDMS No. 3423695)

TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE

See Page FIN-83 of the Finance agenda for full hardcopy report

Designated Speaker: Jerry Chong

STAFF RECOMMENDATION

That the following bylaws be introduced and given first, second and third
readings:

(1) Solid Waste & Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, Amendment
Bylaw No. 8847;

(2) Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551,
Amendment Bylaw No. 8848;

(2) Waterworks and Water Rates Bylaw No. 5637, Amendment Bylaw No.
8846.

ADJOURNMENT

FIN -3
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Richmond Minutes

Finance Committee

Date: Monday, October 3, 2011

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair
Councillor Linda Barnes

Councillor Derek Dang
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Greg Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Sue Halsey-Brandt
Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Harold Steves

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

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded

That the minutes of the meeting of the Finance Committee held on Tuesday,
September 6, 2011, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

BUSINESS AND FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT

1. 2012 PERMISSIVE EXEMPTION BYLAW 8793
(File Ref. No. 03-0925-02-01) (REDMS No. 3260855)
It was moved and seconded
That the 2012 Permissive Exemption Bylaw 8793 be introduced and given
first, second, and third readings.

The question on the motion was not called as a discussion ensued between
members of Committee and staff regarding the exemption of the leaseholder
of the City-owned Scotch Pond, at 2220 Chatham Street.

Reference was made to the July, 2011 referral to staff, wherein the General
Purposes Committee requested that staff report back on the status of Scotch
Pond including future plans, community initiatives and an update on any
activities.
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Finance Committee
Monday, October 3, 2011

3373319

Staff was directed to provide a memorandum to Council, before the Tuesday,
October 11, 2011 Council meeting, detailing: (i) the status of the Scotch Pond
Heritage Society; (ii) the agreement between the City and Scotch Pond
Heritage Society; and (iii) the Society’s tax exemption.

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

CONSOLIDATED FEES BYLAW NO. 8636, AMENDMENT BYLAW
NO. 8798 BUSINESS LICENCE BYLAW NO. 7360, AMENDMENT
BYLAW NO. 8799

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3282872, 3280202, 3280163, 3279315)

It was moved and seconded

(1) That Consolidated Fee Bylaw No. 8636, Amendment Bylaw No. 8798
which introduces a Business Licence Fee Schedule and increases all
fees by 2% as detailed in the report from Director, Finance be
introduced and given first, second and third readings; and

(2) That Business Licence Bylaw No. 7360, Amendment Bylaw No. 8799
that deletes the Business Licence Fee Schedule as described in the
staff report dated September 12, 2011 from the Director, Finance be
introduced and given first, second and third readings.

The question on the motion was not called as staff responded to Committee
queries regarding business licences for adult oriented uses, and attendance by
City staff at false alarms generated by security systems. Staff then responded
to a further query regarding building inspector fees.

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

2" QUARTER 2011 - FINANCIAL INFORMATION FOR THE
RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL CORPORATION

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3365025)

Committee requested that Oval staff provide Council with more detailed
analysis regarding ice usage, track usage and court usage, beyond the overall
percentage of use in the three separate zones.

In response to a query, John Mills, General Manager, Richmond Olympic
Oval, advised that the Oval is attracting a new market of users, and is not
drawing interest, or users, away from the City’s community centres.

It was moved and seconded

That the report on Financial Information for the Richmond Olympic Oval
Corporation for the second quarter ended June 30, 2011 from the
Controller of the Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation be received for
information.

CARRIED

FIN - 6



Finance Committee
Monday, October 3, 2011

MANAGER’S REPORT

Jerry Chong, Director of Finance, introduced Committee to the City’s new
Manager of Budgets and Accounting, Nashater Sanghera.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:12 p.m.).

CARRIED

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Finance
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Monday, October 3,
2011.

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Sheila Johnston

Chair

3373319

Committee Clerk
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Report to Committee

To: Finance Committee

From: Jerry Chong
Director, Finance

Re: Tangible Capital Assets

Date: November 4, 2011
File:

Staff Recommendation

That the report on tangible capital assets from the Manager, Finance Systems Support, be

received for information.

Director, Finance
(604-276-4064)

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

ROUTED ToO: CONCURRENCE | CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
Real Estate: Services YENDO ‘3‘4’—’ pneenieili=
Community Social Services YENO

Information Technology YENDO

Engineering YENO

Fire Rescue YMNDO

Parks YENDO

Recreation YENO

Transportation YNO

Project Development YHANDO

Heritage and Culture YENDO

REVIEWED BY TAG YE? NO

ReviEWED BY CAQ YES
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November 4., 2011

(5]
]

Staff Report
Origin

This report provides an update with respect to the accounting treatment and inventory on the
City’s Tangible Capital Assets (TCA). The purpose of financial statements is to provide
information. about the financial position, performance and changes in financial position of an
enterprise that is useful to a wide range of users in making economic decisions. Financial
statements should be understandable, relevant, reliable and comparable. Reported assets.
liabilities, equity, revenue and expenses are directly related to an organization's financial position
and further information beyond financial statements is provided in order for users to make
assessments and judgements concerning operations and management. This report deals
specifically with Tangible Capital Assets.

Analysis

Under generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP) expenses are the cost of the economic
resources that are consumed in and identifiable with the operations of the accounting period.
For example, salaries, utility charges and supplies are consumed during a given period.
Whereas, assets are economic resources, which are controlled by an entity as a result of past
transactions or events and from which future economic benefits are expected to be obtained.
Tangible capital assets are a significant economic resource managed by the City and a key
component in the delivery of many City programs.

Effective with the City of Richmond’s 2009 audited financial statements was the change in
accounting for Tangible Capital Assets (TCA). The City now capitalizes TCA and figures were
restated to show the historical cost of the assets, amortization expense and remaining net book
value (NBV) based on the useful life. Previously TCA were expensed in the year of acquisition.
Current GAAP measures the consumption of resources through the amortization of the TCA
during each accounting period, which is consistent with the practices of other governments and
the private sector.

Historical cost is the actual cost of the asset or the estimated cost at the date of acquisition. This
includes land assets from as early as the 1800’s and infrastructure from the 1930’s. Accounting
standards require the use of Historical cost for financial statement presentation. Replacement
cost is not utilized under GAAP in preparing financial statements due to the problems in
establishing an accurate and reliable valuation of the asset. However, various departments could
provide additional information with condition assessments and replacement costs in their own
context. For water, sewer, drainage and road infrastructure, Engineering staff reported to
Council on June 27, 2011, utilizing replacement value. For facility infrastructure, Project
Development staff reported to Committee on September 21, 2011 utilizing replacement costs and
the facility condition index.

The NBV of the assets, which is calculated based on the historical cost less accumulated

amortization, represents the future balance of the asset. When reviewing the NBV it should be
assessed in conjunction with the overall NBV ratio. This is calculated by taking the future
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balance divided by the historical cost. The nigher the ratio, the newer the assets, for example
Building and Improvements have 74% of their useful life remaining. The City’s tangible capital
assets NBV at December 31, 2010 was $1.71 billion, 70% of which is still not consumed.

For operational purposes various other City departments may utilize alternative valuation
methods, however for purposes of financial accounting the City uses historical cost.

The following table summarizes asset data as at December 31, 2010:

2010 Tangible Capital Asset Data Summary

Historical
cost balance 2010
at Dec 31, 2010 amortization Net book value 2010
in ($'000s) 2010 additions expense at Dec 31, 2010 NBV%
Land 543,098 95,333 - 543,098 100%
Work In Progress 34,379 15,502 = 34,379 100%
Total non-depreciable assets 577,477 110,835 - 577,477 100%
Infrastructure 1,455,639 34,573 29,338 864,378 59%
Roacds 490,024 8,797 12,437 256,504 52%
Storrn Drainage 452 618 8,914 6,348 296,980 66%
Sanitary Sewer 210,754 620 3,243 128,107 61%
Watesr works 198,646 7,870 2,882 118,826 60%
Parkland Improvement 69,103 7,282 3,671 41,628 60%
Street Lights 34,495 1,089 756 22,333 65%
Buildings and improvements 313,067 7,279 11,386 232,578 74%
Equipment 81,498 5,611 5,832 33,679 41%
Traffic Signals 27 676 434 1,077 16,543 60%
Fleet: 22,367 2,452 1,541 6,086 27%
Information Technology 17,551 2,256 1,833 5,738 33%
Law and Community Safety 11,758 338 802 4,235 36%
Oval Corporation 1712 132 485 824 48%
General 434 - 94 253 58%
Library 8,203 1,441 1,169 3,066 37%
Total depreciable assets 1,858,407 48,904 47,725 1,133,701 61%
Total $2,435,884 $159,739 $47,725 $1,711,178  70%

The Asset Management (AM) module in PeopleSoft has been implemented and serves as the
central repository for the tracking and reporting of assets. Finance and various departments have
incurred many hours to record asset information into the AM module. The database is extensive
and made up of assets that are diverse and unique, such as aquatic centres, arenas, bridges,
community centres, dykes, fire halls, libraries, parks, roads, vehicles and so on.
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Consistent with the Long Term Financial Management Strategy, each respective department has
established individual asset replacement plans in order to address assets with low ratios to ensure
the City’s aging assets are replaced on a proactive basis.

Financial Impact
None
Conclusion

That the report on tangible capital assets be received for information.

Z,
//K(j?-{,//f =

Lisa Skippen
Manager, Finance Systems Support
(8660)
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Report to Committee

Richmond
To: Finance Committee Date: November 30, 2011
From: Jerry Chong File:  03-0970-09-01/2010-
Director, Finance Vol 01
Re: Financial Information - 3rd Quarter 2011

Staff Recornmendation

That the report of Financial Information for the 3™ Quarter ended September 30, 2011 be received
for inibrmatipjgﬁ:'\
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‘éy Chong

Director, Finance

(4064)
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Staff Report
Origin

Information for the 3rd quarter ended September 30, 2011 is being provided to Committee with
cconomic updates with respect to Canada, the Province of BC, the City of Richmond, and the
financial activity and position of the City.

Analysis

Global Economic Overview

Further to the global issues occurring eatlier this year, with the recent sovereign debt crisis in
Europe and the political impasse over the U.S. debt ceiling, the global economy has deteriorated in
recent months causing Real GDP (Gross Domestic Product) forecast for 2011 to be revised down
to 3.2%, compared (o 3.6% in June.

Canadian Economic Overview

The global trend 1s also reflected in Canada’s economic forecast. According to TD Economics, the
Canadian economic outlook is especially vulnerable to the slow growth in the U.S. triggering a
trending down of Real GDP to 2.2% [rom 2.8% in June.

Certain factors are important when looking at Canada’s economic outlook:

e Household debt-to-income ratio likely to climb above 150% causing personal consumption
growth to be held to 2.5% (down from 3.7%);

e Business investment is key to economic growth driven by elevated commodity prices,
strong corporate balance sheets. low interest rates and a supportive tax structure:

s Stronger than anticipated housing demand and non-residential construction fuelled by low
interest rates is the exception to slow growth;

e Turmoil in financial markets causing commodity prices to come down but is forecasted (o
hold up at the elevated levels; and

o Interest rales not expected to increase until early 2013.

