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City of Richmond Agenda
   

 
 

City Council 
 

Council Chambers, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

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

 
CNCL 
Pg. # 

ITEM  

 
  

MINUTES 
 
 1. 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 

CNCL-17  (3) the minutes of the Special Council Meeting held on Monday, 
December 12, 2011; and 

CNCL-23  to receive for information the Metro Vancouver ‘Board in Brief’ dated 
November 25, 2011. 

 
  

AGENDA ADDITIONS & DELETIONS 
 
  

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE 
 
 2. Motion to resolve into Committee of the Whole to hear delegations on 

agenda items. 
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 3. Delegations from the floor on Agenda items. 

  (PLEASE NOTE THAT FOR LEGAL REASONS, DELEGATIONS 
ARE NOT PERMITTED ON ZONING OR OCP AMENDMENT 
BYLAWS WHICH ARE TO BE ADOPTED; OR ON DEVELOPMENT 
PERMITS/DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMITS - ITEM NO. 26.) 

 
 4. Motion to rise and report. 

 
  

RATIFICATION OF COMMITTEE ACTION 
 
  

CONSENT AGENDA 

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

 
  

CONSENT AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS 

  Receipt of Committee minutes 
  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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    9431, 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 
  Operator Selection for the Hamilton Child Care Facility 
  William Road Drainage Pump Station 
 
 5. Motion to adopt Items 6 through 23 by general consent. 

 
 6. COMMITTEE MINUTES 

 

  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 
CNCL-55 
 

 (4) the Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee meetings held 
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 Public Works & Transportation Committee meeting held on 
Wednesday, December 14, 2011; 

  be received for information. 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 7. TRAINING SITE AT 7611 NO. 9 ROAD – RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3367291) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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. 

 
 8. REGULATION OF PRIVATE PARKING OPERATIONS 

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8801/8802) (REDMS No. 3318239) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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. 

 
 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 9. 2011 GENERAL LOCAL AND SCHOOL ELECTION – OFFICIAL 
RESULTS 
(File Ref. No.:  12-8125-01) (REDMS No. 3415375) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

GP-23  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. 

 
 10. 2012 COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE MEETING SCHEDULE 

(File Ref. No.:  01-0105-00) (REDMS No. 3350243) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

GP-71  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. 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 11. PROCESS FOR EVALUATING AND APPROVING REQUESTS FOR 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

GP-75  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.  

CNCL-95  NOTE: See Revised Terms of Reference as per General Purposes 
Committee Recommendation 

 
 12. REQUEST TO EXTEND THE TEMPORARY EXHIBITION OF THE 

PUBLIC ARTWORK “WIND WAVES” 
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-099) (REDMS No. 3408489) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PRCS-13  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. 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PRCS-49  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%. 

 
 14. GARRATT WELLNESS CENTRE, NEW LICENCE 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PRCS-57  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. 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 15. 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PLN-11  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. 

 
 16. 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PLN-25  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. 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 17. 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PLN-39  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. 

 
 18. 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PLN-67  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. 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 19. 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PLN-91  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. 

 
 20. ACCESSIBLE MULTI-FAMILY UNITS 

CNCL-82  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. 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PLN-117  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. 

 
 22. OPERATOR SELECTION FOR THE HAMILTON CHILD CARE 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PLN-139  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. 

 
 23. WILLIAMS ROAD DRAINAGE PUMP STATION 

(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.11301) (REDMS No. 3417598) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PWT-11  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. 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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  *********************** 
CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE 
CONSENT AGENDA 

*********************** 
 
 

  NON-CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 
 
  APPOINTMENT OF COUNCIL MEMBERS TO EXTERNAL 

REGIONAL ORGANIZATIONS 
 
 24. 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 

 
 25. ECOWASTE INDUSTRIAL PROPOSAL – ROAD OPENING AND 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

PLN-143  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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PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  

NEW BUSINESS 

 
  

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION 
 

CNCL-99  Waterworks and Water Rates Bylaw No. 5637, Amendment Bylaw No. 8846 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

 
CNCL-109  Solid Waste and Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, Amendment Bylaw 

No. 8847 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

 
CNCL-113  Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551, Amendment  

Bylaw No. 8848 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

 
CNCL-116  Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8698 

(10040 and 10060 Lassam Road, RZ 10-540854)  
Opposed at 1st Reading – None. 
Opposed at 2nd/3rd Readings – None. 
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CNCL-119  Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8735 

(8180/8200 Lundy Road, RZ 10-557898)  
Opposed at 1st Reading – None. 
Opposed at 2nd/3rd 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 1st Reading – None. 
Opposed at 2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

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

(9099 Cook Road, RZ 10-557918)  
Opposed at 1st Reading – None. 
Opposed at 2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

 
 
  

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL 
 
 26. RECOMMENDATION 

  TO VIEW ePLANS CLICK HERE 

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

or Page CNCL-179 in the Council eAgenda 

CNCL-126 

CNCL-167 

 (1) That the minutes of the Development Permit Panel meeting held on 
November 30, 2011, and the Chair’s report for the Development 
Permit Panel meetings held on November 30, 2011,October 26, 2011, 
and July 13, 2011, be received for information; and 

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

  (a) a Development Permit (DP 10-538908) for the property at 8851 
Heather Street; 
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   (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-16
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City of 
Richmond Minutes 

Time: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

Call to Ord"r: 

RES NO. ITEM 

3418611 

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 . 

••••• ** ••••••••••••••••••••••• 

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. 

I. 
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City of 
l1lichmond 

Special Council Meeting 
Monday, December 12, 2011 

Minutes 

RES NO. ITEM 

SPIlIll-1 

SPII / II-2 

I. 2012 UTILITY BUDGETS AND RATES 
(File No.: 03-091()..()!) (REDMS No.J398960) 

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 I, 2011 from the General Managers 0/ Business and 
Financial Services and Engineering & Public Works, be approved as 
the basis for establishing the 1011 Utility Rates; and 

(2) Thai the "Rale Stabilization Fund" be renamed as the If General Solid 
Waste and RecyclinglRa/e Stabilization Fund". 

CARRIED 

2. 2012 UTILITY RATE AMENDMENT BYLAWS 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8846/884718848) (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 I). 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, 1011 , from the 
General Managers of Business and Financial SelVices and Engineering and 
Public Works, in relation to the Solid Waste and Recycling rates. 

It was moved and seconded 
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; 

(3) Waterworks and Water Rates By/ow No. 5637~ Amendment Bylaw No. 
8846. 

CARRIED 

2. 
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City of 
Richmond 

Special Council Meeting 
Monday, December 12, 2011 

Minutes 

RES NO. ITEM 

ADJOURNMENT 

SPII/II -3 It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjourn (7:35 p.m.). 

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) 

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. 

Corporate Officer (David Weber) 

3. 
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City of 
Richmond 

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

Bylaw 8847 

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

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

1. The Solid Waste and Re..:ycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, as amended, is further 
amended by deleting Schedules A through D and substituting Schedules A through D 
attached to and fanning part of this Bylaw. 

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

3. This Bylaw is cited as "Solid Waste And Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, 
Amell1dment Bylaw No. 8847". 

F1RST REA])lNG CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

A,PPROVED 

SECOND READlNG '0, co"t.,,1 by 
o"lli,,~ti"g 

dept 

HURD READ1NG 
APPROVEO 
lor leg&lily 

ADOPTED by Sohe itor 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFF1CER 

3~ 192$0 
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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 qarbaqe container laQ $ 200 

SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 6803 

FEES FOR CITY RECYCLING SERVICE I 

Annual Ci ty recycling service fee: 
(a) for residen tial properties, which receive blue box service"{per un it) $ 44_95 

(b) for multi-family dwellings or townhouse developments which receive centralized 
collection service" (per unit) $ 31 .39 

IAnnual recycling service fee for yard and garden trimmings and food waste from 
single-fam ily (jweilings and from each unit in a dUl::!lex dwelling $ 7612 

City recycling service fee for the Recycling Depot 

$20.00 per cubic yard 
for the second and each 

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

(ii) for recyclable material from residential properties $0 
(b) for yard and garden trimmings from non-residential properties $20.00 per cubic yard 

(c) ior recycling materials from non-residentia l properties $0 
nnual City recyclin~rvice fee for non-residential prooerties $ 2.07 

SCHEDULE C to BYLAW 6803 

FEES FOR CITY LInER COLLECTION SERVICE 

fAnnual City litter collection service fee for both residential properties and non-
residential prc~pertles ...-"$. _ ____ -"2"'6".6,,6'-....J 

:1 41 9l5 0 
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Bylaw 8847 Page 3 

SCHEDULE D TO BYLAW 6803 

I , 
NEW RESIDENTIAL PROPERTY PAYMENT FEE SCHEDULE 

RECYCLING & LITTER COLLECTION FEE PER STRATA 
GARBAGE, RECYCLING & LITTER COLLECTION FEE LOT 

Single-Family Dwel lings 

& Each Unit in a Duplex Townhouse Oevelopme~t Townhouse Development 
, 

Multi -Family Development 
Dwellin 

Month in Current Year Year in which Year in which Year in which Year in which 
in w hich 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 S - 20 13 $ - 2013 $ 24 2014 , 
February 2012 $ 101 2013 $ 160 201 4 $ 61 201 4 $ 20 2014 
March 2012 $ 81 20 13 S 145 20 14 $ 55 2014 $ 16 20 14 
April 2012 $ 60 20 13 $ 131 20 14 $ 50 201 4 $ 12 201 4 
May 2012 $ 40 2013 $ 116 20 14 $ 44 201 4 $ 8 20 14 
June 2012 $ 20 2013 $ 102 20 14 $ 39 201 4 $ 4 2014 
July 2012 $ - 2013 $ 87 20 14 $ 33 2014 $ - 2014 
August 2012 $ 223 2014 $ 73 2014 $ 28 2014 $ 39 2015 
September 2012 $ 203 20 14 $ 58 20 14 $ 22 2014 $ 36 2015 
October 2012 $ 183 2014 $ 44 2014 $ 17 2014 $ 32 2015 
November 2012 $ 162 2014 $ 29 2014 S 11 2014 $ 29 2015 
December 2012 S 142 201 4 $ 15 2014 S 6 2014 $ 25 2015 

' -11 9250 
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REGION INIT1ATlVE • • • TURNING IDEAS INTO ACTION 

Board in Brief 
For Metro Vancouver meetings on Friday, Nov. 25, 2011 . 

Please noie! these are not the official minutes. Board in Brief is an informal summary. Material 
relating to a'ny of the following items is available on request from Metro Vancouver. 

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

Greater Vancouver Water District 

Seymour-c:apilano Filtration Project - Project Status Received 

All the majolr 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 Vanc:ouver External Appointments - Status Report November 
2011 

The Board received for information the following reports about: 
a) Fraser Basin Council, from Director Richard Walton; 

Received 

b) Municipall Finance Authority of British Columbia, from Directors M. Brodie, D. Corrigan, R. 
Walton, and W. Wright; 
c) Sasamat Volunteer Fire Department from Altemate Director Michael Wright. 

metro 
va nco u ve r www.melrovoncouver.org 
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Greater Valncouver Regional District Parks Fees and Charges Bylaw 
Number 1149, 2011 

Approved 

A bylaw increases some fees for services and the rental of park facilities by outside groups, such 
as social galtherings and weddings. The price increases do not reduce public access to core 
regional park services. 

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

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

Sustainab',e Region Initiative 2002-2011: The Compendium of Metro 
Vancouver Management Plans 

Deferred 

Deferred 

Received 

In 2002, ME~tro 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 Initi'Eltive. 

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 
manageme:nt plans: 

the IDrinking Water Management Plan; 
Inte9rated Liquid Waste and Resource Management Plan; 
I nte!~rated Solid Waste and Resource Management Plan; 
Regional Growth Strategy; Regional Growth Strategy; 
Inteqrated Air Quality and Greenhouse Management Plan; 
Regional Parks Plan; Affordable Housing Strategy; 
Reg ional Food Systems Strategy; and 
Ecological Health Action Plan. 

The compendium includes a new introduction or overview, titled A Roadmap to Sustainability. 

Page2of2 
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City of 
Richmond Minutes 

Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

Also Present: 

Call to Order: 

Community Safety Committee 

Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Linda McPhail , Vice·Chair 
Councillor Ken Jolmston 
Councillor Evelina Halsey· Brandt 
Councillor Bill McNulty 

Councillor Derek Dang, Chair 

Councillor Chak Au 

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

ft 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, 20Jl, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

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

1 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT 

I . MARINE PATROL PROGRAM - POST PATROL REPORT 2011 
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3383656) 

Renny Nesset, Ole, Riclunond RCMP, provided background infonnation and 
commented on the success of the marine patrol program. 

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

• the marine patrols found that the majority of those on the water were in 
compl iance 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 morc pleasure crafts on the water 
during those periods; and 

• the RCMP's marine patrol works with the Canadian Coast Guard if a 
situation warrants. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Ole's report entitled "Marine Patrol Program - Post Patrol Report 
2011" dated October 13,2011, be received/or information. 

CARRIED 

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

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

OIC Nesset commented on the marine patrol program and noted thai 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 Ole's report entitled uRCMP's Monthly Report - September 

2011 Activities" dated October 7, 2011, be received for in/ormation; 
and 

(2) That the OIC's report elltitled "RCMP's Monthly Report - October 
2011 Activities" dated November 22, 2011, be received for 
information. 

CARRIED 

2. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

3. 2011 TIDRD QUARTER REPORT - FIRE-RESCUE 
(File Ref. No.) (REDM:5 No. 339(376) 

It was moved and seconded 
That the report on Fire-Rescue's operations for the jrd Quarter ending 
September 30,2011 be received/or 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. 12-806Q..O!) (REDMS No. 3414106) 

Wayne Mercer, Manager, Community Bylaws, advised that Page 7 of the 
September 20 II 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 By/aws Monthly Activity Report dated October 

24, 20ll,from the General Manager, Law & Community Safety, be 
receivedfor information; and 

(2) That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated 
November 24, 20ll,from the General Manager, Law & Community 
Safety, be receivedfor 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 Chicf~ Richmond 
Fire-Rescue and Tim Wilkinson, Deputy Chief - Operations, advised the 
following: 

• 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 reconunended that a local training site be established in Richmond 
in an effort to (i) avoid travel time; and (ii) avoid overtime costs and 
continued on-duty emergency service delivery while training; and 

J . 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

• 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 
(I) ThaI 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 Ihe 
staff report entitled "Tra!ning Sile at 7611 No. 9 Road - Richmond 
Fire Rescue" and dated November 29,201 I; 

(2) That the capital and operating costs for the training facility be 
considered as part o/the l012-budget process; and 

(3) That staff be directed to meet with the owners 0/ the properly to the 
north 0/ the proposed site and to report back to Council if the 
neighbours express any concerns prior to the execution 0/ the 
agreement with La/arge Canada Inc. 

6. REGULA nON OF PRIVATE PARKING OPERATIONS 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8801/8802) (REDMS No. 3]182]9) 

Mr. Mercer provided background information. 

It was moved and seconded 

CARRIED 

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

(2) That Notice 0/ Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 
8122, Amendment Bylaw No. 8802 (Attachment 2) be introduced and 
given first. second and third reading. 

7. FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING 
tOral Repon) 

(i) Update on the Airplalle Crash 

CARRIED 

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. 

COlll/cil/or McNulty left the meeti"g at 4:35 p.m. and refumed fa the meeting 
al4:36 p.m. 

4. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

(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 Deve/.Qpment Training 

Fire Chief McGowan spoke of officer development trammg, noting that 
Riclunond 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 £ -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. 

8. RCMl'/OIC BRIEFING 
(Oral Rt:pol1) 

Item for discussion: 

(0 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 

OlC Nesset highlighted that the Richmond RCM? will be hosting the British 
Columbia Association of Chiefs of Police meeting in February 2012. 

(iii) Officer Transfers and Retirements 

ole Nesset commented that Constable Barry Edwards would be retiring after 
35 years of service. He was pleased to armounce that Cst. Edwards has signed 
on as a reserve officer. Also, OIC Nesset advised that Inspectors Janis Gray 
and LeaJUle 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. 

5. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

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. 

9. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Deborah Procter, Manager, Emergency Programs, to playa clip from 
Ihe CA USE 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. 

10. 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 Counci l 
in January 2012. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
Tlrot Ihe meeting odjouTII (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 L.inda McPhail 
Vice-Chair 

Hanieh Floujeh 
Committee Clerk 

6. 
34! 8627 
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October 24,20 11 

Conclusion 

-7-
Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the 
Community Safety Committee 
meeting held on Tuesday, 
December 13, 2011 . 

Community Bylaws staff continues to strive to maintain (he quality of life and safety of the 
residents or "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) 

ML:ml 

lJ!I1HS 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Hichmond 

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 10lmston 
Councillor Bill McNulty 
Councillor Linda McPhail 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Councillor Derek Dang 

Minutes 

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

142l 1l0 

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 

J. TANGIBLE CAPITAL ASSETS 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3365 168) 

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 Ridunond is Burnaby. 

I. 
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Finance Committee 
Monday, December 12, 2011 

It was moved and seconded 
That the staff report entitled "Tangible Capital Assets" dated November 4, 
2011 from Ihe Director, Finance, be received/or information. 

CARRIED 

2. FINANCIAL INFORMA nON - 3RD QUARTER 2011 
(File Ref. No. 03-0970-09-01 ) (REDMS No. 34147!lO) 

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 Mayor June of 
2012. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the staff report on Financial Information for the 3rt1 Quarter ended 
September 30, 2011 be received/or information. 

CARRIED 

3. 3RD QUARTER 2011 - FINANCIAL INFORMATION FOR THE 
RICHMOND OL YMPIC OVAL CORPORA nON 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 342(069) 

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 tenn "surplus" when reporting on financial 
perfonnance of a City subsidized facility, in accordance with accounting 
standards for the public sector; 

providing new members of Council with infonnation 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 

2. 
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Finance Committee 
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 perfonnance results. 

It was moved and seconded 
Thai the report on Financial/n/ormation for the Richmond Olympic Oval 
Corpora/ion /01' the third quarter elided September 30, 2011 from the 
Controller of the Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation be received jor 
information. 

4. 2012 UTILITY BUDGETS AND RATES 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3398960) 

CARRIED 

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 armual 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 I, 2011 from tlte 
General Managers of Business and Financial Services and Engineering & 
Public Works, be approved as tlte basis for establishing the 2011 UtilifJ! 
Rates. 

The question on the motion was not called as the fo llowing amendment 
motion was introduced: 

3. 
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Finance Committee 
Monday, December 12, 2011 

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 
wilh the partial contribution to the Rate Stabilization Fund; and 

(2) Thai the motion be amended to add that the "Rate Stabilization Fund" 
be renamed as the "General Solid Waste and Recycling/Ra/e 
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 
RecyclinglRate 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 ClIrs. Halsey-Brandt and Johnston opposed. 

The question on the main motion as amended, to read as follows: 

(/) That the 2012 Utility Expenditure Budgets, as outlined under Options 
1 for Water, and Sewer, Option 2 for Solid n:aste & Recycling, and 
Option J for Drainage & Diking as contained in the staff report dated 
December I, 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 RecyclinglRate Stabilization Fund". 

was then called and it was CARRIED. 

5. 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 

4. 
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Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Chair 

Finance Committee 
Monday, December 12,2011 

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. 

Shanan Dhaliwal 
Executive Assistant 
City Clerk 's Office 

s. 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes 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 

Minutes 

Call to Order:' The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:07 p.m. 

3428254 

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. 
6 - The.Onni Site. 

CARRIED 

MINUTES 

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

CARRIED 

I. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, December 12; 2011 

BUSINESS & FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

1. ROKAPA MANAGEMENT LTD., DOING BUSINESS AS WELL PUB 
6511 BUSWELL STREET RE-LOCATION OF LIQUOR PRIMARY 
LICENCE 
(File Ref. No. 12-8275-05/20U-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3405681) 

GlelU1 McLaughlin, Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager, advised that 
the City provides comments to the Provincial Liquor Control and Licensing 
Branch (LCLB) on noise, traffic and community impact, however there will 
not be such an impact from the relocation the existing Liquor Primary License 
Area to another area within the same premises. 

A discussion ensued about: 

• the history of the establishment's business license applications, and 
whether it would be appropriate for the City to provide comments; 

• the pub's interior physical set up and additional seating in the Food 
Primary area; 

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

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

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

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

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

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

2. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, December 12, 2011 

CORPORATE SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

2. 2011 GENERAL LOCAL AND SCHOOL ELECTION - OFFICIAL 
RESULTS 

. (File Ref. No.: 12·8125"()1) (REDMS No. 3415375) 

David Weber, Director, City Clerk's Office, was available to answer 
questions. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the Declaration of Official Results for the 2011 General Local 

and School Election (attached to the report dated November 30, 2011 
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 implementedfor the 2011 election. 

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

• the number of spoiled ballots in the 20 II 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 20 II 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 fiU out a 
new ballot, the machine is capable of accepting the spoiled ballot, 
however the machine will only tabulate valid votes for any particular 
contest, and votes for contests that were over-voted would be rejected; 

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

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

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

the feasibility of expanding the number of voting places in the future. 

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

3. 
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3. 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, 20lJ,from the Director, City Clerk's Office, 
be approved, subject to the following revisions as part of the regular August 
meeting break: 

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

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

CARRIED 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

4. PROCESS FOR EVALUATING AND APPROVING REQUESTS FOR 
FINANCIAL SUPPORT FOR MAJOR SPORTING EVENTS 
(File Ref. No.:) (REDMS No. 3423236) 

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

A discussion then took place about: 

• further amending Attachment I - City of Richmond Sport Hosting Task 
Force - Amended Terms of Reference, to include a fourth bullet under the 
title "Purpose", to state that review and recommendation on the 
allocation of funding for sporting events over $25,000 be undertaken by 

. the General Purposes Committee, through staff for final approval; 

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

• Major Sport Event Eligibility Guidelines, in particular the rationale for 
limiting the Major Sport Events that will be considered during a single 
calendar year to three in order to stay within the $500,000 annual 
contribution budget towards sport hosting; 

4. 
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• the difference between bidding and hosting. A bid requires a business 
case and a budget which provides infonnation on how much of an 
investment would be needed; 

• the definition of a Major Sport Event; and 

• the role of Council to handle any events that may be considered 
unconventional. 

It was moved and seconded 
(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. 

CARRIED 

5. CITY SUBSIDIZED EVENTS AND EXCLUSIVE COMMERCIAL 
ARRANGEMENTS 

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

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

CARRIED 

6. 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 
detennination on how to proceed forward with the restoration of the dyke 
without disturbing it further. 

5. 
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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.). 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Chair 

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. 

Shanan Dhaliwal 
Executive Assistant 
City Clerk's Office 

6. 
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!l (' L '::B-~ if L.I- Schedule l' to the minutes. of the 
t\e--rM ID . 1 11 General Purposes Committee' 
';uI.U-& ~ ~DSe ~ tA-a. ~ meeting held on Monday, December 

J 12,2011 . ATTACHMENT I 
l£t.L H. ~e." \ ',v \ "W 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: 

• to provide advice and guidance to the Richmond Sport Hosting Office. 
• to review and decide on sport hosting incentive grant funding. 
• 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 

Membership 

The Richmond Sp0l1 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 Sp0l1 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. 

2816842 
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The Sport Hosting Task Force members· will have a three-year term, effective from their 
appointment. 

Objectives and Expectations 

The Sport Hosting Task Force will: 

Seek staff, stakeholder and public input and feedback throughout the process. 

Advise the City on building a unified vision and plan for sport hosting initiatives beyond 2010 .. 

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

Advise and identify opportunities that add Yalue, 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/or 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 offunding 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. 

On funding decisions on the Richmond Sport Hosting Incentive Funds, a vote will be taken and 
the majority votes will determine the outcome. If there is a tie vote, the funding request is 
defeated. 
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If some members disagree with the Task Force's recommendations or activities, decisions will be 
recorded in the meeting records. 

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

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

Council may amend these terms of reference at its discretion. 

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

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

Meetings 

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

Experts, Guests and Delegations 

The Sport Hosting Task Force may from time to time require experts or other representatives 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 Cond uct 

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. 

28168<12 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

Piarks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 

Tuesday, November 29, 2011 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Harold Steves. Chair 
Councillor Evelina Halsey~Brandt, Vice~Chair 
Councillor Ken Johnston 
Councillor Bill McNulty 

Councillor Sue Halsey~Brandt 

Minutes 

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

J 4! 9~ SO 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the minutes 0/ the meeting 0/ the Parks, Recreation and Cultural 
Services Committee held on Tuesday, October 25, 2011, be adopted as 
circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Wednesday. D~ember 14 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

I. REQUEST TO EXTEND THE TEMPORARY EXHIBITION OF THE 
PUBLIC ARTWORK "WIND WA YES" 
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-0')-20-099) (REDMS No. 3408489) 

I. 
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It was moved and seconded 
That the extended temporary exhibition o/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 

2. 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 0/ the 
fleet at Britannia dated November 15, 2011 from the Director, Arts, Culture 
and Heritage Services, be received/or information. 

CARRIED 

ill 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 oj displays: 

(a) a restoration suitable/or 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. 

2. 
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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 

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

It was moved and seconded 
(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 lees be increased 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. 

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

I t 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 Jive years, at an annual licence fee 0/ 
$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. 

CARRIED 

l. 
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5. 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. 

4. 
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(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 loca1 
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 Poners 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 

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

Councillor Harold Steves 
Chair 

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. 

Hanieh Floujeh 
Committee Clerk 

5. 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

P,uks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 

Wednesday, December 14,2011 

Anderson Room 
Riclunond City Hall 

Councillor Harold Steves, Chai r 
Councillor Linda Barnes 
Councillor Bill McNulty 
Mayor Malcolm Brodie 

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

Minutes 

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 

I. PHOENIX NET LOFT 
(File Re[ No.) 

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

Discussion ensued regarding the Phoenix Nel 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 fonning part of these Minutes as Schedule 1). 

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

I. 
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It was moved and seconded 
That the three documents related to the Phoenix Net Loft building 
(Background Open HOllse Results - Imperial Landing Waterfront, Site 
Analysis and Development Plan - Be Packers: The Steveston Properties, 
and Phoenix: Net Loft Artists' Markel) be referred to staff to be considered 
in conjunction with the development o/the Steves/on waterfront. 

COUNCILLOR LINDA BARNES 

2. JACK-O-LANTERNEVENT 
(File Ref. No.) 

CARRIED 

Discussion ensued regarding a jack-a-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-a-lanterns for display. The 
jack-a-lanterns remain there until they compost. The notion of the event is to 
have residents drive by to enjoy all the jack-o-Ianterns 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-Iantern 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 
for stich an eve"t. 

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

3. GEOTOURISM 
(File Ref. No.) 

CARRIED 

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 ietterboxing, with anecdotal and historical education. 
Participants use a global positioning system (GPS) or trad itional treasure hunt 
clues to locate boxes hidden throughout the region and uncover riches along 
the way. 

Discussion further ensued regarding geolOurism and it was noted that the Gulf 
of Georgia Cannery is already offering a geocaching program as are other 
organizations in Richmond. 

2. 
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It 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 ge%uTism be referred to staff for communication to 
various heritage groups for their potential use of the concept in Iheir 
programming. 

CARRIED 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

CARRIED 

Certified a tme 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 
Chair 

Hanieh Floujeh 
Committee Clerk 

3. 
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Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the 
Parks, Recreation and Cultural 
Services Committee meeting 
held on Wednesday, December 
14,2011. 

D 
Island City, by Nature 

BACKGROUND 
OPEN HOUSES RESUL TS 

Imperial Landing Waterfront 
November 17h and 20th

, 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 

l)ecember 11,2003 

Imperial Landing VISION S.TATEMENT 
/IIUJ# 
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3. Phoenix Net Loft Building Uses 
In general, there were 5 themes that summar,ized -the potential reuse for the Ph0eoix 
Net Loft Building: 

1. Performing Arts Gentre ICommunity Art Gallery for local artists 
2. Marine recreation 
3. Heritage preservation 
4. Special Events 
5. Research & Eco Education F~cility 

1. Performing Art Centre and Community Art Gallery 
o There appears to be an Qverwheirt'!ing dema~d for this type of cqmmonity c::ullural 

centre within Steveston thai coVers a" range oj events and activities related to the 
various arts and cultufes. . . 

o Tne Centre CQul,d include 'facilities that accommodate a variety of revenue 
generatinR community functions. 

o The facility could include a restaurant or bistro to support functions. 
o The fac.ility CQuid .also be COnibined with a larger 5'iOO piaI') that indudes 

ac.commodation for artists in reSIdence', local art program's, studios .. outdoor 
performance, and theatre space'. 

a Art exhibits cou.ld re,fieet works by local artisahs or the general community . 

2. Marine R~creation 
Cl Wooden Boat Training Facility 
o Sail Training Base 
o Kayak/Ganoe Glub 
o Marina 
Cl Aq\lat~c Centr.e 

3. Heritalge Preservation 
o Maritime Museum & restoration/boat building workshops 
Cl Fishing Gear Museum 
o Be Packers Legacy Centre 

4. Spe,cial Events/Commercial 
.0 Tall Ship moorage 
o Convention Facilities 
a Pocket Cruise Ship Terminal 
o High End Seafood Restaurant 

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

110SlU 
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Feedbac~c Opportunities 

The participants in the open houses were provided the opportunity to review and 
comment on the concept boa:rds and background infbrrnation. 

In particular attendees were asked for feedback on the following : 
1. Likes and Dislikes for 28 Elements of the three Visions; 
2. Each of the three Visions 
3. the future uses for the Phoenix Net loft; 
4. Additional comments on the Vistons; and 
5. OtJ'\er comments about the, City of R'ichmond. 

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

Feedbacrr< Commen~s 
The following rs a summary ~f the most liked and disliked elements of the three vIsions: 

1. The Top Ten 

I ~ 
~ank I Liked 

ublic Pari 
~ :RO~ ina 

ie, 7Q% 
; Plaza ,md Pier 68% 

I Road_Tram~ ~ 6. 
. . ' I 'Fe od SiOrerNorth of 

~ I New Public Dock 
i >.ItsC . @ ~ ,0. Tram Slop d j. i 

2. The IBottom Five 

MOST DISliKED 
, " . ,,.-

Rank Element Percen(Ofsliked -
1. Floating Homes 75% 
2. Hesidenlial Uses OVer Water 73% 
3. Three Story C0mrner<;ial Uses over land 67%-
4. Thre-e SIQty Residential Uses over land 57% 
5. Commercial & Residential Mixed Use-Piers 54% 

II051 ~~ 
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:1. The 13 In-Between 

Rank Element Percent Liked 
1. New Pier with Special Events Moorage 62% 
2. Public Library 61% 
3. Public Marina (Vision 2) 61% 
4. WCfterfront Restaurant 60% 
5. Rela il & Office Mixed Use 59% 
6. Public Marina (Vjsio'n 3) 58% 
1. New Pier with Commercial Use 5.5% 
B. One & Two Storey Commercial over land 55% 
9. Retail & Residential Mixed Use 5"5% 
10. Retail Fish Market 53% ~~ove 50% 

Rank Element Percent Liked 
1. Ne,w Cdmmercial Pier with Public Dock 46%. bel'ow 5_0-% 
2, Residential Uses on Land 44% 
3. Private Marina 39% 

Phoenix N'el Loft Uses 
In general. five themes summarized the potential reuse for the Phoenix Net Loft 
Building, each emphasizing the publjc use preference: 

1. Performing Arts Centre and Community Art Gallery for local artists 
2. Marine recreation 
3. Heritage preservation 
4. Spel.cial events 
5. Research:& Eco~Education Facility. 

Mapping 
The mapping exercise invited attendees to draw theif 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 
lsla,nd 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 1st 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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Pa¥td- SIte X{raty'~ls '~Iid De'+Jio'};·.;.t~iPlaJit 

• 

Be PACKERS 
THE STEVESTON PROPERl'fES PROJECT TEAM 

. , 
·Pfoject Manager 
Public Consultation 
,Architects 
Landsc;;-!'pe Ar<,:,bitects 
EnvironmentaltGeotechnical 
Historical 
Manne Ecology 
.;Engineers 
'Traffic 
Archeological 
Heritage 

, 
, 

Moodie Consultants Ltd . . _ 
Marzolf & Associates 
Perkins-&,Company 
R. Kim -':e.[f¥ & A$Sodatcs Inc. 

' . 
,,~ 

0gra Eartb & Envi'ronmental Ltd. 
CommortResouroes Consu.lting Ltd. 
G. L Williams & Associates Ltd. 
We,')tmar Consultants f,nc . 

>_ :Blint &-AssQciate.s Engineering l:td . 
J' Areas Co~ulting Arcb .. l eo!ogists'T.td. 
• tbe 

,. 
.-

• 
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~-

• 

, jh~~trjd.t areas are ProR;scd to sUBPOrt. (hf~hiQg fleet. The Phdtnix.,Net Loft o( ;\ppr{);(imarely 
24,000 square feet cnilld be f1Ja'intaiQ~s:~ 11Ft fepa,ittartd'stb~YfaGility. 'This bIDlding,is iJifair_,_ 
conditio 1 and -.yill require limited iihprovements~tQ- rh~et~cufienkjridl.Jstrla,l.use standards"~ ~ Pirectly--· 
<\ssociated .with th~ N~t LMt pgerall"?n \V.~u-Jd ~e a .SU!race ''p~J~n$ ~a t? fh:e north ~d. allow~~c.e 
fo r apprOxlmate~y 80 new commercla1 m~r"gl!lslws f-or w_Qrking vessels Wlth net loadmg faC11Jtlts . 

,', 6 d r"" ,.,-
;;l:)¥alle-l to the:blriiage --..,board~alkis-an~pPQrtunlty fo~ a ~cQnti e-o;nrnercial-moorage·fatility that 

would be ser-v:ed fcom tlit;: SW211 Craf~J~(li-0!'!Fp~ler ~ffhefqot orNo. l.Rbad. 
. ;.; .~., ..:; 

;~ i,,-,.' " ,!, 
, "."' 

Be P acke·rs Tbe Steves10n P r operti es 

.... ,', 
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Based Ol'l past projectsj rf "\ffe"Steye§tori a(ea, the CO.st to resJo~,,tfist{)ric cafl g.ery » uildings 
and/or wfSl.,rves ean be }Jg.!'ifiC~lit :The ,~'j~-histoiic buildings t6t~JAPprdiirhat~lV~~!*'!iti(~,e 

'.'"Slze of tlie Gulf (ljf Georg1li~anrtetY buil(fmg or five times fhe total buiJdir.lft area~'df .the -, '-
Britant)ia Hemage Sh!pyard Pa~. ~ ,"; }-"" ~ -..-.. .. '-~ > _ . __ '~; .. , 

~ .' 1;;::':-01-' l,; . ,,_ , .. ..-~ .i.'''':;':'1..."",~,:,;,: _ 
It has been s.ugge~e.d that1he Pl;loe'nix,Net.Lo{t b$ retained tor cohtt'l:ruett industnat~_ 111~ ~. 
plan alsa ihdi~tf.~s port[ons of the historic whaN.es be retained, with the ''footprints'' 0.1 -tl:le --_. ' 
Imperiarand Brullswic,k t))lnery buitdings·framed by:these wooden structures. So~,~~:~ 
histotic'Si \niitqjng matenals could 5e reuseCl . Inter.pretive slgnage, ang 5(j,~ f~bing .\I;ldustty 
artifae.ts from the cannerY trulldings toula 6e"~)(hibited in and ar-ound"1he histor1c w'ha~s .. , . 
ReteJiJion ofhisrorie pilin:gs eQuid also add to the fishing1::t'iaracter. ,oj,the ~aterfront anq ' 
provide protectfafl fO! babitat. Tnis. approach proviges for an "aRea" wate1!ront .",. . ,.. ,-. . .. 

s ~-
Do you feel that the above noted proposals for the historical aspects' of the site is.. 
appropr,(ate'1 

a. Agree 
b. Disagree 

c. Neutral 
, -,' 

Agree (71 00%) 

o 

~;"~,,,-!~, ;,' 

f" A' .. 

,. 
.- ". ,,"" 

, 

• ".' . 

0 " 

Be Paok e rs - The Steves ton Prope r ti e s 

.' 

I , " . ...J 

, . , 
·oJ 

, , 
.J 
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\ 

2.9. Fonner Phoenix Site Office. late 1920$ a.nd later 
This buiMing has some significance for indicating iu roit in the business operations. It has 

little architeau.ra.I significance. Th~ building is in poor condition, and'its interior was renovated in 
the 1970,. 

30. PhoeniJ:Ner Lofr, <.1943 
This building was erected on pilings over the river and its funwen is to narc the ne:u of t:he 

cannery's fishing fl~et. It is Still in use tod~y ftic net storagN.nd repair. and has significance as a 
working industrial bu~ding which represents me heritage of ~ fimery.Its visual appeal iHlso 
enhanced by its lOcation next to a twin net loft tb~t is preserved.as pan of the B'ri~ia Heritage 
Shipyard. Still f-aintly visible O.D the roof shingles is the abbreviation Canfisco. marking me site's 
,!ndust·rial histo'If)'!. . 

This buillding has ~l1ent potential to , continue in irs present use, and in :doing so support the 
fishing industry. Further. the latgc volumes Qf the ground and upper Aoou could be conducive to 
other a.d~ive reUSe strat~ies. 

While me! twO storey timber suuctU~ and cedar plank daddin-g is in g~cl condition, other 
elements need prompt repair-if the building is to-'be ma.inta..ined. The roafis leaking and the water is 
awing rdaw;l .dam~e to the strucrure. foresbbre Tcethnologies :has Tepo'ned.tkat vmous sections of 
the subnruaure andn poor conditi(frt due [0 heavy fungal dama:ge~ though the overall condition of 
the rubsrructUn: is fair: Westmar Consultants estimates the -cost -of repaidng the 14.000 square {oot 

V et Loft', ,ubstcu<ft1re at $650,600 ($46/'quare roo'). 

PboenixPond, 1947 
This.pond. with an open"ing to me river, ~dredg~ to provide sheltered wet storage space 

for smail fishing boats, before the consauction o-f<Shady Island. In addition. -theIt may be pilings 
(noted on 199-3 survq map) from the old, Hurne Cannery. or other-building-s. oear 'the mouth of me 
pond that may provide a visual cue for heritage lnterpretation. 

b;C. Packers Her'Hage Inventory Donald Luxton & ASSOCiates 

.~ 

• 
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EVA LUATION MATRIX 

r 

l 

r 
I 
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B.C. Packers Heritage Inventory Donald Luxton & AssocIates 
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• Phoenix 'Net' t 'oft 
Artists' Market 

'."" ... . : 

During World War 2, Prime Minist~rJYinstan 
Churchill was told to cut the budgetJarthe arts. To 

his credit, he refused saying" Then what are we 
fighting for? " 

, 

CD 



CNCL-69

2337P Waterlots Proposals - Expression of Interest 
. . . 

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

Proposed by: 

" ~:, 
Mark Glifvina ;&Asso~iates 

Frj"(i.,( AuguSt 17; '1b01 

. . 

Mark Glavina 
Phoenix Coastal Art 
3891 Moncton Street, 
Richmond BC 
V7E3A7 
P • 604-448· 1867 
F - 604-448·186 1 
mark@phoenixcoastalart.com 

2 
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Introduction 

Accept this proposal as an expression of interest for the development, operation 
and management of the 4Jhoenix Net loft. This is a. brief outline of a strong 
concept ensuring the legacy of the only surviving historie Building on the Be 
Packers 47 acre site. . This Concept has been planned in hannony 'With. the 
recently adopted OffiCial Cofilmunity Plan for the Sleveston Area ensuring that 
u In. t~ Year 2021, the Sleveston Waterfront Neighbourlwod will ",ro. asa''r''!jor home 
port for tJ'ie c-ommercial fishiOng fleet around which will exist a unique community, rich in 
henOtrlgt:, in, which people will live, work and play, and I1Ulny others will come to shop and 
enjoy the Tecreation, heritage and natural amenities of the area". 

The major benefits of this proposal ",e enhanced and unrestricted public access 
to the waterfront; it will encourage the mixed use of an integrated waterfront and 
a vital Iiink on the heritage trail between Britarutia Shipyards and the plann~.d 
residentiial community, ens\lring compatibility be.tween land uses. Th" Ph6erux 
Net Loft will become the historical fr~ework .for conteinporary use, With a 
commeFcial vein., to ensw:e economic viability for the AI-ts, Heritage and Culture; 
as well this -will respond to the Dty of Richmond ipterests' of economic 
sustairuibility 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 
objectivl~s. The development team varies in experience from architecturat 
business, marketing, arts, culture and finandal . 

HJlVhy should you sUPI'orl tlte arts ? It is QII economically sound ill tJesJme71 t. For every 
,i(lila/" that we invest ill lite arts, we ge1lerate seven" 

Susan Stern - The Toronto Star 

.I 

® 
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Phoenix Net Loft . '.' 

Artists' Market 

• CONCEPT 

Think of Granville Island under one roof.. .. ..... an arts· umbrella 

The existiI:lg Net Loft 'With imaginative and str.ategic renovations would become 
a vital link on the Steveston /:i_Otage. Trail, celebrating and encouraging 
Richmond'" Arts and Culture. The proposed use of this facility would ,include a 
performanc.e,. en\J!rtai;unenf and galleQ( . $p,;I£~, a .11Uf11ber of wOiking ~IS' 
studios, Cq--operative Artisll" ¥arket fur partidpating artists, <bama' and danc .. 
studios, and! a .p0sSible cUltural interpretative center. 

NaturaIiY< .. mphas~" ~ toe p1a.C)!d ,o):\~e themes, with a locaIJJa,,?U1' for 
!he p~ciP'!Jil:Igatlists·,",uch.las.p$t.m~\'tS, gI;!.ss blowerS, potters, fabIk1ittisW, 
painte~, ~a~OfS" . ~,Y'{~le~s! wwod \ ~ersj metalsmithing. and eyen "tlfe'­
perfo~g ,arts "p~cipants. The opportunity for workingaJ'tis!s"fo shate their 
knowle<\ge .;;. mentors .to young aspjring.jlftiSts, would, toe facilitated 'through ,iii'; 
facility,milking workshop and studio space accessible fa ·the,public. 

The fucility will Jncorpqrate' )Vorl,dng artist, studios 'retail gallery, ehtel'tainment 
and perfomianci area, education iUld !ecture" hall, s,upplies; frame shop. The 
application is based on sllbletting smaller units to professional artists and 
artisans, as working studios for mJi,ividllals and" gmups, guilds. or «>-operatives, 
Emphasis wilt be .placed ·pn mariti~w art with if local flavl>W; encouraging 
multiple use).:·~.u,h as ~p~in~ m!llser5, glass blowe~, 'patters, fabric artists; pamte.rs; 
sculptures, jE!welers:, woodworkers 2gld ~ers, metalS'mittUng, dance-studio and 
performiI"g ~t st\J.dior: lbe facility-would',prQvide).'all under10rte rObf, a' much 
ne,eded grasS root infrastructure to the Artist co~unity~ <inclus.ive Gf cultural 
and artislic endeavors. 

Finally oU!' proposed. use Utsures !)lat this last [emaUling. strtKture from the llC 
Packers 47 Acre. site will c.ontinue to e.x,ist as a legacy f9r·OUI childre'n ahd grand 
children. .It e,nsures ~d eilco.ur~g~s ,p.ublie: ,aC!..cesS: and' par'tidpatien and, 
com'bined with ~ activities at Britannia Heritage Shipyard, creates 'a critical 
mass on the waterfront that would benefit both endeavors 

nus fa~ility is planned as a for-profit, private endeavor, partnering with the city 
of Richmond as Ul,e property owner. An experienced development team has 
been put together to ensure credibility, profitability and viability of the concept. 
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• 

Background 

Proje'ct lead 
M ... k Gln'ina, 

My experience as a leader in the ail community dates back to 1993 when I 
completed a mural and a sold oPt Exhibition "River Harvest ,9,13" at Shady 
Island Rt!StaW'ant, I own and operate Phoelilx Coastal Art at 3891 Moncton 
SITeetin Hlstot:ic Steveston ViI)age, My busineSs is art ! 

, ' 

Our origi~ location is dedkated to promoljirgiand seIling 'a variety of local Art 
from hand made ""afIs,c~amk SCUlplUie-; wO,dd..roiJ< and jeweiiy to pairitings 
by renowned Richmond artist like 'Dan Vatnals, Adrienne Moore, Donna 
Baspaly" Excellent commerda! success and the demand for art related services 
have ~aw,ed liS to expanil;our currenl'se'tvjces,!o a"serond localion Th" .~oeiux 
Art WOrkshop. Our "'ew fadlity will .permi~ ,,,,;- to fu\lill): offe\' an ab-iy of sit 
classes ar\d wpr~hops. Atwo.year waiting UIWl\5t tite,'tIwOt.".· dass€s and 
extensive a(l,ult demand for progtiUhs <!emonsttate's' the need"lQt ibis 'IY.'Pe of 
resoW"(;e i!l e~ C<Qm'munity. Onr 'new-lOCation Wi1l;beJlome 'tO our very 'pop\ilar 
picture framing service, ,as well as a neW leeOSq loot gallery spate. this new 
end~avor -will allow our first loc_ation ,to expand its' art supply inventt)JY to I;t1,eet 
the growing n~ds of .therommunity, The need fot addJtional classroom space 
and wor~'llop'facilities is.anticipare.wot theje,n(J{)3, . . , . 
I hav~l,be"n al\V1!ys bee~ 'invo)ved.with local <li~rita:g'e groupS, believing that they 
are a key link tQ our cultural ties and ;identity as a community, My slroogbelief 
in the ~lIl'vivru of our <ommunity:~ id,entity JJa:s been demonstrated ibIdugh my 
cOmmitII\I~I\t!9 th~ ,pl~gJ process 'eyer the past ,fi'\ie years. 'My understanding 
ofsu,stainable>.comn;nmiti,es,. balariting-<the commurot)"s need and economic 
viability is the slrongeslasset I hFing to this process. ' ' 

In 1995 1 was commissioned to paint a mural of Fin Slough at Broadmoor M~ 
and have tec_e~t1y completed a mural at Hontiha Elemern.ary with the :cO­
operation of the ,student body as .an educational "experience. For the Past five 
years I 1lave~ ,(e--cwat~d. tlle exhibiti:orts.at the Gtilf 'of GeOrgia. Cannery, drawing 
artis~_.to StevesJon hom all over the lower mainland. - And in 1996 1 opened 
Phoenix Coastal Art as part of my commitment to the atts in this amazing 
community, 

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

7 
"'. ~ ~! 

-' 
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Benefits 

o Unrestricted Public Access to the Waterfront 

a .Heritage legacy 'accessible to the public 

• " Creates a ,economically viable Cultural Legacy 

" Adheres 'td the a.cP . 
. 

c Lends itself to the village atmosphere with an integrated waterfront 
. 

a Long term retention of the unique character of a waterfront building 

" C~tence ~th maritime activity along the water'. edge 

o Creates a critical mass of wtique activity complementing Britannia 
Heritage Shipyards 

" Promotes local visual and performing arts in a variety of disciplines 

Q Meets and eXGeeds the dty'"sobjective of economic viability and re-use of 
our herita~e resource 

, 
c Pe,rmits educational opporJunities for our community 

" Stimulates the local economy 

a .Enhances the Steveston's business center rather than competes 

" A yital link on th,e heritage trail between Britannia Shipyards and the 
plannedresidentia] community, ~nsuring compaboility between land uses 

CJ It t~nsures and encourages .public access and participation 

a Is ' sensitive to the local environment and river habitat 

Q The Benefits of Granville Island under one roof in our own COIiUnUnity 
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Development teanl 

Mark G lavina 
Phoenix Coastal Art 
3891 MC1ncton Street 
V7E~A7 

John U.eft 
11931 Fourth Ave 
Richmond Be 
V7E3H4! 

Royal Bilnk of Canada 
6400 #3 Road 
Richmo.,d BC 
V6Y2C2 

MatyGautas 
6911 #3 Road , 
Richmond'BC 
V6Y 2Cl 

Hotson Baker Architects 
Bruce Haden 
604-255-1169 

Rob SnrlIh & Co 
Structure COfiSultahtS Ltd 
303-12261'fOlner 6t 
V6B2Y5 

Don Pepper & Associated 
6-3555 Westminster Hwy 
Richmond BC 
V7C5P6 

Peter Find!lay 
CPO Investm"ents 
VentuIe Capital 
19 B Fourth Ave, 
Ottawa, K1S 2KS 

9 

Local Business owner and operator 
S1e'vestoh resident, arti'~tand educatofJ 

Marke,ting consultant; founder 'an~, 

president of Cannery Channel Tours and 
former Marketing consultant for the 
Stratford Festlv81 ~ and 'Expo 67 

Al Hailey 
loanS Officer, BUsiness development 

G('aduate oflyiontrea!'s National Theater 
Sch!l.Ol and t6 ~earS 'WOtldng'fuYOte 
City of Richmond in the Cultural and 
Heritage Field 

Project.deyelQpeI fQc GranvlUe Island 
Lonsdiile Quay aDd Richmond City Hall 
and N~tional Heritage Advisors with 
extenslv-cfex}:tenence in heritage 
development of'this kind 

Structural Engineers with particular 
expe(ience with Steveston "s waterfront 
'properties. 

Steveston Fishennan. E~onomist and 
retired educater and Author 

Venture Capital 

• 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Planning Committee 

Wednesday. December 7. 2011 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Dill McNulty. Chair 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt, ViceMChair 
Councillor Chak Au (arrived at 4:09 p.m.) 
Councillor Linda Barnes 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Minutes 

Also Present: Counci llor 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 0" 
Tuesday, November 21,201 I, 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 

I. APPLICATION BY GRAHAM MACFARLANE FOR REZONING AT 
140 WELLINGTON CRESCENT FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RSIIE) 
TO COACH HOUSE (ZS20) - BURKEVILLE 
(FIle Ref. No. 12·8060-20·819..\ , RZ 11-562552) (REOMS No.3251975) 

In response to a request that the Public Hearing notice for Rezoning 
Application 11-562552 be sent to all residents of the Burkevi lle 
neighbourhood, staff advised that Committee's request could be met. 

I. 
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Planning Committee 
Wednesday, December 7,20'1 

1 t was moved and seconded 
That: 

(l) Bylaw No. 8794, for the rezoning of 140 Wellington Crescent from 
tlSingle Detached (RSJI£) " to "Coach 1I00ue (ZS20) - Burkeville", he 
introduced and given first reading; and 

(2) the area of notification for Rezoning Application J 1-562552, for the 
purposes of tire January 16, 2012 Public Hearing. be expanded to 
include all Burkeville addresses. 

CARRIED 

2. APPLICATION BY 0897099 BC LTD. AND WEI CHEN FOR 
REZONING AT491114931 MCLURE AVENUE FROM SINGLE 
DETACHED (RSIIE) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/B) 
(File Rei: No. 12-8060-20-8103. RZ 11-582017) (REDMS No. 33951103) 

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 codc. The codc ensures good building practices without a lot of 
costly impediments. 

It was moved and second 
That Bylaw No. 8833,/or Ihe rezoning of 491114931 McLure Avenue/rom 
"Single Detached (RS/IE)" to "Single Detached (RS2IB)", be introduced 
and givenfirsl 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 
(RSIfF)" TO "HIGH DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTHI)" IN ORDER 
TO DEVELOP A 34 UNIT THREE-STOREY TOWNHOUSE 
COMPLEX. 
(File Ref. Nu. 12· 8060· 20·81134. RZ 11 -562986) (REDMS No. 3397590) 

A brief discussion took place between Committee and stafTregarding: 

• on-si le parking provided through a side-by-s ide 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. 

2. 
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Planning Committee 
Wednesday, December 7, 2011 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat By/ow No. 8834 for Ihe rezoning 0/9431, 9451,und 9471 Alberta Road 
and surplus portion of Alder Street road allowance from "Single Detached, 
(RSJIF)" to "High Density Townhouses (R rIll) ", he introduced and given 
first reading. 

CARRIED 

4. APPLICATION BY HARPREET JOHAL FOR A REZONING AT 
10131 BRIDGEPORT ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHEIl (RSIID) TO 
COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2) 
(Fi le Ref No. 12-8060-20-8836, RZ 11 -578325) lREDMS 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 R.ezoning Application 11-5 78325 be forwarded to the agenda Jor the 
Planning Committee meeting tentatively scheduled to take place on 
Tuesday, January 17, 2012, 

CARRJED 

5. APPLICATION BY AM-PRI CONSTRUCTION LTD. FOR 
REZONING AT7600 GARDEN CITY ROAD FROM SINGLE 
DETACHED (RSIIF) TO TOWN HOUSING (ZTSO) - SOUTH 
MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-884], RZ 11-565948) (REDMS No. ]39896]) 

A comment was made regarding accessible townhouse units, and whether the 
availability of either uni ts designed for conversation for universal 
accessibility. or units that have been convened, is infonnation that can be 
sourced by di sabled residents who are seeking thi s type of real estale, 

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

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

3. 
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Planning Committee 
Wednesday, December 7, 2011 

It was moved and seconded 
That: 

Bylaw No. 8843, for tlte rezoning of 7600 Garden City Road from "Single 
Deta,'hed (RS/IF)" to "Town llou.~ing (ZT50) - South McLennan (City 
Centre)", be introduced and given first reading. 

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

It was moved and seconded 
That staff: 

C ARRIED 

(I) investigate Ille implications oj incorporating an accessible single­
storey housing unit within a townhouse unit developmelll; 

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

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

CARRIED 

6. HAMILTON AREA PLAN UPDATE OPTIONS 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 34148]9) 

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 Sroadmoor Shopping Centre. 

Mr. Crowe reported that staff recommends Option I 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: 

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

• as part of Option l ,the City would: supervise aJl 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; 

• how to ensure that expectations of Hamilton residents are managed, and 
how, if Option I is accepted, to ensure that the plan incorporates 
innovative ideas regarding infrastructure and housing; 

4. 
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Planning Committee 
Wednesday, December 7, 2011 

• 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 Tcnns of Reference (TOR) for Option 1 to Plan 
Hamilton Sub-Areas 2 and J , and noted that the TOR includes, among other 
details: (i) consultation considerations; (i 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 plarming process. 

In response to Mr. Crowe's suggestion that staff submit memos to 
periodicall y 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 poli cing in the 
Hamilton area, and her desire to have better services, including perhaps a 
storefront police station. Shc was also concerned with the area ~s school being 
al maximum capacity, as well as traffic issues. 

Dana Wcstermark, 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 sec the retail sector reinvigorated. 

Mr. Wcstermark concluded his remarks by acknowledging that Hamilton 
residents have concerns regarding school services, and traffi c 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 a ll year around. He further 
stated that many houses in the area are still using septic tanks . 

Mr. Biggar stated that if the amenities for Hami lton were addressed, young 
families wou ld find the area to be a good place to live. 

The Chai r thanked the speakers for expressing their view'S. 

5. 
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Planning Committee 
Wednesday, December 7, 2011 

As a result of the earlier discussion, and in particular Committee's stated 
desi re to periodically receive reports from sta rr on the progress of the project. 
Committee agreed that the staff recommendation be amended to include the 
suggestion. 

It was moved and seconded 
That: 

(I) as outlined in the staff report dated November 29, 2011 from the 
General Manager, Planning and Development, entitled: <4Hamillon 
Area Plan Update Options" , Option 1 be endol'Jed; and 

(2) stalf report back 10 Coullcil at regular intervals regarding Ihe 
progreSl" of the lVork plan /01' the Hamil/on Area. 

CARRIED 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

7. OPERATOR SELECTION FOR THE HAMILTON C HILD CARE 
FACILITY 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3408574) 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Society of Richmond Cltildren's Cell/res be endorsed as tlte 
operator of tire City-owned child care facility to be constructed at 23591 
Westminster Highway. 

CARRrED 

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 infonnation 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 rully 
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. 

6. 
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Planning Committee 
Wednesday, December 7, 2011 

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

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

• Ecowastc occupies a property that is zoned for industrial development, 
with no restrictions on lhe type of industrial uses; 

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

• the servicing agreement required of Ecowaste includes drainage 
infrastructure; 

• the City's Agriculture Advisory Committee will comment on 
Ecowastc's application; 

• the type of direction Port Metro Vancouvcr would go in if they 
acquired the site, and the light industrial use that Ecowaste will develop 
on the sile~ 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 Penn it. 

Thomas Land, General Manager of Eco\·vaste 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 Ecowastc 's 
transportation consultant, will address traffic concerns; the Blundell 
Road corridor provides the onl y way Ecowaste is able to establish the 
proposed industrial development; and 

• currently landfill is on Agricult.ural 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 Frase r River; 

• Ecowaste Industries is considering big box indust.rial development, not 
industries that require port facilities; 

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

• how the Zoning Bylaw could restrict uses to port-related uses only. 

7. 
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Planning Committee 
Wednesday, December 7, 2011 

In response to a request, staff advised that information regarding Odessa 
would be submitted 10 Council. 

It was moved and seconded 
That: 

(I) the opening and development of road works 10 extend Blundell Road 
from where it currently ends (on Ihe east sir/e oj No. 7 Road) 10 
Savage Road, be approved; 

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

(3) authorization to Ecowaste indlulries Ltd. to apply 10 the 
A gricultural Land Commission to open and develop B lundell Road 
between No. 7 Road alld Savage Road as outlined in the stal! report 
dated November 23, 201 J from Ihe Director of Development be 
granted. 

9. MANAGER'S REPORT 

No Manager's reports were given. 

10. NEW BUSINESS 

CARRJED 
OPPOSED: Councillor Harold Steves 

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

Committee agreed that: (i ) Councillors Linda Barnes would continue to 
participate alongside staff on the committee that was establ ished to review the 
Social Planning Strategy; and (ii) Councillor Bill McNulty would replace 
fonner Councillor Greg Halsey-Brandt on the committee. 

(U) 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 10 help him to provide affordable seniors housing. 

(iii) Referral List 

Counci llor 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 

8. 
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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 Transponation Committee regarding: (i) the Della 
Port expansion project; (ii) the potential for expansion o f soulhlands; and (iii) 
trafti c from the Tsawwasscn First Nation. 

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

I t was moved and seconded 
ThaI staff prOl,;de updotes to the Planning Committee and to Ihe Public 
Works and Transportation Committee regarding the e:cpansion of Ihe Delta 
PorI, and Ihe potential for expansion of South/ands, and potential tra/fic 
from Tsawwassen First Nation. 

CARRIED 

ADJOURNMENT 

I t was moved and seconded 
rhallhe meeting adjollrll (5:30 p.m.). 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meet ing of the Planning 
Committee of the Council of the City of 
Richmond held on Wednesday, December 
7,2011. 

Councillor Bill McNulty 
Chair 

Sheila Johnston 
Commiltee Clerk 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 

Wednesday, December 14,2011 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

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

Councillor Derek Dang 

Minutes 

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 
Commillee 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 

I. WILLIAMS ROAD DRAINAGE PUMP STATION 
(File Ref. No. IO·6340-20·P. 11 301) (REDMS No. 3417598) 

I. 
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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 infonnation and highlighted the fo llowing 
information: 

• the proposed pump station layout has been designed to keep as Iowa 
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 
Tenn Flood Management Strategy. It was noted that the upgrades would not 
negatively impact accessibility. 

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

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

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

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

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

Discussion ensued regarding the extent of the proposed drainage pump station 
upgrade. MI. 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 staled that (i) staff have 
applied for grants for the proposed Williams Road drainage pump station 
upgrade; and (ii) designs for drainage pump station upgrades are site specific. 

2. 



CNCL-91
34286111 

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 

2. 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. 

(U) Omli Development in Steveston 
, 

John Irving, Director, Engineering. provided background infonnation 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 Doni 
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 wiLhin 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.1 Road and MOllcton Street Intersection 

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

Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and Public Works, advised 
that staff are aware of the narrow sidewalk abuning the intersection and 
intend to address this concern by widening the sidewalk. 

3. 
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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 afthe 
Council of the City of Richmond held on 
Wednesday, December 14, 2011. 

Councillor Unda Barnes 
Chair 

Hanieh Floujeh 
Committee Clerk 
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CITY OF RICHMOND 
SPORT HOSTING TASK FORCE 

ATTACIIMENT 1 

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: 

• to provide advice and guidance to the Richmond Sport I lasting Oftkc. 
• to review and decide on sport hosting incentive grant funding. 
• 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 fjnancial support is either more than 
the current hosting incentive grant limits or the event is outside the hosting 
incentive grant program criteria 

• 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 illncss 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 

J4 2~ 3 ~ 1 
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The term of the Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force is directly aligned with the term orlhe 
Agreement b,etwccn the City of Richmond and Tourism Richmond or earlier, ireouncil 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 20 I O. 

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 communi ty. 

Advise on opportunities to ensure the vision of the Sport Hosting Strategy is promoted and 
adhered to • To be the premier sporl hosting community in Canada }or regional, provincial, 
national and internafional evenlS 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 [or 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 malters. 

3~2639 1 
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On funding d_ecisions on the Richmond Sport Hosting Incentive Funds, a vote will be taken and 
the majority votes will determine the outcome. If there is a tic 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 \vilJ 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 Deicga"t"io"n"s'-_ _ _________ _ 

T he 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. 

3H839) 
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City of 
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 'rVaterworks 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 
fonning part oftrus Bylaw. 

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

(b) lithe 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 1he 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 

SECOND READING 

DEC I 2 2011 
DEC I 2 2011 

CITY OF 
RICHMONO 

APPROVED 
lor content by 

originating 

TI-ffim REA DING DEC I 2 2011 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

, 

APPROVED 
lor leg.tity 

"';]' 



CNCL-100

Bylaw 8846 

SCHEDULE" A" to BYLAW NO. 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 2012 

FLA T RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL, AGRICULTURAL, AND 
INSTITUTIONAL PURPOSES ONLY 

A. Residential Dwellings per unit 

Page 2 

Dwellings with 20 mm (%"') water service 

Dwellings with 25nun (l") water service or greater 

$621.51 

See Metered Rates - Schedule B 

B. 

c. 

D. 

34 1<)249 

Townhouse 

Apartment 

Stablt~ or Barn per unit 

Field Supply - each trough or water receptacle or tap 

Public Schools Jor each pupil based on registration 
Janua.ry lSI 

$508.77 

$327.85 

$125.23 

$78.28 

$7.41 
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Bylaw 8846 

SCHEDULE "B" to BYLA W NO. 5637 

BYLAWYEAR-20I2 

METERED RATES 

Page 3 

(Page 1 of2) 

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

1. RATES 

All consmnption per cubic metre: 
Minimum charge in any 3-month period: 
Undetected leak rate per cubic metre (per section 25B Oflhis bylaw): 

2. RENTS FOR EACH METER 

3419249 

Rent per water meter for each 3-month period: 

For a 16rnm (S /8") meter 

For a 20nun (3/4") meter 

For a 2Smm (I") meter 

For a 32mm (1 W') meter 

For a 40mm (I W') meter 

For a SOmm (2") meter 

COMPOUND TYPE 

75mro (3") 

100nm1 (4") 

ISOmm (6") 

TURBINE TYPE 

SOmm (2") 

75mm (3") 
100mm (4") 

150nm1 (6") 

200mm (8") 

FIRE LINE TYPE 

I OOmm (4") 

IS0mm (6") 

200mm (8") 

2S0mm (10',) 

$1.1175 
$103 .00 
$0.6644 

$11.50 

$14 .65 

$16.20 

$28.25 

$28.25 

$32.00 

$108.00 

$16S.00 

$275.00 

$63.50 

$81.50 

$118.00 

$22S.50 

$293.00 

$283 .75 

$383.00 

$497.25 

$662 .00 
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Bylaw 8846 

I. RATES 

SCHEDULE "B" to BYLAW NO. 5637 

BYLAWYEAR-2012 

METERED RATES 

METERED RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 

All consumption per cubic metre: 
Minimum charge in any 3-month period: 
Underground leak rate per cubic metre (per section 25B of this bylaw): 

2. MAINTENANCE CHARGE FOR EACH METER 

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

*For res idential properties with a connection greater than 50mm (2"), 
the commercial and industrial properties rental rates apply. 

3419249 

$1.1175 
$20.00 

$0.6644 

Page 4 

(Page 2 of2) 

$ 10.00' 
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Bylaw 8846 

1. RATES 

SCHEDULE "c" to BYLAW NO. 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 2012 

METEREJ) RATES 

FARMS 

All consumption per cubic metre: 

Minimum charge per 3-month period*: 

For 1 Sl quarter billing (January - March inclusive) for 90m3 or less 

For 2nd quarter billing (April - June inclusive) for 95m3 or less 

for 3rd quarter billing (July - September inclusive) for 140m3 or less 

For 4th quarter billing (October - December .inclusive) for 90m3 or less 

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

2. 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 Page 6 

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 MetTe of 

COlllnection Size Service Pipe 

25mm (1") diameter $2,550 $175.00 

40mm (1 W') diameter $3,500 $175.00 

50mm (2") 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 [so 2(d)] $1,000 each 

3. WATER METER INSTALLATION FEE 

Tnstall water meter [5 . 3A(a)1 SI ,000 each 

'4)9249 
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Bylaw 8846 

MONTH 

(2012) 

Januarv 
February 
March 
Aoril 
Mav 
June 
Julv 
Auc,-ust 
September 
October 
November 
December 

SCHEDULE "E" to BYLAW 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 2012 

CONSTRUCTION PERIOD WATER CONSUMPTION RATES­
RESIDENTIAL 

SINGLE- START MULTI·FAMILY START DILL MULTI-
FAMILY BILL APARTl\fENT YEAR FAMILY 

DWELLINGS YEAR LESS THAN 4 APARTMENT 
& EACH STOREYS (rate 4 STOREYS & 

UNIT IN A pcr unit) UP 
DUPLEX (rate pcr unit) 

DWELL1NG 
(:·ate ner unit) 

" 622 2013 $ 509 2013 $ 688 
:; 570 2013 $ 1,026 2014 $ 661 

" 518 2013 $ 984 2014 $ 634 
:; 466 2013 $ 941 2014 $ 607 

" 414 2013 $ 899 2014 $ 579 

" 363 2013 $ 856 2014 $ 552 

" 311 2013 $ 814 2014 $ 525 

" 937 2014 $ 772 2014 S 497 

" 880 2014 $ 729 2014 $ 470 

" 823 2014 $ 687 2014 $ 443 

" 767 2014 $ 644 2014 $ 415 

" 710 2014 $ 602 2014 $ 388 

CONSTR UCTION PERIOD WATER CONSUMPTION RATES­
COMMERCIAL AND UillUSTRlAL 

Page 7 

START BILL 
YEAR 

2014 
2014 
2014 
2014 
2014 
2014 
2014 
2015 
2015 
2015 
2015 
2015 

\Vater Connection Size Consumption Charge 

20m111 (3/4") diameter $135 

25mm (1") diameter $270 

40mm (1 ;'-:2") diameter $675 

50mm (2") diameter $1 ,690 

341924'1 
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Bylaw 8846 

SCHEDULE "F" to BYLAW 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 2012 

NUSCELLANEOUSCHARGES 

I. For an inaccessible meter as set out in Section 7 

2. For each turn on or tum off 

For each non·emergency service call outside regular hours 

4. Fee for testing a water meter 

5. Water Service Discormections: 

6. 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

when the service pipe is temporarily discormected at the 
property line for later use as service to a new building 

when the service pipe is not needed for a future 
development and must be permanently discoJll1ected at 
the watennain, up to and including 50mm 

if the service pipe is larger than 50mm 

Trouble Shooting on Private Property 

7. fire flow tests of a watermain: 

8. 