Province of BC liconomic Overview

Central 1 Credit Union reports that the following trends from the quarter reflect BC’s economy:

e Real GDP slows to 2.4% growth in 2011, from 3.8% in 2010;

o Employment levels have surged in September rising by 1.4% or 31.600 persons but the
unemployment rate is forecasted to remain at 7.7% for 2011 compared to 7.6% in 2010;

e Provincial population is forecast 1o expand at 1.1% in 2011, dropping from growth levels
of 1.7% and 1.6% for 2009 and 2010, respectively;

e [llousing starts remain unchanged and will continue to trend upwardly due to the end of
Harmonized Sales Tax (HST) in 2013;

e The Consumer Price Index (CPI) is forecasted to rise to 2.3% for 2011 from 1.4% in 2010
e [lousing prices have plateaued at elevated levels while the sales-to-inventory ratios have
transitioned to a buyers™ market: and

3414750
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e Building permits in August rose up by 3.4% from July due to the increase from multiple-
family permits as both single-detached and non-residential permits have decreased.

City of Richmond Overview

There are similarities in the economic forecasts of the Canadian and BC outlook with economists
all agrecing that the current economy is slow moving. Although this pertains to the City as well,
historically the main factors that revolve around real estate market, i.e. housing starts, median
selling prices, building permits and development applications. play an important role in
determining the City’s economic overview. l'rom the statistics that the City gathers and produces,
housing starts are significantly lower than prior periods, both for the quarter and year-to-date. The
decreases equate to 59.5% for the same quarter and 42.2% cumulatively. The silver lining can be
seen in the number of demolitions, which has increased annually by 60.9% from 2010 and 18.8%
on a year-to-date basis. The year-to-date building permit revenues of 5.1M are also higher than the
same point last year. From this, the City can potentially expect a rise in the future housing starts
over the next year(s) as has been forecasted for BC on the graph below.

Housing Starts
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Economists have also realized [rom recent history that the Lower Mainland’s real estate market
does not perform and/or act similarly to other parts of Canada and BC as can be seen on the
following chart.

3414750
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Foracast Price Growth by Region, 2011
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This also holds true for Richmond. where the median selling prices have again increased from the
previous year. The median selling prices have increased for a single family detached home to
$1.02M, a townhouse to $0.56M and an apartment to $0.35M. This equates to escalations of
23.0% for a single family detached home, 7.5% for a townhouse and 4.7% for an apartment.

It is suggested that these inflated prices might be affecting the number of sales in Richmond which
has dropped by 8.4% for the current quarter as compared to the same period in 2010, but
economists believe that with the elimination of the HST not being in effect until 2013 and with the
heavy debt burden accumulated by individuals, it has caused potential home buyers to postpone
their purchases. The number of sales for the current year compared to 2010 is relatively
unchanged with a drop of 2.6%.

Richmond has again realized an increase in business activity especially for the industrial sector as
the vacancy rates have decreased from a rate 0of 4.5% in 2010 to 4.2% in 2011. This vacancy rate
decrease is still occurring while total new space available has increased by over 400,000 square
feet. up from over 250,000 additional square feet in the previous quarter. Office space vacancy
remains a challenge as the total square feet of vacant space has increased by 17.5% from the
previous year,

Permit Revenues

As much as there was a boom 1n the construction industry in 2010, in Richmond both the number
of building permits and development applications have seen only a slight decline from the last
year’s record levels. The number of building permits has decreased by 8.0% and 5.0% for the
comparative quarter and year-to-date, respectively.

The revenues collected for permits issued during the 3rd quarter of 2011 were higher than the same
period last year. This increase in the current quarter is due to the recognition of $0.35M of
revenues to offset service costs incurred in the current quarter related to on-going construction

344750
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projects. This has increased the year-to-date revenues by 18.0% as compared to 2010. The total
construction value for 2011 of $320.8M has dropped by 15.3% from $378.7M for 2010. The
provincial forecast for housing starts to trend upwardly as the end of HST approaches in 2013.

Building Permits Permit Revenues Collected

2010 Quarterly Results Compared to 2011 2010 Quarterly Results Compared to 2011
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Development Applications

The number of development applications has decreased 7.2% and 15.3% for the comparative
quarter and year-to-date periods respectively. Although the number of development applications
received in the 3" quarter and year- to date in 2011 has decreased from the levels in 2010, related
revenues show a small increase. Revenues collected to date in 2011 are 5.3% higher than in 2010,

largely because of increased revenues associated with Administration Fees for projects that are
now under construction.

Development Applications Development Application Fees
2010 Quarterly Results Comparedto 2011 2010 Quarterly Results Compared to 2011
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Other Revenues
» Business Licenses

The total number of business licences issued to date in 2011 are comparable to 2010, 13,107
to 12.888 licences, respectively. In the same quarter last year, there were a number of
business licences discontinued. That trend has not continued into the current year. With the
increased enforcement and collections of outstanding receivables during this year, the current
year-to-date revenues of $2.8M is 2.5% higher as compared to last year. The number of new
licences in 2011 of 1,484 a 13.5% increase from 1,308 last year, is indicative of the growth
that Richmond is experiencing.

| New Business Licenses Business License Revenues
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» Permits and Enforcement (Parking Program)

The permit and enforcement (Parking Program) revenues of $0.4M and $1.1M for the quarter
and ycar-to-date, respectively are higher than the same periods last year due to full utilization
of on-street pay parking resources near construction sites and an increase in the enforcement
of traffic safety & liability issues around the Canada Line.

Parking Program Revenues
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»  Gaming Revenue

Gaming revenues of $3.4M for the 3rd quarter and $9.7M for the year have increased from
the same periods in 2010, by 9.3% and 3.5%, respectively. The growth in gaming revenues
can be primarily attributed to the continued benefit of the redevelopments, enhancements and
associated increase in player demand at River Rock Casino.

i Gaming Revenues
2010 Quarterly Results Compared to 2011

Quarterly Results
4000

3000 . |
+ tig .Ir \
2,000 ( 1
3
f N B
00 ; ; ; . e

200Q! 201002 20003 201004 201Q1 201Q2 201103

Thousands ()

» Development Cost Charges (DCC)

For the 3rd quarter, $1.9M in DCC contributions were received when compared to last year’s
collection of $7.6M for the same quarter. The year-to-date collection of $8.2M is 60.8%
lower than the $21.0M collected in 2010. The decrease compared to last year can be
attributed to the unusual circumstances surrounding DCC activities in 2010 as a result of
major developments approved and the push by developers to move quickly before the
anticipated increase in DCC rates that occurred in September 2010.

|

i DCC Revenues Collected
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Statement of Operations for
Quarter ended September 30, 2011

Operating Budget Year to Actual Year to Variance Forecast
(in $°000s) Date Date Surplus for
September 30, September 30, December 31,
2011 2011 2011
(unaudited)

RCMP 27.613 26.548 1,065 639
Fire Rescue 22229 20,830 1,399 650
Parks & Recreation 18.502 175255 1,247 51
Engincering & Public Works 11,475 10,773 702 282
Corporate Services 11.364 10,925 439 51
Project Development & Facility Maintenance 6,748 6,648 100 28
Library 5,741 5,638 103 25
Planning & Development Services 4.427 3,873 554 355
Community Services 5,456 4,805 651 31
Corporate Administration 2,762 2.677 85 90
Law & Community Safety 2.355 1,881 474 -
Business and Financial Services 2,247 842 1,405 285
Fiscal & Transfer to Reserves (120.919) (140,355) 19.436 780

$ - $ (27,660) § 27,660 $ 3,267

The variances for Q3 are consistent with prior years and are mainly attributable to timing and
seasonality.

The following are the explanations for net expenditure variances at the departmental level.

» RCMP continues to be favourable after the realized savings from the 2010/11 contract in Q1.
Due to vacancies of administrative positions and lower contract costs, a surplus of $0.64M is
forecasted ftor the end of the year. This balance reflects the allocation of $0.57M to the new
City Centre Community Policing office. Any remaining surplus needs to be retained to cover
a portion of anticipated RCMP retroactive pay.

# lire Rescue has a favourable variance to budget due to delayed replacements which has
resulted in surplus salary, fringe, and training costs. A surplus of $0.65M is forecasted for
the end of the year.

» Parks and Recreation has a favourable variance for Q3 due to the scasonal nature of
operating expenditures (e.g. maintenance). Additional expenditures, for example, removal of
summer plantings and planting of spring bulbs, late season mowing (still ongoing), clean up
from winter storms (brush, trees. debris), trimming of brush and shrubs along walkways and
responise 1o snow or heavy wind/rain and associated damage will be incurred in Q4. At this
time, Parks and Reereation expect to have a small surplus by the end of the year.

3414750
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» Engineering and Public Works are due to be under budget by the end of the year. The
favourable variance can be attributed to Engineering fees collected this year and deferred for
work that will be completed in 2012.

N/

Corporate Services has a favourable variance in Q3 due to the timing of unspent operating
expenses, such as Election costs. It is anticipated to have a small surplus by the end of the
year,

» Project Development and Facility Maintenance is on budget and is anticipated to be on
budget at the end of the year.

» Library is slightly favourable and is anticipated to have a small surplus by the end of the
year,

\,-’

Planning and Development has recognized higher than budgeted building permit revenues
and servicing agreement fees. Also contributing to the favourable variance are lower
operating costs from the management of vacant positions, however, as the need to provide
services associated with new building permit revenues arises, the current vacant positions are
required to be filled. With the higher revenues and vacancies, a $0.36M surplus is
anticipated at the end of the year,

» Community Services has a favourable variance as at Q3 due to two vacant positions within
Enterprise Services. The estimated unspent committed funding of $0.29M will be reallocated
back to provision in Q4. It is anticipated to have a surplus of $0.03M at the end of the year.

» Corporate Administration has a favourable variance due to vacancies. It is anticipated to
have a small surplus by the end of the year.

» Law and Community Safety has a favourable variance. The increase between Q2 and Q3 is a
result of enhanced enforcement at construction zones frecing meters for public use. Q4 is
anticipated to result in lower than budgeted parking revenue due to the unanticipated costs
from vandalism of City meters which is decreasing parking revenue and increasing
maintenance repair and replacement costs.  In addition, there is one temporary full time
position that is vacant and a lack of auxiliary officers which is affecting parking revenue at
$15.000 per month.

~ Business and Financial Services has a favourable variance due to the majority of the Business
Licences revenue having been received in Q1 and unfilled vacant positions within the

Finance division. It is forecasted to have a surplus of $0.29M by the end of the year,

» Fiscal is favourable for Q3 with anticipated expenditures incurred in the following quarter. It
is anticipated to have a surplus of $0.78M by the end of the year.

Utilities

~» Water Ultility is currently on budget with water consumption being on target through the high
activity summer months. Also, increased receivable activity costs have been matched with

3414750
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increased receivable income. [t is anticipated 1o have a balanced budget at the end of the
year.

> Sanitation & Recycling Utility budget expenditures are as anticipated. This budget is
expected to yield revenues above projections due to favourable market conditions for
recycling commodities (i.e. sale of recycling materials).

» Sewer Utility is currently under budget. receivable income was lower than projected but
billings for meter and flat rate were higher than anticipated, therefore net revenues were close
to budget. The Public Works maintenance costs were less than anticipated as there was less
reccivable work incurred this year.

Active Capital Project Summary

The 2011 Capital Budget was amended by Bylaw 8809 on September 26, 2011. The amended
2011 Capital Budget of $75.2M (excluding internal payment transfers and debt repayments) are
included in the figures below as are amounts relating to capital projects from previous years’
Capital Budgets that remain active.

The projects within the Infrastructure, Building, Land & Parks and Equipment Programs are in
progress.

Statement of Active Capital Project Expenditures
($°000s)

Budget Spent to Date Commitment
1.0 Infrastructure 145.259 83.627 61,632
2.0 Building Program 92.867 59,598 33.269
3.0 Land & Parks Program 98.506 61.736 36,770
4.0 Equipment Program 26,387 8,930 17,457
Grand Total $363,019 $213,891 $149,128

Active Capital Project Summary
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Cash and Investment Portfolio

The City’s cash and investment portfolio at September 30, 2011 was $592.6M, with an average
actual return on investment for the 3rd quarter of 2.4%. The current low interest rate environment
and the City’s cash flow projections have influenced the terms and types of investments that the
City holds, which is reflected in the return.

Investment
$'000s Value % of Portfolia

Prov Gov and Prov Crown Corp

Province of Ontario $ 52,413 8.84%
Province of BC $ 30,713 5.18%
Province ol Manitoba b 21,189 3.58%
Lotal Prov Gov and Prov Crown Corp. b 104315 17.60%
Fed Gov and Fed Crown Corp

Canadian Mortgage and Tousing Corporation $ 182,520 30.80%
Government of Canada $ 100,570 16.97%
Canadian Wheat Board $ 8.921 1.51%
Total Fed Gov and FFed Crown Corp $ 292.011 49 28%
Schedule [ Banks

Royal Bank ol Canada 3 25.19% 4.25%
I'D Financial $ 20,675 3.49%
e $ 14,793 2.50%
Scotia Bank $ 7.879 1.33%
Bank of Montreal $ 6,287 1.06%
National Bank ol Canada $ 413 0.07%
First Bank $ 401 0.07%
Total Schedule 1 Banks $ 75.642 12.77%
Schedule 1T Banks

HSBC $ 299 0.05%
Total Schedule 11 Banks 5 299 0.05%
Credit Unions

Vancity Savings Credit Union 8 29,534 4.98%
Gull & Fraser Financial Group 3 25,345 428%
Coast Capital Savings S 20,037 3.38%
Total Credit Unions 3 74916 12.64%
Pooled Investments

Municipal Finance Authority S 21,201 3.58%
T'otal Pooled Investments $ 21,201 3.58%
Total Investments $ 568,384 95.92%
Cash and cash equivalents $ 24,199 4,08%
TOTAL CASII AND INVESTMENTS $ 592,583 100.00%

3414750
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The financial market struggled with the possibility of a sovereign default scenario and also with
the concern over the impact of a Greek default on the capital levels of European banks.
Furthermore, economic conditions in both LEurope and the U.S. continued to deteriorate.
moderating already tempered consensus growth expectations and increasing the possibility of a
return to recession. As a result, the Canadian yield curve fell during the quarter as investors
exercised “flight to safety” in the fear of the market uncertainty. The Bank of Canada met in
September and maintained the overnight target rate at 1.0%. Given the elevated level of risk in the
growth outlook, not only is it projected that interest rates are not going to increase until early 2013,
but the market is pricing in the likelihood that the Bank of Canada may even cut rates in the
foreseeable future.

The City continues to be in compliance with Council’s Investment Policy (3702), where the City is
required o carry a diversified investment mix with strong credit quality and at the same time
meeting the objectives of managing its investment activities in a manner that seeks to preserve
capital along and to realize a reasonable rate of return.

Investment Maturity
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Key Indicators (Appendix 1)

This appendix provides information with regard to various financial and market indicators for the
vear 2011 as compared to 2010.
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Contract Awards (Appendix 2)

This report provides Committee members information with regard to all formal contracts >$25,000
awarded by the City during the 3rd quarter. The contract awards will vary quarter-to-quarter based
on project life cycles and timing of posting, receiving and selection of bids.

Financial Irnpact
None
Conclusion

The City of’ Richmond’s 3rd quarter 2011 financial results continue to indicate that the City’s
revenues are trending favourably as evidenced by the development applications received and
business licences issued when compared to the previous quarter. Although this increased activity
has generated additional revenues it is mainly due to the costs that have not been incurred related
to maintenance programs and major contracts as well as the vacant positions that have not been
filled, that the City is currently in a surplus position. Staff will continue to monitor the results and
update the Committee on a quarterly basis.

L, Cppon

Lisa Skippen
Manager, Finance System Support
(8660)
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Key Indicators

City of Richmond

Key Indicators - Sept 30, 2011

Q3 2011 Q3 2010 Year to Date Yoar to Date  Year 1o date %
All § 1n 000s Jul-Sept 2011 Jul-Sepf 2010 % Change  Jan-Sept 2011 Jan-Sept 2010 change
Housing Starts
Number of Housing Starts (number of units) 451 1,114 (59.5%) 1,082 1,738 {40.6%)
Number of Demolitions 222 138 60.9% 631 447 18.8%
Net Housing Units Added 229 976 (76.5%) 601 1,201 (61.2%)
Bullding Permits
Number of Building Permits Issued 402 437 (8.0%) 1,098 1,166 (6.0%)
Permit Revenues Collected (includes deferred revenue) $2,326 $1,564 48.7% 35,111 $4,331 18.0%
Value of Building Construction for Permits lssued $137,030 $199,081 (31.2%) §320,82¢9 $378,718 {15.3%)
Development Applications
Development Applications Received 84 69 (7.2%) 149 176 {15.3%)
Development Applications Revenue $216 $293 (26.3%) §618 $687 53%
Business Licenses
Number of New Business Licenses Issued 448 368 21.2% 1,484 1,308 13.5%
Number of Employees Reporied - New Licenses 1,468 1,072 36.1% 4,335 4,513 (3.9%)
Total Valid Licenses Renewed/(Discontinued) 507 (280) (274.8%) 13,107 12,888 1.7%
Revenue Received for Cuirent Year Licenses $581 $558 4.1% $2,766 $2,699 2.5%
Revenue Received for Next Year (Defarred) $119 $131 (8.5%) $1,003 $942 6.4%
Tolal License Revenue $700 $689 1.7% $3,769 33,118 20.9%
Year to date valld licenses and revenue include current year licenses Issued in the prior year.
Other Revenues
Parking Program Revenue $402 $350 14.9% $1,073 $997 7.8%
Gaming Revenue $3,412 $3,123 9.3% $9,745 $9.417 3.5%
Traffic Fine Revenue to date 5644 $289 88.3% $1,833 $867 88.3%
Development Cost Charges Income
Roads, Water, Sewer DCC's Received $1,320 $4,567 (70.9%) $4,413 $11,202 (B0.6%)
Parks DCC's Received §615 $3,002 (79.5%) $3,825 $9,814 {61.0%)
Tolal DCC Fees Received 51,044 $7.570 (74.3%) $8,238 $21,015 (60.8%)
Uncommitied Reserves .
DCC Reserves to date $24,279 $28,362 (14.4%) $24,279 $28,362 (14.4%)
Capital Funding Reserves \o date $54,859 $36,082 55.8% $54,659 $35,082 56.8%
Affordable Housing Reserves to date $1,869 31,241 50.6% $1,869 $1.241. 50.8%
Other Reserves to date $78,954 $72,890 8.3% $78,954 $72,890 B.3%
Total Uncommitted Reserves to date $169,760 $137,575 16.1% $159,760 $137,575 16.1%
Taxes to date
Taxes Collected $172,672 $175,375 {1.5%) $320,607 $310,042 34%
City Portion of Taxes Collected $84,610 $85,934 (1.5%) $157,142 $151,021 3.4%
Unpaid Taxes - Delinguent & Arrears $1,696 $1,518 11.7% $1,696 $1,818 1.7%
No. of Participants on PAWS {Pre authorized withdrawal) 5,853 5,809 0.8% 5,853 5,809 0.8%
PAWS $3,892 $6,265 (26.4%) 312,588 $10,650 18.2%
Interest Rate Paid to PAWS 1,00% 0.25% 0.75% 1.00% 0.25% 0.75%

Sources: All data is from Cily of Richmond records
(1) PAWS period changed from July - April in 2010 to August - May in 2011, which explains the differences and therefore Is nof comparable
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Appendix 1

Q3 2011 Q3 2010 Year to Date Year to Date Year to date %
All § in 0D0s Jul-Sept 2011 Jul-Sept 2010 % Change Jan-Sept 2011 Jan-Sept 2010 change
Employees
Number of City Employees (City and Library) 1,880 1,866 1.3% 1,880 1,866 1.3%
Fire Rescue Responses 2,381 2,463 (3.3%) 6,863 6,785 1.1%
RCMP - Calls for Service Handled 19494 21939 (11.1%) 55,027 63,639 (13.5%)
Affordable Housing
Affordable Rental Units 7 10 (30.0%) 15 10 50.0%
Secondary Suite/Coach House Units (5] 13 (53.8%) 17 25 (32.0%)
Market Rental Units - - 0.0% 1 26 (96.2%)
Unspent Funds Allocated to Capital Projects to date 58,188 §9,198 (0.1%) $9,188 $9,198 (0.1%)
Investments
Total nvestments $568,384 8577181 {1.5%) $568 384 5577161 (1.5%)
Interest Earned on Investments
Average City Rate of Return on Investments 2.24% 2 68% (0.44%) 2.64% 271% (0.07%)
Sources. All data is from Caty of Richmond records
Market Indicators
Median Residential Selling Prices - Richmond
Single Family Detached $1.020 $829 23.0% $1,014 $835 21.4%
Townhouse $558 5520 7.5% $548 $493 11.3%
Apartment $349 $333 4.7% $361 $333 53%
Number of Sales (all howusing types) 882 863 (B.4Y%) 3,548 3642 (2.E%)
Source; Real Estale Board of Greater Vancouver
Unemployment Rate-Greater Vancouver 7.4% 73% 0D1% 7 6% 7 6% 0.0%
Regional Unemployment Rate (3 month moving average)
Source: Statistics Canada & BC Stats (Data nof available for Richmond)
Economic Development
Total sgq. t space Office YTD 4241927 4 118,505 3.0% 4241927 4,365,067 (2.8%)
Total sq. ft vacant space: available Office YTD 856,041 728 611 17.5% 856,041 848811 0.9%
Vacancy rate - Office (in %) YTD 20.18% 17 69% 14.1% 20.18% 19.44% 38%
Total sg. i space industnal YTD 36,306,863 35,905,233 1.1% 36,306,863 36,208,363 0.3%
Total sq. ft vacant space: available Industrial YTD 1,228,672 1623118 (24.3%) 1,228,672 1.890.955 (35.0%)
\Vacancy rate - Industrial (in %) YTD 4.24% 4.52% (6.2%) 4.24% 5.22% (18.8%)
Source: Cushman & Wakefield Ltd - Market Report
Richmond Population Estimate Year End* 2010: 196 858 2009: 193,505
“Note These population i are published by BC Stats Amounts rounded to the nearest thousand
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November 20, 2011 -16- Appendix 3
Contract Awards > $ 25,000
July 1, 2011 — September 30, 2011
Contract Name Award Amount Description Department or
_ Division

1. | 4023P Development of an KPMG LLP $ 40,000 | Project objectives are to develop a Fire-Rescue
Emergency & Business Business Continuity Department Plan
Continuity Department Plan for Richmond Fire-Rescue that is
for Richmond Fire-Rescue compatible with the City of Richmond's

= - - emergency plans.