9. 

10. 

3419249 

First test 
Subsequent test 

Locate or repair of curb stop service box or meter box 

Toilet rebate per replacement 

Fee for water meter verification request 

Page 8 

$155 per quarter 

$65 

Actual Cost 

$350 

$165 

$1 ,100 

Actual Cost 

Actual Cost 

$250 
$150 

Actual Cost 

$100 

$50 
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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: 

• YVR's share of future water infrastructure capital replacement calculated at $0.2668 per m3 

• 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 

• 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 Scbedule H 

• 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 

• 76 m3 of water per allnum at rate of $0.6644 per cubic meter for water used annually for 
testing and flushing of the tank cooling system at Storage Tank Fann Tf2 (in lieu of 
metering the 200 mm diameter water connection to this facility 

(Note: waH:r infrastructure includes water mains. pressure reducing valve stations, valves, 
hydrants, sponge vaults and appurtenances) 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8847 

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

The Council of the City of Riclunond enacts as follows: 

l. 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 I, 2012. 

3. This Bylaw is cited as "Solid Waste And Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, 
Ame~ndment Bylaw No. 8847". 

FfRST READING DEC 1 2 2011 CITY OF 
RICH",OfllD 

APPROVED 

SECOND READING DEC I 2 2011 for cont.n! by 

Orit~ng " rp THIRD READING DEC I 2 2011 
~~.ROveD 
let legamy 

ADOPTED by Solickc, 

1"<1.. 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3419250 
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Bylaw 8847 Page 2 

BYLAW YEAR: 2Q12 

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 dweli inQ, and each unit in a townhouse development $ 121 .11 
IFee for each E)XCeSS aarbaae container tao $ 2.00 

SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 6803 

FEES FOR CITY RECYCLING SERVICE I 

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 dwellings and from each unit in a duplex dwelling 
City recycling service fee for the Recycling Depot: 

(a ) (I) for yarel and garden trimmings from residential properties 
(ii) for rec)'clable material from residential properties 

(b) for yard and garden trimmings from non-residential properties 
(c) for recycling materials from non-residential properties 

!;nnual Citv recvclino service fee for non-residential orooerties 

SCHEDULE C to BYLAW 6803 

FEES FOR CITY LInER COLLECTION SERVICE 

Annual City litter collection 
residential pro perties 

3~ l n50 

service fee for both residential properties and non-

$ 76.12 

$20.00 per cubic yard 
for the second and each 

subsequent cubic yard 
$0 

$20.00 per cubic yard 
$0 

$ 207 

$ 26.66 
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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 

Dwellin 

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 

Januarv 2012 $ 121 2013 $ - 2013 $ - 2013 $ 24 2014 
Februarv 2012 $ 101 2013 $ 160 2014 $ 61 2014 $ 20 2014 
March 2012 $ 81 2013 $ 145 2014 $ 55 2014 $ 16 2014 
[t\pril 2012 $ 60 2013 $ 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 

3419250 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8848 

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

The Council of the City of Riclunond enacts as follows: 

1. The Orainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551, as amended, is further 
amended at Part Two by deleting section 2.1.2 and substiruting 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 2011 CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

SECOND READING DEC 1 2 2011 for con'en' by 
or;gina~ng 

dept 

THIRD READING DEC I 2 20n ~ 
APPROVED 
I<;lfl. !l"'i,y 
by SoIl~I'''' 

IIJ/)-
ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3~ Inn 
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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 

(b) 

(c) 

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

(i) One-Family Dwelling or Two-Family Dwelling 
with I-inch or greater water service See metered rates 

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

(iv)Multiple-Family Dwellings 4 or more storeys in height 

Public School (per classroom) 

Shops and Offices 

$ 366.22 

$ 305.01 

$ 370.91 

$ 313.23 

2. RATES FOR METERED PROPERTIES 

Regular rate per cubic melre of water delivered to the property: 

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

$ 0.9263 

$ 0.7410 

3. RATES FOR COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, INSTITUTIONAL AND AGRICUL TIiRAL 

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 
Dwellings & 

Start Bill 
Family 

Start Bill 
Family 

Start Bill Each Unit in a 
Year 

Dwelling 
Year 

Dwelling 
Year 

(2012) Duplex (less than 4 (4 or more 
Dwelling storeys in storeys in 

height) height) 

(Rate per unit) . (Rate per unit) (Rate per unit) 

January $ 400 2013 $ 366 2013 $ 641 2014 

February $ 367 2013 $ 739 2014 $ 615 2014 

March $ 334 2013 $ 708 2014 $ 590 2014 

April $ 300 2013 $ 678 2014 $ 564 2014 

May $ 267 2013 $ 647 2014 $ 539 2014 

June $ 233 2013 $ 616 2014 $ 513 2014 

July $ 200 2013 $ 586 2014 $ 488 2014 

August $ 604 2014 $ 555 2014 $ 463 2015 

September $ 567 2014 $ 525 2014 $ 437 2015 

October $ 530 2014 $ 494 2014 $ 412 2015 

November $ 494 2014 $ 464 2014 $ 386 2015 

December $ 457 2014 $ 433 2014 $ 361 2015 

3419251 



CNCL-116

City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 8698 (RZ 10-540854) 

10040 AND 10060 LASS AM ROAD 

Bylaw 8698 

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 [anns part of 
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation 
oftl,e following area and by designating it SINGLE DETACHED (RS21B). 

P.l.D.006-586-384 
Lot 93 Section 36 Block 4 North Range 7 West New Westminster District Plan 31420 

P.I.D.000-598-763 
Lot 94 Section 36 Block 4 North Range 7 West New Westminster District Plan 31420 

2. This Bylaw may be ciled as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 
8698". 

FIRST READING APR 2 6 2011 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON MAY 1 S 2011 

SECOND READING MAY I 6 2011 

THIRD READING 
MAY 1 6 2011 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED DEC II 7 20\\ 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

Jl~ 1013 

CITY Of 
fIIlCioIMOND 

APpROVED 

" '.J!. 
APPROVED 
by Dirft:1W 
~ -
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City of 
IRichmond Bylaw 8735 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 8735 (RZ 10-557898) 

8180/8200 LUNDY ROAD 

The Council of the City ofRiclunond, 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.l.D. 025-628-917 
STRATA LOT 1 SECTION 21 BLOCK 4 NORTH RANGE 6 WEST 
NEW WESTMINSTER DISTRlCT 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.l.D.025-628-925 
STRATA LOT 2 SECTION 21 BLOCK 4 NORTH RANGE 6 WEST 
NEW WESTMINSTER DISTRlCT 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 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 
316'.12 15 

t\AR 2 8 2011 

APR 1 Ii 2lJjL 
APR 1 8 2011 

APR 1 8 2011 

DEC 1 4 2011 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICH,",OND 

APPROVED 

if 
APPROVED 
by o;.ecjor 

I~~:-It~ 
'~' ,- . 
VI. 
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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.LO 003-453-669 
Lot 60 Section 10 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 45567 

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

P.LO 003-861-872 
lot 5B Section 10 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 45567 

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

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

2. This lBylaw is cited as "Richmond Zoning and Development Bylaw 8500 1 Amendment Bylaw 
8763". 

FIRST READING MAY 2 4 ~Dtl .""" RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

SECOND READING JUN 20 2011 Iof"cont ... 1 by 

THIRD READING 

PUBLIC HEARING 

OTHER REQUJREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 
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.!lIN 20 2011 
DEC 08 2011 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

0fIgi .... 1\9 -
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 8782 (RZ 10·557918) 

9099 COOK ROAD 

Bylaw 8782 

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 (ZHR9) 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 Pennitted Uses 19.9.3 Secondary Uses 

• child care • boarding and lodging 
• housing, apartment • community care facility . 
• 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 

1. 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 m from Garden City Road; 

b) 3.0 m from Cook Road; and 

c) Building falYade 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. 
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Bylaw 8782 Page 2 

19.9.7 Permitted Height 

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

2. The maximum height for accessory structures is 5.0 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 m2
, 

19:9.9 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 

1. 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 
designating it HIGH RISE APARTMENT (ZHR9) - NORTH McLENNAN (CITY CENTRE). 

PI.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"'. 

FrRST READING 
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SECOND READING 
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JUL 26 2011 

DEC 1 3 2011 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RlCHIoIONO 
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lor content by 
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Time: 

Place: 

City of 
Richmond 

Development Permit Panel 

Wednesday, November 30,2011 

3:30 p.m. 

Council Chambers 
Richmond City Hall 

Minutes 

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. 

CARRlED 

2. Development Permit 10-538908 
(File Ref. No,: OP 10·538908) (REDMS No. 3360997) 

APPLICANT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

Doug Massie, Architect of Chercover Massie & Associates 
Ltd. 

8851 Heather Street 

1. To permit the construction of a two-slorey building for a licensed child care facility 
fo r 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; 

c.) permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking spaces 
(8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces). 
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J41H464 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

AppliGant'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 facil ity, for approximately 60 children, located on Heather Street: 

• 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 Pennit Panel ; 

• the subject site previously featured a small church building, and the site's "assembly 
use" zoning pennits a child care facility usage; 

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

• a t an open house meeting hosted by the applicant, seven neighbourhood residents 
attended and the project was discussed; 

• 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; 

• 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; 

• 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; 

• the applicant has experience with three daycare centres in Riclunond and put 
considerable study into daycare parking accumulation; the parking area 
c.onfiguration and vehicle traffic flow for the Heather Street facility will work well ; 
and 

• unlike drop offs and pick ups at preschools, where there is congestion due to all of 
(he 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: 

• 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; 

2 
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Development Pennit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

• 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; 

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

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

• the facility can accommodate a total of 36 toddlers (aged 1 to 3 years), and 24 
children (aged 3 (0 5 years); 

• 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; 

• thj~ 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 

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

In response to queries from the Chair regarding landscaping, Mr. Rajinder Singh, 
Landscape Des igner 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 transition 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; 

• 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 

• 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. 

3. 
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Staff Comments 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30,2011 

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. lackson 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 slreet but 
should be a one way street, and neighbours want to see something other than a child 
care centre on the site; 

• 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 us.ed 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; 

• if the pennit 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 sileo 

4. 
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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: 

• Transportation staff will conduct a survey in the neighbourhood in December, 20 11 , 
and will gather infonnation regarding support for traffic calming, and if the idea is 
supported, traffic calming measures will be implemented in 2012; 

• a speed survey conducted by Transportation staff in April, 2010 continned speeds 
on Heather Street exceeded the posted speed limit, and that traffic calming measures 
c·ould remedy the situation; 

• 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; 

• 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; 

• 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 

• 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 A venue 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 A venue 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 I) 

Mr. Jackson noted that the correspondents expressed concern regarding: (i) the 
narrOVwness of Heather Street; (ii) the danger of the ditch along Heather Street; (iii) 
insuflident parking spaces for the proposed facility; and (iv) the effect a noisy chi ld 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: 

s. 
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Development Pennit Panel 
Wednesday. November 30. 2011 

• some lattice work could be added, some vines planted along the bottom, and as the 
vegetation grew, it would provide buffering; and 

• 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 Me. 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 0/ a two~storey building for a licensed child care facility 
lor approximately 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned Assembly 
(AS}); and 

2. Vary the provisions of Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) reduce minimum interior side yard/rom 7.5 metres to 1.2 metres,' 

b) reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 metres to 1.5 
metres; 

c) permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking 
spaces (8 small car parking spaces o/totallS spaces). 

CARRIED 

3. Development Permit 10-557920 
(File Ref. No.: DP 10-557920) (REDMS No. 3333749) 

APPLICANT: WT. Leung Architects Inc. 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 9099 Cook Road 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

I. Support the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan attached to this report 
~md 

6. 
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Development Pennit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

2. Pennit the construction of approximately 142 units, of which seven (7) will be 
secured as affordable housing, within a l6-storey high-rise residential tower, a six­
storey mid-rise building, II two-storey to'Mthouse units with ground level entry, 
and an enclosed parking structure on a site being rezoned to "High Rise Apartment 
(ZHR9) - North McLennan (City Centre). 

Applticant'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 il1tersections 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 profi le; 

• 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 wi ll 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 shunle service to transport workers to the site; 

7. 
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Development Penn it Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

• 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 fe,ature; 

• 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 stonn run-off; 

• II 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 comer of the subject site; (ii) four existing trees are being 
retained, including two large existing trees at both the north east and north west comers, 
providing significant screening at those two points; and (iii) relocation of two trees into 
the greenway corridor. 

PaneD 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: 

• 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; 

• the primary children' s play area is at a central location and includes chalk boards so 
children can be "mini-Monets"; 

• the undulating surface at the far end arched element is a playful element, with a 
tunnel effect; and 

• the focus is on creative, social play. 

Discussion continued and in response to Panel quenes the following information was 
provided by the applicant and 'staff: 

8. 
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Development Pennit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

• the area for recycling bins is indoors, but bins will be moved to an outdoor loading 
area, screened with landscaping elements, for pick UPi 

• 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; 

• design of the electrical outlets used for charging cars is not yet confirmed~ and 

• tine 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 (ii) 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, statThas 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 
increas.e 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 (iii) 
staff will ensure that before the permit is issued, the Construction Supervisor' s telephone 
number listed in the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan is accurate. 

9. 
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Mr. Jackson added that the City can stop the building pennit if the City discovers that 
details of the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan are being violated. 

Ms. Dcsormeau 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 Pennit 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 
furnished with a City transportation statT contact. He added that the applicant should take 
the de legate 's request for written material under advisement. 

Chiu Cheung, 9 180' Hemlock Drive. spoke in opposition to the application and cited the 
discussion that took place at the July 26, 2011 Publ ic 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 10 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) 

10. 
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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 RoadlKatsura 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 ; 

• 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 

• 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, statT 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, p~king is 
well utilized in the area, but is not problematic. 

A comment was directed 10 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 cal1s. 

Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 
J. That the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan attached to this report 

be supported; and 

I I . 
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2. That a Development Permit be issued which would permit the construction of 
approximately 142 units, o/which seven (7) will be secured as affordable housing, 
within a 16-storey high-rise residential tower, Q six-storey mid-rise building, 11 
two-storey townhouse units with ground level entry, and an enclosed parking 
$tructure on a site being rezoned to "High Rise Apartment (ZHR9) - North 
j~cLennan (City Centre). 

CARRIED 

4. Development Permit 11 ·593370 

]405464 

(File Ref. No.: DP 11-593370) (REDMS No. 3396366) 

APPLICANT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

Oval 8 Holdings Ltd. 

PID 028 696 174 (Lot 9), PID 028·696· 182 (Lot 10) and PID 
028·696· 191 (Lot II) 

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 I I) of ASPAC's Village Green 
development which includes an area designated Environmentatly 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. GoodearJe explained that: 

• the site under discussion is that of the ASPAC Village Green development, 
bounded by Hollybridge Way to the west, the middle ann 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 pennit 
application deals soley with ESA-l, 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 pennit applications 
will address actual lot development; 

• 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· I 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; 

12. 
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• a detailed habitat survey was conducted within ESA-l , 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 ; 

• 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 HoI, of Arbortech Consulting Ltd., the project's arborist, 
remarked that: 

• 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 
encuJturing 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 Pennit was the result of the 
appl icant 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 
staffs 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. 

\ 3. 
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Panel Discussion 

Development Penn it Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

Discussion ensued between the Panel and staff regarding when the applicant would 
provide infonnation 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 (i i) 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-l 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 anyone of the ESAs, an 
application process was triggered, but that a holistic approach is being taken, and despite 
the application referring to just ESA-I, 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: 

• both the City's Advisory Committee on the Environment, and the City'S Heritage 
Commission were presented with the applicant's rezoning plans; and 

• to meet some envirorunental 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. 

Galle", Comments 

None. 

Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 
That £r Development Permit be issued which wOllld permit pre-construction site 
preparation works Oil a portion of PID 028-696-174 (Lot 9), PID 028-696-/82 (Lot 10) 
and PlD 028-696-191 (Lot 11) of ASPAC's Village Green development which includes 
an area designated Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESAj. 

CARRIED 

14. 
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Wednesday. November 30.2011 

5. New IBusiness 

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.nt. 

Joe Erceg 
Chair 

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. 

Sheila Johnston 
Committee Clerk 
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Dear Sir and Madam, 

Schedule J to the Minutes of tbe 
Development Permit Panel 
Meeting held on Wednesday, 
November 30,2010. 

Yih·Shin Hsu & Shu·Chen Chen Hsu 

8875 Heather st. Richmond, B.c. 

November 29, 2011 

My name is Yih-Shin Hsu and I am the resident of8875 Heather Street Richmond. 

My family and I 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. I 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. I sincerely wish the couci ls would take our neighborhood's 

concerns into account and respect our wishes to keep our residential 

neighborhood from a commerCially-run child-care facili ty. 

sincerely, 

Yih-Shin Hsu 

Shu-Chen Chen Hsu 
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July 7,2011 

City of Richmond 
Planning Department 
DP 10-538908 

Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel 
Meeting held on Wednesday, 
November 30, 2010, 

We receivl;:.d 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 Pennit for the following reasons: 

• [n4:reased traffic tbrough this portion of Heather Street. Currently traffic 
races through the park zone and combined with morning/after school traffic from 
Debeck ElemeQ'tary there are already safety concerns. The potential of an 
additiona1120 car trips daily will significantly add to the congestion and safety 
concerns for children, pets and the residents of Heather Street. 

• 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. 

• Diltches. CtuTently 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 
ditl::h. What plans does the Developer, City or Parks Board have to mitigate this 
serious safety concern? 

• Ligbting & 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 offlpick 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 
se ... 'crely impact the make up and "feel" of our neighbourhood. 

Given the above reason, we believe that this proposal seriously impacts the safety, well 
bei:ng and cohesiveness of our neighbourhood. Therefore we the residents of Heather 
Street are adamantly opposed to this development. 
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Schedule 3 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel 
Meeting held on Wednesday, 

Pa e I of I 
To Devolop~;;;;rt i'eomlt Panel 
Do,.,.&'2/}· 3D, ",0/ L 
Itom #. .3 ' 

CityClerk RO'=======;;d 
--------------------------I-J2P7~5/&? 

November 30, 2010. 

From: Heiko Hansen (h.hansen@yahoo.ca] 

Sent: November 22 , 2011 11 :02 AM 

L....... _______ • 

To: CityClerk 

Subject: Attention: David Weber Re: Development Permit OP 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 developmem that falls within the building bylaws of the city. However, in this 
particular area thc~rc is already a problem resulting from high density development resulting in not 
enough parking space being provided for home owners and visitors. J 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 



CNCL-152

Schedule 4 to the Minutes of the 
Deveiopme.nt Permit Panel 
Meeting held on Wednesday, 
November 30, 2010. 

From: Zhang Celine [mailto:celinezhang523@gmail.comj 
Sent: November 20,20113:37 PM 
To: MayorandCouncillors 
Subject: The probl!~m in Richmond- written by a resident in Richmond 

Dear Mayorl Coucillors: 

I am a resident in Richmond, and I have been in Richmond for more than 1 year. 1 love this country, as 
well as our city. Richmond is real ly a beautiful city for people to live in. But these days, r 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 mooring around 6am to 8am, every evening around 7pm to 
JOpm, 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 hwnans 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 hann to people's 
health, because orne night when I back home around 2:30am] I can not breath because of that terrible 
smell I) 

-~.~ Second, I oppose to build the apartment at the northeastern comer of Cook and Garden City. I am a 
resident in a apartment in hemlock drive. We know that there are at least 6 apartments in this smal l area 
and most of them have more than 16 floors. If the apartment built at the northeastern comer 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. (f 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 bener 
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 considerat ion. I am really looking forward for your action. 

Yours 
Sinccrelly 
Richmond Resident 
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ichedule 5 to the MinutE~s of the 
{)evelopment Permit Panel 
\1eeting held on Wednesday, 
November 30, 2010. 

TO: CITY OF RI CHMOND 

RE: CONSTRUCTION ON 9099 COOK RD 

My name js Meng Chun Kong. As a resident of9188 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 o f population and constructions. Every day during the peak: traffic times the 

roads are tilled with packS of vehicles. Sometimes it takes more than 20 minutes to gei on 

to the Garden City road. In case of any emergencies that strike thi s neighborhood most of 

the local residents will stuck here and ha.,ve less chance to survive than the others. I 

believe the government should always consider the people' s safety first and then the 

other th ings. 

Furthermore, if the high-rise building were to be builL here, it will create persistent noi se 

and cause more traffic jams for at least 2 years. Since the buildings in this neighborhood 

are so mudI 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 ofRlchmond will carefully study all the matters and 

tum down the application of this co.nstrucyion. 

Yours sincerely 

fu~~~ MengChun 

November 25,20 11 
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November)9, 2011 

Schedule 7 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel 
Meeting held on Wednesday 
November 30, 2010. ' 

To: City of Richmond, Development Permit Panel, 

J/ 

"J-1 
Enclosed fax is with15 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, 

t/ c 

Chiu M. Cheung 

(604) 805-9945 

cmc00273@hotmail.com 

Page # 0 



CNCL-156

To : City of Richmond Development Pennit Panel, City Hall (604) 276-4395 

Let our voic!c 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 ofthe proposed 
construction site are opposing the city of Richmond to issue a development pennit to 
Concord Pacific. 

The reasons for this objections are as follow: 

I) On July 26,2011 public hearing cOWlCil meeting, There were more than 100 people 
showed up and more than 95% of the people are opposing this rezoning plan and yet yOll 

council members still approved the rezoning. This is not right 
Also, your Sltaff should not using the ... .. the neighbourhood plan, which was adopted by 
COlillcil. 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, 20 II, the traffic in the Cook Road, KalSura Street and 
etc are a mess nowadays. We do not agree on your staff report (Page 43) statement: 

"Tile A'/cLenIlQIl NOli" Sub-Area Plall includes a complett transportation network strategy 
designed to accommodate the density supported by lhe plan. Interim conditions. which 
moil/loill ode'quate width for two-way traffic, are ill place in portions of the 
lIeighbolfrhood. Similar to the strategy applied in neighbourhoods ihroughout the City 
where extensive new road networb are required, thermal road width will be achieved 
alld ililroduud ill association Wilhfulure development. 

Currellt vehicle volumes and speeds (on KalSura Road) were reviewed in Q traffic study 
IIndertaken by Transportation stafffallowing the PubUc Hearing. The results are typical 
f?f loca/ street aperalian and no traffic calming measures or stop signs are recommended; 
hm\le~'el'. monitoring o/the area will continue. " 

Everybody m our neighbourhood needs to use Cook Road as the only gateway to access 
to West side of Richmond such as Richmond Center, South Ann Community Centre, 
Thompson Community Centre and etc. If you go there during school hours drop air and 
pick up lime, you will feel and see how busy Cook Road and Garden City Road they are. 

Yours Sincerely, / 

The Undersigned: ( J 
N:mle (Printed) Si AI Date Phone Address 
Leo Kan i 1112612011 778-388- 1602-9188 Hemlock Dr 

'd 

Q\ 
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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 pennit to be issued to Concord 
Pacific. (file no.: 10-557920) 

By signing below, 

We, the taxpayers and residents ofRichrnond live in tbe viciruty of the proposed 
construction site are opposing the city of Richmond to issue a development pennit to 
Concord Pacific. 

The reasons for this objections are as follow: 

1) On July 26, 2011 public hearing council meeting, There were more than lOO people 
showed u.p and more than 95% of the people are opposing this rezoning plan and yet you 
council members still approved the rezoning. nus is not right. 
Also, yOUlr 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 i.n McLennan North. As we know, population and the envirorunent 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 whicle 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. " 

Everybod'y 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 : 

~­
i 
L 
I 

I 
f 

I , 

r 
I 
I 

I 
I 
i 

I 



CNCL-158

Name (Printed) Signature Date Phone Address 
IU-V WOVN& , 1I:'l7 l e.\ ,-,).',0;, Q'i"5 1:<-9/~c /J,,,[c,): Or R,<'hmc" 
,h~de'\ IN' .,,," C' \.-' -. 10/. 11 .. ~ 1I [", .M_ .,,1, h " i'_ 1"" '1e~ /.f," 

•. \ : ""' W/w
l 'l , 1.11.1..; 10' Hi' 1ll- n,( 70;' _ 1I~cjJ" 

L~" ).. ' tJi,1M,L' N,v~ ,, ' 00 '+ --'"'l - <lS'l3 Is- ""'; \ ~ 
L' !-i I IA ' 91'," /ohv >2, ,I 'J)j_ 2US7)~ 1:l.b1_7,~2 u , ' O-r 

, 

--

- , 



CNCL-159

Name (Printed) 
CMIU CHEUNG-

• ( , i~uatl.. 
-,- "l- ,.;~. I 

Simtature Date 1 Phone Address 

" N -P 5--%1 ~ -+-9dtJ fio,"J',.-ck_ eCt,~-----",' 
" 1 LdL21<.i. , <;v"l;'ioDI-"/(~tHe-«"~1.:jvv ''',k~ 

;.JJJ2-9, -I {" ,-iPS -2Joo ,.,7- 9r lif' I-fH-lWu::. pi _ f>lch,,-, ,>-<.Ji 



CNCL-160

Name IPrinted) Si""ature Date Phone Address 
'HIV CIH," rJ(i' r.;~ .,,_ .)7 le i lit,. lX,S' '1~''t5 .1 -9150 .J.~[:,nx ;-Chl'lt.'iiJ 

It. I", 'JW/!J LAu , 
!AbJ l.k I 7 7 f{ "-J1:1l-9 UJl· 1/3 

'A 1/':" '" -'<' /' ,'" V.::2I> " ' /JZ!I-- olli'R #}#,)·I. '", /. .h ;'01( 7-. 



CNCL-161

Name (Printed) Signature Date Phone Address 
CHIC CHIOvNer c,1M.- ( ~"J7,},11 (f<~)M' 99'1-5 'd. - riCe /lePlU'U)', f(;<h .. u< 

\ . ~ ~ , .:-v ........ ,~. ,1 .), ,.,0 . 'I'i£ ··1 LI''1 I r soS-'1I"" J.b •. c.j) .. 1:: 
'", Vov; -ere- .. - A\:'r), Ja £. -<1. ,p9 .. <1'l' If' 1<c3·91~ i","M:P, !i.IQ . . . . 

-- , 



CNCL-162

Name (Printed) Signature Date Phone Address 
C~I\J (I<Ev N/i- C/M..L- N"~? ;)(, I (',") Sco; -99~5 H g, mu.. k Dr . K:dllf\C; 
!'"w,_ f-\; I J - 1/''/2.K ), J / ,;(1 - -I , (.~/ ~ I ,7, -'i'; (' d",.ld, ',,, k': ' _ . ..... ;... -

--



CNCL-163

Name (Printed) Silffiature 

--:r. ~ --:;;;, ~ ? 
u r:;~ 1 ( ,1f)';A... (j;.'i 

,,',,; Jh, "" .,;..~ .' 
,In.' .j,. ,.. ,. i., 

/'." 7\ ~ 
L'L yr, I " . '7 :-

'" , I ":..... . ( 

Date Phone Address 

~'Vl.f, ',"_Ill> 'lll l lo · ,- <.bl~, ,.~o;-;.o",.,y 
":] .. 7.,/.",, '~ MOI] .' j~ 7.1'11 .W""";,. .j;t.7 7h I;.,~,?vtv-
""" /" ?t o;. l»,i 1/ , :z , k i • .• . ( ,I I ·' t-,,, .,t 
'ii.':'/, lw;, ~<f1 , JilI h. 'f'VU~,P, 11-; '/. W, f.f,,\ 
",oL" /. " • . -:;,i-.·/; . l.o;.p Q. 'u:,rI , 
,( -,i" . ,.1,., ,IL~" .., ,, ) ~J:. . 
"1.,,1,, .4-' .'< " "~ ct 'G'oJ.'ll< .'II.r<!O. 



CNCL-164

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 pennit 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 pennit to 
Concord Pacific. 

The reasons for this objections are as follow: 

1) On July 26, 20 II 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 nO[ 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 
bui lding in McLennan North. As we know, population and the environment have 
changed a lot since 1996 to now 201 1. 

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 iI/eludes a complete tra(lsportarion network strategy 
dE!siglled to accommodate the density supported by rhe plan. Interim condilions, which 
maintain adequate width for two-way traffic. are in place in portions of the 
neighbourhood. Similar to the Slralegy applied in neighbourhoods throughout the City 
where extensive new road networks are required. the fillal road width wiil 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 rypical 
of local street operation and no traffic calming measures or SlOp 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 tune, you will feel and see how busy Cook Road and Garden City Road they are . 

Yours Sinc:erely, 

The Undersigned: 

Name (Printed) SiQnature Dale Phone Address 
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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 beard - Petition agaInst a development permit to be issued to Concord 
Pacific. (file no.: 10-557920) 

By signing be!ow, 

We, the t~xpa~ers and residents of Richmond live in the vicinity of the proposed 
constructlo:n SIte are cpposing the city of Richmond to issue a development permit to 
Concord P2LCific. 

The reasons for this objections are as follow: 

1) On July 26, 2011 public hearing council meeting, There were morc than 100 people 
showed up ,and more than 95% oft,he 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 n"i/fghbourhood plan. which was adopted by 
Council. in 1996 ." (Page 42 of staff report) as an argument to aHow a new high rise 
building in McLennan North As we know, population and the environment have 
changed a 10( since 1996 to now 20 II. 

2) As we have stated on July 26, 2011 , the traffic in (he Cook Road. Katsura Street and 
etc are a mess nowadays. We do not agree on your staff report (Page 43) statement: 

"rhe McLennan Norrh Sub-A rea Plan induties a camp/ere transpo rtation nelwork strafegr 
designed fa ,accvmmodare the density supported by the plan Inll:rim condajolls. which 
maintGln adequate widrh for fwo-way rraJJic. are ill place in portlOf/s of the 
neighbourhood. Similar 10 ,he sfrolegy applied in neighbourhoods rhroughout the City 
where extensive new road networks are required, ihe finaL road width will he achieved 
and introduced jll association Wi{hfu!ure development . 

Currenl veMc.:le volumes and speeds (011 Katsura Road) were reviewed in a traffic study 
undertaken by Transportation stafffollo.,.'lng the Public Hearing. TIle results are t:1pical 
of local street operation and no traffic calming measures or stop signs are recommended: 
however. monitoring of lhe area Will continue, " 

Everybody in our neighbourhood needs to use Cook Road as Lbe only gateway to access 
to West side! of Ridunond su~h as Richmond Center,. South Arm Community Centre, 
Thompson Community Centre and etc. If you go [here dunng school hours drop off llld 
pick up time, you will ieel ar.d see bow busy Cook Road and Garden City Road they Me. 

Yours Sincerely. 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Richmond City Council 

Joe Erceg, MCIP 
Chair, Development Permit Panel 

Report to Council 

Date: December 14, 2011 

File: 0100-20-DPERI 

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: 

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

ii ) 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 

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

be endorsed" and the Permits so issued. 

/vt~ 
Joe Erceg, MCIP 
Chair, Developme t Pennit 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 13,20 II and November 30, 2011) 

The Panel considered an application to pemlit the construction of a two-storey daycare building 
for approxinnately 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 Ocr Zalm, provided a brief 
presentation, including the following: 

• the youn.gest children are located on the ground floor , older chi ldren on the second floor; 

• building materials include brick and stucco, and colours include sand, grey, white and brown; 

• the landscape design combines sustainability, privacy, and a play area in the rcar yard; 

• the surface parking area has permeable pavers and screening with planting, trees and hedges; 

• the childlren'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 

• two (2) poor condition trees will be removed and one (1) existing Japanese Maple tree will be 
retained. 

S1affsupports the application, and requested variances, and advised: 

• with input from staff and the Advisory Design Panel, the building is residential in character~ 

• the reqw!sted reduced interior side yard is similar to the side yard for single-family homes; 

• the requests to reduce the minimum public road parking setback and to permit small car 
parking spaces are not related to the proposed building, but to parking; 

• the redu';;ed landscape width along I-feather Street was sufficient to provide screening; and 

• 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 Stn:et resident, Mr. Raj Johal addressed the Panel, submitted (i) a letter, (ii) a petition 
and (iii) photographs, and spoke in opposition to the proposal, including: 

• a daycare would increase Heather Street traffic, congestion, and create safety concerns; 

• the tratliic flow poses a safety concerns such as: (i) will cars be forced to back oul onto 
Heather Street; (ii) will Heather Street traffic be blocked; and (iii) is there a drop off lane; 

• the deep ditch at Dolphin Park limits two-way traffic, and a car or child may fall in; 

• Dolphin Park is a small park that would have problems if another 60 children played there; 

342463~ 
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• sidewalk is only provided half of the west side of Heather Street with limited street lighting; 

• the quiet single-family neighbourhood would be negatively impacted by the ehildearo 
facility, which appears to be a "monster home"; 

• the S1. Alban's daycare could not be compared to the proposal, as the features of 
Heather Street are different from the features orst. Alban's Road; and 

• potential traffic calming measures would not address the fundamental safety problems; and 

• 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: 

• it was not in the best interest of children to build a child care facility on a street with a ditch; 

• the vacant church was small, was used in a way not unlike family gatherings, and the site is 
not appropriate for a two-storey child care fac ility for up to 60 children; 

• the facihty 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, Me Massie advised: 

• the new neighbouring houses feature few side widows, ensuring minimal impact; 

• there is no overlook issue with limited baJcony access, and minimal overlook from the deck; 

• there will be no change in grade to the north and south lots, which are both higher; 

• the new streetlight on Heather Street will be retained, but relocated slightly; 

• the building was specifically designed to equal the scale of other buildings in the area; 

• the daycare, on St. Alban's Road, has more children, similar parking, and no street parking; 

• day care hours are from 7:00 a .m. to 6:00 p.m.; 

• the garbage and recycling enclosure is at the south side of the building, with weekly private 
collection, probably on Saturday to avoid cars parked on site; and 

• 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: 

• 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; 

• 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; 

• Transportation staff is comfortable with the size and characteristics of the parking area; 
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• 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 

• extending the sidewalk on the east side of the street adjacent to Dolphin Park would need to 
be included in the list of annual capital projects. 

Discussion ensued among the Panel members, including the following: 

• many qu.estions had been raised; and although staff had investigated the parking, traffic, and 
safety issues, further consultation with the community was warranted; 

• issues such as: (i) the adequacy of the parking plan~ (ii) the issue of vehicles having to back 
inlback out; and (iii) accessing Dolphin Park across the road, would benefit from the project 
being referred back to staff for further examination; 

• City parks, including small ones, are available to everyone, including day cares; and 

• good work had been done by the applicant, architect, landscape architect, and City staff, and 
that the project was worth additional work. 

The Panel dl~eided 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 
I'leather Street. 

At the November 30, 20 11 Panel meeting, Architect Doug Massie, Chercover Massie & 
Associates Architecture and Engineering, provided a brief presentation, including the following; 

• the applicant hosted an Open House meeting, which seven (7) neighbourhood residents 
attended; 

• 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 aeconunodate a building; 

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

• from experience with three (3) daycares in Richmond and parking accumulation; the parking 
area configuration and vehicle traffic flow for the Heather Street facility will work well; and 

• unlike plreschools, 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 suppor1s the application and the requested variances, and advised that: 

• 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; 

• the applicant had addressed Panel 's request for consultation with neighbourhood; 

• in response to Panel's request for an examination of on-site parking and manoeuvring, as 
well as pedestrian and vehicle traffic on I-leather 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 Strf:et resident, Mr. Raj Johal, addressed the Panel, submitted a copy of a letter dated 
July 7, 2011 including a petition and photographs, and spoke in opposition to the proposal, 
including: 

• the building is too big and would lmpact the LiveabiJjty ofneigbbourbood; 

• Heather Street is too narrow and should be a one way street or no street parking at any time; 

• the former church was used one day a week, but a child care centre is used five days a week; 

• the ditch is a safety hazard, not appropriate at a park, and neighbours want it covered; and 

• the appli,cant's request for variances imposes on the neighbour to the south of the subject site. 

A resident of Dolphin A venue addressed the Panel and spoke in opposition to the application, 
due to traffic concern along Dolphin A venue 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 Zal'm and Associates Landscape Architecture firm provided the following information: 

• 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; 

• at the Open House meeting, neighbourhood residents were concerned about: (i) 
Heather Street trallic issues; (i i) changes to the neighbourhood; (iii) the open ditch; and 
(iv) privacy issues; 

• to address privacy, glazed panels were added 10 the balcony rail to provide sound proofing; 

• the facility accommodates 36 toddlers (1 to 3 years old), and 24 children (3 to 5 years old); 

• the land!icape design changes include: (i) increased amount ofa retained hedge; and 
(ii) hedg.e infill with a lauice and climbing plants, adding privacy and some sound proofing; 

• the size of the proposed building would be roughly the same as a single-family home; 

• there are north fac ing windows, but they are not aligned with the neighbours windows; 

• the surface parking area would be surrounded with six (6) shade trees, hedges, shrubs and a 
bioswal(: to help with on-site water detention; 

• 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 

• lattice with vine planting could be added to the fence to provide buffering in the reduced side 
yards; there may be room for a narrow Evergreen; and the south side yard would need 
openings for gates and accessibility. 

In response to the concerns expressed, Transportation and Planning staff advised: 

• a license:d child care facility falls under Provincial legislation, does not qualify as a school, 
and the proposal fits within the existing zoning; 

J 4246JS 
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• Transportation staff will conduct a survey in the neighbourhood in December, 2011, and if 
supporte,d by the neighbourhood, traffic calming measures will be implemented in 2012; 

• a speed gurvcy conducted in April, 20 I 0, confinned that speeds on Heather Street exceeded 
the posted speed limit, and that traffic calming measures could remedy the situation; 

• the applicant will complete their fronting sidewalk, to connect to the existing sidewalk; 

• on-street parking in front of the subject site is limited due to driveways and fire hydrants; 

• there is sufficient space for two (2) cars to pass on Heather Street, but where there are parked 
cars on the shoulder, room is limited; and 

• "No Stopping" signs will be added along the east side of Heather Street. Transportation staff 
will monitor the need for additional signage along the l-Ieather Street [Tontage. 

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 staffs satisfaction. 

Subsequent to the Panel meeting, the applicant revised the landscape design to include a 
combination of narrow hedge planting, trellis structures and vine planting to provide screening in 
the north and south side yards. 

The Panel 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 l6-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 Inc ., and Landscape Architect, Gerry Eckford, 
Principal, E(:kford Tyacke and Associates, provided brief presentations, including: 

• a narrow southern profile provided views for existing residents and minimized shadowing; 

• light coloured materials are proposed for the middle of the high and mid-rise towers. Accent 
colours on the bottom of the bakony stacks provides visual interest for pcdestrians; 

• a greenway is planned along the east edge for pedestrian and bicycle network connections; 

• the proposed development meets all on-site bylaw parking requirements ; 

• 20% ofthe. proposed bicycle spaced are dedicated to co-op bikes, and 25% of parking spaces 
will have. electrical outlets for charging vehicles; 

• to address concerns expressed by residents at the Public Hearing, the Transportation 
Management Plan includes off-site parking and shuttle for construction personnel; 

• construction loading wiJI occur on-site, so that surrOlmding streets are not adversely affected; 

• the outdoor amenity space is located on the fourth floor, and includes a garden system, 
two (2) i::hildrcn's play areas with rubberized surface, and a water feanue; 
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• the indoor amenity area has a green roof, and is south facing with sunshades; 

• other sustainability fcatmcs include coatings on windows, low flow plumbing fixtures, an 
irrigation system: and extensive soft landscaping features that reduce storm run-off; 

• II convt:rtible units include blocking in washrooms for future grab bars, wider door frames, 
lever handles for faucets, and a large turning radius for wheelchairs; 

• seven (7) affordable housing units includes four (4) two-storey townhouses suitable for 
families; 

• four (4) ,!xisting trees arc being retained, including two (2) large existing trees at both the 
north east and north west comers 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 constmction workers. 

• 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. 

• 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 
(Constru.ction) Management Plan submitted by the applicant is the most detailed, and 
non·intmsive one, staff has seen. 

• Mr. Jackson concluded bis remarks by stating that stafTis in support of the application. 

Ms. Naomi lDesonneau addressed tbe Panel , including: 

• concern that traffic would increase as a result of the constmction; 

• was happy about a shuttle service for workers and off-site parking lot, but queried how 
compliance would be policed; 

• 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; 

• 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: 

• high density in the neighbourhood results in not enough parking spaces; 

• building height; 

• number I()f trees to be removed; 

• buildings in the neighbourhood are built in close proximity to one another; 

• traffic in the Cook RoadlKatsura Street area; and 
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• disappointment at Second and Third Readings at the July 26, 2011 Public Hearing. 

In response to Panel queries, Mr. Tam and Mr Eckford advised: 

• two (2) healthy existing trees would be relocated into the greenway; 

• the outdoor amenity space design is based on the artist Claude Monet' s water-themed works; 

• the podium level pond is shallow, features filtered water and a bench; 

• the children 's play area includes chalk boards so chi ldren can be "mini-Monets", and an 
undulating surface with a turmcl effect; the focus is on creative, social play; 

• recycling bins were stored inside and collected from the loading area, which is screened with 
landscaping; and 

• 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 101. 

In response Ito Panel queries, staff advised : 

• the proposed development meets bylaw requirements; 

• parking space electrical outlets cost approximately $3,500 each; 

• the idea to shuttle trades and construction workers to the site, from an off-site parking lot, is a 
unique idea. TIle site office would be elevated above the Garden City Road sidewalk, to 
lesson the impact to pedestrians in that area; 

• 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; 

• the Construction Supervisor's telephone number is listed in the Transportation Plan; 

• the City can stop the Building Permit if the City discovers that details of the Transportation 
(Construction) Management Plan are being violated; 

• the applicant has proposed more transportation management methods than are required, and 
these elements will (i) improve walkabiHty in the area, and (ii) encourage alternate modes of 
transporltation for area residents; 

• the crosswalk at Cook Road is able to handle the volume of traffic; 

• sections of the area roads will be completed as a result of this proposed development; and 

• 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 arca 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. 

34 2463B 
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The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 

DP 11-593370 - OVAL 8 HOLDINGS LTD. - PIO 028-696-174 (LOT9), 
PID 028-696"182 (LOT 10). AND PID 028-696-191 (LOT 11) 
(November 30, 201 1) 

01 00-20-DPER I 

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: 

• three (3) separate ESAs have been identified on the site, with this application addressing 
ESA- l, an area that includes a Riparian Management area identified by the Department of 
Fisheries and Oceans; 

• 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; 

• 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; 

• an extensive waterfront park is ultimately proposed with the planting of a significant number 
of trees, and an extensive habitat restoration; 

• a detailed habitat survey identified five general types of habitats with significant plant 
population, although there has been degradation through historic land use; 

• ESA cor:npensation includes a planted landscape area of approximately 1,832 rn2, plus tree 
replacement at a ratio of 3 for 1 including one (l) specimen tree for each removal ; 

• the compensation planting will include approximately 30 m2 of enhancement along 
Gilbert Road when Gi lbert Road is widened; and 

• after work on Gilbert Road is complete, the east bank will be restored. 

Staff supported the application and noted: 

• rigour that went into the application indicated stafPs conunitment to Council to present a 
level of detail necessary when there is a development proposed where ESAs exist; 

• Letters of Credit are required for thi s application to ensure the applicant follows through with 
stated plans regarding trees of significance; and 

• the Panel would see the same level of rig our 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 HoI, of Arbortech Consulting 
Ltd . advised: 

• approximately 24 of the trees are in poor condition are eannarked for a timber recovery 
program through milling for benches for street furniture or art pieces; 

] 4241038 
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• the removal of some trees anributed to the Samuel Brighouse family includes provision for 
reusing them, and enculturing new replacement trees from them; 

• River Road wouJd be closed in 2013, when a temporary road would be installed; 

• a 30 m l 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; 

• encroachment into an ESA required a Development Permit~ but that a holistic approach is 
being taken despite the application responding 10 ESA-I . 

In response to Panel queries, Slaff advised: 

• the forthcoming Parks Plan would indicate environmental compensation, and the present 
application outlines financial compensation; 

• the coming four or nve months arc a critical time in the development ofthc ASPAC site east 
of the Olympic Oval, and that preloading, and dewatering on the site must be undertaken 
soon, thereby necessitating the appl ication be rore the Panel; 

• the rezoning proposal was presented to both the Advisory Comminee on the Environment. 
and the Heritage Commission; and 

• to meet some environmental reguJations 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 (RS l IE). 

Applicant Rashpal Walia advised that a single· family dwelling was originall y 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 C laybrook 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: 

• the driveway access to the proposed dwelling is from Claybrook Road, turning Cobden Road 
into a vehicle free road end; 

• the applicant thought the reduced side yard setback was reasonable to transform the existing 
roadway into a pedestrian entry to the neighbourhood park; 

• a typo in the Staff Report, on the Data Sheet and the Pennit, 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 . 
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 City of Richmond Agenda
   

 
 

Community Safety Committee 
 

Anderson Room, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Tuesday, December 13, 2011 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
CS-5  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 
 
CS-11 1. 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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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) 

  TO 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 3rd 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-49 and CS-55 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Wayne Mercer
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  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 

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

 
CS-61 5. 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) 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. 

 
CS-71 6. REGULATION OF PRIVATE PARKING OPERATIONS 

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8801/8802) (REDMS No. 3318239) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-71 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Wayne Mercer



Community Safety Committee Agenda – Tuesday, December 13, 2011 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

CS – 4 
3396466 

  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. 

 
 7. FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING 

(Oral Report)   

  Designated Speaker:  Fire Chief John McGowan

  (i) Update on the Airplane Crash; 

  (ii) Update on New Recruits; 

  (iii) Officer Development Training; 

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

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

 
 8. RCMP/OIC BRIEFING 

(Oral Report)   

  Designated Speaker:  Supt. Renny Nesset

  Item for discussion: 
  (i) Operation Red Nose 

  (ii) British Columbia Association of Chiefs of Police; 

  (iii) Officer Transfers and Retirements; and 

  (iv) Partnership with Delta Police Department. 

 
 9. MANAGER’S REPORT 

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

 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
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City of 
IRichmond Minutes 

Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

Also Present: 

Call to Ord"r: 

3319317 

Community Safety Committee 

Wednesday, October 12, 2011 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Derek Dang, Chair 
Councillor Ken lolmston. 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 0/ the Community Safety Committee held 
on Tuesday, September 13, 2011, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT 

I. COMMlJNITY BYLAWS - AUGUST 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT 
("'ilc Ref. No. 12-8060-(1) (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. 

I. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Wednesday, October 12, 2011 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Mercer advised that (j) 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 20 10; and (iii) parking 
meters have been hardened in an effort to cOlUlter meter vandalism. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Community Bylaws MOll thlyActivity Report dated October 4, 2011, 
from the General Manager, Law & Community Safety, be received for 
information. 

CARRIED 

2. RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT - JULY AND AUGUST 2011 
ACTrvlTIES 
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 335347 1) 

Deanne Burleigh, Operations Officer, Richmond RCMP. commented on the 
number of robberies over the sununer 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 Montlrly Report - July and August 
2011 Activities" dated September 23,2011, be received/or in/ormation. 

CARRIED 

3. 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 fol lowing 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. 

2. 
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Discussion ensued regarding the fmancial impact of the proposed agreement 
and Mr. Wilkinson stated that the City would receive new revenue of 
approximately $14,300 annuall y. 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 tcn 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 lite Chief Administrative Officer and General ftlanager Law and 
Community Safety he authorized to negotiate and execute on behalf of the 
City, a fee-for-service agreement for the provision 0/ corifined space rescue 
services by the City's Fire Rescue Division to La/urge Canada Inc. 's 
operations at 761J No.9 Road on the terms and conditions outlined in the 
staff report titled IILafarge Canada Inc. - Confined Space Rescue, Fee-for­
Service Agreement~' dated September 23,2011. 

CARRIED 

4. FIRE 20120 RECRUITING AND RETAINING FOR DIVERSITY 
WORKSHOP-STATUS REPORT 
(File Ret No. 09-5000-01) (R£OMS No. 336364 1) 

In reply to queries from Conunittee, Jolm 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 ti,e Fire 20120 Recruiting and Retaining for Diversity Workshop 
Status Report, dated September 26, lOll from the Fire Chie/. be received 
for in/ormation. 

5. FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING 
(Oral Report) 

(i) Scllool Fire Drills 

CARRJED 

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. 

3. 
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(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. 

6. 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 Comminee has 
shown interest in participating at a Community Crime Reduction meeting. 

7. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Great Be Shakeout Earth Quake Drill October 20, 2011 

Deborah Procter, Manager, Emergency Programs, spoke of the Great Be 
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 

4. 
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Councillor Derek Dang 
Chair 

Community Safety Committee 
Wednesday, October 12, 2011 

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 

5. 
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October 4. 20 11 ·6· 
Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the 
Community Safety Committee 
meeting held on Wednesday, 
October 12, 2011. 

The next hearing 15 scheduled for September 27, 2011 . 

5. Animal Control 

• For the month of August 2011. there was 5 dog bite incidents reponed. 

• 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 20 II is 74. 

• There has been a notable increase in incidents o f 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 
20 11 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 lip 11.2% over 20 I O. Revenues for August 20 11 are $141,986 compared to $127.614 
for the srum~ period last year. This positive increase is due largely to the efforts of our parking 
enforcemen1 Staff, and ongoing additional revenue generated by our rate increases in the hourly 
meter rate and base price of parking tines. 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 Revtmue is up 4.5% for the same period last year. Revenues fo r August 20 11 are $42,479 
compared to $40.653 for 20 I O. 

Permit Revenue is up 6.4% over the same period last year. Revenues for August 20 11 are 
$11,096 compared to S10,429 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 20 10. This is a result of increased enforcement activity by 
staff. 

Richmond Oval Parkade Management Fee Revenue: For the month of August 20 11 ~ the City 
netted $1,965 from the proceeds generated from parking at the Richmond Oval. This fee is 
based on 15% of gross rcvenue. 

The followi ng chart provides a consolidated revenue comparison with prior years: 

33('0526 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: 

From: 

Community Safety Committee 

F~endall Nesset 
Officer In Charge, Richmond ReMP Detachment 

Re: Marine Patrol Program - Post Patrol Report 2011 

Staff Recommendation 

Date: October 13, 2011 

File: 09-5000-011201 O-Vol 
01 
(11 .14) 

That the OIC's report entitled "Marine Patrol Program - Post Patrol Report 2011 n dated October 
13, 20 11, be~ received for information. 

(Rendall Ne!5set) Superintendent 
Officer in Charge, Richmond ReMP Detachment 
(604-278-1212) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

CONCURRF OF G~ ERAL MANAGER 

\ J.. ~ 
/ 1 

REVIEWEO'BY TAG Jti NO 

t9 D 
REVIEWED BY CAO YES/ NO 

~y D 

3383bS6 
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Origin 
At the Community Safety Committee on April 12, 2011 staff was directed to report back: 

That slajJbe directed to review the ReMP Marine Vessel Program at (he end a/the 
summer boating season and report back on the various aspects 0/ (he 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: 

I. 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 unjformed members of the Richmond RCMP 
and Fisheri<:s Officers of the Steveston office from the Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
(DFO) and other enforcement agencies to work in partnership 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 OFO and to provide a level of law 
enforcement on the waterways, namely: enforcement of Fisheries Acts, Criminal Code and 
Provincial Statutes of Be, 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 I Operators 

At the onsl~t 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: 

• I Constable from each of the 4 General Duty Watch' s, including YVR 
• 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 20 II training and a further 6 to be trained in spring 2012. 
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Oeploym'mt and Statistics (June - September, 2011) 

Total dates patrolled: 
Total patrols scheduled: 

Vessels checked: 
Persons checked: 
Documents -issued I : 

34 (6 hour shifts for a total of204 hours) 
44 

166 
217 
166 

Files self-generated: 38 
Files (E-Comm) dispatched: 45 
Total files: 83 

Number of Patrols: 
June 
July 
August 
Sepu:mber2 

TOTAL: 

4 (received boat on June 26 tll
) 

15 
13 
2 

Communiity Engagement 

A cornerstone of the Marine Patrol Program is for community engagement, which is one of the 
primary focuses of each patrol. Members patrolled local marine communities; harbours and 
marinas, and lOok part in every available marine community event that occurred in Riclunond 
throughout the spring and summer. The boat will continue to attend any and all evenLS 
throughout t.he year and will contribllte to the safety of those events. Community events that the 
vessel took part in included: 

• Participated as a Ooat for the Canada Day Parade in Steveston 
• Taking part in patrols and boat launch checks for all 3 Celebration of Lights Fireworks 

nights 
• Participated in the Steveston Maritime Community Festival 
• Patrolled the Ships to Shore Maritime Festival 
• Participated in the Dragon Boat Festival 
• Patrolling the UBC Rowing Club (middle arm) Regatta (taking place on Oct 15) 

If-or every vessd stop conducted. a-wril1cn documenlls Issued to the boater, indicating reason rnr the SlOp. which tan be in Ihe 
form of a warning t icket. actual violmion ticket or a fi sheries tickd or D. combination of a.ll three. 
2 While moored" th t:. Re M]> Boat wa~ impacted by another vessel during the first week uf Scptcmher. 
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Partner Agencies 

Throughout the patrols and attendance to calls for sen'ice, 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 CPOS), II-liT, 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 occ:urring 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 20 11 summer season; however, the boat remains 
available for calls for service and all marine related events. 

~ l esLunny 
NCO/ ' Watch 

----Richmond RCMP 
(604-278-1212) 
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Origin 

At the request of the Community Safety Committee, the OIC will keep Council infonned on 
maners pertaining to policing in the community and has developed a framewor:k to provide 
regular reporting cycles. 

Analysis 

Below is the RCMP's Monthly Report - September 2011 Activities. 

Noteworth1t' 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 inlO 
the business through the mail slot. On September 7, a fire occurred in the 8100 block of 
Granville A venue. 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 infonned by 
news release of these incidents in an effort to preserve public safely. 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 locatcd 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 
placcd under arrest at the Vancouver Airport after concealing over $54,000 in counterfeit US 
currency in his checked luggage. 

A counterfe:it currency expert from the "E" Division Commercial Crime Section along with a 
Special Agent from the United States Secret Service examined the currency on site and 
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confinned 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 Be has been approximately $ 179,012. This seizure represents just over one third of 
the total US counterfeits seized in Be this year. Richmond Delaclunent has recommended a 
charge of Possession of Counterfeit Currency. 

Investigation Into Deaths of Two Young Girls 

On March 2, 20 I 0 the Detachment was called to a residence for a report that a youth was in 
medical distress. A 17-ycar-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-ycar-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 
forens ic 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 fo r 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 Au. SeD 
Provincial Act 

Violation Tickets Offences Speeding 1310 1521 1208 

Notice & Orders Equipment Violations Broken Tai l-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 Muni cipal 
Parki ng Offe·nces Municipal Bylaw parking offences 6 4 22 

Municipal Ticket 
MTI ' s Infomlation Any other Municipal Bylaw offence 7 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. volunfeersJrom Richmond's South Arm 
Community Policing Office have been leaders in combating Disrracted Driving in the Province 
by conducting/oat and bicycle patrols and issuing more than 400 reminder letters to drivers 
observed displaying Distracted Driving behaviour. The City of Richmond is committed LO 

raising awareness o/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 Onlv Reeoverv (SAR)" Notice2 Hours 
January 4,898 4,368 530 
February 2,265 1,657 608 
March 3,261 1,630 1,082 
April 3,356 2,529 828 
Mav 3,681 2,391 1,290 
June 2,197 1,342 855 
July 1,825 1,289 536 
Auoust 1,898 989 909 
September 2,329 1,481 848 
TOTAL 25,710 17,676 7,486 

I A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthly Activity Repon. 
1 [bid 

96 
60 
80 
54 
82 
58 
48 
51 
52 

581 
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Richmond Detachment Speed Watch Statistics for 2011 

Month # Of Speed Total Over 10 Admin Number of 
Watch Vehicles Km/b 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 
AUllust 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 J 

Month Deployments Number of Letters Sent 
January Started Feb. 1 st 
February 7 50 
March 10 73 
April 7 64 
May 9 57 
.June 10 52 
July 14 78 
Au~ust 10 70 
September 7 37 
TOTAL 74 481 

J A complete description of all categories has been previously c.irculated 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 
.Iulv 19 163 
August 18 116.5 
September 17 152 
TOTAL 85 1,136.5 

Victim Services 

In September of2011, Victim Witness Services provided support to 22 new clients in addition to 
an active caseload of over 113 ongoing tiles. Victim Services assisted 8 crime and trauma 
scenes over this time period. Medical related sudden deaths and low level family disputes 
dominated thc calls for service. 

Crime Statiistics 

Crime Stats - see Appendix "A". 
Crime Maps - see Appendix " 8" 

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. 

Lainie Goddard 
Manager, RCMP Administration 
(L.4767) 
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Appendix 'A' 

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. VVithin 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 R.ange 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-ta-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). 

CURRENT 
5-VR 

MONTH 
AVERAGE YEAR·TO-DATE TOTALS 

RANGE 

Sep-11 September 2010YTD 2011 YTD % Change 

VtOLENT CRIME 132 131-157 
(UCR 1000-Senes Offences) 

1310 1110 -10.7% 

Robbery 5 7-11 76 94 23.7% 

Assauft 47 40-56 461 413 -14.1% 

AssatJt wI Weapon 17 11-20 113 117 3.5% 

Sexual Offences 6 6-10 56 61 8.9% 

PROPERTY CRIME 567 607-877 6314 5838 -1.5% 
(UCR 2000-S.ries Offences) 

Business B&E 27 34-48 411 275 -33.1% 

Residen,al B&E 59 30-56 403 519 28.8% 

MV Theft 25 35-66 366 244 -33.3% 

Theft From MV 121 149-259 1816 1503 ·17,2% 

Theft 106 85-154 944 1021 8,2% 

Shoplifting 43 35-63 510 545 6.9% 

Metal Theft 4 1-22 46 32 -30,4% 

F,."" 50 43-56 464 442 -4.7% 

OTHER CRIMINAL CODE 210 190-243 1937 1126 -10.9% 
(UCR 3000-Serles Offences) 

Arsoo - Propetty 4 5-12 72 47 -34.7% 

SUBTOTAL 909 950-1255 9561 8734 -8.6% 
(UCR 1000,10 3000-Series) 

DRUGS 
(tJCR 4000-Senes Offences) 66 69-136 683 807 -8.6% 

• Metal Theft only has 4 years of avallalje data. 

Prepared by Richmond 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 dissemina1ed 10 any 
other person or agen.:y withou1the consent of the originator(s). 
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Origin 

At the request of the CommWlity Safety Committee, the OIC will keep COWlcil 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 [or 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 
someone that they have won the lottery and that the winner has to pay money in order to claim 
the prize-money. 

It is 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; 
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 wi th 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 
tragic 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 wi tnesses 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 wants 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 entcrs the 
victim's vehicle and takes the cash whi le the fi rst suspect is distracting the driver. When the 
driver retums 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 entcrs. 

Richmond residents and business owners are encouraged to register their email addresses at the 
City of Ric,hmond website: www.richmond.calblockwatch. 

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 Ann 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 vt~hicle 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 spofting 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 aJ'e 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 ehance to go out with their peers as well as two RCMP officers. 
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Road Saf€~ty Unit 
Richmond Detachment Traffic Statistics 

Name Act Example Aug Sep Oct 
Pravi ncial Act 

Violation Tickets Offences Speeding 1521 1208 1196 

Notice & Orders Eq uipment 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 Orrences Municipal Bylaw I parking offences 4 22 17 

Municipal Ticket 
MTl'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. 

• 
• 
• 
• 

I 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 20]] 

Vehicles Viewed Vehicles Scanned Vehicles Issued A Patrol And 
For Signs Of Auto Through Stolen Auto Crime Prevention Admin 

Month Crime Only Recovery (SAR)* I 
., 

Hours Notice-
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 3,68 1 2,391 1,290 82 
June 2,197 1,342 855 58 
Julv 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 

1 A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthly Activity Repon . 
2 1bid 
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Richmond Detachment Speed Watch Statistics for 201 1 

Month # Of Speed Total Over 10 Admin Number of 
Watch Vehicles Kmlh Hours For Warning 

Deployments Checked Office Duties Letters 
Issued 

.Januarv 6 2,728 375 54 204 
Februarv 13 6,281 950 76 390 
March 13 6,207 1,098 80 311 
Anril 12 6,32 1 1,060 92 347 
Mav 21 12,956 2,358 134 778 
June 20 7,633 1,076 132 572 
Julv 15 8,532 2,371 114 551 
Au.ust 7 3,679 1,024 54 157 
SeDtember 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 3 

Month Deplovments Number of Letters Sent 
Januarv Started Feb. 1 st 
Fcbru;;=; 7 50 
March 10 73 
Anril 7 64 
May 9 57 
.June 10 52 
J ulv 14 78 
Aueust 10 70 
Scotember 7 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 DeDlovmcnts Hours 
Januarv 2 54 
February 3 102 
March 4 102 
APril 5 123 
Mav 9 188 
June 8 136 
JulY 19 163 
AUI!Ust 18 116.5 
Sentember 17 152 
October 4 36.5 
TOTAL 89 1,173 

Steveston Community Police. Office 

Steveston Office Volunteer Stats for October 2011 

r 

Speed Watch 
26 Volunteer Hours 14,600 Vehicles Checked 1 110 Letters Sent Out 

Lock Out Auto Crime (LOACl 
39 Volunteer Hours 1 1,900 Vehicles Checked I 315 Notices Written 

Victim Services 

In October 0[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 hosp:ital following the fatal crash at the south terminal area of YVR. Victim Services 
continues to support the fami lies of the deceased and any of the witnesses who have asked for 
assistance. 

Crime Statiistics 

Crime Stats - sec 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 Detadunent has developed a framework and will continue to 
provide a monthly reporting cycle to the Community Safety Committee. 

Lainie Goddard 
Manager, RCMP Administration 
(604)207-4767 
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APPENDIX 'A' 

OCTOBER 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 f'tange 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-Oate 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). 

CURRENT 
5·YR 

MONTH 
AVERAGE YEAR-TO-DATE TOTALS 

RANGE 

Oct-11 October 2010 YTD 2011 YTO % Change 

VIOLENT CRIME 133 123-155 1449 1303 -10.1% 
OJCR 11lOO--senes Offences) 

Robbery 15 6-16 95 109 14.7% 

Assault 49 39-54 531 462 -13.0% 

Assault wi Weapon 11 11-19 123 128 4.1% 

Sexual Offences 5 3-5 59 66 11.9% 

PROPERTY CRIME 554 703-915 7142 6392 -10.5"10 
~.JCR 21lOO--Serle$ Offences) 

Business B&E 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 -21.1% 

Theft 124 88-1 49 1057 1145 8.3% 

Shoplifting 48 43-67 575 593 3.1% 

Metal Theft 3 3-20 54 35 -35.2% 

Fraud 35 47-61 522 477 -8.6% 

OTHER CRIMINAL COOE 
(IJCR 3000-5eries Offences) 

208 159-206 2157 1934 -10,3% 

Arson - Property 8 10-13 82 55 -32.9"10 

SUBTOTAL 895 1006-1254 
(UCR 1000· to 3OO0-Series) 

10748 9629 -10.4% 

\'RUGS 
111 84-121 987 918 -7.0% (IJCR 4000·Series Offences) . 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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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

John McGowan 
Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue 

Report to Committee 

Date: October 24, 2011 

File: 

Re: 2011 Third Quarter Report - Fire-Rescue 

Staff Recommendation 

That the report on Fire-Rescuc's operations for the 3rd Quarter ending September 30, 2011 be 
received for information. 

John McGowan 
Chief, Richrnond Fire-Rescue 
(604-303 -2734) 

.1390376 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

CONCURREN 

REVIEWED TAG NO 

D 
REVIEWED BY CAO YES NO 

D 
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October 24, 20 11 

Staff Report 

Origin 

Richmond Fire-Rescue (RfR) is committed to keeping Council infonned of its activities on a 
quarterly basis. 

Analysis 

Fire·Rescue's 3rd Quarter report for July 1 to September 30, 20 11 arc set out below. 

Suppression Activity 

Fire Suppression's 9-1-1 emergency call volumes for the 3rd Quarter of2011 are presented in the 
table below. 

Q3 sawa II % decrease in 91 I Medical First Responder cal ls over the same quarter in 20 I o. 
There has been a steady upwards trend of medical calls from 2008 to 201 I. However, in Q3 the 
20 II trend has decreased. The quarterly call volumes fluctuate from year to year and can be 
innuenced 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 Emere.encv Call Volumes for Fire-Rescue 

incident Type Q30f2009 Q30f2010 Q30f2011 % +1 -
(compared to :WIG) 

Med ical 1,184 1,250 1. 107 ·11 % 
Motor Vehicle Incident 328 307 277 · 9% 
Fire 196 173 140 -19% 
False Alarm 191 169 unavailable -
Alann No Fire 3 15 259 368 + 42% 
Public Service 202 226 202 - 10% 
Public Hazard 50 49 27 - 44% 
Hazardous Materials )2 30 21 -30% 
Response Cancelled unavailable unavailable 224 -
Specialized Transport unavailable unavailable II -
Explosion 0 0 I -
Technical Rescue ) 0 3 -
Totals 2,501 2,463 2,381 - 3% 

e l1l TYJlf Ltgtod : 
Medical includes: cardiac arrest. emergency n::sponsc, home or ildustrial accidents 
Alarm No Fire ;m:ludes: accidental, malicious. equipment malfunctions 
Public Service ine.ludes: assisting public. ambulance or police, locked in/out, special events. !r3pped in elevator, water lI:D1oval 
Public Hozard includes: ai rcraft emergency, bomb removal stanlby, object removal , or power lines down 
Hazardous Motenou includes fuel or vapour: spill~, leaks, or cortainmcnt 
£J:plos;o" inc ludes ruplllrcd: boilers.gas piJlC~, or waler pipes 
Ted",icw Rtscut il'ldudes: aircraft confined Spacl;:. hig,.: angle, or wlIIer 

2 
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A detailed breakdo\iV11 of the 3rd Quarter medical calls by sub-type is set out in the following 
table. 