2. | 4216 EOI Architectural CEl Architecture $307,079 | Design services for the Tenant Project
Services for Firbridge Improvements for the 30,000 sq ft Development
Community Centre community centre in the Quintet

- | development

3. | 4237 Q Supply and Delivery | Canadian Linen $60,037 | Supply and delivery of uniform Fire-Rescue
of Stationwear for Richmond protective clothing for all Fire
Fire-Rescue Department union employees as

required by the collective agreement.

4. | 4250 Q Supply and Delivery | Brandt Tractor Ltd $287,720 | Purchase of two John Deere 75D PW - Fleet
of one (1) Small One Track Zerotail-swing excavators. This is part
Type Hydraulic Excavator of the vehicle replacement plan to
(option to buy 2nd) replace retired units 958 and 1006.

These units support public works
capital and maintenance infrastructure
projects for digging in and around

d — water/sewer lines, etc.

5. | 4253 Q Supply and Delivery | Vimar Equipment $228,566 | Purchase of a new sweeper as part of PW - Fleet
of one (1) Vacuum Street the vehicle replacement plan to
Sweeper replace retired unit 928, Unit is used

by the Roads Division for street
sweeping.

6. | 4272 P Williams Road West Aplin & Martin $328,518 | Engineering design and construction PW - Engineering
Drainage Pump Station Consultants Ltd services for the Williams Rd drainage
Upgrade pump station replacement

7. | 4273 Q Supply and Delivery Finning Canada $122,186 | Purchase of a new backhoe as part of PW - Fleet
of one (1) Backhoe the vehicle replacement plan to

replace retired unit 913. This unit is
used in the Works Yard for loading
containers and managing waste and
materials.

8. | 4294 P Museum: Shelving Hi-Cube $75,100 | Museum artefact storage shelving Community
for Museum Artefacts upgrade. New mobile shelving and Services

mini racking will be provided. Two

contractors with museum collection

management experience will also be

hired to assist with moving two thirds
_ of the collection.

9. | 4345 F Supply and Install Light Power $36,500 | This is a lighting retrofit project, and Community

Lighting at City Hall completes the lighting retrofit of City Services
Hall which began in 2009, The project
consists mostly of replacing compact
_ fluorescent lighting for LED fixtures.

10.| 4346 F Tennis Court Asphalt | Columbia Bitulithic $75,879 | Crack repairs and asphalt resurfacing Parks Recreation
Resurfacing @ Minoru Park of Minoru Tennis Courts

11.| 4347 F RCMP CSB: Supply Citiloc $112,593 | Install additional video surveillance Project
and Install of additional Video equipment as per the new Federal Development and
Surveillance Equipment requirements Facilities Services

12.| 4348 F 2011 Watermania Smith Brothers & $351,241 | Main grate replacement, deck and Project

Project

Wilson

change room resurfacing and

Development and
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falls at Walermania Aquatic
Centre

Industries

November 30, 2011 - 17 - Appendix 3
Contract Name Award Amount Description Department or
Division
preparation for play features and Facilities Services
structures,
13.| 4349 F BC Hydro continuous | Prism Engineering $31,000 | This project is for the investigation of Community
optimization program report baseline energy use at City Hall and Services
for the City Hall the development of recommendations
for the optimization of City Hall's
energy systems. This portion of the
project is fully supported by BC Hydro,
and the City will be fully reimbursed for
. this commitment.
14.| 4350 F RCMP CSB: Glen Andersen dba $90,000 | Award and Installation of an art piece Community
Renovation Public Art Project | Mosaic Plant as per Council Policy at the new Services
"The Coat of Arms" RCMP location.
15.| 4351 Q Boaters Row Stair & | Impact Ironworks Ltd. $ 44,194 | Supply & Installation of guardrails and Parks and
Plaza Guardrails handrails for Boaters' Row Plaza and Recreation
Slairs at UBC Boathouse on River Rd.
16.] 4352 F Aguacide hot water AR Mower and $28,828 | Hot water weeding machine for City Parks and
weed control system Supply Ltd, wide weed removal maintenance. Recreation
17.| 43583 F Garratt Wellness Ashton Mechanical $276,000 | Asbestos abatement, flooring Project
Centre - Upgrades & replacement, new windows, domestic Development and
Renovation hot water system, accessible ramp and | Fagilities Services
front entrance. New hallway ceiling
and grid. Washroom upgrades and
water saving fixtures.
18.| 4547 P Supply and Install of Guillevin International $182,2562 | Compressed air filling station located Fire-Rescue
an SCBA Filling Station Inc, (Cylinders) and (Combinad) | al RFR Firghall No. 6 (Shellmont).
Jordair Comprassors This filling station would provide
Inc. (Fill Station) compressed air services for RFR
personal self-contained breathing
apparatus as well as compressed air
3 for tools and rescue equipment. The
19.| 4548 T Thompson Youth Wilco Civil Inc. $382,301 | Construction of Phase Il of Thompson Parks and
Park Phase || {formerly Wilco Youth Park, including site preparation, Recreation
Landscape Westcoast asphalt, concrete, site furnishings,
Inc.) skalable elements, and soft landscape
20.| 4567 F Life Safsty Upgrade - | TEAM Projects Inc. $43,621 | Life safety upgrade to facility at 10191 Community
10191 No. 2 Road (Group No. 2 Read. Includes demolition of Services
Home) suite, water service and life safety
upgrades including the installation of
smoke alarms, emergency lighting and
fire extinguishers as well as fehcing
and provision of safety manuals to
facility residents.
21.| 4571 Q Desktop Computers Island Key Computers $199,158 | Purchase of laptop and desktop Information
i & Laptops computers for annual Evergreening Technology
replacement of obsolete hardware
units :
22.| 4573 F Supply and install of Heritage Office $57,962 | Install new storage units in the RCMP Project
shelving and storage units Furnishings facllity located on No. 5 road. Development and
Facilities Services
23.| 4574 F Class maintenance The Active Network $88,380 | Annual soft ware maintenance support Information
.and support renewal April 01, costs for the recreation registration Technology
2011 to May 31, 2012 system.
24.] 4575 F Supply and install Whitewater West $161,436 | Play struclure, play features and Project
play structure and umbrellia theme. Development and

Facilities Services
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Contract Name Award Amount Description Department or
Division
25.] 4576 T No 1 Rd / Moncton Imperial Paving $355,892 | Improvements to Intersection at No. 1 PW - Enginesring
Intersection Improvements Road and Moncton Road which
include raising the intersection at No. 1
Road and Moncton Street including
sidewalks, tactile pads at the
crossings, traffic signals, pavement
markings and sighage, new bollards,
and custom arlistic DuraThemm
pavement markings.
26.| 4577 F Supply and Delivery Oakcreek Golf and $40,960 | Supply of a reel mower for Parks PW - Fleet
one (1) Toro Greensmaster Turf Ine. Operations as part of the vehicle
3150 three (3) Wheel Drive replacement plan, Replaces retired
Kit Including ROPS unit 667. The unit is used at golf
courses for precision cutting.
27.| 4011 P Richmond Clympic Walltopia Canada Inc $425,578 | To supply and construct a climhing Project
Cval - Climbing Wall wall in the Richmond Olympic Oval Development
28.| 4578 EQI Preliminary Site SNC Lavalin Inc $297,500 | Stage 2 Preliminary Site Investigation. Community
Investigation Services
29.| 4579 F Consulting conlract CMNR Holdings |.td $44,643 | Hired a consultant to help analyze City Business and
for the City Centre Centre properties and determine thair Financial Services
transilional exemplion bylaw eligibility for a transitional tax
: exemption.
30.| 4580 F Install 8" water meter | PJB Mechanical $34,000 | Water Meter Installation PW - Engineering
-at 7322 Heather St, as part of
multi-family water meter
program
31,| 4581 F Install 3" water meter | PJB Machanical $29,605 | Water Meter Installation PW - Engineering
and re-plumb private water
service at 7071 Bridge St, as
part of muiti-family water
meter program
32.| 4582 F Assemble and install Porteat Management $65,000 | This is for the unpacking of 2 Britannia Heritage
key pieces of equipment for Corporation containers of equipment from the Shipyard
the Lubzinski Exhibit Lubzinzki wheel manufacturing factory,
removal of the key pieces of
equipment 1o the Seine Net Loft,
cleaning and preparation of those
pieces and installation in the “At the
Helm" exhibit opening June 3, 2011.
33.| 4583 F Disposal, processing | Fraser Richmond Soil $ 55,060 | This is the fee for composting the PW -
and marketing services for and Fibre Ltd materials collected from the Green Environmental
yard trimmings and organics Can program at Fraser Richmond Soil Programs
collected under residential and Fibre.
organics program
34.| 4584 F Water valve McElhanney $150,000 | Mobile Mapping System PW - Engineering
collection. Geo-automation Consulting Services :
mobile mapping system Lid
(shape files of all city, main
line, hydrant and large
service line valves,
Dimensioned of existing
hydrants)
35.| 4586 F Supply and Install Fast Track Floors $90,279 | New flooring in general public areas Project
"Sport Impact" flooring at and team change rooms, Development and
Mincru Arena Facilities Services
36.| 4588 J Minoru Arena Silver RMT Contracting $132,240 | Asbestos abatement, new showers, Project

Rink Building Improvements

washroom accessories & vanity;
Stadium Arena Building Improvements
- Asbesios removal, painting, plumking