C lea a soy type M d' 1 C II b T Q3-2011 
First Responder Totals 

Mcdiclll Volume Medical 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 
Eleclrqcution 1 Stroke 23 
Unconscious/Fainting 63 Trauma 61 
Entrapment 1 

Total I 107 

Community Response 

The estimated building loss for the 3rd Quarter is $1 ,607,895 and estimated content loss is 
$105,0 10, for a total estimated loss of $1 ,712,905 . 

Fi re Calls By Type and Loss Estimates Third Quarter 2Ull 

Incident Type Call Estimated Estimated Estimated 
Bre:akuown Volume Building Loss Content Loss Loss Totals 

Fire - Structure Total: 30 
Residential 
- Single-family 8 $252,625 $270 $252,895 
- Muhi-family 10 $625,000 $100,240 $725,240 
Commercial/Industrial 12 $408,200 $3 ,500 $411,700 

Fire - Outdoor 93 $4,250 $500 $4,750 
Vehicle 17 $317,820 $500 5318,320 
Totals* 140 $1607895 $105010 SI,712,905 

*The dollar IO.5ses shown in this table arc preliminary estimates. Thcy are derived from Fire's record management 
system and an~ subject to change due to delays in reporting and confinnation of actual losses from privatc insurance 
agencies (as available). 

3 
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Hazmat 

Bazmat - Calls By Type Third Quarter 2011 
Hazl\fat Calls, Details 

Hazmat Calls: 
Natural Gas/Propane Leaks (small) 9 
Fuel Containmcnt 7 
Misc. (empty containers to unknown powder) 5 

Total 21 

Incidents 

Notable emergency incidents, which involved RFR for this quarter, arc; 

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. 
• Gas Leak due to meter damaged. 

Medical Events 
• Responded to two cardiac arrest. Pulse restored in both incidents. 
• 6 ycar olid boy shot in chest. 

Auto Extrication/Major Motor Vehiclc Accident 
• Motor vl;!hicle incident involving bus under the Cambie Strcet overpass. 
• Dislodged hydrant at No 4 Road. 
• Vehicle went through back wall of an attached garage. 
• Berry picking machine fire on Westminster Highway. 
• Car flfe on Westminster Hwy and Fraser Wood Place. 

Fires ~ Residential 

• Oven fire. 
• Wild land fire at west end of Westminster Highway. 
• Structure fire second alann. 
• Fire at vacant house on Montana Road 
• Ceiling fan fire, possible asbestos in ceiling tiles all precautions taken. 
• StructUTl~ fIre with 8 RFR units with 25 members attended a duplex fire at Patterson Road. 
• Kitchen firc on Minoru Blvd. 

4 
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Fires - Commercial/Industrial/Institutional 

• Mill firc. 
• 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 fo r jumper on Knight Street Bridge. 
• Requested to attend river rescue for large pleasure craft had struc-k 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 3rd Quarter, the following highlights are notcd: 

• Creating a comprehensive single point of access for all RFR staff training records. RFR 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 [rom Fire Prevention to develop and deliver a RMS 
populating refresher program in the following areas: 

RMS Incidents 
RMS Inspections 
RMS Fire Reporting 
RMS Motor Vehicle Incidents 
RMS 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 a\1 training initiatives and instructors for the nine-week 
program; 
Ada:pting 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; 

5 
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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 ernploymcI1t. 

• 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. 

• Staff conducted asscssmcnts with City 1.T. to fully utilise the various training rooms at the 
Firehall facilities in RFR. This program will be in support of the video-conferencing trail 
that RFR is currently working with LT. on implementing and trialling. 

• Staff has re-deployed some of the portfolios found within the training division to better suit 
the individual abilitics and work plan for the Assistant Training Officers and RFR. 

Fire Prevcllltion (Events & Activities) 

Richmond Fire-Rescue participates in many community events and activities for public 
education and/or community relations purposes. Fo llowing are some of the noteworthy events 
attended during the 3rd Quarter: 

• Steveston Salmon Festival 
• 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 
• Sununer 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 foJ!' the Cause 
• Guan Yin Chanting Retreat-Pilgrimage 

• Richmond Terry Fox Run 
• COTS Annual Run/Walk 
• School fire drills (September 26 to September 30) 

6 
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• Richmond Lantern Festival 

Richmond Fire Rescue co-hosted a workshop for Recruitment and Retaining Diversity in the f ire 
Service alon.g with Fire 20/20, which was the subject of a separate report to CounciL 

Financiallnnpact 

None. 

Conclusion 

Fire-Rescue is committed to providing Council with quarterly updates on its activities. The fire 
ChiefweJcomes the opportunity to discuss Fire ' s activities and priorities with Community Safety 
Committee. 

lohn McGowan 
Chief, Richmond Fi re-Rescue 
(604-303-2734) 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

I'hyllis L. Carlyle 
General Manager, Law & Community Safety 

Report to Committee 

Date: Oelober 24, 2011 

Fi le: 12-8060-01/201 1-VoI01 

Re: 1Community Bylaws - September 2011 Activity Report 

Staff Recommendation 

That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated October 24, 2011, from the General 
Manager, Law & Commwlity Safety, be received for information. 

~b-
"'-Phyllis L. Carlyle 

General Manager, Law & Community Safety 
(604.276.4104) 

FOR ORIGIINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE 

Budgets Y~O 
Engineerin£l Y~O 
Parks and Recreation Y NO 

-

REVIEWED BY TAG b)N NO 

D 

3392348 

CONCURRE" CE O~NERAl MANAGER 

,_ (l" (1"'1{) 

REVIEWED BY CAO [3/ NO 

(J:-/ D 
~/ 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

This monthly activity report for the Community Bylaws Division provides information on each 
of the following areas: 

1. Parking Program 
2. Propcrty Use 
3. Grease Management Program 
4. Animal Control 
5. Adjudication Program 
6. 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 20 11 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 tbe month of August 20 11. 

Enforcement Activity 

• The number of parking violations that were either cancelled andlor changed to a warning 
for the month of September 2011 was 171 - approximately 7.4% of the violations issued 
in September 20 II . 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 sect ions: 

Section 2.1 (a) Identity issues 
Section 2.1 (c) Poor likelihood of success at adjudication 
Section 2.1 (d) Contravention necessary - health related 
Section 2.1 (e) Multiple violations issued for one incident 
Section 2.1 (1) Not in public interest 
Section 2.1 (g) Proven effort to comply 

3.15% 
7.35% 
0.3% 
3.15% 

25.20% 
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 
approx imately 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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20091 20101 2011 Comparison for Parking Violations Issued 

2."'" 

2. 000 

2. "'" r-- - r--

2,000 -----= - r- I-

1, 500 - r- - I-

' .000 I- - I-: 

"" r- - I-

",';- O~~ -
''" '" M" A"~ M" ,~. ,", '" Sept No. 

_2009 2,45" 1,959 1,776 ' .560 2.,721 2,071 2,074 2.169 2,()91 1,966 1.956 '."'" 
1:1 2010 2,102 1,918 2.305 1,933 2.278 1,774 1,833 2."" 2, 166 2,32lJ 2,392 2.135 

0 201 1 2.149 1,909 2,165 2,312 3,237 2,572 2,880 3,026 2.206 

2. Propenty Use 

Customer Service Response 

The average number of daily calls for service fielded by administration staff on property use 
issues ror September 2011 was 14 - this includes vo ice 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 20 II. 

For September 2011 , 163 inspection files were created and assigned ror 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 

• Bylaw Liaison Property Use Officers continue to be committed to the delivery of 
professional by-law enforcement in a timely and ctfective 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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• 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, Granvi lle Ave, Alberta St Gilbert 
Road, Blundell Road, No. I Road, 2nd A venue, 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 orrs (30%) followed 
by Number I Road (19%) and No 2 Road (1 8%). 

The fo llowing charts delineate Property Use service demand, by type, for September 2010 and 
September 201 1 as well as a year-over-year running comparison: 

Service Oemand · Month to Month Comparison 
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3. Grease ~~anagcment 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. RcvenUl~ and Expenses 

The following information is an analysis for September 2011 compared to September 2010. 

Consolidah:d Parking Program Revenue The total of meter, monthly pennit 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 enf'4Jrcement 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 Rcv(~nue is up 35.2% for the same period last year. Revenues for September 20 11 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 Fce 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 fcc 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: 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Phyll is L. Carlyle 
General Manager, Law & Community Safety 

Report to Committee 

Date: November 24, 2011 

File: 12-8060-0112011-VoI01 

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. 

-j Phylli:~ l;:!~A 
General Manager, Law & Community Safety 
(604.276.4104) 

FOR ORIGIINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED TO: CONCURRENC,,-

Budgets Y~O 
Engineerinfj Y~O 
Parks and F~ecreation Y NO 

REVIEWED ElY TAG YES NO 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

This monthly activity report for the Community Bylaws Division provides infonnation on each 
of the following areas: 

I. Parking Program 
2. Property Use 
3. Grease Management Program 
4. Animal Control 
5. Adjudication Program 
6. Revc~nue & 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 201 1 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 or October 2010. 

Enforcement Activity 

• 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 
cane.eHation of bylaw violation notices pursuant to Council's Grounds for Cancellation 
Policy No. 1100 under specific sections: 

Section 2.1 (a) Identity issues 
Section 2.1 (c) Poor likelihood of success at adjudication 
Section 2.1 (d) Contravention necessary - health related 
Section 2.1 (e) Multiple violations issued for onc incident 
Section 2.1 (f) Not in public interest 
Section 2.1 (g) Proven effort to comply 

4.57% 
18.86% 
0.0% 
8.0% 

49.14% 
15.43% 

• /\ lOtal 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 20 I O. 

• Meter vandalism for October 2011 included five unit'S drilled and budget impact of 
$7,500; November 23 rd saw two fuJI meters and contents stolen from McKim & Odlin 
neig.hbourhood. 

• 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. 

3414106 
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• 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-ta-month comparison chart on the number of violations that have been 
issued forthe years 2009, 2010 and 2011 : 

2009/2010/2011 Comparison for Parking Violations Issued 
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The avera@~ 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 d!ecrease 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 20 I O. 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 

• 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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• 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 ReMP. 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 r\fanagement 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 201 I. 

34141 06 
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4. Dispute Adjudication Program 

There were 14 cases processed at the Adjudication Hearing held on October 25, 2011 - II 
allegations were deemed to have occurred and 3 cases were deemed not to have occurred. 

The next hearing is scheduled for January 24, 2011. 

S. Animal Control 

• For the month of October 2011 , there were 7 dog bite incidents reported. 

• Staff issued 28 new dog licences during October 20 II 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. 

• City Animal Control Officers responded to 8 requests for patrols during the month of 
October 2011. 

6. Revenule and Expenses 

The following information is an analysis for October 2011 compared to October 20 I O. 

Consolidah~d 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 samt! 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 & liabi lity issues involving traffic at the Canada line stations. 

Meter Revlmuc 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 lor 201 O. 

Enforcememt Revenue is up 8.1% over the same period last year. Revenues for October 20] 1 
are $64,] 76 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 $3.109 from the 
proceeds ge:nerated from parking at the Richmond OvaL This tee is based on 15% of gross 
revenue. 

34141 06 
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The following chart provides a consolidated revenue comparison with prior years: 

Consolidated Parking Revenue 
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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 v.rith many City departments 
and commwlity partners while promoting a culture of compliance. 

Wayne G. Mercer 
Manager, Community Bylaws 
(604.247.4601) 

CT:ct 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

John McGowan 
Fire Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue 

Report to Committee 

Date: November 29, 201 1 
Fi le: 

Re: Training Site at 7611 No. 9 Road - Richmond Fire-Rescue 

Staff Recommendation 

I. 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 li cence agreement between 
Lafarge Canada fnc. and the City for the use of a portion of 7611 No.9 Road as a fi re fighter 
training facili ty, on the terms and conditions outl ined 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 201 2-
budget process, 

3, Staff be directed to meet with the owners of the propcrty to the north of the proposed site and 
report b k to Council if the neighbours express any concerns prior to the execution orthe 

'th Lafarge Canada Inc. 

~ J cowan 
R re Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue 

04-303-2734) 

Alt' .3 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE Co MANAGER -
Law Y0N O 
SUstain ability (Environmental) Y 0NO 
Development Applications (Zoning) Y 0N O 
Facilities Services Y0 NO 
Business Licences Y0 NO 
Budgets & Accounting Y0N O 
RCMP Y 0N O 
REVIEWED BY TAG Y~ NO REVIEWED BY CAO YES NO 

0 0 
I 



CS - 62

November 29, 2011 

Staff Report 

Origin 

This report supports Council's Tenn Goal: 

"The City will have a siable, effective, and knowledgeable workforce to serve 
Council and the community now and into the fu/ure through: 
9.3 Education programs that are effective for smooth and seamless tran.'lifion·' 

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 tighter training 
ground north of their cement plant (see Allachment I). This report provides Council with 
information to assist in its consideration of Lafargc's offer. 

Findings Of Fact 

Lafarge is an intcmationaJ company, bcing the largest diversified supplier of construction 
materials in the United States and Canada. Lafarge has been operating in Richmond since 1958 
when thcy established their flrst North American plant in the area of No. 9. Nelson and Dyke 
Roads. 

Richmond Flfe-Rescue is interested in developing a suitably sized outdoor training site within 
Richmond to conduct their fue· and rescue training exercises outside of an urban residential 
setting. Lafarge has offered the City's Fire-Rescue Division use of their property in Rlehmond 
and is prepared to enter into a fonnal agreement with the City for this purpose. 

Riclunond 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 kecps emergency responders 
sharp and ready to deploy when needed, and safe whi le they perfonn the emergency service. 

Richmond Fire-Rescue operates fTom seven fire halls located in urban residential or commercial 
office settings. The existing fire hall sites are of varying sizes with many having some fonn 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 
extT i catio~ ladder and rope rescue. However the existing fire hall settings and site sizes 
preclude the conducting of the following types of outdoor training exercises: 

I . Multiple company exercises with yard drills like hydrant, hose and n07..zle deployment 
management. 

2. Evening training with its associated lights, mechanical equipment and personnel noise. 
3. Live fire burns that create smoke. 
4. Emergency vehicle driver training. 
5. Simulated rescue events like: train car derai lment, complex confined space rescue, live 

electrical wire, gas fi res and shutoff, and hazmat equipment deployment. 

3367291 2 
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Currently, No.1 Fire Hall is the largest outdoor training site available to Richmond Fire-Rescue 
for multiple-company driUs. The site is problematic given it has: 

o Many adjunct functions operating on the same site including outdoor emergency vehicle 
apparatus repairs, traffic operations trailer; staffand visitor parking for the fire hall and fire 
headquarters. 

o The potential risk for public pedestrian intrusion onto or near a li ve training site. 
o Residential ncighbours 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 usc. Richmond Fire-Rescue has 
sent equipmt:nt and crews to Langley to use their live-fire burning fac il ity, incurring staff 
ovenime 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 ncar YVR. For a 
variety of reasons these sites are not suitable, leaving Richmond Firc-Rescue without a viable 
large outdoor training area. 

The creation of large outdoor fue fighter training sites is common within metro Vancouver with 
many sites established inc1uding: Vancouver, Surrey, Coquitiam, North Vancouver, Abbotsford 
and the Township of Langley. Loeal training sites are established within City boundaries to 
avoid travel time; overtime costs and the continued on-duty emergency service delivery (0 their 
respective C ities. 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 oftrain.ing 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 
pennitted. Zoning has advised that the proposed fire training facility is considered to be in 
compliance with the existing permitted zoning and defined uses. 

Should Cowlcil consider this report and its recommendations favourably, then Richmond Firc­
Rescue staff would personally meet with the owners of the propcrty directly north, adjacent to 
the training urea. 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 meet ing 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. 

3367291 3 
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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 I 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 C ity 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 centcr 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. 

2. Water SIP ray 

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 surfaee 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 fcncing, 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/watercoursc. 

3. 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 City1s Fire Protection 
and Life Safcty 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 
fo r training purposes. Fire-Rescue would check with Metro Vancouver to assess daily air 
quality concerns when considering training open bums that use normal combustible 
materials. 

4. Landfill Closure 

The proposed site for the training center is located atop of a closed landfill under the 
direction of the Ministry of Environment. Al l potential improvements, buildings and 
activities perfonned on site will be in compliance with any conditions or rules set out by the 
M.inistry 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. 

3367291 4 
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No environmentaJ 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: 

I. a portable classroom 

2. a low-rise modular container style training structure (see Attachment 3) to practice smoke 
and rapid intervention techniques 

3. electri cal and gas line props to simulate various emergency si tuations 

4. water hydrants 

Lafargc's offer allows the City's Fire-Rescue Division access to a site without the City having to 
purchase or usc 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 sitc decommissioning. The 
installation and annual operating expense for these structures and props would be the 
responsibility of the City. The annual operating business implicat ions have been discussed and 
prepared in conjunction with the City's Facilities Services statT. 

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 of76 11 No.9 Road shown on Attachment I. 

2. Richmond Fire-Rescue to prepare and includc the capital and operating business costs fo r the 
20 12 budget process. 

The basic tcnns of the licence agreement would be: 

1. Term: 10 years, with an automatic annual renewal and subject to termination wlth 6-months 
prior notice after the initial 10 years. 

2. Permitted Uses: fire fighter training facil ity. 

3. Licence fee: nonc. 

4. Utilities: City will pay all utilities for the license area. 

5. Training site improveme-nts: City may install or place improvements on the site and will 
maintain ownership of these improvements. 

6. Environmental Condition: Lafarge Canada Tnc. is responsible to the Ministry of Environment 
for the condition of the site. 

336729J 5 
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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. 

Financiallmlpact 

The start-up fmancial impact for the City is estimated at $200,000 (capital) with an estimated 
annual operating business implication (OBI) 0[$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 Fin:: training $200,000 $10,500 
General Site $0 (Valued at 2.7M) $15,000 
Total $200,000 $35,500 

Conclusion 

Both Lafarg~: 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 furthcr strengthen community bond. 

Tim Vi lkinson 
Dep ty Chief - Operations 
(60 303-27 12) 

3367291 6 
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Primary T rain:ing Area 
(licence area) 
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Attachment 3 

Modular Fire Training Building 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Phyllis L. Carlyle 
General Manager 

Re: Regulation of Private Parking Operations 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

Dale: October 28, 2011 

File: 

1. THAT Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, Amendment Bylaw No. 8801 
(Attachment I) 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. 

Phyllis L. :arlyle 
General ,mager, Law & Community Safety 
(604.276.4104) 

Alt. 3 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED TOI: 
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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 MOlOr 
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 26212010 -
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 pennits 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 WIder 
this program, 

An amendment to the permit process is 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 a.nd 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 pennit 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. 

331&239 
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Financiallrnpact 

Additional revenue from the limitation of the permit to 2 years, based on the present inventory of 
305 pennits and the existing permit fee of $50.00, which as part of the Consolidated Fees Bylaw 
No 8636 wi ll be increased by the CPT 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 pennits and the 
inclusion of enforcement under this bylaw within the City's bylaw dispute adjudication system. 

Wayne G. Mercer 
Manager, Community Bylaws 
(604.247.4601) 

WGM:wgm 
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City of 
Richmond 

Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8801 

Attachment 1 

Bylaw 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 pennit issued under this subsection will be valid [or a maximum period 
of 2 years from the dale of issuance. 

2. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at 
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.3.1 O(b) in its entirety and substituting the [allowing: 

6.3.10 (b)(i) release a vehicle immediately if it becomes occupied after it has been 
attached to a tow truck, but before it has been removed from a private 
parking lot or no parking area, in which case storage and towing 
fees , costs and charges may be charged in the amounts set out in the 
Motor Vehicle Act Regulation 26212010 - Lien on Impounded Motor 
Vehicle Regulation; and 

(ii) provide the driver with a full written accounting on company stationery 
of all fees, charges and taxes paid. 

3. The Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended, is further amended at 
PART SIX by deleting Section 6.S.1ed) and 6 .5.1(e) in their entirety and substituting the 
fol lowing: 

6.5.1 Cd) release an impounded vehicle to the driver within 20 minutes of receiving 
full payment due under subsection 6.6. 1, subjcct to any 'hold order' 
issued by the Police Chief; 

(e) provide the driver with a full written accounting on company stationery of 
all fees, charges and taxes paid; and 

({) remove the original copy of the Tow-away Notice from the towed vehicle 
and retain it (or 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 

J1827SJ 
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Bylaw 880 I Page 2 

6.6.1 The maximum rates for towing, impounding and storing vehicles are those 
set out in the M%r Vehicle Act Regulation 26212010 - 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 MOlOr Vehicle Act Regulation 26212010 - Lien on Impounded Molor 
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 afany of the provisions identified in PART srx of this bylaw 
shall result in liability for penalties and late payment amounts established 
in Schedule A of the Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Aqjudicalion 
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 Di3pule 
Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122 in accordance with the Local Government 
Bylaw Notice En/orcement Act, SBe 2003, c. 60. 

6. This Bylaw is cited as ~'Vebicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, Amendment 
Bylaw No. 8801". 

FIRST READING "NO<' 
RjCHMONO 

APVROVEO SECOND READING 
..... coment by 

~!I 

THIRD READING \. 
APPROVEtl 
1ot1~1y ADOPTED 
b~ Solicitor 

{)~~ 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3282753 
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City of 
Richmond 

Attachment 2 

Bylaw 8802 

Notic:e of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8802 

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

1. Noti.cc 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): 

"0) Vehicle For Hire Regulation Bylaw No. 6900, as amended," 

2. Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, as amended, is further 
amended by adding to the end of the table in Schedule A of Bylaw No. 8122 the content of 
the table in Schedule A attached to and fonning 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 """" RICHMOND 

.""""'" SECOND READING 
"'~" -om.ion 

TIllRD READING I't> " APPROIIED 
torlegallty 

ADOPTED 
by Solicitor 

f51);:. 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3283337 



CS - 77

B
yl

aw
 N

o 
88

02
 

S
C

H
E

D
U

L
E

 A
 to

 B
Y

L
A

W
 N

O
. 8

80
2 

S
C

H
E

D
U

L
E

 A
 to

 B
Y

L
A

W
 N

O
. 8

12
2 

D
e

si
g

n
a

te
d

 B
yl

a
w

 C
o

n
tr

a
ve

n
ti

o
n

s 
a

n
d

 C
o

rr
e

sp
o

n
d

in
g

 P
e

n
a

lti
e

s 

A
1 

A
2

 
A

3
 

A
4

 
A

5 
AS

 
A

7 
AS

 

B
yl

aw
 

D
es

cr
ip

ti
on

 o
f C

on
tr

av
en

ti
on

 
S

e
ct

io
n

 
C

o
m

p
lia

n
ce

 
P

e
n

a
lty

 
E

ar
ly

 
L

at
e 

P
ay

m
en

t 
C

o
m

p
li

a
n

ce
 

A
g

re
e

m
e

n
t 

P
ay

m
en

t 
A

m
o

u
n

t 
A

g
re

e
m

e
n

t 
A

va
il

ab
le

 
O

p
tio

n
 

D
is

c
o

u
n

t 

P
e

ri
o

d
 o

f T
im

e
 f

ro
m

 R
e

ce
ip

t (
in

cl
u

s
iv

e)
 

n/
. 

29
 to

 6
0 

1 
to

 2
8 

61
 d

a
ys

 o
r 

n/
. 

d
a

ys
 

d
a

ys
 

m
o

re
 

V
eh

ic
le

 F
o

r 
H

ire
 

T
ow

in
g 

fr
om

 p
ar

ki
ng

 10
1 w

ith
ou

t p
ro

pe
r 

6
.3

,1
 

No
 

$ 
20

0
.0

0 
$ 

17
5.

00
 

$ 
22

5
.0

0
 

n/
. 

R
eg

u
la

tio
n

 B
yl

aw
 

au
th

or
iz

at
io

n 
N

o.
 6

9
0

0
 (

19
98

) 

T
o

w
in

g 
fr

om
 n

o 
pa

rk
in

g 
ar

ea
 w

ith
o

u
t 

6.
3

.2
 

No
 

$ 
20

0
.0

0 
$ 

17
5.

00
 

$ 
22

5.
00

 
n

/.
 

pr
op

er
 a

u
th

or
iz

at
io

n 

F
ai

lu
re

 t
o 

e
re

ct
 o

r 
m

a
in

ta
in

 p
re

sc
ri

b
e

d
 

6.
3.

4 
No

 
$ 

20
0.

00
 

$ 
17

5
.0

0 
$ 

22
5

.0
0 

n
/.

 
lo

w
in

g 
co

m
pa

ny
 s

ig
ns

 

F
ai

lu
re

 t
o 

e
re

ct
 o

r 
m

ai
nt

a
in

 p
re

sc
rib

e
d

 to
w

-
6

.3
.5

 
No

 
$ 

20
0

.0
0

 
$

1
7

5
.0

0
 

$ 
22

5.
00

 
n

/.
 

aw
ay

 w
a

rn
in

g 
si

gn
s 

F
ai

lu
re

 t
o 

ob
ta

in
 a

 v
a

lid
 t

ow
in

g 
pe

rm
it 

fo
r 

a 
6

.3
.7

 
No

 
$ 

30
0.

00
 

$ 
27

5
.0

0
 

$ 
32

5
.0

0
 

n/
a 

pr
iv

al
e 

pa
rk

in
g 

10
1 

F
ai

lu
re

 t
o 

co
m

p
le

te
 P

ar
t 

B
 o

f 
th

e 
to

w
-a

w
ay

 
6

.3
.1

0 
No

 
$ 

20
0

.0
0 

$ 
17

5
.0

0
 

$ 
2

2
5

.0
0

 
n/

a 
n

ot
ic

e 

F
a

ilu
re

 t
o 

re
ta

in
 T

o
w

-a
w

a
y 

N
o

tic
e

 fo
r 

6
.3

.1
0(

a)
(i

i) 
No

 
$ 

20
0

.0
0

 
$ 

17
5.

00
 

$ 
22

5
.0

0
 

nl
a 

pe
rio

d 
o

f 9
0

 d
ay

s 

32
83

33
7 



CS - 78

A
1 

.2
 

A
3 

A
4 

A
S 

A
S 

A
1 

AS
 

B
y
la

w
 

D
es

cr
ip

ti
on

 o
rC

on
tr

Jl
ve

nt
io

n 
S

ec
ti

on
 

C
om

pl
ia

nc
e 

P
en

al
ty

 
E

a
rl

y 
L

at
e 

P
ay

m
en

t 
C

o
m

p
lia

n
ce

 
A

gr
ee

m
en

t 
P

ay
m

en
t 

A
m

o
u

n
t 

A
g

re
e

m
e

n
t 

A
va

ila
b

le
 

O
p

ti
o

n
 

D
is

co
u

n
t 

F
ai

lu
re

 t
o 

pr
ov

id
e 

a 
fu

Ji 
w

rit
te

n 
ac

co
un

tin
g 

6
.3

.1
0

(b
)(

ii)
 

No
 

$ 
30

0.
00

 
$ 

27
5.

0
0

 
$ 

32
5.

00
 

nl
a 

o
f f

ee
s,

 c
h

ar
ge

s 
an

d 
ta

xe
s 

32
83

33
7 



CS - 79

Lien on Impoutlded Motor Vehicle Regulation Page I of2 

Attachment 3 

Copyright (c) Queen's Printer, 
IMPORTANT INFORMATION 

Victoria, British Columbia, can.~'d::.,---______________________ _ 

B.C. Reg . 262/20 10 Deposited September 15, 2010 

Supt. of Motor Vehicles effective September 20, 2010 

Motor Vehicle Act 

LIENI ON IMPOUNDED MOTOR VEHICLE REGULATION 

lien on imlPounded vehicle 

Item 

1 

2 

3 

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 t he City of Victoria ; 

(ii) $16.10 pe r day for impound lots located outside the 
areas described in subparagraph (i) ; 

(b) for towing, as set out in the following table: 

Distance Size and Weight of Vehicle 

Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 

Up to 3629 kg to 7258 kg 
GVW 

3628 kg GVW 7257 kg GVW 
and over 

Automobiles, vans, Medium duty 
Heavy trucks 

pickups, trucks and 
motorcycles trailers and tra ilers 

Up to 6.0 km $78.89 $92. 17 $153.64 

6.1 to 16.0 km, add per $2.99 $3.45 $4.31 
km 

16.1 to 32.0 km, add per $2.47 $3.16 $3.68 
km 

http://www.bclaws.calEPLibrarieslbclaws _ new/documentllD/freeside/952568628 2011-10-31 
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4 32.1 km and over, add per $2.19 $2.59 $2.99 
km 

[Provisions relevant to the enactment of this regulation : Motor Vehicle Act, R.S.B.C. 
1996, c. 3113, section 269] 

Copyright (c) Queen'S Printer, Victoria, Bri tish Columbia, canada 

http://www.bcluws.ca/EPLibrariesibclaws new/documentllD/freesidel952568628 2011-10-31 
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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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page FIN-13 of the Finance agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Jerry Chong



Finance Committee Agenda – Monday, December 12, 2011 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
 

FIN – 2 

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the staff report on Financial Information for the 3rd Quarter ended 
September 30, 2011 be received for information. 

 
FIN-33 3. 3RD QUARTER 2011 - FINANCIAL INFORMATION FOR THE 

RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL CORPORATION 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3420069) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  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. 

 
FIN-41 4. 2012 UTILITY BUDGETS AND RATES 

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3398960) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  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. 
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FIN – 3 

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 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Hichmond 

Finance Committee 

Monday, October 3, 20 J J 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

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 

Minutes 

Call to Ord,'r: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m. 

MINUTES 

n was moved and seconded 
That the minutes o/the meeting o/the Finance Committee held 011 Tuesday, 
September 6, 2011, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

BUSINESS AND FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

I. 2012 PERMISSIVE EXEMPTION BYLAW 8793 
(Fi le Ref. No. 03-0925-02-01) (REDMS No. 3260855) 

It was moved and seconded 
That the 2012 Permissive Exemption Bylaw 8793 be illtroduced alld given 
first, second, alld third readillgs. 

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 

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. 

2. CONSOLIDATED FEES BYLAW NO. 8636, AMENDMENT BYLAW 
NO. 8798 BUSINESS LICENCE BYLAW NO. 7360, AMENDMENT 
BYLAW NO. 8799 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3282812, 3280202, 3280163, 32793 15) 

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 Comminee 
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. 

3. 2ND QUARTER 2011 - FINANCIAL INFORMATION FOR THE 
RICHMOND OLYMPIC OV AL CORPORATION 
(File Rer. 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 
Tirol Ihe report on Fina"cial in/ormation for tire Riclrmond Olympic Oval 
Corporation for tire second quarler ended JUlie 30, 20/1 from the 
Controller of Ihe Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation be received for 
in/ormation. 

CARRIED 

2. 



FIN - 7

Finance Committee 
Monday, October 3, 2011 

4. 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 
Tlrat tlte meeting adjou", (4: 12 p.m.). 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Finance 
Committee of the COWlcil of the City of 
Richmond held on Monday, October 3, 
2011. 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Chair 

Sheila Johnston 
Committee Clerk 

3. 
3373319 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Finance Committee 

Jerry Chong 
Director, Finance 

Re: 'Tangible Capital Assets 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

Date: November 4, 2011 

File: 

That the report on tangible capital assets from the Manager, Finance Systems Support, be 
received for i ation. 

cr. JaC~~ 
Director, Finante 
(604-276-4064)\ 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Real Estate Services yi!!'ND -+-' .. --l....-

Community Social Services yl!lND 
Information Technology yl!!ND 
Engineerin!J YiIlND 
Fire Rescue Y!!!ND 
Parks YIlI'ND 
Recreation Y3ND 
Transportation YlilND 
Project Development YitfND 
HeritaQe and Culture y[i(ND 
REVIEWED BY TAG @ NO REVIEWED BY CAD 

~D 0 
J 

3365 16& 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

This report provides an update with respect to the accounting treatment and inventol)" on the 
City ' s Tangible Capital Assets (TCA). The purpose of financial statements is to provide 
infonnation about the financial position, performance and changes in fmancial position of an 
enterprise that is useful to a wide range of users in making economic decisions. Financial 
statements should be understandable, relevant, reliab le and comparable. Reported assets, 
liabilities, equity, revenue and expenses are directly related to an organization's financial position 
and further infonnation beyond fmancial 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 delivel)" 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 fmancial 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 21,201 1 uti lizing 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 shouJ d 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, 20 i 0 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 Tan!lible Capital Asset Data Summary 

Historical 
cost balance 2010 

at Dec 31, 2010 amortization Net book value 2010 
in {S'OOOs) 2010 additions ex,eense at Dec 31, 2010 NBV% 
land 543,098 95 ,333 543,098 100% 
Work In Pro'9ress 34,379 15,502 34,379 100% 
Tota l non-depreciable assets 577,477 110,835 577,477 100% 

Infrastructu re 1,455,639 34,573 29,338 864,378 59% 
Roads 490,024 8,797 12,437 256,504 52% 
Storrn Drainage 452,618 8.91 4 6,348 296,980 66% 
Sanitary Sewer 210,754 620 3,243 128,107 61% 
Water works 198,646 7,870 2,882 118,826 60% 
Parkland Improvement 69,103 7,282 3,671 41 ,628 60% 
StreEll 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 1,712 132 485 824 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 $1,71 1,178 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 u.p of assets that are diverse and unique, such as aquatic centres, arenas, bridges, 
community centres, dykes, fIre halls, librariesJ parks, roads, vehicles and so on. 
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Consistent \¥ith 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 Ilmpact 

None 

Conclusion 

That the report on tangible capital assets be received for information. 