Development and
Facilities Services
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Contract Name Award Amount Description Department or
Division
and washroom accessories.
37.| 4597 F RCMP CSB: Asphalt | Winvan Paving Ltd $30.403 | Asphalt Repairs - new RCMP location. Project
repair/re-seal work Development and
Facilities Services
38.| 4602 F Architectural Services | Graham Hoffart $35,000 | Develop site plan and design Project
for Hamilton Childcare Mathiasen Architects drawings. Development and
Modular Building Facilities Services
39.| 4603 F Supply and Oris Development $426,967 | Supply and installation of 750mm PW - Engineering
Installation of 750MMI (Cambie) Corp diameter storm sewer upgrades along
Diameter Storm Sewer the south side of Cambie Road (from
Upgrades along the south No. 4 Road to approx. 200m +/- west).
side of Cambie Road L dg. N
40.| 4604 F Supply and Earth-line SSL Inc $28 500 | Lighting retrofit project at Watermania, Community
Installation of Lighting Retrofit replacing mostly CFL lighting for LED Services
at Watermania | lights.
41. 4605 Q Supply and Purchase and $44 554 | The purpose of staging at the 2011 Community
Installation of Audio, Staging, | Associates Maritime Festival was to provide a Services

Fencing, Tenting Equipment
for the 2011 Maritime: Festival

a0

platform for performers at the festival
to entertain the spectatars at the

event.
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Report to Committee

Re:

Finance Committee Date: December 1, 2011

George Duncan File:
Chief Administrative Officer

& President and CEO

Richmond Olympic Oval

Andrew Nazareth

General Manager, Business and Financial Services
& Chief Financial Officer, Richmond Olympic Oval

3rd Quarter 2011 - Financial Information for the Richmond Olympic Oval
Corporation

Staff Recommendation

That the report on Financial Information for the Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation for the
third quarter ended September 30, 2011 from the Controller of the Richmond Olympic Oval
Corporation be received for information.

s ) R

George Duncan Andrew Nazarcth

Chief Administrative Officer General Manager, Business and Financial Services
& President and CEO & Chief Financial Officer,

Richmond Olympic Oval Richmond Olympic Oval

3420069
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RICHMOND OI.YMPIC OVAL Report

DATE: December 2, 2011

TO: George Duncan
Chief Executive Officer, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation

Andrew Nazareth
Chief Financial Officer, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation

John Mills
General Manager, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation

FROM:  Rick Dusanj, CA
Controller, Richmond Qlympic Oval Corporation

Re: tichmond Olympic Oval Corporation — 3™ Quarter 2011 Financial information

Origin

Section 7.3 of the Operating Agreement between the City of Richmond (the “City”) and the
Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation (the “Corporation”) requires reporting with respect to business
plans, budgets, audited financial statements, and quarterly comparisons of actual results to budget
along with projections to fiscal year end. This staff report deals with the third quarter business plan
and financial results for the 3 months ended September 30, 2011 (“Q3").

Business Plans and Planning
Highlights of the activities undertaken by Oval staff during Q3 are described below.

Community Use

The Community Engagement Program, introduced in Q2 to develop greater interest and community
involvement in the use of Oval facilities, has resulted in several initiatives in Q3.

Partnership discussions with DRIVE Basketball progressed well in Q3 and were formalized with an
announcement in Q4. This partnership will deliver a comprehensive youth player development
model supplementing high school coaching and competition, surrounding the passionate and
talented basketball athlete with the best coaching, facility and ancillary services required by today’s
top athletes, including: nutritional consulting, sports psychology, performance testing, sports
rehabilitation, strength and conditioning equipment, and athlete education.
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A cross-functional Richmond Health and Wellness Communications Committee was formed, at the
initiation of the Oval, and includes representation from Oval Communications and Sport Hosting, City
of Richmond Corporate Communications and Parks, Recreation and Culture, Tourism Richmond and
the Community Centre Associations. The mandate of this committee is to look for areas of synergy
between each communications department, raising awareness among Richmond residents that they
have access to the best health and wellness network in the world. Additionally, to residents outside
of the City, raising awareness that Richmond is a sport, health and wellness destination. The
expected outcomes from this committee will be joint communications and sport hosting events that
further the City’s existing Sport for Life and Community Wellness strategies.

The Oval continues to provide facility access to the Richmond community, For those rentals that
have already been confirmed for the fourth quarter of 2011, Richmond organizations and residents
represent a majority of the usage of the ice, track and court areas during prime time, including: 73%
of ice usage, 58% of track usage and 81% of court usage. In terms of Membership and Admissions,
the Oval now has over 4,000 active members— 83% of which are Richmond residents —and currently
attracts 43,000 visits per month. The Oval also recently surpassed 1.5 million visits since opening in
December of 2008.

Summer Camp registrants increased 20% over same time last year with 923 registrants in 2011,
including the successful addition of Volleyball specific Summer Camps. This is up from 512 and 770
registrants in our 2009 and 2010 Summer Camps respectively. In Q4 2011, the Oval will be adding
new Fall Pro-D Day and Winter Break camps.

High Performance Sport

The Volleyball Centre of Excellence has shown solid growth from 2010, almost doubling its
participant base from 94 to 177 in Q3 2011, The daytime program has also increased participation
by 40% and one-third of athletes in Volleyball Centre of Excellence program were selected to
provincial team programs. Additionally, the Volleyball Centre received funding from Volleyball
Canada to open a boys program this fall. The Table Tennis Centre of Excellence is showing consistent
growth in the number of lessons offered.

The third quarter of 2011 saw the hosting of an Athletes’ Performance Phase 1 Mentorship
workshop attracting 15 registrants, including two Oval Staff. The Richmond Olympic Oval is the only
facility in Canada to offer Athletes Performance training.

The Oval began plans to meet the increasing demand for high performance training and for those
who want to train like high performance athletes. High Performance Programming will be
approached on an athlete by athlete basis and will include integrated sport services and strength and
conditioning coaching for professional athletes and Canada's top provincial, national, and Olympic
athletes who are at, or striving for, the podium. HighER Performance Programming is for aspiring
youth athlet:es, adult recreationalists, and those looking to take their personal performance levels
beyond traditional fitness.
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The Oval continues to support the GymWorks™ carded athlete program with 15 national carded
athletes active at the Oval in Q3 of 2011.

Events

The Oval continues to host and secure local and national events. Some of the events that took place
in Q3 included the following: Yonex Canada Open Badminton {which will become an annual event),
World Senior Badminton Championships, Shoot for Hope basketball tournament, 2011 Canadian
Grappling World Team Trials, U.S. College Basketball exhibition games (TWU vs Ball State and TWU

vs Texas Arlington), Noah Yelizarov hockey tournament, the Westcoast Basketball Classic, and an
Urban Rec Volleyball tournament.

Leasing
LifeMark Sports Medicine officially opened operations in May 2011,

Legacy Partners (“Sponsors”)

Sponsorship revenue was earned during Q3. ¢
Goverhance

Meetings of the Corporation’s Board of Directors took place on August 10, 2011 and September 14,
2011, In addition meetings of the Audit & Finance Committee and the Business & Budget Planning
Committee took place during Q3.

Comments on the Financial Results for Q3

Basis of Accounting — The unaudited financial statements and budget have been prepared in
accordance with Public Sector Accounting Board (“PSAB”) standards. The statements are prepared
on the following basis:

1) The 2011 approved budget is based on fiscal 2011 having operating revenues and operating
expenses at levels for a normal year’s uninterrupted operations.

2) Both, the 2010 Annual Distributable Amount from the 2010 Games Operating Trust (“GOT")
of $2,739,000 and the contribution from the City of Richmond of $3,022,500, are deferred
and amortized to revenue at a rate of 1/12 per month.

3) Effective July 1, 2011, the Sport Hosting department from the City of Richmond was
transferred over to the Oval Corporation along with funding that is received from Tourism
Richmond. Tourism Richmond provides $500,000 annually to support Sport Hosting
activities. The funding is recognized as deferred revenue until it is spent at which time the
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revenue and expense are both recognized. In Q3, $63,000 of expenses pertaining to Sport
Hosting were incurred.

Analysis of Significant Variances of actual results compared to Budget for Q3 of Fiscal Year 2011:

Q3 result was budgeted at a net income of $152,000 and the actual results show a net income
before transfers of $395,000, a favorable variance of $243,000.

Memberships, admissions and programs revenue of $976,000 had a negative variance of $36,000
(4%) when compared to budget. Memberships and admissions revenues was $522,000 had a
negative variance of $46,000 when compared to the budget. Registered programs revenue was
$293,000 and had a positive variance of $25,000 when compared to budget. Event and room rental
revenue during Q3 was $161,000 and had a negative variance of $15,000 to budget.

Sport Hosting revenue of $63,000 was recognized to offset the expenditures during Q3.

Other Revenue of $202,000 was recorded during the quarter which mainly included sponsorships
space leasing, parking and interest revenue

Q3 Salaries and Benefits were $1,374,000 which was $60,000 {4%) under budget. This is primarily
attributable to savings in the casual labour budget as a result of fewer casual staff being utilized.

Aggregate Member Care Services, Event Services, Fitness Services, and Facility Operations costs
over the third quarter of 2011 were $1,177,000, which is $120,000 (9%) under budget primarily due
to salaries being under budget.

Sports Services costs for Q3 were $314,000 which was $24,000 (7%) under budget primarily due to
savings in the supplies budget.

Sport Hosting expenses for Q3 were $63,000 which included salaries and other expenditures
pertaining to Sport Hosting related activities.

Marketing expenses for Q3 were $109,000 and were $45,000 (29%) under budget.

Administration and Finance expenses for Q3 were $624,000 being $49,000 {7%) under budget. This
is primarily due to being under budget in the contingency account.
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Summary

The three month period ending September 30, 2011 was budgeted at a net income of $152,000 and
the actual resuits show a net income, hefore transfers of $425,000 to the Capital Reserve, of
$395,000; a favorable variance of $243,000. This is mainly due to favorable varlances as discussed
above. The approved budget for fiscal year 2011 Is projected to have net income of $601,000 before
any transfers to the Capital Reserve and has not been revised based on the favorable variances in the
first three quarters of 2011, If the trend continues, the Oval will perform substantially better than

the budget,

Rick Dusanj, CA
Controller, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation

cc Shana Turner
Director, Administration & Corporate Services, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation
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RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL CORPORATION

Statement of Operations - PSAB

For the nine months ended September 30, 2011

Unaudited, prepared by management

QMR 3 9 months Approved
2011 % Variance % Variance 2011 $ Variance %/ Variance Budget
BUDGET ACTUALS  Fav/(Unfav) Fav/(Unfav) BUDGET ACTUALS Fav/(Unfav) Fav/(Unfav) 2011

REVENUES
2010 Games Operating Trust Fund 625,000 684,850 59,850 10% 1,875,000 2,054,549 179,549 10% 2,500,000
Contribution from City of Richmiond 755,625 755,625 - {i% 2,266,875 2,266,875 - 0% 3,022,500
Memberships, admissions and programs 1,012,431 976,237 (36,194) -4% 2,872,725 2,922,678 49,953 2% 4,151,554
Sport Hosting (Note 1) - 63,286 63,286 - 63,286 63,286 -
Interest and other 219,834 201,504 (18,330) -8% 639,013 636,817 (2,195) 0% 881,337
2,612,890 2,681,501 68,612 3% 7,653,613 7,944,205 290,592 4% 10,555,391

EXPENSES
Member care services 260,177 231,216 28,960 11% 782,435 591,664 190,771 24% 1,040,713
Event services 38,064 28,895 9,169 24% 114,190 108,154 6,036 5% 152,252
Sport services 337,170 313,641 23,528 7% 891,868 794,027 97,841 11% 1,185,405
Fitness services 143,736 129,143 14,593 10% 446,585 412,136 34,449 8% 598,011
Facility Operations B54,884 787,526 67,358 8% 2,665,604 2,276,292 389,312 15% 3,624,623
Marketing 153,741 108,697 45,043 29% 461,222 316,346 144,876 31% 614,960
Sport Hosting (Note 1) - 63,286 (63,286) - 63,286 (63,286) -
Admin/Finance 672,654 624,015 48,639 7% 2,066,539 1,829,975 236,564 11% 2,738,464
2,460,425 2,286,420 174,005 7% 7,428,442 6,391,879 1,036,563 14% 9,954,428
Annual Surplus 152,465 395,082 242,617 225,171 1,552,326 1,327,155 600,963
Accumulated Surplus, beginning of the period 136,617 1,221,155 63,911 63,911 63,911
Accumulated Surplus, end of the period (Note 2) 289,082 1,616,237 289,082 1,616,237 664,874

= Numbers may be off due to rounding.

- Also see attached comments on the results for the Third Quarter of Fiscal Year 2011,

Mote 1 - Effective July 1, 2011 the Sport Hosting departmaent (alang with the funding) was transferred over from the City of Richmond to the Oval Corpoaration. The funding Is
recagnized as deferred revenue until spent at which time the revenue and expense are both recognized.

Note 2

|Breakdown of fated surplus asat Sept 30,2011

Investmeni In capital assets 476921

Reserves 1,275,000

Common Shares 1

Surplus (deficit) [125,685)
1,616,237
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City of Richmond Report to Committee

To: Finance Committee Date: December 1, 2011
From: Andrew Nazareth File: 03-0970-01/2011-Vol 01
General Manager, Business and Financial
Services

Robert Gonzalez, P. Eng., General Manager,
Engineering & Public Works

Re: 2012 Utility Budgets and Rates

Staff Recommendation

That the 2012 Utility Expenditure Budgets, as outlined under Options 1 for Water, Sewer, Solid
Waste & Recycling, and Option 3 for Drainage & Diking as contained in the staff report dated
December 1, 2011 from the General Managers of Business and Financial Services and
Engineering & Public Works, be approved as the basis for establishing the 2012 Utility Rates,

b P
/ £
Ao ——C it i Y
Andrew Nazareth Robert Gonzalez P-Eng. — -
General Manager, Business and General Manager, Engineering
Financial Services & Public Works
(4365) (4150)

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY

RouTeD To: CONCURRENCE SEMENEDIEY TG \@ g

Budgets Y E(N O

REVIEWED BY CAO YES NO
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December 1, 2011 ~ 2

Staff Report
Origin

This report presents the recommended 2012 utility budgets and rates for Water, Sewer, Drainage and’
Solid Waste & Recycling. The utility rates need to be established by December 31, 2011 in order to
facilitate charging from January 1, 2012.

Analysis

Key factors contributing to changes in the utility budgets in 2012 include:

s  GVWD (Greater Vancouver Water District) regional water rates have increased approximately
5.9% for costs relating to various projects including replacement of the Port Mann river crossing,
construction of the Seymour/Capilano tunnels and construction of an ultra-violet water treatment
system at Metro’s Coquitlam plant.

s Reduced revenues associated with declining water consumption from reductions in commercial
use and residential transition to metering.

o GVS&DD sewer operating and maintenance costs are increased by approximately 7.7% for costs
relating to various projects including the Tona and Lions Gate Treatment Plant upgrades, twinning
of the Gilbert/Brighouse trunk and various pump station and seismic upgrade projects.

e  GVS&DD debt costs are reduced 24.8% as a result of debt repayments ($658,500). As debt costs
are recovered through property taxes, utility rates will not be affected. However, these savings
will be realized through property taxes.

e Metro Vancouver solid waste tipping fees have increased from $97 to $107 per tonne, i.e. 10.3%.

Long-term infrastructure planning to replace ageing/deteriorating municipal infrastructure will continue to
impact budgets and rates until we are able to sustain the necessary level of funding required to replace
infrastructure: in the future. Council has adopted a staged program to increase water, sewer and drainage
reserves to support infrastructure replacement. These cost impact rates to a lesser extent than regional
costs outside of the City’s control and are itemized separately in this report.

As noted in the “Ageing Infrastructure Planning — 2011 Update™ report presented to Council on June 27,
2011 (Attachment 1), increases in the annual capital funding contributions for sanitary and drainage are
required, whereas the required annual capital replacement funding contribution for water has been met.
The annual required contribution for sanitary is $6.2 million, whereas the current funding level is $4.3
million. The annual required contribution for drainage is $9.8 million, whereas the current funding level
is $6.1 million. The annual water reserve contribution is $7.5 million and is sufficient at this time to meet
reserve funding requirements. Therefore, no increase in the annual reserve contribution for water is
proposed. The 2012 budget figures outlined represent options for infrastructure replacement increases in
drainage only.

Recognizing the challenges of increasing costs outside of the City’s control and those associated with
maintaining (City infrastructure, staff have presented various budget and rate options for 2012. The
budgets and rates are presented under three different options. Option 1 presents the minimum increases
necessary to meet those demands placed on the City by external or other factors outside of the City’s
direct control (e.g. regional or other agency increases, contractual obligations, plant growth, fuel,
insurance, etc.) Options 2 and 3 present various actions the City can take to either lessen or increase the
budget and rates depending on the varying circumstances and needs within each budget area. The various
options are presented for each of the utility areas in the following charts:

e Water @ Sewer
e Drainage & Diking o Sanitation & Recycling
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The concluding summary of proposed rates for 2012 is shown on pages 16/17.

Water Services Section Chart

2012 Water Budget — Options

Base Level Budget

2012: Option 1 2012: Option 2 2012: Option 3
Key Budlget Areas 2011 Base Level Recommended: Non-Discretionary Option 2 and
Budget Non-Discretionary Increases With Increased
Increases Partial Reduced Contribution from
Allocation for Water Rate Stabilization
Meter Program Fund
Operating Expenditures $7.340,237
e  Salary $158.800 $158,800 $158,800
e PW Maintenance/ $46,700 $46,700 $46.700
Supplies/T ools/Equipment
e Monthly Vehicles $15,500 $15.500 $15,500
e Plant Growth/Power Costs $41,000 $41.000 $41.000
e Postage/Miscellaneous $12.200 $12.200 $12.200
Costs
Toilet Rebate Program $50,000 $50.000 $50,000 $50,000
GVRD Water Purchases (MV) $20,602,700 $602.400 $602,400 $602.400
Capital Infrastructure $7.550.000 $0 $0 30
Replacement Program
Firm Price/Receivable $1.748.200 $0 $0 $0
Residential Water Metering $1.,600.000 $0 (5200,000) ($200.000)
Program/Appropriated Surplus
Overhead Allocation $864.900 ($900) ($900) ($9200)
Total 2011 Base Level Budget $39,756,037
Total Incremental Increase $925,700 $725,700 $725,700
Revenues:
Apply Rate Stabilization Fund (§750,000) 50 30 (8150.000)
Investment Income (8450,000) $23,000 323,000 $23,000
Firm Price/Receivable Income (81,748,200) $0 80 30
Meter Rental Income (81,134,100) (542,100) ($42,100) (542, 100)
Miscellaneous Revenue (810,000) 50 §0 50
Provision (Toilet Rebate) ($30,000) ($50,000) (350,000) (850,000)
Net Budget $35,613,737
Net Difference over 2011 $856,600 $656,600 $506,600

A description explaining the increases and budget reductions in each of the areas outlined above is

outlined below.

Operating Expenditures

Salary costs are increased associated with anticipated wage settlements as well as staffing requirements
for maintaining increased plant/infrastructure as part of the non-discretionary Option 1 costs. Public
Works maintenance and related costs are increased as a result of external cost factors, such as vendor
increases. Vehicle costs are increased associated with fuel, insurance and related costs. Plant growth and
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power costs rizlate to maintenance of additional infrastructure and external supplier increases. Postage
and miscellaneous costs are increased for the mail out of the annual utility bill and general related
expenses.

Toilet Rebate Program

There is a $50,000 increase for the toilet rebate program included due to higher-than-anticipated uptake in
this program during 2011, taking the recommended program to $100,000 annually. This program is one
of the key markedly successful water conservation programs for existing apartments, townhomes and
single-family homes. Current funding levels are not sufficient to keep pace with demand for the program.
This program includes a rebate of $100 per toilet, with a maximum allowable rebate of $200 per
household replacing a 13 litre per flush toilet with a 6 litre or lower per flush toilet. To date in 2011,
approximately 1,045 toilet rebates have been issued, at a cost of approximately $100,000. As this
program is funded from the water provision account, there is no net impact to the water rate charged since
there will be a corresponding increase in the amount of money applied from the provision account to fund
this program.

GVRD Water Purchases — Metro Vancouver

Metro Vancouver has advised that water rates increase 5.9% for 2012. Increases in regional charges for
water purchases represent the largest increase under all options at $0.6 million above 2011 costs.

Benefits of Water Metering & Conservation Initiatives: The net increase to Richmond is lower than the
regional rate increase due to water conservation initiatives in Richmond. These initiatives have resulted
in an overall reduction in total water consumption, thereby mitigating the full impact of the regional water
rate increases. This is a testament to the initiatives and strategies that have led to reduced residential
water consumption.

Capital Infrastructure Replacement Program

There are no increases proposed under any of the options for contribution to water capital infrastructure
replacement. This is due to the fact that the annual capital contribution for water-related infrastructure
replacement has reached $7.55 million, which meets and exceeds recommended funding levels. Per the
June, 2011 “Ageing Infrastructure Planning — 2011 Update” report, the minimum required annual funding
for Water is $7 million. A reduction in the annual funding contribution is not recommended due to
anticipated growth in water infrastructure over the next few years. Staff will continue to undertake
further assessments to determine infrastructure replacement requirements going forward and identify any
recommended changes to the annual contribution, if required.

Residential Water Metering Program

Currently, $1.6 million is allocated annually to the residential water metering program. Expensesin 2010
were approximately $1.4 million and to date in 2011 are approximately $1.2 million. Option | maintains
the current allocation at $1.6 million. Options 2 and 3 include an option to reduce the annual allocation to
$1.4 million, or a reduction of $200,000.