Lisa Skippe:n 
Manager, Finance Systems Support 
(8660) 
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Jerry Chong 
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Financial Information - 3rd Quarter 2011 
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File: 03-0970-09-01/2010-
Vol 01 

That the report of Financial Information for the 3rd Quarter cnded September 30, 20 11 be received 
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CITY Chong 
Director. Finance 
(4064) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To:: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Enterprise Services V[;3ND Ar----<-
Information Technology V&ND 
Engineering! V0 ND 
Sewerage 8~ Drainage V0ND 
Water Services VliIND 
Community Bylaws Y0ND 
Fire Rescue VGilND 
RCMP V[lfND 
Parks and Hecreation VJ;!ND 
Building Approvals VI1l ND 
Development Applications YGiND 
Transportation Y[l'lND 
Project Development Vi>l ND 

REVIEWED BoY TAG YES NO REVIEWED BY CAD 
~fq/ 

NO 

-q7 [f! 0 0 ~ 
-.-/ 

34 14750 



FIN - 14

November 3.0, 20 I I - 2 -

Staff Report 

Origin 

Infonnation for the 3rd quarter ended September 30, 20 11 is being provided to Committee with 
economic updates with respect to Canada, the Province of BC, the City of Richmond, and the 
financial acti vity and position o f the City. 

Analysis 

Global Economic Overview 

Further to the global issues occurring earlier this year, "with the recent sovereign debt crisis in 
Europe and the political impasse over the U.S. debt ceil ing, the global economy has deteriorated in 
recent months causing Real GOP (Gross Domestic Product) forecast for 2011 to be revised down 
to 3.2%, compared to 3.6% in June. 

Canadian EI::0110111ic Overview 

The global trend is also reflected in Canada 's economic Forecast. According to TO Economics, the 
Canadian economic out look is especially vulnerable to the slow growth in the U.S. triggering a 
trending down of Real GOP to 2.2% from 2.8% in June. 

Certain fal.:tors arc important when looking at Canada' s economic outlook: 

• Household debt-to-income ratio likely to climb above 150% causing personal consumption 
growth to be held to 2.5% (down from 3.7%); 

• Busi.ness investment is .key to economic growth driven by elevated commodity prices, 
strong corporate balance sheets, low interest rates and a supportive tax structure; 

• Stronger than anticipated housing demand and non-residential construction fuelled by low 
interest rates is the exception to slow grov.1.h; 

• Turmoil in financial markets causing commodity prices to come down but is forecasted to 
hold up at the elevated levels; and 

• Interest ratCs nol expected to increase until early 2013. 

Province of IJC Economic. Overview 

Central I Credit Union reports that the fo llowing trends from the quarter reflect BCs economy: 

• Rea) GOP slows to 2.4% growth in 20 11 . from 3.8% in 2010; 
• 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 20 II compared to 7.6% in201 0; 
• Provincial population is fo recast to expand at 1.1 % in 2011 , dropping from growth levels 

of 1.7% and 1.6% for 2009 and 2010, respectively; 
• 110u.sing starts remain unchanged and wi ll continue to trend upwardly due to the end of 

Harmonized Sales Tax (lIST) in 2013; 
• Thc Consumer Price Index (CPI) is forecasted to rise to 2.3% for 20 11 rrom 1.4% in 2010; 
• 1'loLlsing prices have plateaued at elevated levels whi le the sales-Io~inventory ratios have 

trans itioned to a buyers' market; and 

341 4750 
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• Building permits in August rose up by 3.4% fTom July due to the increase from multiple-
family permits as both single-detached and non-residential PCffiljts have decreased. 

Citv of' Richmond Overview 

There arc sinlil aritics in the economic fo recasts or the Canadian and Be outlook with economists 
all agreeing that the current economy is slow moving. Although this pel1ains to the Ci ty as we ll , 
hi storically the main factors that revolve around real estate market, i.e. housing starts, median 
selling price-s, build ing permi ts and development applications. play an important role in 
determ ining the City's economic overview. From the statistics that the City gathers and produces, 
housing starts arc signilieantly lower than prior periods, both for the quat1er and year-to-datc . 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 armually by 60.9% from 20 I 0 and 18.8% 
on a year-to-date basis. The year-to-date building permJt revenues of 5. 1 M 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 fo recasted for Be on the graph below. 

Housing Starts 

Unit <; 
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« 

30.0 0 

• , 
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• • 
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Economists have also realized from recent history that the Lower Mainland 's real estate market 
does not pcrfonn and/or act similarly to other parts of Canada and Be as can be seen on the 
following chart. 
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Forecast Price Growth by Reg ion, 2011 
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This also bolds true for Richmond. where the median selling prices have again increased from the 
previous year. The median se lling prices have increased for a single family detached home to 
$1.02M. a townhouse to $O.56M and an apartment to $O.35M. This equates to esca lations of 
23.0% for a single famil y detached home, 7.5% for a townhouse and 4.7% for an apartment. 

It is suggcslCd 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 hurden accumulated by individuals , it has caused potential home buyers to postpone 
their purchases. The number of sales for the current year compared 10 2010 is relatively 
unchanged with a drop 01'2.6%. 

Richmond has again realized an increase in business activi ty especially for the industrial sector as 
the vacancy rates have decreased from a rate of 4.5% in 20 I 0 to 4.2% in 20 11. This vacancy rate 
decrease is still occurring while tota l 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. 

I'crmit Revenues 

As much as there was a boom in the construction industry in 20 10, in Richmond both the number 
of building permi ts and development applications have seen only a slight decl ine from the last 
year's record levels. The number of building permits has decreased by 8.0% and 5.0% for the 
comparativE: qUaJ1er and year~to~date. respectively. 

The revenue~s collected for permits issued during the 3rd quarter of 20 11 were hjghcr 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 

34147S!) 
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projects. This has increased the year-to-date revenues by 18.0% as compared to 20 10. The total 
construction value for 20 11 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 I)ermits 
2010 Quarl\'r!y I(CSlll L~ Coml13reu to 2011 
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'rhe number of development applicat ions has decreased 7.2% and 15,3% lor the comparative 
quarter and year-to-date periods respectively. Although the number of development applications 
received in the 3nJ quarter and year- to date in 2011 has decreased from the levels in 2010, related 
revenues show a small inc rease. Revenues collected to date in 20 II are 5.3% higher than in 20 10, 
largely because or increased revenues associated with Administration Fees for projects that are 
now under construction. 
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Other Revenues 

>- Business Licenses 

The total number of business licences issued to date in 20 II are comparable to 2010, 13, I 07 
to 12.888 licences, respectively. In the same quarter last year. there were a number of 
business lic~nccs 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 201101' 1,484 a 13.5% increase from 1,308 last year, is indicative of the growth 
that Richmond is experiencing. 
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r Permits and Enforcement (Parking Program) 

The permit and enforcement (Parking Program) revenues of $OAM and $1.1 M for the quarter 
and year-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. 
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r Gaming Revenue 

Gaming revenues of $3AM for the 3rd quarter and $9.7M for the year have increased from 
the same periods in 20 10, by 9.3% and 3.5%, respectively. The growth in gaming revenues 
can bc~ primarily attributed to the continued benefit of the redevc!opments, enhancements and 
associated increase in player demand at River Rock Casino. 

, , 
o 

Gaming Revenues 
20 10 QUllrterly Rnults Compared to 2011 
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);- Development Cost Charges (DC C) 

For the 3rd quarter. $1.9M in Dee contribut ions were received when compared to last year' s 
collection of $7.6M for the same quarter. The year-la-date collection of $8.2M is 60.8% 
lower than the $21.0M collected in 20 10. The decrease compared to last year can be 
att ri buted 10 the unusual circumstances surrounding DeC activi ti es in 20 10 as a result of 
majo r devc!opments approved and the push by developers to move quickly before the 
anticipated increase in DeC rates that occurred in September 2010. 
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Operating 
(in S'OOOs) 

RCMP 
Fire Rescue 
Parks & Rel;rcatioll 
Engineering & Public Works 
Corporate Services' 

- 8 -

Statement of Operations for 

Quarter ended September 30, 2011 

Budget Year 10 Actual Year 10 
Dale Date 

September 30, September 30, 
2011 20 11 

{unaudited) 
27.613 26,548 
22.229 20,830 
18,502 17,255 
11 ,475 10,773 
11.364 10,925 

Project Oevelopment & Facility Maintenance 6.748 6,648 
Library 5,741 5,638 
Planning & Development Services 4,427 3.873 
Community Services 5,456 4,805 
Corporate A.dminislralion 2,762 2.677 
Law & Community Safety 2,355 1,881 
Business and Financial Services 2,247 842 
Fiscal & Trnnsrcl'!o Reservcs (120,919) ( 140.355) 

$ - $ (27,660) 

Variance Forecast 
Surplus for 

December 3 I. 
2011 

1,065 639 
1,399 650 
1,247 51 

702 282 
439 51 
100 2' 
103 25 
554 355 
651 31 

85 90 
474 -

1,405 285 
19,436 780 

S 27,660 S 3,267 

The varianc{:s for Q3 arc consistent with prior years and arc mainly attributable to liming. and 
seasonality. 

The following are the explanations for net expenditure variances at the departmental level. 

~ RCMP continuc:s to be favourable aftcr thc rcali:t.cd savings from the 201 DIll contract in Q 1. 
Due to vacancies of administrati ve positions and lower contract costs, a surplus of $O.64M is 
forecasted for the end of the year. This balance relleels the allocation of$O.57M to the new 
Ci ty Centre Community Policing office. Any remaining surplus needs to be retained to cover 
a portion of anticipated ReM P retroactive pay. 

)..- f ire Rescue has a favourable variance to budget due to delayed replacements which has 
rcsulH::d in surplus salary, fringe, and training costs. A surplus of$O.65M is forecasted for 
the end of the year. 

~ Parks .and Recreation has a favourable variance for Q3 due to the seasonal 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 stomlS (brush, trees, debris), trimming of brush and shrubs along walkways and 
response to snoW or heavy windlrain and associated damage will be incurred in Q4. At this 
timl..!, Parks and Rl..!crcation expect to have a small surplus by the cnd of the year. 

J414750 



FIN - 21

November 30. 2011 - 9-

).- 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 I.hat will be completed in 2012. 

~ 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 
budg.el at the end of the year. 

).- Library is slightly favourable and is anticipated to have a small surp lus by the end of the 
year. 

>- Plann ing and Development has recognized higher than budgeted building permit revenues 
and servicing agreement fees. AJso contri buting to the favourable variance are lower 
operating costs from the management of vacant positions, however, as the need to providc 
servicl~s associated with new bui lding pemlit revenues arises, the current vacant positions are 
requir,::d to be tilled. With the higher revcnut;S and vacancies, a $0.36M surplus is 
anticipated at the end of the year. 

~ Community Services has a favourable variance as al 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 anticipatcd to have a surplus ofSO.03M at the end of the year. 

~ Corporate Administrat ion has a favourable variance due to vacancies. 11 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 freeing meters for public usc. Q4 is 
anticipated to result in lowcr than budgeted parking revenue due to the unanticipated costs 
from vandalism ofCily meters which is decreasing parking revenue and increasing 
maintenance repair and replacement costs. In add ition, there is one temporary full time 
position that is vacant and a lack of auxil iary officers which is affecting parking revenue at 
$15.000 pcr month. 

}.- Business and financia l Services has a favourable variance due to the majority of the Business 
Licences revenue having been received in QI and unfilled vacant positions within the 
Finance division. It is forecasted to have a surplus oC$O.29M by the end of the year. 

>- Fiscal is favourable fo r Q3 with anticipated expenditures incurred in the fo llowing quarter. It 
is anticipated to have a surplus of$O.78M by the end of the year. 

Utilities 

» Water Ut ility is current ly on budget with water consumption being on target through the high 
activity summer months. Also, increased receivable activity costs have been matched with 

3414750 



FIN - 22

November 30. 20 11 • 10 · 

increased receivable income. It is anticipated to have a balanced budget at the end of the 
year. 

~ Sanitation & Recycling Uti lity 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 ofreeyc\ ing materi als). 

~ Sewer Utility is currently under budgct, receivab le income was lower than projeetcd but 
billings for metcr and flat rate we re higher than anticipated, therefore net revenues were close 
to budget. The Public Works maintenance costs were less than anticipated as there was less 
receivable work incurred thi s year. 

Active Capital Project Summary 

The 20 11 Capital Rudget was amended by Bylaw 8809 on September 26, 2011. The amended 
20 11 Capital l3udget of$75.2M (excluding intcrnaJ payment transfcrs and debt repayments) are 
included in the figures below as are amounts relating to capital projects from previous years' 
Capital Bud gets that remain act ive. 

The projects within the JnfTastruclure, Building. Land & Parks and Equipment Programs are in 
progress. 

34 147SU 

Statement of Active Capital Project Expenditures 
($'IIOOs) 

Budget Spent to Date Commitment 

1.0 lnl"raslrw.:ture 145,259 83.627 

2.0 Building Program 92,867 59.598 

3.0 Land & Parks Program 98.506 61 ,736 

4.0 Equipmenl Program 26,387 8,930 

Grand Total $363,019 $213,891 

Active Capital Project Summary 

l.O Inrmslruc llI !1;! 

1.0 Building l'rogr.!1JI ,. •• 

3.0 Land & I'llrk.~ 

I'Ngrum 

·1.0 Equipm.:nl 
I'l\lgram 
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61 ,632 

33,269 
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17.457 

$149,128 
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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 now projections have influenced the terms and types of investments that the 
City holds, which is reflected in the retwn. 

3414750 

Investment 
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The financia l 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 Europe and the U.S. continued to deteriorate. 
moderating already tempered consensus growth expectations and increasing the possibility of a 
return to recession. I\s a result, the Canadian yield curve fe ll during the quarter as investors 
exercised "night 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 arc not going to increase until early 2013, 
but the market is pricing in the like lihood that the Bank of Canada may even cut rates in the 
foreseeable future. 

The City continues to be in compliance with Counci l's Investment Policy (3 702), where the City is 
required to carry a diversitied 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 ofrctufIl. 

Investment Maturity 
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Kev Indicators (Appendix 1) 

This appendix provides information with regard to various financial and market indicators for the 
year 20 11 as compared to 20 10. 
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Contract Awards (Append ix 2) 

This report provides Committee members infonnation 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 cyeles and timing afposting, receiving and selection of bids. 

Financiallrnpact 

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 licl;!nces 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 re lated 
to maintenance programs and major contracts as wcB 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. 

Lisa Skippcn 
Manager, Finance System Support 
(8660) 
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Key Indicators 

I~ City of Richmond 

I~ Key Indicators· Sept 30,2011 
• 

Q32011 Q32010 Year _to Data Vear to Dllte Year to date % 

All $ In OOOs Jul-Sept 2011 Jul-Sept 2010 % Change Jan.Sept 2011 Jan-Sept 2010 change 

Housing Starts 
Number of Housing 51,arts (number of units) 451 1,114 (59.5%) 1,032 1,738 (40.6%) 

Number of Demolitions 222 138 60.9% 531 447 18.8% 
Net Housing Units Added 229 976 (76.5%) 501 1,291 (61.2%) 

Building Permits 
Number of Building Permits Issued 402 437 (8.0%) 1,098 1,156 (5.0%) 

Permit Revenues Collected (includes deferred revenue) $2,326 $1,564 48.7% $5,111 $4,331 18.0% 
ValLIe of Building Construction for Permits Issued $137,030 $199,081 (31 .2%) $320,829 $378,718 (16.3%) 

Development Appllcatlolls 
Development Applications Received 84 69 (7.2%) 149 176 (15.3%) 
Development Applications Revenue $216 $293 (26.3%) $618 $587 5.3% 

BUsiness l1censes 
Number of New Business licenses Issued 446 368 21.2% 1,484 1,308 13.5% 
Number of Employees Reported - New Licenses 1,459 1,072 36.1% 4,335 4,513 (3.9%) 
Total Valid Licenses Renewed/(DisconUnued) 507 (290) (274.8%) 13,107 12,888 1.7% 
Revenue Received for Current Year licenses $581 $558 4.1% $2.766 $2,699 2.51>/0 
Revenue Received for Next Year (Deferred) $119 $131 (8.5%) $1,003 $942 6.4% 
Total License Revenue $700 $689 1.7% $3,769 $3 ,116 20.9% 

Year to date valid licenses and revenue include current year licenses Issued In the prior year. 

Other Revenues 
Parking program Revenue $402 $350 14.9% $1,073 $997 7.6<yo 
Gaming Revenue $3,412 $3,123 9.3% $9,745 $9,417 3 .5% 
Traffic Fine Revenue to date $544 $289 88.3% $1,633 $867 88 .3% 

Development Cost.Charges Income 
Roads, Water. Sewer DCC's Received $1,329 $4,567 _ (70.9%) $4,413 $11,202 (60.6%) 
Parks DCC's Received $615 $3,002 (79.5%) $3,825 $9,814 (61.0%) 
Total DCC Fees Received $1,944 $7.570 (74.3%) $8,238 $21,015 (60.8%) 

Uncommitted Reserves 
DCC ReseNes to date $24,279 $28,362 (14.4%) $24,279 $28,362 (14.4%) 
Capital Funding Reserves to date $54,659 $35,082 55.8% $54,659 $35,082 55.8% 
Affordable Housing ReseNes to date $1,869 $1,241 50.6% $1.869 $1,241 50.6% 
Other Reserves to date $78,954 $72,890 8.3% $78,954 $72,890 8.3% 
Total Uncommitted Reserves to date $159,760 $137,575 16.1% $159,760 $137,575 16.1% 

Taxes to date 
Taxes Collected $172,672 $175,375 (1.5%) $320,697 $310,042 3.4% 

City Portion of Taxes Collected $84,610 $85,934 (1.5%) $157,142 $151,921 3,4% 

Unpaid Taxes - Delinquent & Arrears $1,696 $1,518 11.7% $1,696 $1,518 11.7% 

No. of PartiCipants on PAWS (Pre authorized withdrawal) 5,853 5,809 0 .8% 5,853 5,809 0.8% 
PAWS (1) $3,892 $!),285 (26.4%) $12,588 $10,650 18.2% 

Interest Rate Paid to PAWS U)O% 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 not comparable 
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Ctty of ichmond 

Key In Icators· Sept 30.2011 

032011 032010 Year 10 Oate Ye~rlo Oale Yn r 10 0;"'1' % 
All S In 000, ")ul-Se pI 2011 Jul ·Sept 2010 % Change Jan-Sep12011 Jan·Sept 2010 chan I' 

Employees 
!\Untler ofCilY Emolo)'l~e$ (CIIY and Library) 1.890 1.666 1.3% 1 .890 1.866 1 .3% 

Fire Resc ue Respons es 2.381 2 .• 63 (3 .3%) 6 ,863 6 ,785 "" 
RCMP • C a illo for Serv ice Handled 19.494 21.939 (11 1%) 55,027 6 3,639 (135%) 

Atlordable HOU5ing 
Aflordable Renlal Units , 

" (30.0%) " " 50.0% 
Secondary SuleICoactl House Unts , 

" (53 8°") " " (32.0%) 

Ma rke l Rental Uni ls 0 .0"" 26 (96.2%) 
l.Inspenl FLrlds Allocated 10 C ll pllal ProJects 10 dale S9.189 $9 ,198 (0 .1%) $9.189 $9.198 (0.1%) 

Investments 
Total l'Mll\ments $568,384 $577,161 (1 .5%) $$68.384 5577,1 6 1 (1 .5%) 

Inte res l Earned on Investments 
A~(age City Ra le of Re turn on I'MIstmen!s 224% 268% (0.44%) 2.64% 27 1% (007%) 

""""., AI dala Is from C.ory 01 FbchmOlld Il/'COt03 

Market Indicators 

Median Residential SI!lling Price. _ Richmond 
S Ingle FamUy DetaChed S I ,020 $629 23.0% $1 ,0 14 S835 21 .4% 
Towrtool.lSe $S59 $520 7,5% $548 $493 11.3% 
Apanmenl $3. 9 S333 4.7% $351 $333 5 .3% 
Numbe r 01 S a les (a ll t"cll.lS"'9 types) '" "" (84%) 3.549 3.642 (2.1~'110) 

Source. Real ESlal!l8oard 0/ Gre,,/ef Va<lCOc.ww 

Unemployment Rate-Greater Vancou ~er 7 .• % , '" 0.1'M. 7 .6% 7.6% "'" 
~I UnemploymflOl Ri1Ie (3 month mov"p ."J..-.ge) 
Soun:e SIIJI.S/JCS ClVIadiJ oS BC SIIJIS (Dill. not avallabl!llor RIChmond) 

Eeono mk: Development 
To.al sq. ft space Office YTD • . 2.',927 4 ,116,505 "" 4 .2. 1.927 4 .365,067 (2 8%) 
Tota illoq . ft wcan! space a wilable Offi ce YTD 856.04 1 728.611 175% 856,0. ' 848.6 11 0 .9% 
Vacaney note· Offiee (In %) YTD 20,16% 1769% 14.1% 20 18% 19,44% 3.8% 
Total SQ . n space reusl" a l YTD 36.306.663 35.905.233 " .. 36.306,863 36,208.363 0 .3°4 
Tota l $(I . ft wcant s paCE' a vai lab le reuslriGI YTD 1.228.672 1 .823. 118 (24 .3%) 1 .228.672 1.890.955 (35.0%) 
Vacaney rale· reus trial (I n %) YTO 4 .24% 4.52% (6.2%) 4 24% 5.22% (18 ,8%) 

Source, Cushm.n oS Wa~:er,oeld Ltd ~ Marl<"f Report 

R k:h mond Populalion Estimate Yoa r E nd· 20 10: 196.858 2009: 193.505 

-Nole Tnese populaflOll tlSl .... teS.., publisned by Be Slats AmOlNlfs rout>CfoIoO 10 the IJINW"eSIlhoosand 
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November 30. 2011 

Contract Namt~ 

1. 4023P Development of an 
Emergency & Business 
Continuity Department Plan 
for Richmond Fire-Rescue 

2. 4216 EOI Architectural 
Services for Firbridge 
Community Centre 

3. 4237 a Supply and Delivery 
of Stationwear for Richmond 
Fire-Rescue 

4 . 4250 Q Supply and Delivery 
of one (1) Small One Track 
Type Hydraulic Excavator 
(option to buy 2nd) 

5. 4253 Q Supply and Delivery 
of one (1) Vacuum Street 
Sweeper 

6 . 4272 P Williams Road West 
Drainage Pump Station 
UpQrade 

7. 4273 a Supply and DeUvery 
of one (1) Backhoe 

8. 4294 P Museum: ShBlving 
for Museum Artefacts 

9 . 4345 F Supply and Install 
lighting at City Hall 

10. 4346 F Tennis Court Asphalt 
Resurfacing @ Minoru Park 

11 . 4347 F RCMP CSB: Supply 
and Install of additional Video 
Surveillance Equipment 

12. 4348 F 2011 Watermania 
Projed 

- 16- Appendix 3 

Contract Awards> $ 25,000 
July 1, 2011 - September 30,2011 

Award Amount Description 

KPMG LLP $ 40 ,000 Project objectives are to develop a 
Business Continuity Department Plan 
for Richmond Fire-Rescue that is 
compatible with the City of Richmond's 
emeroencv olans. -

eEl A rchitecture 5307,079 Design services for the Tenant 
Improvements for the 30,000 sq ft 
community centre in the Quintel 
development 

Canadian Unen $60,037 Supply and delivery of uniform 
protective clothing for all Fire 
Department union employees as 
required by the collectiveagreemenl. 

Brandt Tractor lid $287,720 Purchase of two John Deere 750 
Zero tail-swing excavators. This is part 
of the vehicle replacement plan to 
replace retired units 958 and 1006, 
These units support public works 
capital and maintenance infrastructure 
projects for digging in and around 
water/sewer lines etc. 

Vimar Equipment $228.566 Purchase of a new sweeper as part of 
the vehicle replacement plan to 
replace retired unit 928. Unit is used 
by the Roads Division for street 
sweeoino . 

Aplin & Martin $328 ,518 Engineering design and construction 
Consultants lid services for the Williams Rd drainage 

I pump station replacement 
Finning Canada $122 ,186 Purchase of a new backhoe as part of 

the vehicle replacement plan to 
replace retired unit 913. This unit is 
used in the Works Yard for loading 
containers and managing waste and 
materia ls. 

Hi-Cube $75,100 Museum artefact storage shelving 
upgrade. New mobile shelving and 
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 . 

light Power $36.500 This is a lighting retrofit project, and 
completes the lighting retrofit of City 
Hall which began in 2009. The project 
consists mostly of replacing compact 
fluorescent lighting for LED fixtures . 

Columbia Bitulithic $75,879 Crack repairs and asphalt resurfacing 
of Minoru Tennis Courts 

Citiloc $112,593 Install additional video surveillance 
equipment as per the new Federal 
requirements 

Smith Brothers & $351.241 Main grate replacement, deck and 
Wilson change room resurfacing and 

Department or 
Division 

Fire-Rescue 

Project 
Development 

Fire-Rescue 

PW - Fleet 

PW - Fleet 

PW - Engineering 

PW - Fleet 

Community 
Services 

Community 
Services 

Parks Recreation 

Project 
Development and 
Facilities Services 

Project 
Development and 
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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 Par~s and 
Plaza Guardrails handrails for Boaters' Row Plaza and Recreation 

Stairs at UBC Boathouse on River Rd. 
16. 4352 F Aquaci'de 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. 4353 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 Facilities Services 

front entrance. New hallway ceiling 
and grid. Washroom upgrades and 
water savinQ fixtures. 

18. 4547 P Supply and Install of Guillevin International $182,252 Compressed air filling station located Fire-Rescue 
an SCBA Filling Station Inc. (Cylinders) and (Combined) at RFR Firehall No.6 (Shellmont). 

Jordalr Compressors This' filling station would provide 
Inc. (Fill Station) compressed air services for RFR 

personal self-contained breathing 
apparatus as well as compressed air 
for tools 'and rescue equipment. The 

19. 4548 T Thompson Youth Wilco Civil Inc. $382,301 Construction of Phase II of Thompson Parks and 
Park Phase II (formerly Wilco Youth Park, including site preparation, Recreation 

Landscape Westcoast asphalt, concrete, site furnishings, 
Inc.) , skatable elements, and soft landscape 

20. 4567 F Life Safety Upgrade- TEAM Projects Inc. $43,621 Life safety upgrade to facility at 10191 Community 
10191 No.2 Road (Group No.2 Road. 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 fencing 
and provision of safety manuals to 
facility residents. 

21. 4571 Q Desktop Computers Island Key Computers $199,156 Purchase of laptop and desktop Information 
& 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 facility 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 svstem. 

24. 4575 F Supply and install Whitewater West $161,436 Play structure, play features and Project 
play structure and umbrella Industries theme. Development and 
falls at Watermania Aquatic Facilities Services 
Centre 

3414750 
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Contract Name Award Amount Description Department or 
Division 

25, 4576 T No 1 Rd I Moncton Imperial Paving $355,892 Improvements to Intersection at No, 1 PW - Engineering 
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 signage, new bollards, 
and custom artistic Dura Thenn 
pavement markinas, 

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 Inc, 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 orecision cuttino, 
27, 4011 P Richmond Olympic Walltopla Canada Inc $425,578 To supply and construct a climbing Project 

Oval - Climbing Wall wall in the Richmond Olympic Oval Development 

28, 4578 EOI Preliminary Site SNC Lavalin Inc $297,500 Stage 2 Preliminary Site Investigation, Community 
Investigation Services 

29, 4579 F Consulting contract CMNR Holdings Ltd $44,643 Hired a consultant to help analyze City Business and 
for the City Centre Centre properties and determine their Financial Services 
transitional exemption 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 
proqram 

31 , 4581 F Install 3" water meter PJB Mechanical $29,605 Water Meter Installation PW - Engineering 
and re-plumb private water 
service al7071 Bridge St, as 
part of multi-family water 
meter proqram 

32, 4582 F Assemble and install Porteau 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 to the Seine Net Loft, 
cleaning and preparation of those 
pieces and installation in the "At the 
Helm" exhibit openinq June 3, 2011 . 

33, 4583 F Disposal, processing Fraser Richmond Soil $ 55,050 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 Soli Programs 
collected under residential and Fibre, 
orqanics proqram 

34, 4584 F Water valve McElhanney $150,000 Mobile Mapping System PW - Engineering 
collection , Geo-automation Consulting Services 
mobile mapping system Ltd 
(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 
Minoru Arena Facilities Services 

36, 4588 J Minoru Arena Silver RMT Contracting $132,240 Asbestos abatement, new showers, Project 
Rink Building Improvements washroom accessories & vanity; Development and 

Stadium Arena Building Improvements Facilities Services 
- Asbestos removal, painting, plumbing 
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Contract Name Award Amount Description or 
Division 

37. I 4597 F RGMP GSa, i , Pavin9 Ltd I , new RCMP I i 
Developm::~~~~ repai rfre~seal work 
Facilities Services 

3B. 1:021' i . 
Mathias:tects 

site plan and design 
n P!;:~~ 

~ll~11 drawings. 

3§: 
i 

, ~'~:;~~Y7~nd i O,i,D I Supply and , of PV'/· I 
Installation 750MNi (Gambie) Corp storm sewer upgrades along 
Diameter Storm Sewer the south side of Gambie Road (from 

~F i,and 

No. 4 Road to approx. 200m +/- west). 

46: , SSLIno , i 1 retmfi::~r,'ii ' :t~~~?L·j :..:,~ Retrofit . mostly lighting for LED Services 

I at 5Q Supplyond - l-'i~urpo,e u< 1 atthe 2011 I 41 . A . ,and 
Installation of Audio, Staging . ssoclates Mantlme Festival was proVide a Services 
Fencing . Tenting Equipment platform for performers at the festival 
for the 2011 Maritime Festival to entertain the spectators at the 

I event. 

.Ul 41.:iO 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Finance Committee 

George Duncan 
Chief Administrati ve Officer 
&. President and CEO 
Richmond Olympic Oval 

Andrew Nazareth 

Report to Committee 

Date: December 1, 2011 

File: 

General Manager, Business and Financial Services 
&: Chief Financial Officer, Richmond Olympic Oval 

Re: 3rd Quarter 2011 - Financiallnfonnation for the Richmond Olympic Oval 
Corporation 

Staff Recommendation 

That the report on Financial Information for the Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation ror the 
third quarter ended September 3D, 2011 from the Controller of the Richmond Olympic Oval 
Corporation be received for information. 

6 »0---, 
George Dunc:an 
Chief Administrat ive Officer 
& President and CEO 
Richmond Olympic Oval 

14~0069 

Andrew Nazareth 
General Manager. Business and Financial Services 
& Chief Financ ial Office r. 
Richmond Olympic Oval 

I REVIEWED BY TAG NO 

o 

( 
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... ~~ 
RICHMOND ot~VMPI( 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 M ills 

General Manager, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation 

FROM: Rick Dusanj, CA 
Controller, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation 

Re: Ftichmond Olympic Oval Corporation - 3rt! 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 f inancial 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 finandOlI results for the 3 months ended September 30,2011 ("03"). 

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 03. 

Partnership discussions with DRIVE Basketball progressed well in 03 and were formalized with an 

announcement in 04. 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 athlete~;, 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 Well ness 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 well ness network in the world. Additionally, to residents outside 

of the City, raising awareness that Richmond is a sport, health and wellness destination. The 

expected olltcomes 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,(XJO visits per month. The Oval also recently surpassed 1.5 million v isits since opening in 

December ()f 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 04 2011, the Oval will be adding 

new Fall Pr()-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 tE!am 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 qllarter 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 athletes, adult recreationallsts, and those looking to take their personal performance levels 

beyond traclitional fitness. 

Page 2 of6 



FIN - 36

The Oval continues to support the GymWorks'M carded athlete program with 15 national carded 
athletes active at the Oval in Q3 of 2011. 

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 

Life Mark Sports Medicine officially opened operations in May 2011. 

Legacy Partners ("Sponsors" ) 

Sponsorship revenue was earned during Q3. I 

Governance 

Meetings of the Corporation's Board of Directcrs 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 results show a net Income, before transfers of $425,000 to the Capital Reserve, of 
$395,000; a favorable variance of $243,000. This Is mainly due to favorable variances as discussed 
above. The approved budget for fiscal year 201115 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. 

? - ( ) 
.~ V-') 
Rick Dusanj, CA 
Controlier, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation 

cc: Shana Turner 
Director, Administration & Corporate Services, Richmond Olympic Oval Corporation 
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RICHMOND OLYMPIC OVAL CORPORATION 
Statement 0' Opentlon,· PSAB 
f'Of' tne nine months ended Sept ember 30, 2011 

Lhaudltect. p~el"'red by management . 