Staff are recommending Option | in order to maintain the metering allocation to further expand
residential metering to the greatest extent possible. Currently, approximately 60% of single-family
households have meters installed. Continued funding at the recommended level will allow for continued
expansion of the program.
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Multi-Family Water Metering Program: The City’s multi-family water metering program has been very
successful in helping to reduce water consumption. The City has received approval from 68 volunteer
complexes (comprising 4,238 multi-family dwelling units) to install water meters. Of these, 40
complexes have been completed to date (2,418 units), including 15 apartment complexes (1,715 units)
and 25 townhouse complexes (703 units). These voluntary installations will continue to be funded
through the water metering program funding allocation, to a maximum of the funding level approved by
Council.

Meter Rate

From inception, the water meter rate has included an incentive to encourage those on the flat rate to
switch to meters. For example, the flat rate charge to residents in single-family homes with no meter
reflects nearly double the consumption of a resident on a water meter (566 m” vs average 296 m’). In
other words, the estimates of water consumption for flat rate customers is considerably higher than
average metered customers as an incentive to move more residents toward metering. However, as more
residents have switched to meters, this results in a higher than relative increase in the flat rate charge to
compensate for the lost revenue. The proposed meter rates continue to offer that incentive over flat rate
customers. Eventually, as more residents switch to meters and there are fewer flat rate customers, the
meter rate will need to increase more substantially to pay for all programs (i.e. capital replacement). The
charts presented in this report detail both the impact of the budget increases on meter and flat rate
customers in 2012 for clarity and comparison between metered vs. flat rate customers.

Rate Stabilization Contribution

A rate stabilization fund was established a number of years ago by Council to help build a provision
account to offset the significant spikes in regional water purchase costs. These increases were anticipated
due to Metro Vancouver infrastructure upgrades associated with water treatment and filtration
requirements.

The foresight in creating this fund presents Council the opportunity to apply a funding offset to reduce the
overall budget and rates. Under Options 1 and 2, the 2012 base level budget reflects a $750,000
application offset from the water rate stabilization fund. While this contribution assists in helping to
reduce the overall rate, it cannot be continued indefinitely going forward since the water rate stabilization
fund will eventually be depleted, leaving no funding to help stabilize rates in the future and lead to an
eventual higher increase in rates. Council has the option to draw more from the rate stabilization fund to
minimize the rate increase impact to ratepayers. Option 3 includes a further drawdown of $150,000 (total
of $900,000) from the stabilization fund, should Council wish to use these funds to a greater extent to
reduce the overall rate. This is not recommended by staff in order to allow the rate stabilization fund to
be sustained for a longer period (approximately 8 years at the current amount) and to avoid the higher rate
impact which will occur once the fund is depleted. In addition, Metro Vancouver projections are for an
18.6% increase in water rates in 2013 and it is likely that Council may wish to use the rate stabilization to
a larger extent at that time to offset this significant projected increase.

As of October 31, 2011, the water stabilization account has a balance of $7,638,813 and accumulates any
funds that may be left over from water purchases.

Regional Issues

The Regional District increases are for the drinking water treatment program. There are several capital
projects being undertaken by Metro Vancouver, including the Port Mann Main No. 2 Fraser River
Crossing, Seymour/Capilano Tunnels construction, the Angus Drive Main and the Annacis Main No. 5
Marine Crossing -- as a few examples. Metro’s current 5-year projections for the regional water rate are
outlined as follows:
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2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Projected Metro Vancouver Water Rate/m’ $.5980 $.7093 $.7556 £.8009 $.8453
% Increase over Prior Year 5.9% 18.6% 6.5% 6% 5.5%

Impact on 2012 Water Rates

The impact of these various budget options on the water rates by customer class is as follows. The first
chart shows the various options for meter rate customers. The second chart shows the options for flat rate
customers. As noted in the “Meter Rate” section above, the impact to metered customers is considerably
less overall than flat rate customers due to the incentive built into the meter rate.

The impact of the Water budget options on metered customers is as follows:

2012 Water Net Meter Rate Options
2012 Rate Options which Include
Increase Identified Below in Iialics
Recommended:
Customer Class 2011 Rates 2012 Option I Rate | 2012 Option 2 Rate | 2012 Option 3 Rate
Single Family Dwelling $273.00 $297.72 $296.06 $294.79
(based on avg. 296 m’) 8§24.72 $23.06 821.79
Townhouse $244.41 $266.54 $265.05 $263.91
(based on avg. 265 m’) §22.13 $20.64 §19.50
Apartment $166.94 $182.05 $181.04 $180.26
(based on ave. 181 m’) 81511 $14.10 $13.32
Metered Rate ($/m’) $0.9223 $1.0058 $1.0002 $0.9959
80.0835 §50.0779 §50.0736

The impact of the Water budget options on the flat rate customers is as follows:

2012 Water Net Flat Rate Options
2012 Rate Options which Include
Increase Identified Below in ltalics
Recommended:
Custorner Class 2011 Rates 2012 Option 1 Rate | 2012 Option 2 Rate | 2012 Option 3 Rate
Single Family Dwelling §522.18 $559.36 $556.15 $553.78
$37.18 $33.97 $31.60
Townhouse $427.46 $457.90 $455.27 $453.33
§30.44 327.81 325.87
Apartment $275.45 $295.06 $293.37 $292.12
819.61 $17.92 816.67

The rates outlined in the above tables are net rates. Due to the bylaw provisions which provide for a 10%
discount if utility bills are paid within a specified timeframe, the net rates shown will be increased by
10% in the supporting bylaws to provide for the discount incentive while ensuring cost recovery for the
net budget requirement.

Advantages/Disadvantages of Various Options

Option 1

e Represents the minimal increase necessary to sustain operations, while maintaining business as usual.
e Provides for a continued $1.6 million annual contribution to the residential water metering program to
continue expanding this program.
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e Maintains the contribution from the rate stabilization fund in the amount of $750,000 to partially
offset the impact of regional water increases.

Option 2

» Represents a $200,000 reduction in the residential water metering program, reducing the annual
funding for this program from the current budget level of $1.6 million to $1.4 million. This reduction
will reduce the funding available for this program.

® Maintains the contribution from the rate stabilization fund in the amount of $750,000 to partially
offset the impact of regional water increases.

Option 3

e Represents a $200,000 reduction in the residential water metering program, reducing the annual
funding for this program from the current budget level of $1.6 million to $1.4 million. This reduction
will reduce the funding available for this program.

e Increases the contribution from the rate stabilization fund by $150,000 (to $900,000) to further offset
the impact of rate increases. This would draw down the rate stabilization fund by this additional
amount.

Recommended Option

Staff recommiend the budgets and rates as outlined under Option 1 for Water Services.

3398960

FIN - 47



December 1, 2011

Sewer Services Section Chart

2012 Sewer Budget — Options

2012: Option 1 2012; Option 2 2012: Option 3
Key Budget Areas 2011 Base lLevel Recommended: Non-Discretionary | Non-Discretionary
Budget Non-Discretionary with Partial with Additional
Increases ($100,000) Draw ($200,000) Draw
Down from Rate Down from Rate
Stabilization Fund Stabilization Fund
Operating Expenditures $4.479.337
e Salary $64,800 $64.800 $64.800
e PW Maintenance/ $10,800 $10.800 $10.800
Materials/
Equipment/Supplics
e  Monthly Vehicles ($17.800) ($17.800) ($17.800)
o  Power Costs $37.900 $37.900 $37.900
GVS&DD O&M (MV) $14,652.300 $1,122,100 $1.122,100 $1.122,100
GVS&DD Debt (MV) $2.657.700 ($658.500) ($658,500) ($658.500)
GVS&DD Sewer DCC's (MV) $1.000.000 $0 $0 $0
Rate Stabilization Contribution $0 $0 $0 S0
Capital Infrastructure $4.306.400 $0 $0 $0
Replacement Program
Firm Price/Receivable $576.400 $0 $0 $0
Overhead Allocation $498.800 ($600) ($600) ($600)
Operating Debt $154.300 $3.500 $3,500 $3.500
Total 2011 Base: Level Budget $28,325,237
Total Incremenital Increase $562,200 $562,200 $562,200
Revenues:
Apply Rate Stabilization Fund 30 50 ($100,000) ($200,000)
Debt Funding ($39,100) ($3.500) ($3.500) ($3,500)
Investment Income (8175,000) $9.000 $9.000 89,000
Firm Price/Receivable Income (8576,400)
Property Tax for DD Debt (MV) (82,657,700) $658,500 $658,500 §638,500
GVS&DD Sewer DCC Levy ta ($1,000,000) S0 50 50
Developers (MV)
Net Budget $23,877.037
Net Difference Over 2011 Base $1,226,200 $1,126,200 $1,026,200

Level Budget

A description explaining the increases and budget reductions in each of the areas outlined above is

outlined below.

Operating Expenditures

Salary costs are increased associated with anticipated wage settlements as well as staffing requirements
for maintaining increased plant/infrastructure. Public Works maintenance and material, etc. costs are
increased as a result of external cost factors, such as inflationary increases. Monthly vehicle costs are
decreased as a result of lease buy-outs. Increases in power costs are due to hydro increases to operate
pump stations, and are outside of the City’s control.
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GVS&DD O&M (Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District Operating and Maintenance
Costs) — Metre Vancouver

Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District operations and maintenance charges are increased by
approximately $1.12 million, or 7.7%. These costs relate principally to the operation of the Lulu Island
Water Treatment Plant, since these costs are borne entirely by Richmond. Other projects of specific
interest to Richmond include the Gilbert/Brighouse Trunk Pressure Sewer twinning project and the Lulu
Island Wastewater Treatment Plant Digestor.

GVS&DD Debt (Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District Debt)

GVS&DD debt costs are reduced 24.8% per Metro Vancouver in association with debt reduction. These
costs are recovered from property taxes and, therefore, do not benefit the sewer utility rates charged.

There will, however, be a corresponding reduction in the amount recovered from property taxes
($658,500) for regional sewer debt.

Rate Stabilization Contribution

Option 1 — Non Discretionary - does not include a contribution or draw from rate stabilization funds,
which, as of October 31, 2011, has a balance of $4,977,582.

Option 2 includes an option to draw or apply $100,000 from the rate stabilization fund to reduce the
impact of the rate increase in 2012. Option 3 includes an option to draw $200,000 from rate stabilization
to further offset the rate increase in 2012.

Staff recommend Option 1 in order to maintain the sewer provision account to offset future anticipated
increases in regional sewer operating costs.

Capital Infrastructure Replacement Program

Under all options outlined above, there is no increase proposed in the annual contribution to the sewer
infrastructure: capital replacement program. The “Ageing Infrastructure Planning — 2011 Update™ report
noted that the annual funding contribution for sewer to sustain the current infrastructure is $6.2 million, a
$1.9 million shortfall. The funding strategy outlined in that report -- to increase the rates by $10 each
year for an additional 10 years -- is being integrated into the utility budgets and rates. In 2012, the
increase is reflected in the drainage area (addressed later in this report).

Operating Debt

Operating debt relates to the sewer debt sinking fund and is based on costs provided by the Municipal
Finance Authority. There is a small increase in 2012, but this has no impact on the rates charged since the
amount is offset by a corresponding increase in revenues.

Regional Issues

The main budget drivers impacting the projected increase in Metro Vancouver costs include a variety of
capital infrastructure projects, such as the Gilbert/Brighouse trunk pressure sewer and digestor at the Lulu
Island treatment plant; various treatment plant upgrades (Iona, Lions Gate, etc.); seismic sewer upgrades,
and various infrastructure upgrades and capacity improvements. While Metro Vancouver projections
indicate a 5% blended overall increase (combined debt reduction and operating cost increase), staff
estimate the regional impact on rates to increase at approximately 8% per year in accordance with trends
in regional operations and maintenance costs, which are recovered through utility rate charges.
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Impact on 2012 Sewer Rates
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The impact of these various budget options on the sewer rates by customer class is provided in the table
which follows. The first chart shows the various options for meter rate customers. The second chart
shows the options for flat rate customers. As noted previously in the “Meter Rate” discussion within the
Water Services portion of this report, the impact to metered customers is considerably less than flat rate
customers due in part to the incentive built into the meter rate.

The impact of the Sewer budget options on metered customers is as follows:

2012 Sewer Net Meter Rate Options
2012 Rate Options which Include
Increase Identified Below in ltalics
Recommended:
Custoner Class 2011 Rates 2012 Option 1 Rate | 2012 Option 2 Rate | 2012 Option 3 Rate
Single Family Dwelling $225.52 $246.78 $245.80 $244.82
(based on avg, 296 m®) 321.26 $20.28 $19.30
Townhouse $201.90 $220.93 $220.06 $219.18
(based on avg, 265 m’) $19.03 $18.16 §17.28
Apartment $137.90 $150.90 $150.30 $149.71
(based on avg. 181 m’) §13.00 $12.40 $11.81
Metered Rate ($/m") $0.7619 $0.8337 $0.8304 $0.8271
$0.0718 §0.0685 $0.0652

The impact of the Sewer budget options on the flat rate customers 1s as follows:

2012 Sewer Net Flat Rates Options

2012 Rate Options which Include
Increase Identified Below in Italics

Recommended:
Custonter Class 2011 Rates 2012 Option 1 Rate | 2012 Option 2 Rate | 2012 Option 3 Rate
Single Family Dwelling $335.92 $360.23 $358.76 $357.33
$24.31 $22.84 $21.41
Townhouse $307.36 $329.60 $328.26 $326.96
$22.24 $520.90 $19.60
Apartment $255.98 $274.51 $273.40 $272.30
§518.53 317.42 $16.32

The rates outlined in the above tables are net rates. Due to the bylaw provisions which provide for a 10%
discount if utility bills are paid within a specified timeframe, the net rates shown will be increased by
10% in the supporting bylaws to provide for the discount incentive while ensuring cost recovery for the

net budget requirement.

Advantages/Disadvantages of Various Options

Option 1

e Represents the minimal increase necessary to sustain operations, while maintaining business as usual.

e There is no collection of funds to contribute toward rate stabilization for future increases, i.e. the rate
stabilization contribution remains at $0 in 2012.

e Does not meet City’s long-term infrastructure plan to increase the capital program for replacement of
aging infrastructure. Capital replacement remains fixed at $4.3 million for 2012. The objective is to
build the annual infrastructure replacement for sewer to $6.2 million, representing an annual $1.9

million shortfall.
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Option 2

e Represents the minimal increase necessary to sustain operations with $100,000 being applied or
drawn from the rate stabilization fund to reduce the impact of budget and rate increases..

® There is no collection of funds to contribute toward rate stabilization for future increases, i.e. the rate
stabilization contribution remains at $0 in 2012.

e Does not meet City’s long-term infrastructure plan to increase the capital program for replacement of
aging infrastructure. Capital replacement remains fixed at $4.3 million for 2011. The objective is to
build the annual infrastructure replacement for sewer to $6.2 million, or an annual $1.9 million
shortfall.

Option 3

® Represents the minimal increase necessary to sustain operations with $200,000 being applied or
drawn from the rate stabilization fund to reduce the impact of budget and rate increases..

e There is no collection of funds to contribute toward rate stabilization for future increases, i.e. the rate
stabilization contribution remains at $0 in 2012.

e Does not meet City's long-term infrastructure plan to increase the capital program for replacement of
aging infrastructure. Capital replacement remains fixed at $4.3 million for 2011, The objective is to
build the annual infrastructure replacement for sewer to $6.2 million, or an annual $1.9 million
shortfall.

Recommended Option

Staff recommiend the budgets and rates as outlined under Option 1 for Sewer Services.

Drainage and Diking Section Chart

2012 Drainage and Diking Net Rate Options

2012 Rate Options which Include
Increase Identified Below in Italics
Recommended:
Utility Area 2011 Rates 2012 Option 1 Rate | 2012 Option 2 Rate | 2012 Option 3 Rate
Drainage $90.31 $90.31 $95.31 $100.31
Diking $10.00 $10.00 $10.00 $10.00
Total Drainage & Diking $100.31 $100.31 $105.31 $110.31
Increase Over 2011 S0 $5.00 $10.00

As noted previously within the water and sewer sections, the above rates are net rates and will be
increased by 10% in the rate amending bylaws in accordance with the bylaw early payment discount
provisions.

Background

Drainage - In 2003, a drainage utility was created to begin developing a reserve fund for drainage
infrastructure: replacement costs. The objective as outlined in the “Ageing Infrastructure Planning — 2011
Update™ report is to build the fund to an anticipated annual contribution of approximately $9.8 million,
subject to ongoing review of the drainage infrastructure replacement requirements.

As adopted by Council in 2003, the rate started at $10.00 (net) per property and is increased an additional
$10.00 each year until such time as the $9.8 million annual reserve requirement is reached -- expected to take
approximately 6 more years. The net rate in 2011 was $90.31 resulting in approximately $6.1 million being
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collected towards drainage services. The options presented above represent no increase under Option 1,
approximately one-half of the increase under Option 2, and the full increase of $10.00 under Option 3 per
prior Council approvals. The recommended increase under Option 3 will result in $6.77 million in annual
reserve contributions for drainage. A continued increase in capital contributions for drainage is
recommended in light of the importance of drainage infrastructure in Richmond.

Diking — An annual budget amount of approximately $600,000 was established in 2006 to undertake
structural upgrades at key locations along the dike, which equated to a $10.00 charge per property.
Continued annual funding is required to facilitate continued studies and upgrades as identified through
further seismic assessments of the dikes. No increase in the $10.00 per property rate is proposed for
2012. This will result in revenues of approximately $675.000 in 2012, based on total estimated
properties.

Recommended Option

Staff recommeend the budgets and rates as outlined under Option 3 for Drainage and Diking Services.
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Solid Waste & Recycling Section Chart

2012 Solid Waste & Recycling Budget - Options

Option 1 Option 2 Option 3
Key Buclget Areas 2011 Base Level Recommended: Non-Discretionary | Non-Discretionary
Budget Non-Discretionary Increases Increases
Increases

Salaries $1.957.700 $43.300 $43.300 $43.300
Contracts $4.780.,900 $142,000 $142,000 $142.000
Equipment/Materials/Vehicles $354,400 $18,100 $18.100 $18.100
Metro Disposal Costs (MV) $1,756,200 $59.700 $59.700 $59,700
Recycling Materials Processing $1,136.500 ($15,400) ($15,400) ($15,400)
Container Rental/Collection $158,300 $4,000 . $4,000 $4.000
Operating Expenditures $136.800 $4.800 $4.800 $4.800
Program Costs $182.,600 $14.500 $14.500 $14.500
Agrecments $163.200 $4,200 $4,200 $4.200
Rate Stabilization S0 $0 $138,700 $277.400
Total 2011 Base Level Budget $10,626,600
Total Incremental Increase §275,200 $413,900 $552,600
Revenues:
Apply Rate Stabilization Fund (8230,000) 857,900 $57,900 $57,900
Recyeling Material (8652,000) ($134,800) (8134,800) (8134.800)
Garbage Tags (820,100) $2,600 $2,600 52,600
Net Budget $9,704,500
Net Difference Over 2011 $200,900 $339,600 $478,300
Base Level Budget

A description explaining the increases and budget reductions in each of the areas outlined above is

outlined below.

Salaries

Salary costs are increased associated with anticipated wage settlements.

Contracts

Contract costs relate to non-discretionary increases for solid waste and recycling collection services as
outlined in Council-approved agreements.

Equipment/Materials/Vehicles

Material, equipment and vehicle costs are increased associated with plant growth and increased fuel and

insurance costs.
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Metro Vancouver Disposal Cosis (MV)

Disposal costs associated with the regional tipping fee increase from $97 to $§107 per tonne. The City’s
Green Can program has helped in significantly reducing disposal tonnages, minimizing the impact of
tipping fee increases. For example, had the Green Can/organics program not been introduced to divert
more waste from garbage, the metro disposal costs noted in the budget table would have been
approximately $300,000 higher.

Regional tipping fees are expected to continue to rise sharply over the next several years to help create
greater incentives for recycling alternatives and to meet the objectives as outlined in the new Integrated
Solid Waste and Resource Management Plan which received provincial approval on July 22, 201 1.

2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
Projected Metro Vancouver Tipping Fee/Tonne 5107 3121 $153 5182 $205
% Increase over Prior Year 10.3% 13% 26.4% 19% 12.6%

Recycling Muterials Processing

Recycling materials processing costs are reduced associated with green waste volume adjustment
reductions at the Ecowaste Landfill resulting from commercial use restrictions.

Container Rental/Collection & Operating Expenditures

Container rental and operating expenditures are increased associated with rates from re-tendered service
contracts and printing costs.

Program/Internal Costs & Agreements

Program cost increases relate to increased resident uptake in the City’s spring clean up program (garbage
disposal voucher program), Agreement costs are increased slightly based on the consumer price index
contractual increase with Vancouver Coastal Health Authority for the City’s public health protection
service agreeiment.

Rate Stabilization

Option 1 reflects a $57,900 reduction in the application of the rate stabilization fund for solid waste and
recycling. This reduction reflects the anticipated variance to equal the full offset of costs for the Green
Cart Pilot program in accordance with prior approvals, pending an evaluation and report on that program
in early 2012 (reference Green Cart Pilot Program section). Option 2 includes a partial contribution of
$138,700 to collect toward building the solid waste stabilization/provision fund, and Option 3 includes a
contribution of $277,400. Option 1 is recommended in light of significant increases in other utility areas.
Any increase in the rate stabilization contribution outlined under Options 2 and 3 would allow funding
levels to build in order to offset future significant regional