. "' ..... 
2010 Games Operating Trust Fund 

Cor,t,1\l,;tlv.1 frem a:y ur Rk:l1mo.-.;j 
Memberships, ildmlssiOrlS ilr.d programs 

Sport I-k>stlno (Note I ) 
Interl!!it and other 

"''''''OS 
Member Cilre services 
e",,,,,_ 
5portSf!~ 

Fitness Sf!ro.tces 
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. 63,266 
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f18,33o) ."" 639,0)3 636,817 /21951 
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City of Richmond Report to Committee 

To: 

From: 

Re: 

Finance Committee 

Andrew Nazareth 
General Manager, BUsiness and Financial 
Services 

Robert Gonzalez, P. Eng., General Manager, 
Engineering & Public Works 

2012 Utility Budgets and Rates 

Staff Recommendation 

Date: December 1, 2011 

File: 03-0970-01/2011-VoI01 

That the 2012 Utility Expenditure Budgets, as outlined under Options 1 for Water, Sewer, Solid 
Wast(~ & 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 
Engirneering & Public Works, be approved as the basis for establishing the 2012 Utility Rates. 

k~---(. 
Andrew Nazareth 
General Manager, Business and 
Financial Services 
(4365) 

c()~---,, · 
Robert GoI12Z~~~g-. -::> 
General Manager, Engineering 
& Public Works 
(4 150) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTECTo: CONCURRENCE 
REVIEWED BvTAG q7m NO 

D 
yIiND Budgets 

REVIEWED BvCAO ~ 0 
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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 31,20 II in order to 
facilitate charging from January 1, 2012. 

Analysis 

Key factors contributing 10 changes in the utili ty budgets in 2012 include: 

• 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 rivet crossing, 
construction of the Seymour/Capi lano tunnels and construction of an ultra-violet water treatment 
system at Metro' s Coquitlam plant. 

• Rcdu.ced revenues associated with declining water consumption from reductions in commercial 
use and residential transition to metering. 

• GVS&DD sewer operating and maintenance costs are increased by approximately 7.7% for costs 
relating to various projects including the lana and Lions Gate Treatment Plant upgrades. twinning 
ofthl~ GilbcrtiBrighouse trunk and various pump station and seismic upgrade projects. 

• GVS&DD debt costs are reduced 24.8% as a result of debt repayments ($658,500). As debt costs 
are n!covered through property taxes, utility rates will not be affected. However, these savings 
will be realized through property taxes. 

• Metro Vancouver solid waste tipping fees have increased from $97 to $107 per tonne, i.c. 10.3%. 

Long-term infrastructure planning to replace ageinydeteriorating municipal infrastructure will continue to 
impact budgets and rates until we are able to sustain the necessary level of funding required 10 replace 
infrastructur~: 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 Counci l on June 27, 
2011 (Attachment I), increases in the annual capital funding contributions for sanitary and drainage are 
required, whl~reas the requ ired annual capital replacement funding contribution for water has been met. 
The annual n~quired 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 conlribution 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 contTol and those associated with 
maintaining City infrastructure, staff have presented various budget and rate options for 2012. The 
budgets and Irates 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 oflhe City's 
direct control (e.g. regional or other agency increases, contractual obl igations, 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 ofthe utility areas in the following charts: 

• Water • Sewer 
• Drainage & Diking • Sanitation & Recycling 
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The concluding summary of proposed rates for 2012 is shown on pages 16/17. 

Water Services Section Chart 
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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-di scretionary 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 n~late 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 20 II, taking the recommended program to $ 100,000 armual1y. This program is one 
of the key ma.rkedly successful water conservation programs for existing apartments, townhomes and 
single· family homes. Current fu nding levels are not sufficient to keep pace with demand for the program. 
This program includes a rebate of $1 00 per toi let, 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 201 1, 
approximately 1,045 toilet rebates have been issued, at a cost of approximately $100,000. As this 
program is fu nded 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 Vanco'uver has advised that water rates increase 5.9% for 20 12. [ncreases in regional chargcs for 
water purchases reprcsent the largest increase under all options at $0.6 million above 20 II costs. 

Benefits a/Water Metering & Conservation Initiatives: The net increase to Richmond is lower than the 
regional rate :increase due to water conservation in itiatives in Richmond. These initiatives have resu lted 
in an overall reduction in total water consumption, thereby mitigating the full impact of the regiona l water 
rate increases. This is a testament to the initiatives and strategies that have led to reduced residential 
water consumption. 

Capittliln/mstruciure Replacement Progmm 

There are no increases proposcd under any of the options fo r contribution to water capital infrastructure 
replacement. This is due to the fact that the annual capital contribution for wateHelated infrastructure 
replacement has reached $7.55 m illion, which meets and exceeds recommended flUlding levels. Per the 
June, 2011 " Ageing Infrastructure Planning - 2011 Update" report, the minimum required annual funding 
for Water is $7 m illion. A reduction in the annual funding contribution is not recommended due to 
anticipated growth in water infrastructure over the next few years. StaffwiU continue to undertake 
further assessments to detennine infrastructure replacement requirements going forward and identify any 
recommendcd changes to the annual contribution, if required. 

Residential Water Metering Program 

Currently, $1.6 million is a llocated annually to the residential water metering program. Expenses in 2010 
were approximately $1.4 million and to date in 2011 are approximately $1.2 million. Option I maintains 
the current allocation at $1.6 mil lion. Options 2 and 3 include an option to reduce the annual allocation to 
$1.4 million, or a reduction of$200,000. 

Staff are recommend ing Option 1 in order to maintain the metering al location to furt her expand 
residential m.etering to the greatest extent possible. Currently, approximately 60010 of single·family 
households have meters installed. Continued funding at the recommended level wi ll allow for continued 
expansion of the program. 
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MuJri-Family Water Metering Program: The City's multi-family water metering program has been very 
successful in helpi ng to reduce water consumption. The City has received approval from 68 volunteer 
complexes (comprising 4,238 multi-family dwelling Wlits) to inslall water meters. Of these, 40 
complexes have been completed to date (2,418 units), including 15 apartment complexes (1 ,715 units) 
and 2S 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 
Counci l. 

Meter Rale 

From inception, the water meter rate has included an incentive to encourage those on the flat rate to 
switch to mel·ers. For ex.ample, 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 m3 vs average 296 m3

). 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 hav,c switched to meters, this results in a higher than relative increase in the flat rate charge to 
compensate for the losl revenue. TIle 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 stab il ization fund was established a number of years ago by Counci l 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 budS,:t and rates. Under Options I and 2, the 20 12 base leve l 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 ratcs. 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, shou ld Council wish to use these funds to a greater extent to 
reduce the overa ll rate. This is not recommended by staffin 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 Counci l may wish to use the rate stabi lization to 
a larger extent at that time to offset this sign ificant projected increase. 

As of October 31 , 20 II, the water stabilization account has a balance of $7,638,813 and accumulates any 
funds that may be left over from water purchases. 

Regionallssue.'i 

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/Capi lano Tunnels construction, the Angus Drive Main and the Annacis Main No. S 
Marine Cros:>ing - ~ as a few examples. Metro's current S-year projections for the regional water rate are 
outlined as follows: 
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Projected Metro Vancouver Water Rateiml 

% Increase ovt:r Prior Year 

ImpaCI on 20112 Water Rutes 

- 6 -

2012 
$.5980 
5.9% 

2013 
$.7093 
18.6% 

2014 
$.7556 
6.5% 

2015 
$.8009 

6% 

2016 
$.8453 
5.5% 

The impact ofthese 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 "Meier 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 fo llows: 

2012 Water 

which 

Rate 

The impact of the Water budget options on the flat rate customers is as follows: 

2012 Water Net 

1012 Rate which Inelude 

" 

The rates outlined in the above tables are net rates. Due to the bylaw provisions which provide for a 10% 
discount if utility bills arc 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. 

AdvanlagesllJ;sadvanlages of Various Optiolls 

Option 1 

• Represents the minimal increase necessary to sustain operations, while maintaining business as usuaL 
• Provides for a continued $1.6 million annual contribution to the residential water metering program to 

continue expanding this program. 
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• Maintain!; 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 (0 partially 
offset the impact of regional water increases. 

Option 3 

• Represents a $200,000 reduction in the residential water metering program, reducing the annual 
funding for this program from the current budget level of$I .6 million to $ 1.4 million. This reduction 
will reduce the funding available for tbis program. 

• Increases the contribution from the rate stabilization fund by $150,000 (to $900,000) to furthcr offset 
the impact of rate increases. This would draw down the rate stabi lization fund by this additional 
amount. 

Recommmded Option 
Staff recomm.end the budgets and rates as outlined under Option 1 for Water Services. 
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Sewer Services Section Cbart 

2012. 

lull , ~ Budget NOIl-Discretio/1Qry with Partial 
Increases (!IOO,OOO) Draw (!2OO,OOO),~aw 

_Dow"fro~" ~:, , , ,-.ad 
, 

~; 
Mall!rialsl 

; 1 

~ ~ ~,800) • 1 c i' 
• 

~ 
Dob' (MV) (S658,: 

~ • ][ 

; ; ][ ~ 

~,p~,," SO $0 SO 

, ; ][ ][ 

1 ('600) ~ 
; O,b, '15',300 ~ $3.500 53,500 

. 1 
'0,.1 . 

, ~ 

~ ~ , 

~ ~ , , '~ 
. Tax ieA' DO ~bC :';00 

-OCC L,,,,," '0 '0 '0 

I ~tt i Oytr 1011 Bast 
I Lon' B.d ... 

$1,216.100 SI,116,200 SI,016,200 

A description explaining the increases and budget reductions in each of the areas outlined above is 
outlined below, 

Operating E.ypenditures 

Salary costs ~lre increased associated with anticipated wage senlements as well as staffing requirements 
for maintaining increased plant/infrastructure. Pub lic Works maintenance and material, etc. costs are 
increased as 11 result of external cost factors, such as inflationary increases. Monthly vehicle costs are 
decreased as a result oflease 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 (Grealer Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage Dislriel Operating ami Maintenance 
Costs) - Metro Vnt.couver 

Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District operations and maintenance charges arc increased by 
approx.imately $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 GilbertlBrighouse Trunk Pressure Sewer twinning project and the Lulu 
Island Wastewater Treatment Plant Digestor. 

GVS&DD Ddt (Grealer Vancouver Sewerage and Draim'ge Dis/rict Debt) 

GVS&DD debt costs are reduced 24.8% per Metro Vancouver in association with debt reduction. These 
costs arc recovered from property taxes and, therefore, do not benefit the sewer utility rates charged. 
There will, however. be a corresponding reduction in the amount recove red from property taxes 
($658.500) for regional sewer debt. 

Rate Stabilization Contribution 

Option I - N Oli Discretionary - docs 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 me rate increase in 20 12. Option 3 includes an option to draw $200,000 from rate stabilization 
to further off.'iet the rate increase in 2012. 

Staff recommend Option I in order to maintain the sewer provision account to offset future anticipated 
increases in regional sewer operating costs. 

Cilpitlli infrastructure Replacement Program 

Under all opt ions outlined above, there is no increase proposed in the annual contribution to the sewer 
infrastructure capital replacement program. The " Ageing Infrastructure Planning - 20 II 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). 

Operll/ing Dt~bl 

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 GilbertlBrighousc tnlnk 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 arc recovered through utility rate charges. 
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Impact on 2012 Sewer Rates 

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 Rllte" discussion within the 
Water Servicc~s portion of this report, the impact to metered customers is considerably less than flat rate 
customers dUl~ in part to the incentive built into the meter rate. 

The impact o!f the Sewer budget options on metered customers is as follows: 

2012 Sewer Net Meter Rate Options 

2012 Rate Options w/.lch Illclude 
Illcrease Ide"'ified Below in Italics 

Recommended: 
Customer Class 2011 Rates 2012 Option I Rate 2012 Option 2 Rule 2012 Option 3 Rale 

Single Family Dwelling $225.52 $246.78 S245.80 $244.82 
!(based on av\!.. 296 m' )- $21.26 520.28 5/9.30 
Townhouse $201.90 $220.93 $220.06 $2 19.18 
(based on avg. 265 m') 5 /9.03 518.16 51n8 
Apartment $137.90 S150.9O 5150.30 $ 149.71 
(based on av~. 181 ml) S13.00 512.40 511.81 
Metered Rate (S/m' ) $0.7619 SO.8337 $0.8304 50.8271 

SO.07/8 SO.0685 SO.0652 

The impact of the Sewer budget options on the flat rate customers is as follows: 

which Include 
Below in Italics 

The rates outlined in the above tables are net rates. Due to the bylaw provisions which provide for a 10% 
discount if utility biUs 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 

• Represents the minimal increase necessary to sustain operations, while maintaining business as usual. 
• There is no collection of funds to contribute toward rate stab ilization for future increases, i.e . the rate 

stabilization contribution remains at $0 in 2012. 
• Does not meet C ity's long·term infrastructure plan to increase the capita l program for replacement of 

aging infrastructure. Capital replacement remains fixed at $4.3 million for 20 12. The objective is to 
build the annual infrastructure replacement for sewer to $6.2 million, representing an annual $1.9 
million slhortfa ll. 
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Option 2 

• Represents the minimal increase necessary to sustain operations with $100,000 being applied or 
drawn frc,m the rate stabilization fund to reduce the impact of budget and rMe increases .. 

• There is no collection of funds to contribute toward rate stabilization for future increases, i.e. the rate 
stabilizati.on contribution remains at $0 in 2012. 

• Does not meet City 's long-term infrastructure plan to increase the capital program for replacement of 
aging infi-astructurc. Capital replacement remains fixed at $4.3 million for 201 1. The objective is to 
build the annual infrastructure replacement for sewer to $6.2 million, or an annual $1 .9 mi llion 
shortfall. 

Option 3 

• Represents the minimal increase necessary to sustain operations with $200,000 being applied or 
drawn frclm the rate stabilization fund to reduce the impact of budget and rate increases .. 

• Tbere is no collection of funds to contribute toward rate stab ilization for future increases, i.e. the rate 
stabilization contribution remains at $0 in 2012. 

• Does not meet City 's long-tenn 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 an nua l $1.9 million 
shortfal l. 

Recomme,.ded Option 

Staff recommend the budgcts and rates as outl ined under Option 1 for Sewer Services. 

Drainage and Diking Section Cbart 

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 
infrastructurt:: 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 Counci l 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 I, 
approximately one-half of the increase under Option 2, and the full increase of $1 0.00 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 annua l 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 facil itate continued studies and upgrades as identified through 
further seism ic assessments of the dikes. No increase in the $ 10.00 per property rate is proposed for 
20 12. This will result in revenues of approximately $675,000 in 2012, based on total estimated 
properties. 

Recomme.nded Option 

Staff recommend the budgets and rates as outlined under Option 3 for Drainage and Diking Serv ices. 
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Solid Waste & Recycling Section Cbart 

2012 Solid / -

Option I Option 3 

2011.";;,';"" Non-DiscretiolUlry Increases ftICTeoses 
Increases 

Salaries 

$142,000 , 1142,000 

; Sl8, IOO 

.Mel" 1 . J Co'~ (MV) $",700 

I ; 

$4,000 • $4,000 $4,000 

$4,800 $4,800 $4,800 

$4,200 $4.200 " ,200 

I Ro<, '1 SO $0 
To .. I20l l I.od ... • 
To,,1 I 

, F,,", 

~ "iil/t;- "'8'J'£- SJiil/t;-, (S /34,. (S134,. 
• 1'0., $2.600 2,600 $2,600 

N ... odO" • 

I ~::; L",I .':d~:r 2011 

A description explaining the increases and budget reductions in each of the areas outlined above is 
outlined below. 

Salaries 

Salary costs arc increased associated with anticipated wage settlements. 

Contracts 

Contract costs relate to non-discretionary increases for so lid waste and recycling collection services as 
outlined in Council-approved agreements. 

EquipmelltIJ~aterialsIVehicles 

Material. equipment and vehicle costs are increased associated with plant growth and increased fuel and 
insurance costs. 

3398960 



FIN - 54

December I, :20 II - 14-

Metro Vancouver Disposal Costs (MY) 

Disposal costs associated with the regional tipping fee increase from $97 to $ 1 07 per tonne. The City ' s 
G reen Can program has helped in sign ificantly reducing disposal tonnages, minimizing the impact of 
tipping fee increases. For example, had the G reen Can/organ ics program not been introduced to divert 
more waste from garbage, the metro d isposal 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 L. 

Projected Metro Vancouver Tipping Feerronne 
% Increase over Prior Year 

Recycling Materials Proceuing 

2012 
5107 
10.3% 

2013 
$121 
13% 

2014 
$153 

26.4% 

20lS 
$182 
19% 

Recycling malterials processing costs are reduced assoc iated with green waste volume adjustment 
reductions at the Ecowastc Landfil l resu lting from commercial use restrictions. 

Container Rt'ntaVO,l/ectioll & Operating Expenditures 

2016 
$205 
12.6% 

Container rental and operating expenditures are increased associated with rates from re-tendered service 
contracts and printing costs. 

Programllnwrnal Costs & Agreements 

Program cost increases relate to increased resident uptake in the City ' s spring clean up program (garbage 
disposal vouc,her program). Agreement costs are increased s lightly based on the consumer price index 
contractual increase with Vancouver Coastal Health Authority for the City ' s public health protection 
service agreement. 

Rate StabiliZl'lliOlr 

Option I reflects a $57,900 reduction in the application of the rate stabil ization fund for so lid 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 20 12 ( reference Green Cart Pilot Program section). Option 2 includes a partial contribution of 
$138,700 to c.olleet toward building the sol id waste stab ilization/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 s ign ificant regional tipping fee increases as outlined above. In 
addition, future funding wiU be needed to further develop significant recycl ing programs, such as a 
potential Eco Centre, introduction of carts for residential curbside collection, pilot initiatives, etc. The 
current balance in the solid waste prov ision is $7,455 ,315. 

Recycling Material Revenues 

Revenues from the sale of recycling commodities are increased approximately 20% in 2012, or from 
$652,000 to $786,800. Under servicing contract tenns, the City receives the full benefit of any increases 
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in the recycling commodity markets above an established base level. Similarly, the City bears the risk of 
any dovmtum in commodity markets. The increased revenue projection is based on estimates of market 
conditions as reflected over the past year. This amount can vary up or down, and is dependent in large 
part on economic conditions. Therefore! it is an estimate only. Note that revenues from the sale of 
recycling matc~ria1s are applied against expenditures to help offset rates. 

Green Cart PUot Program 

A pilot organics/food scraps recycling pilot program, involving approximately 3,200 townhome units, 
commenced in April and is currently underway. The pilot is intended to run to the end of20 II and then 
be evaluated for potential broader sca le implementation to all townhomes. Staff are currently evaluating 
the program and will present a report with recommendations early in 20 12. The cost of this program is 
offset through the sanitation provision account. The budget/funding identified above a llows the pilot 
program to continue in 2012 under these same funding cond itions until such time as a Council decision is 
made on the future of organics recycling for townhomes. 

A report regarding the pilot program is scheduled for the first quarter of20 12. 

Impact on 20.12 Rates 

The impact of the budget options to ratepayers is provided in the table which follows. 

2012 Solid Wtlste & Recycling Net Rates Options 
2012 Rate Options which Include 

Tncrease Identif;ed Below ill Italics 
Recommended: 

Customer Class 2011 Rates 2012-o,;~ioll 1 RUle 2012 ODtion 2 Rate 2012 ODtion 3 Rate 
Single Family Dwelling $234.81 $239_6 1 $24{.96 $244.50 

$4.80 $7. 15 $9.69 

Townhouse $ 169.46 $171.10 $173-44 5175.99 
$1.64 S3.98 56.53 

Apartment $52.14 $51.40 $52.25 $53 .24 
(50.74) SO.ll SUO 

Bus iness Metered Rate $26. 16 $25.75 $25.86 ~;S99 
($0.41) (S0.30) 0.17) 

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. 

Regional Issues 

As previously noted, the regional tipping fee has increased $10, From $97/tonne to $1 07/tonne. The 
impact to Richmond is not as great as it would otherwise have been had the City not had the fores.ight to 
introduce the Green Can (food scraps/organics recycling) program. Overall, the region is continuing to 
experience declining waste flows and reduced revenues in light of recycl ing initiatives and poor economic 
cond itions, wlhich are contributing factors to the tipping fee increase. Costs for regional initiatives 
identified in the lntegrated Solid Waste and Resource Management Plan are other factors driving the 
tipping fce increase. In addition to the impacts of the tipping fee increases, Richmond will also incur 
costs to imple:ment the local government actions identified in the Integrated Solid Waste and Resource 
Management Plan. Council previously endorsed the plan, which establishes a new regional waste 
diversion targ:et of 70% by 2015 (currently at 50%). These costs could amount to an additional $4 million 
annually, dep,ending on the level to which the municipal actions are pursued. These added programs will 
be brought to Council for approval in advance of incurring any additionaJ expenditures. 

3398960 



FIN - 56

December 1, 2011 - 16 -

Recommer.rded Option 

Staffrecommc~nd the budgets and rates as outlined under Option 1 for Solid Waste and Recycling as it 
meets the minimum funding requirement necessary to maintain existing programs, while minimizing the 
overall rate impact -- particularly in light of increases in other utility areas. 

Total Recommended 2012 Utility Rate Option 

In light of the sign ificant challenges associated with the impacts of regional costs and new programs in 
the City, staff are recommending a combination of various budget and rates options as follows: 

• Option I is recommended for Water 
• Option I is recommended for Sewer 
• Option 3 is recommended for Drainage & Diking 
• Option I is recommended for Solid Waste & Recycling 

This results in the following 2012 recommended utility rates as summarized in the following tables. The 
first table provides a summaI)' ofthe estimated meter rate charge, based on average water and sewer 
consumption. The second table provides a summaI)' of the flat rate charge. 

20/2 Total Annual Utility - Estimated Charges to Metered Customers based 0" Recommended 
Rates and Average WaterlSewer Consumption by Customer Class 

(Net Rates) 
2012 Recommended Rate 

ffncTease Idenli ,ed Below in Italics) 
Clls/Omer Class 2011 Estimated Net Total 2011 Recommended 

Rates ODlion £slinwled Net Rates 
Single-Family Dwelling $833.64 $894.42 

(based on avg. 296 m3) $60.78 

Townhouse $7 16.08 $768.88 

(on City garbage service) S52.80 

(based on avg. 265 ml) 

Townhouse $609.37 $659.88 

(not on Cicy garbage service) 
(based on avg. 265 m3) 

$50.51 

Apartment $457.29 $494.66 

(based on avg. 181 ml) S37. 37 

General Other/Business 

Metered Water ($/m ) $0.9223 SI.0058 
$0.0835 

Metered $ewf:r ($/m ) $0.761 9 SO.8337 
SO.0718 

Business: Ga:rbage $26.16 $25.75 
($0.4/1 

Business: Drainage & Diking $100.3 1 $110.31 
S/O,(}() 
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2012 Total Annual Utility - Recommended Flat Rates (Net Rates) 
2012 Recommended Rate 

(Increase Identified Below in Italics) 
CUSlOmer Class 2011 Net ROles To/al20n Recommended 

ODrion - Net RaJes 
Single-Family Dwel ling S1.l93.22 $1,269. 51 

S76:29 
Townhouse SI,004.59 $1,068.91 
(on City garbage service) S64.32 

Townhouse $897.88 $959.9 1 
(not on City garbage service) S62.03 

Apartment $683.88 $731.28 
$47.40 

General Othc:r/Business 

Metered Wat~!r ($/m ) .$0.9223 $1 .0058 
SO.0835 

Metered Sewer ($/m ) $0.76 19 $0.8337 
50.0718 

Business: GaLfbage S26. 16 $25.75 
($0.4 /) 

Business: Drainage & Diking $100.3 1 S11 0.3 1 
S/O.OO 

As noted previously, the rates highlighted in this report reflect the net rates. This is the actual cost that 
property owners pay after the 10% discount incentive is applied as outlined in the rate bylaws. It also 
represents tht~ minimum amount required to recover the net expenditure budgets for each utility area. The 
discount incentive provided in the by laws is a very effective straiegy in securing utility payments in a 
timely manner. To ensure full cost recovery while maintaining the payment incentive, the bylaw rates are 
inflated by the discount amount. The recommended rates out lined above result in the following gross rates 
to be reflected in the amending bylaws for each utility area, should they be approved by Council : 

2012 '"'"' "J ( Gross, 
Estimated Meter & Actual Flat Rates per Bylaw 

~y T/,;Uh 

Waler Sewer To/al 
Diking 

MeI« (Bas<d on , Sew« Rat. , w;1 Vary , ,10 'cloa 
$274.18 

(0" City I 
1114 ~:; i*i; ~ (n" .14 

)2.27 $57.11 

FI 
,621.51 

(0" 0 $190. 
$69. 

'7.85 $305.01 il22 .57 $57.11 

,'J $1.1175 
I Sew., ($/m'l 

$28.6 1 
,& Diking 
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The number ()f units by customer c lass, including those on meters, is shown below for Council 's 
infonnation. The number of units will vary to some degree based on the type of service (e.g. some units 
are not on sewer service), therefore, the following is based on the water services unit count: 

Residential Unit Counts - Flat Rate and Metered 
CWitomers 

Single-Familv Residential Flat Rate 10,635 
Metered 17,816 

Townhouse Flat Rate 14,308 
Metered 703 

Apartment Flat Rate 20, 109 
Metered 1,715 

Total Residential Units 65,286 

Commerc ia l Units Metered 3467 

Fanns Metered 49 
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Comparison of Recommended 2012 Utility Rate Option to Major Household 
Expenses 

In relation to other common household expenses, City utility expenses represent good value when 
compared with other daily major household expenses such as telephone, cable, internet, electricity, transit 
and others. Water, sewer, garbage and drainage utility services arc fundamental to a quality lifestyle fOT 
residents as well as necessary infrastructure to support the local economy. The following chart 
demonstrates the value of these serv ices when compared to other common household expenses. 

Daily Cost Comparison of Major Household Expenses for a Single Family Dwelling 

Drainage&Dy~e 

$0. I I I 
Solid WuIe& Recy<:ling 

$0.66 I I C~y ' s 2011 Ne1 UtiI~y Rates 

I 
$.90 Basic Services Offered by othef Agencies 

HomePhone 
I 

$0.99 
~. 

I 
i TVCable < 
& • w InlMl81 • .. 
< • Wo~ , 
• " 

$1. 5 

II I I 
$1.51 

I I 
$1 .53 

I I 
$2.56 

Electncily 

II I I I I I '>6, 
0- II I I I I I 

$2.66 
Tran$tl 

II I I I I I 
$3.01 

Homeln ........... 

• so." $1 .00 S1.SC $2.00 $2.SC $3.00 $3.50 

Chan REDMS Ref.. 3054483 
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Financial Impact 

The budgetary and rate impacts associated with each option are outlined in detail in this report. In all 
options, the budgets and rates represent full cost recovery for each respective area. 

The key impacts to the recommended 2012 utility budgets and rates stem from increases in regional watcr 
purchascs~ scwer treatment and disposat costs. Contractual increases for tendered services and other 
external costs is also a factor, a1though to a much lesser degree. Option I is recommended for the Water, 
Sewer and Solid Waste/Recycling budgets and rates; whereas Option 3 is recommended for Drainage as 
per the strategy outlined in the "Ageing Infrastructure Planning - 201 1 Update" report. 

Considerable effort has been made to minimize City costs and other costs within our ability to influence 
in order to m'inimize the impact to property owners. The following graph demonstrates the principal 
factors in the 2012 budget in the area of regionaJ costs, contract costs, net capital infrastructure 
contribution (drainage) and other City operating costs. 

2012 Recommended Options Utility Budget 
% Net Increase by Category 

Capital 

Drainage. 
23% 

~--""'::::::::~~~~ .. rCjty Operating Costs * 
8% 

Regional MV;:----..::; ... ""'''''.-;:.-----

61% 

• Indudcs City's contribution from TlIie slabilizstionlincome vW"illlions to milig3{e increases 
Reference Chart doc. 3055227 version 4 

Conclusiol11 

8% 

The utility rate strategy represents a comprehensive approach to addressing current increases in regional 
charges for watcr purchases, watcr filtration, sewer treatment and disposal costs. City costs have been 
minimized as much as possible to reduce the impact to budgets and rates. Regional increases continue to 
represent a sil;nificant portion of the increases in utility rates. This trend will continue for the foreseeable 
future as the (:hallenges associated with addressing growth and new demands for water and sewer treatment 
are managed. 
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Staff recomnl(:~nd that the budgets and rates as outlined in this report be approved and that the appropriate 
amending bylaws be brought forward to Council to bring these rates into effect. 

6U3 
SUZJ!JUIe BY~ 
Manager, Fleet & Environmental Programs 
(3338) 
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Attachment 1 

City of Richmond Report to Committee 

To: Public Works and Transportat,on Committee Date: June 7, 2011 

1~060-01120' 1·Vol 01 From: John Irving MPA, P,Eng File: 
Director, Engineering 

Re: Ageing Infrastructure Planning - 2011 Update 

Staff Recommendation 

·111<1! "tulT rev iew Ihl' rcpon dOIl'd June 7. 2011 rrom the l1ircctor. En!!inccring in cl'nj ullcl inn 
with the Long Tenn Financial Management Slrategy :!nd bring forward recommendations to 
Finance Committee. 

-

L 
.1nhn Irvi l1lg. MP:\. lJ .I-ug. ' 
Di rc": II>r. !Engin~-ering 
i-HolO) 

.. \11. 6 

,/ 

FOR ORIGl NATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED 1'0: 

Budgets 
Roads and Construction 
SeweragE! and Drainage 
Water Services 

REVIEWE[) BY TAG 

I hansporta,"on 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

In July 200 I and Man:h 2006 the Engineering Dt:partmclll repurted 10 ( 'ouncillhc t!Stinmtcd 
long tcml capital n.o.quiremcnrs for age-related infrastructure: renewal. -111is report updates those 
estimates to. ret1t:ct current inventory. new thoughts on infrastructure service life and changing 
in frnstrul'ture rcphlcClllcnt prici ng. It illso extends the report to comment on dikes and clirn :ll~ 
change. 

Backgrourud 

Council 1 el111 Goals 

Om: of the strategic I~cus arcus outlineu in the eUrTcntly ndopted Council Tcnn Goals is 
Financial f\.'fanagemt.'llt. ('he Boal is to ensure the City has the capacity to meet thc financial 
chal lcnges Qftoday 3nd the luture. while maintaining current levels arservice. This report 
nut lines the current und long tcnn linatlcial requirements tor nw..ininining and replacing the 
City's ageing inlrastructurc. 

Existi ng Infrastructure 

Table I is a, summary ut'thc City' s inventory of watcr. sanitary. drainagc. and roads 
iufm:-;tnlclUrc. rhe rCI)ltlcelllcnt vu lue nS$umcs thul inlnlstnlclUl'C will Ix.- rep laced "size-on­

. , · 1 
SI/.O • 

Table t : Infrastructure Inventory 
~ - .-c- . ---

'F'Unding :-Replacemenf lafrastructuTe Tot:.. lcngth of Odlcr Features 
Pipe or Hoad Source Villue 

(2011 dolilln) 

\Vater 624 km 13 PRY Chambers Water $514M 
S Sponge Vuulls Utili ty 

60 V:uvc Chambers 
Saniwy ~ -- -

Sanitary 562 km 1 S 1 Pump Stations S436M 
Util ity 

Dminugt! 61 7km 39 Pump Statillns Drninagc $933 M 
Utili ty 

Dike 49 km - Drainage $200 M 
Utility 

Road Pavement 
-----~ 

1285 lane km 212.000 sq. m of General $56 1 M 
Inon-MW'l) l'arkinJ,l lot Revenue 
Tolal 
Replacement SZ.644M 
Value 
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Attachment 1 (Conl'd) 

Previous SlnlT Rci.?9~ 

~taff CIlmpl~h::tI the City 's first ageing inirastmcturc assessment and rcrxmed the results to 
Council in 200 I. TIle assessment v,'aS based on the limited in formation available at that time. An 
updated a.gcing infrastructure report was presented to the Public Works and Transportation 
Cummittt!c (VWTC) in Murch 2006. Both reports identi1ied that intrnstructurc rt.-placcment 
fUllu ing k~vels were insufficient <Uld the 20U6 report proposed St!vcml prelimi nary strategies tu 
address the shortfall.s that included the fo llowing: 

I. Implement an immcdiate onc4 Qmc increase to Ihe rates to close the tunding shoniall. 
2 . Itn plemt:nt a grmlual incrt'ase to roues over H sjlL'Gilied pl:!riod tn close the fllltding shurt llilt. 
J . Borl"Q'w money to fund the necessary improvements, 
.:.. Combination ofthc abovc strategies. 

From the above str3tcgies. the City implemented a variation of strategy 2 tholt d id not inc lude a 
sPl-'Cilic date to close identilied fund ing gaps. Tuble 1 c3tnlQgues lind ('.ompan.-s 2006 cap ital 
infrastruct ure annual funding III thill in 20 11 . It 31so tabulates I,; lIrrenl rcscrve level s. 

Table 2: Annual Capitallnfnstructure fu nd ing and Rcserves 

--
"'ulld~ 

-
Infra!struet ure 2006 2011 % R~!i('rve Reserve 
T yp" Funding Funding Source Funding Balance Balance 

(2006 (2011 IncreHse (0« 31, (D« 3J , 
dullars) dotlars) 21HJb) 2(10) 

I Water S6.5 M S7.,M Wuter t SO/O $34 .1 M $46.4 M 
l llililY 

, ~anitnry SL5 M $4.3 M Sanital) 15% $16.4 M $27 .7 M 
Util ity 

Drainage $).1 M $6.1 M Drainage 97'''/1t $7.3 M S 18.2 M 

-
$3.0 M -

Uti lity - -
I 
--

Road Paving $2.6M General 15% N/A NIA 
(uoll lV1R~ ) Revenue 

Total S14.7 M $10.9 \t I -Ult/it $57.8 I $92.3 M 
~ 

As can bI~ seen in Table 2. the City has substantially increased funding tor infrastructw-c 
replacement ovcr the last tive years. Increases to the water, sewer and drniTUlge capitnl funding 
were (lchicVl"tl rhrough the IInnual utili ty rales ccv i(!w process where infmstnlcmfC rcplncemenl 
funding ga ps were considered \\lhcn t:slablistJi ng utility rat~ The rnadways are nut part uf :J. 
utility an d the re· paving budget is included in the Roads operating budget. Road repaving 
increases, were accomplished througb the operating budgeting procC$. 

Ageing l:nfrastructUfC Replaced ~rQm 2006 to 20 I 0 

Since Murch "2OfKI the City has replaced over 28 km ofngl!ing wahmnains {approximately 4% of 
Ihe syste;mj and repaved 141 km of road lanes (opproximately II % of the non-MRN roadways) 
through its annual c3pitaJ '..-orks programs. Various sanitary and drainage pump stations were 
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also rebUliilor improved during this time due to both ageing infrdstructure and capacity based 
upgrade :needs. The.c:e replaec;:mcnts and upgrJdl!s arc planned utili7.ing water, sa.llilnry, dminagc: 
and pavement management ",nd capacity models developed for Richmond's infrastructure. Given 
the large catalogue orinli'ru.1ntcturc assets within the City and the significant population 
iocrenses predicted tor Richmllnd. tl~ moc.lels arc C$Sl.'Iltiui tor short and long tl.'TUl eflpitill 
plannillg and for supporting broader City nhjcctives such 3." the Official Communi ty )llan . 
Af1Qc/'m~nt 6 is a swnmar)' uf infrastructure projects completed between 2006 rutd 10 t 0 as part 
ur Ihe ongoing infrustructurc rcplac.."cmcnt and upgrade program 

The replacement work tll datc has put Ricilillond in a much beUer position than the majnri ty of 
Canadian municipalities, A report titled "Danger Ahead: The Coming Collapse of Canada's 
Municipal ln frostnll::ture" was published by the Fcdcmtion ofCanll.dian Municipalities (FCM) in 
Nnvemb.-:r 2007. rhe n:purt staled that. 'Icross ('an:.lda, municipal inrrn:-lructurc has reached the 
brca.lcing point. The report recommended thallong·tcrm invc."<;trnent plans be created to manage 
in tbsuu~:turc tim<ling. Richmond has been pro·activc in this regard :md had long·tcml ageing 
i"fmslrw~ture replacement stmtegy and reserve Ilmding in plae,c prior to the FCM report. As 
~uch. Ihl::" City's infr;lslructure is in better cundition lrum the average ('un:tdinn nll.micipality and 
is tar from the bre:tking point. Ho\\·e\'er. lhe Fe \-, report iI1ustrJI t..~ what can happen iflhc 
City' s municipal infrastructurc becomes a lower priority and t\mdin~ Ic .. -cls do nol continue to 
inen:a:ic 10 close idcmiticd funding gaps. 

Analyshl 

Tolal Replacemcnt V:lluc and Schl-dule 

Charts J to 4 (attached) show estimated infrJstrucrurc replacement eost.<;: for the City's WQter. 
snni taIY. dminngc. aml rO<ld inrmstnlclUtC owr lIle next 75 years. The charts ulso il.k-ntity the 
C)LilJ)al~-d long Il:nn avcmgc.unnual funding Ic\'cls thaI arc rc:quired tu pcrpctuully replnce a.s:iet~ 

.Uld the n trrcnt 20 II funding levels, The Funding Requirement Range n:prc",eots the estimated 
level ofunccrtaJnty or variability in thc long term annu.,1 runding levels. This uncertainty is due 
In u num.ber ofvariubh .. "S inclwJing: 

• potential overlap between capacity hlt-.cd impmvcments ouc tn development or ~limah! 
change: 

• l.lrl.certrunlY in the potential service likofthe infrastructure; 
• 'I"arlability inlhe ~'(:onomy and the cost ur infrastructure replacement: and 
• unanticipatl"tl or cmergency events that initiate carly infrru;truc,urc replacement or 

lrepairs in excess of operating budget proVisions. 

Chart 1 predicts a long (con annual water infrnstructurc funding rcquircml.'nt of S7.0 mmion. 
which is StU milliQn lower than previously estimnted and currently funded. O\·CI' the pllSi li\'e 
years En.gineering has gathered data Ihat indirotes asbestos cement pipelines last longer than the 
original analysis indicated. Asbestos cement pipelines are approx imatciy 50% "fmc City's 
W:1tcnJ1a.in inventory, lhererore.. thi s incrtasC in expected asb~stos cemenl pipeline service lilt: 
hus a si.f!Diticant "Ileet on long Icnn limding l\..'quin.."Il1c.:lll$ und transJalcs into the lower funding 

3398960 



FIN - 66

December 1,2011 - 26-

3398960 

Attachment 1 (Canl'd) 

June i'. :!Oll - 5 -

n.:'Quil'lemcnL IIOWCVl'f. sttdTrccommcnds maintaining water utility Ilmding at S7.5 million 
Ilotinl:l~ that : 

• there is a signifkant backlog of w;Jlcnnain replacement projl.'ClS; 
• there is signi ficant ynriability in water infrastructure pricing; .md 
o innation will consume th is pl.lsili'o'C lilllding ~ap in the ncur to medi um (cnn. 

As noted previously, approximately 50"0 ofthc City's watermains an: asbestos cement and are 
prcdic leU to require replacement within the next 30 years. During tbis period replacement costs 
.... '11 e:(c-eed the long tcnn requiroO fundi ng level for a number of yellrs. which will require 
utili7J1.tion ofreservcs and borrowing. In the long tcnn (75 year horizon). the required funding 
level ", .. m repny debts incurred and allow for continued waler infrastructure renewal. 

Engineering sl:II1";l(C currently reviewing new teehnologil."S !O derenni ne the condition of 
asbi..'Stos cement watconalns in an effurt to refine the watemlain replacement schedule. 
Additionally. Engineering s13n'wil l rcvicv,,- pressure management as a tool to increase the service 
li te of the usbcstos cement wutcrmuin inventory, whieh bus pot~nt illl lO aucnuutc the predicted 
spike in W"dlcmluin replacement ~Iween 20]1 and 204 1. 

Cha,"] prcdil.:L~ a long Icrm annual funding n:qui rcrncnls orS5.4 million rOT lhl.: sanitary util ity 
with no idcmilied backlog of rcpla.;emenl rn..><:ds. / /owevcr. lhc fat. t)jl and g,rease (TOG) 
blockage in the Lansdowne forccmain this year is a prime example of an Ulmoticipated e"ent 
with s.ignificnllt capilal enst thai crcaws uncertaimy nr vnrinbilit)" in the I."stim:1tion of long (cnn 
capital requiremcnl~. The I ansdQwllc forcenmin emergency itCl i"'j tics 3ml replacement wi lllOial 
over 5; I .3 million by project eompil!tion that was not anticipated but must be- accommodatcd by 
the stinit3r) sewer utility. 

Cltol1r 3 predicts a long (erm annual funding requirement 0("S9.8 million for (he drair,agc utility. 
As inclicntt:(l b) the churt. IlIrge scntc agei ng drainage infroslnlcturc replacement is cstimut"d to 
be .10 yc:ar.) in the futllte with much smuller ocru teml needs. One option to fund thc:sc future 
rcpliK:cments is to build an adequate ~scrvc during this period of lower needs. to avoid 
un nl.'(:css..'lri ly burd("ning ti.,ture generations. 

Modeling \\tork is currently ~ing performed to dctenninc rtlc impact of dim3!e change on the 
dcainuge system. Capacity improvements due to climate change are not incl uded in lhc present 
nrutlysis and will be reportcd to Council when the intbnna.(ion oc'Comcs uvailuble. 

Cllnnt 4 predicts II non-MRN long (erm annual rc-plwing funding requirement or~.6 million. 
Hig..ht:r um::ertaint)' e. ... ists in this value man those for the utilities as road fe ·paving is heavily 
inllut!:ncai by oil price. which has nucluated widely in tnc past live- years C!111." 5 (anached) 
docwncnts the nuctuating cost of asphalt paving between 2006 and 2010 demonstrating the higb 
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vnriab:ility in pricing. Based on paving prices over the l3Sl tive yeaf$, rc·p..w ing annual funding 
requirements range be(wc~n $4.0 M and $5.3 M. For long term planning purposc.s. we have 
assumed that the ebb and tlow of m."Phah pricing will average out in the long term and have 
util i:red Ihe <1 vcmgc value 01'$4.6 M us the long tenn fundi"!! n:quircmcm for re·puving. 

As rcpoortcd to Council in 1998, road structw'Cs fail according to the curve represented in Figllu 
I . 

Road 
Condition 

• 

T, T, 

Time 

Figure 1 

l'ypi..: a J 
./"- ro iI u re 

curve 

• 

The tit11~ between To and T t reOects period when roads structures pertonn well . At T I he road 
ll[rucntrc begins to deteriorate and lose strenb>th. T] represenEs failure of the road strueture . Once 
'1'1 is rClIched. fu ilure OC(,UnI rapid\). 

Road IrctwbililHtiun work performed::lt T I can ..:ITct:livcly restore Ihe mud slmclUrc (0 a ~I ike 
new" condition represented by To. Failure to perform this rehabil itation work Icads to the rapid 
deterioration and failure of th.c roadwa)·. At '1'1, a complct\.' rebuild oflhe rond structure is 
n..'quirooo. The cost of rebuilding u rundwa~ at ' 1'1 i~ approximately 3 to 4 times the cost or 
rchabil iWl ion at 1'1 .lhen:forc, il is 10 the Cily 's financial advantage 10 Pfrlonn Ihe rehahiJilaliun 
at 1'1. 

For Ih·c purpose of estimating th(' long (('on re-paving funding requirement. it has been assumed 
Ihut all mn<l<·, arc repaved at T I. If this can nOI be achieved, the costs ussrJciutat with road repair 
will imcrcase dUi: 10 more expensive mad reconstruction bein.g r~uircd . 

The 2008.203 1 Richmond Flood Protection Stralegy identitiell climate change induced sea level 
rise a~~ a future threat to the City and requires further investigation. A.s presented to Council on 
JanU2Jry [O~ 201 1. long term funding fo r raising dikes to meet rising scalc"e1s IUld upgrades to 
address seis.mic concems will be in the order of $1 00 million, Engineering statl' arc exploring 
options 10 initiate u Dike Master Plun lbnl will idcntiry UPKTlIdc liming and funding Ti.'quiremcnts. 

3398960 
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Rcguirt'd Funding Lcvels 

Table 3 summarizes current and required annual infrao;:tructllfe replacement funding levels. in 
2011 <h,f llW"s. as well as the current ageing infrastructure funding gaps. 

Tahlc 3: Infrast ructure Funding Levels 

lofra:5lTurlun l Ol l Al'tuaJ Rcq uin.-rl Funding F..srimalcd " dtlitional 
Type Annual Annual Source Funding Requ ir ed 

Fundin2 Funding Bnscd on Future 
Lent Len~1 Needs 

Water $7.5 M S7.0 Water Utility lS05 'A} 

Sanita ry $4.3 'A SCi.2 M Sanit;!ry Utility $1.9M 
I 
I 

Dminagl! $6. 1 \I $9.X M lJminag.c Utility $1.7 M i $3.0M 
-

Ro:td Paving S4.6M Gencrol Revenue $1.6 M 
(nun MRN ) 

Total!,; S20.9 1\·1 S27.6 M S6.7 M 

Wh ile IJ1~ City has made significant incrcases to infrastructure funding since 2006. infrastructure 
hmdiog gups remain. 

[ undine Strlllcgtcs 

Adequate annual funding levels will allow [he City to implement a proactive and sustainable 
inrrastn..1ClUrc r.:plactmcnt pro~>rum . Th~ proacti ve ~pIHc(.'mcl1l <If infrastructure l'nllbks the City 
10 ';.marl sequence uti lity rcrlnocmcm i1ud use compeliti ve hidding to ensure the best \,;j lu.: ti.u 
money. Rcpladng infrastructure at its time of failure has prQvcn 10 be considerably more 
l'x pcnsi 'vc than pro!lcli \'c replncement ruut is m Ol\:" disruptive 10 residents. Cil }, services and 
progmm~ . 

Closing the currCnl S6.7 million funding gJp! is achievable within the next decade or sooner. 
Putting litis amount into ratc pa}'C' r terms, Richmond bas approximately 70,000 businesscs or 
hUUSl'hUilds that pay utility mit's. An anllual increase of $1 0 to lhe tolal utilit), rn leJ fur e',}ch 
rcsidenc'e or t'lusincs.. ... would generate an additional $7 million by the lOth year and would close 
the gOlp ifi nOation is ignored. Similarly. 3520 increase would close this gap in fi ve years. To put 
theS<.' Itcnlial im .. 'Tl' USCS in perspective. S 10 is 0.8-% (If a typical residenTi .. 1 utilily bill and $20 
is 1.70 /

Q. 

' This do!!S noL Loclude future dike rmprowmcnt fundin which will be determined through the rrllpo~ dik ... ma~tt1" 

\,Ianning protrss. 
'11u: C\)l1Iparison of Uli li!> rate i l~reascs is 10.- IliuSCl"lll1'·c purposes. Road pil~ll\~ i!> nul fuo..k-.i thr(lu~h tht util il)' 

mIt". ther.:forc.", incrt:tl$t$ to ~ccommodatc the lOad p!l.ving rundmg g~p WIU not be applit-d through the utility rate. 
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Sln.ITml\'c purmll'd (lvuilablc fedcml and provincial gmnts from progmms such us {he Building 
Canada Plan and Be's Flood Protection Program and will continue to do '10. While grant funding 
has been helpful O\-I!J the lasl year, as a funding source grants will a lways be unpredictahle and 
therefo re non-sustainable. 

Stall' will evaluate funding options and make 0. recommendation to Council as part of the annual 
utility rotc r~view . Through the annuuJ uti lity rate review, SlalTwill continue lu recommend Ihal 
the fU1"Cgoing gap be closed over an appropriate period llftimc. 11owever. the strategy and 
ann ual amount will vary due to the implica tion of non· discretionary costs rc!Ulling [rom Metro 
VnncCllUvcr' s Regional Solid and Liquid Wustc Management Plans. 

Flnaneial lmpact 

f\onc ullhis time. 

ConcOusion 

Shlffwill continue 10 gather infonnation to better predict infmstructurc rcplocement schedules 
nnd funt.ling peaks und will continue 10 C''(plorc n~ technolugies and besL Staff will also 
contiruc to recommend tl~l the util ity funding gaps hct .... '\.,"C/l current and required funding levels 
be dosed over lime through the annual budgeting process. The talC of increase and timc framl! 10 
close the fWlding gaps will be impacted by Ml..'lru Vancouver's regional Solid and Liquid Waste 
Mana gemclll plans. which arc a oolH.liscrellonary costs impost..-d onlhc City. 1h!: fundi ng 
shortf.:a\ls outlined in this report should be considered in conjunction \\ith the City's I.o og Term 
Financial Stmtcgy, 

LlO)!~ig~f . ( 
, 

Andy Bell. 1' .Eng 
Manager, Engineering: Phmning 
(4075) 

Projt.."Ct Engineer. Roads & Dminuge 
(4656) 

LB:ub 

Alt. I : Chru1: I: Ageing (nfmstructure Report - Water Assets 
At"L2: Chart 2: Ageing Infrastructure Repon - Sanitary Assets 
An.3 : Chru1 3: Ageing Infmstruclure Report - Dr.:rin::lge Assets 
An.4: Chru1 4: Agcing Infmslnlclure Report - Non MRN Road A~l .. 
AU.5 : Char1 5: Historical Costs for Capital Paving Program (2006 - 2010) 
An.6: Capital l.nfrastruclure Projects Completed Since 2006 
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Chart 1 
2011 Ageing Infrastructure Report· Water Assets 

:115,OIO,ODO -r= __ 

l ..... _--
~'---- , 

~ 
0 -

" ~ !'tD,ooo.DDD 

e 
"tJ B ::; 5 

0-.... i! 

I ......... ~ 

- at __ 

m ~ '" c 

" • 
~ ......... 

.... r ..... 

... --
;: I I -

• ... -

-

-
, 

Projectld Rep/acamal1tV ... f5 year woupb'lg) 

3398960 



FIN - 71

December I, 20 I I - 31 -

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 
June i' . 201 i 

Chart ' 
2011 Ageing Infrastrucutre Report . SanitMy ANob 
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Chart 3 
2011 Ageing Infraatructuro Report ~ Drainage Auets 

ProjM:tad Rlp&acem&nt Vear (5 ye .. grouping) 
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Chart 4 
2011 Aging Infrastructure Roport - Non-MRN Aaaots 
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Chert 5 
Historic.al Costs for Capital Paving Program (2006 . 2010) 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: Finance Committee Date: December 5, 2011 

From: Andrew Nazareth File: 12-8060-02-01/2011-
General Manager, Business and Financial Services Vol 01 

Robert Gonzalez, P.Eng. 
General Manager, Engineering and Public Works 

Re: .201 2 Utility Rate Amendment Bylaws 

Staff RecoJmmendation 

That the following bylaws be introduced and given first, second and third readings: 

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

b) Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System ByiawNo. 7551 , Amendment Bylaw No. 
8848; 

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

Andrew Nazareth 
General Manager, Business & 
Financial Services 
(4365) 

An . 3 

Robert Gonzale7.., P. Eng. 
General Manager, Engineering 
& Public Works 
(4150) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE Cy;ENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

/ ( ---.,. 
Y0ND Law 

/ 
REVIEWED BY TAG 

~K 
NO REVIEWED BY CAD -1'- YEo/' NO 

0 QIJA 0 
/ 

3423{;95 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The Financt: Committee will be considering the 201 2 utility budgets and rates at its December 
12, 20 II meeting. The recomm endations of that report are as fo llows: 

1. That the 20 12 Utili ty Expenditure Budgets, as outlined under Options I for Water, Sewer, 
Solid Waste & Recycling, and Option 3 for Drainage & Diki ng as contained in the statT 
report dated December I, 20 11 f:rom the General Managers of Business and Financial 
Services and Engi.neering & Public Works, be approved as the basis for establishing the 
20 12 Utility Rates ; and 

2 . That staff be directed to report directly to Council with the necessary amendment bylaws 
to bling into effect the 2012 utility rates option recommended by Commi ttee fo r the 
Drai.nage, Dike and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw, Waterworks and Water Rates Bylaw, 
and Solid Waste and Recycling Regulation Bylaw. 

Subject to Finance Commiuee' s approval o f the above recommendations, this report presents the 
correspondi ng amendment bylaws for consideration, which, if approved, will give effect to the 
rates (upon adoption). 

Analysis 

A summary o flhe proposed changes to each of the Solid Waste & Recyc ling Bylaw No. 6803, 
Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551, and the Waterworks and Water 
Rates Bylaw No. 5637, as outlined in the "2012 Uti lity Budgets and Rates" report datcd 
December 1,20 11, follows: 

1. Solid Waste & Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, Amendment Bylaw 8847 

• Changes to implement the 20 12 solid waste and recycling rates as outlined in Option 
1 of the above-referenced report. 

2. Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551 , Amendmc.nt Bylaw No. 
8848 

• Changes to im plement the 2012 drainage, dyke and sanitary sewer rates as outli ned in 
Option I fo r sewer and Option 3 for drainage in the above-re ferenced report. 

3. Watcnvorks and Waler Rates Bylaw No. 5637, Amendment Bylaw No. 8846 

In addition to changes to implement the 20 12 water rates as outli ned in Option I of the 
above-referenced report, the amending bylaw presented also include the fo llowing 
amendments: 

• where a customer has taken steps to repair a leak within 96 hours, the customer will 
pay based on average usage only (for the previous and the curren t bi ll ing period); and 
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• provide the General Manager of Engineering & Public Works the ability to adjust a 
property owner's meter service billing to pay based on average usage incases where a 
leak has gone undetected and the customer was not made aware of the leak by the 
City in a timely manner. 

Financiallrnpact 

The rates outlined in the proposed amending bylaws represent full cost recovery for each 
respective area and ensure appropriate user fees are charged for services outside of the base level 
of service. 

Conclusion 

The amendment bylaws presented with this report support Council's term goals in the areas of 
financial management and sustainability. The rates presented ensure a sound financial 
management approach to maintain and replace kcy infrastructure within the City, while at the 
same time managing the fiscal challenges presented by funding pressures from increases in 
regional cos:ts. 

Manager, Flect & Environmental Programs 
(604-233-33 38) 

SJB: 

J41369S 
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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 SchcduJes A through 0 
attached to and fonning part of this Bylaw. 

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

3. This Bylaw is cited as "Solid Waste And Recycling Regulation Bylaw No. 6803, 
Amlmdmcnt Bylaw No. 8847". 

FIRST READING CITY O~ 

RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

SECOND READING 
for contenl by 

orllllnoii,,!! 

'''' 
THfRD READING ~ 

APPROVED 
lorl~1ty 
by Solicitor 

P1j-
ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORA TE OFFICER 
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SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 6803 

FEES FOR CITY GARBAGE COLLECTION SERVICE 

Annual City uarbage collection service fee for each single-family dwelling, each unit 
in a duplex dwelllnq , and each unit in a townhouse develooment $ 121 .11 
Fee for each excess qarhaae container taa $ 2 .00 

SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 6803 

FEES FOR CITY RECYCLING SERVICE I 

Annual City recycling service fee: 

(a) for residential properties , which receive blue box service (per un it) $ 42 .34 
(b) for multi-family dwellings or townhouse developments which receive centralized 
collection serv ice'{per unit} $ 30.45 

Annual recycling service fee for yard and garden trimmings and food waste from 
sinale-family __ dweUi~gs and from each unit in a duplex dwelling $ 76.1 2 
City recycHnn service fee for the Recycling Depot: 

$20.00 per cubic yard 
for the second and each 

(a) (I) for yard and garden trimmings from residential properties 
(ii) for recyc lable material from residential properties 

(b) for yard and garden trimmings from non-residential properties 
(c) for recycling materials from non-residential properties 

Annual City recycling service fee for non-residential properties 

SCHEDULE C to BYLAW 6803 

FEES FOR CITY LITTER COLLECTION SERVICE 

Annual City litter collection 
residential properties 

34192)0 

service fee for both residential properties and non-

subsequent cubic yard 

$0 
$20.00 per cub ic yard 

SO 
$ 1.95 

$ 26.66 
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SCHEDULE D TO BYLAW 6803 

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 w hich 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 $ 120 2013 $ - 2013 $ - 2013 $ 24 2014 
February 2012 $ 100 2013 $ 160 2014 $ 61 2014 $ 20 2014 
March 2012 $ 80 2013 $ 145 2014 $ 55 2014 $ 16 2014 
i'\pril 2012 $ 60 2013 $ 131 201 4 $ 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 $ 87 201 4 $ 33 2014 $ - 2014 
~ugust 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 

)4192S0 
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City of 
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: 

I. The Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551 , as amended, is further 
amended a1 Part Two by deleting section 2 .1.2 and substituting the fo llmving: 

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 3 1 of each year. 

2. The Drainage, Dyke and Sanitary Sewer System Bylaw No. 7551 , as amended, is further 
arne.oded by deleting Schedule B and substituting Schedule B attached to and fonning part 
afthis 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 CITY OF 
RICI1MOHO 

APPROVED 

SECOND READING lor conl ... \ by 
ori{jInllinll 

" .. 
THIRD READING ~ 

APPROVE D 
lor 10SI_1I1y 
b~ SollcllOr 

W;-
ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

341 9232 
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SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 7551 

SANITARY SEWER USER FEES 

I. FLA T RATES FOR NON-METERED PROPERTIES 

(a) Residential Dwellings Annual Fce Per Unit 

(b) 

(e) 

0) One-Family Dwelling or Two-Family Dwelling 
with %-inch water serv ice $ 400.25 

(i) One-Family Dwelling or Two-Family Dwelling 
with I-inch or greater water service See metered rates 

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

(iv)Multiple-Family Dwellings 4 or more storeys in height 

Public Scbool (pcr classroom) 

Shops and Offices 

$ 366.22 

$ 305.01 

$ 370.91 

$ 313.23 

2. RATES FOR METERED PROPERTIES 

Regular rate per cubic metre of water delivered to the property: 

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

$ 0.9263 

$ 0.7410 

3. RATES FOR COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL, INSTITUTIONAL AND AGRICULTURAL 

Minimum charge in any quarter ofa year: $ 73.75 
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SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 7551 

SANITARY SEWER USER FEES 

4. CONSTRUCTION PERJOD - PER DWELLING UNIT 

Single-Family Multiplc- Multiple-

Month 
Dwellings & 

Start Bill 
Family 

Start Bill 
Fa mily 

Start Bill Each Vn ;t in a 
Yea r 

Dwelling 
Yea r 

Dwelling 
Year 

(2012) Duplex (less tban 4 (4 or more 
Dwelling storeys in storeys in 

height) height) 

(Rate per unit) (Rate per unit) (Rale per unit) 

January $ 400 2013 $ 366 2013 $ 641 2014 

February $ 367 2013 $ 739 2014 $ 615 2014 

March $ 334 2013 $ 708 2014 $ 590 2014 

April $ 300 2013 $ 678 2014 $ 564 2014 

May $ 267 2013 $ 647 2014 $ 539 2014 

June $ 233 2013 $ 616 2014 $ 513 2014 

July $ 200 2013 $ 586 2014 $ 488 2014 

August $ 604 2014 $ 555 2014 $ 463 2015 

September $ 567 2014 $ 525 2014 $ 437 2015 

October $ 530 2014 $ 494 2014 $ 412 2015 

November $ 494 2014 $ 464 2014 $ 386 2015 

December $ 457 2014 $ 433 2014 $ 361 2015 

3419252 
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" ~ City of 
'<'ll Richmond Bylaw 8846 

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

The Counci l of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

l. The Watenvorks 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 
fanning part of this Bylaw. 

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

(b) lfthe amount recorded by the water meter for the billing period in which the leak 
was di scovered 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 13) 
for all amounts recorded up to the ~Ivcragc 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 Idle per cubic metre (in 
Schedule 8 ) for the period from the most recem 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 "Watcnvorks And Water Rates Byhnv No. 5637, Amendment 
Bylaw 8846". 

FIRST READING arm 
RICHMOND 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

APPROVED 
for eonlonl b1 

orIginaling 

ADOPTED 

tvlAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

, 

APPROVED 
lor 1"II_lily 

"t::j. 
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SCHEDULE "A" to BYLAW NO. 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 2012 

FLAT RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL, AGRICULTURAL, AND 
INSTITUTIONAL PURPOSES ONL Y 

A. Residential Dwell ings per unit 

13. 

c. 

D. 

Dwc:tl ings with 20 nun r;..") water service $62 15 1 

Dwellings with 25mm (I ") water service or greater Sec Metered Rates - Schedule B 

Townhouse $508.77 

Apartment $327.85 

Stable or Bam per unit 

Field Supply - each trough or water receptacle or tap 

Publ ic Schools for each pupil based on registration 
January l SI 

$125.23 

$78.28 

$7.41 
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Bylaw 8846 

SCHEDULE "B" to BYLAW NO. 5637 

BYLAWYEAR-2012 

METERED RATES 

Page 3 

(Page 1 of 2) 

METElffiD COMMERCIAL, INDUSTlUAL AND INSTITUTIONAL PROPERTIES 
AND MULTIPLE-FAMILY AND STRATA TITLED PROPERTIES 

1. RATES 

All consumptjon per cubic metre: 
Minimum charge in any 3-l11onth period: 
Undmected leak rate per cubic metre (per section 258 of thi s bylaw); 

2. RENTS FOR EACH METER 

341924'1 

Rent per water meter for each 3-month period: 

For a 16mm (5/8") meter 

For a 20mm (3/4") meter 
For a 25rrun (1 ") meter 

For a 32mm (1 W') meter 
For a 40mm (1 ~") meter 
For a SOrum (2") meter 

COMPOUND TYPE 

75nun (3") 
100111111 (4") 

150m111 (6") 

TURBINE TYPE 

50mm (2") 

75mm (3") 

100mm (4") 

150mm (6") 

200m111 (8") 

FIRE LINE TYPE 

100mm (4") 

150mm (6") 

200mm (8") 

250mm (10") 

$1.l 175 
$103.00 
$0.6644 

$11.50 
$14.65 

$16.20 

$28.25 

$28 .25 

$32.00 

$108.00 

$ 165.00 

$275.00 

$63.50 

$81.50 

$118.00 

$225.50 

$293 .00 

$283.75 

$383.00 
$497.25 

$662.00 
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Bylaw 8846 

1. RATES 

SCHEDULE "B" to BYLAW NO. 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 201 2 

METERED RATES 

METERED RESIDENTIAL PROPERTIES 

All consumption per cubic metre: 
Minimum charge in any 3-month period : 
Underground leak rate per cubic metre (per section 258 of this bylaw): 

2. MAINTENANCE CHARGE FOR EACH METER 

Maintenance charge for water meter with connection up to SOmm (2") 
[or each 3-month period: 

·For residential properties with a connection greater lhan SOmm (2"), 
the commercial and industrial properties rental rates apply. 

3419249 

Page 4 

(Page 2 of 2) 

$1. 1175 
$20.00 

$0.6644 

$10.00' 
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Bylaw 8846 

SCHEDULE "e" to BYLAW NO. 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 2012 

METERED RATES 

FARMS 

I. RATES 

All c.onsumption per cubic metre: 

Minimum charge per 3-month period*: 

For rSt quarter billing (January - March inclusive) ror 90m3 or less 

For 2nd quarter billing (April - June inclusive) for 95m3 or less 

For 3 rd quarter billing (July - September inclusive) for 140m3 or less 

for 4th quarter billing (October - December inclusive) for 90m3 or less 

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

2. MAINTENANCE CHARGE FOR EACH METER 

3419249 

Maintenance charge for meter up to 25mm (I") for each 3-month period 

* Applies only to properties with no dwelling. 

Page 5 

$1.1175 

$96.00 

$96.00 

$96.00 

$96.00 

$1 0.00* 
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SCHEDULE "0" to BYLA W 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 2012 

I. WATER CONNECTION CHARGE 

Connection Charge 

Singlc-Fnmily, Multi-Family, Tie Tn Price Per 
Industrial, Commercial Water Charge Metre of 

Ccmocction Size Service Pipe 

25mm (t") diameLer $2,550 $175.00 

40mm (I 1,12") diameter $3,500 $ 175.00 

SOmm (2") diameler $3,650 $175.00 

100mm (4") diameter $6,900 $350.00 

ISOmm (6") diameter $7,100 $350.00 

200mm (8"') diameter $7,300 $350.00 

larger than 200rrun (8") diameter by estimate by estimate 

2. DESIGN PLAN PREPARED BY CITY 

Design plan prepared by City [s.2(d)) $1 ,000 each 

3. WATER METER INSTALLATION FEE 

Install water meter [5. 3A(a)] $ 1,000 each 

3419249 
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MONTH 

(20\2) 

January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
October 
November 
December 

SCHEDULE "E" to BYLAW 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 2012 

CONSTRUCTION PERIOD WATER CONSUMPTION RATES­
RESJDENTlAL 

SINGLE- START MULTl-fAMILY START HlLL MULTI· 
FAMILY HILL APARTM-ENT YEAR FAMILY 

[]IWELLINGS YEAR LESS THAN 4 APARTMENT 
& EACH STOREYS (rate 4 STOREYS & 

UNIT IN A per unit) UP 
DUPLEX (rail". per unit) 

DWELLING 
(rare Dcr unit) 

$ 622 2013 $ 509 2013 $ 688 
$ 570 2013 $ 1026 2014 $ 661 
$ 518 2013 $ 984 2014 $ 634 
$ 466 2013 $ 941 2014 $ 607 
$ 414 2013 $ 899 2014 $ 579 
$ 363 2013 $ 856 2014 $ 552 
$ 311 2013 $ 814 2014 $ 525 
$ 937 2014 $ 772 2014 $ 497 
$ 880 2014 $ 729 2014 $ 470 
$ 823 2014 $ 687 2014 $ 443 
$ 767 2014 $ 644 2014 $ 415 
$ 710 2014 $ 602 2014 $ 388 

CONSTRUCTION PERIOD WATER CONSUMPTION RATES -
COMMERCIAL AND INDUSTRIAL 

Page 7 

START BILL 
YEAR 

2014 
2014 
2014 
2014 
2014 
2014 
2014 
2015 
2015 
2015 
2015 
2015 

Water Connection Size Consumption Charge 

20mm (3/4") diameter $135 

25mm ( I") diameter $270 

40mm (I V/') diameter $675 

50mm (2") diameter $1,690 

34 19249 
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SCHEDULE "F" to BYLAW 5637 

BYLAW YEAR - 2012 

MISCELLANEOUS CHARGES 

l. For an inaccessible meter as set out in Section 7 

2. For each turn on or tum off 

For each non~cmcrgcncy service call outside regular hours 

4. Fcc for testing a water meter 

5. Water Service Disconnections: 

6. 

(a) 

(b) 

(e) 

when the service pipe is temporarily disCOlmected at the 
property line for later use as service to a new building 

when the service pipe is not needed for a future 
development and must be permancnlly disconnected at 
the watermain. up to and including SOmm 

iflhe service pipe is larger than 50mm 

Trouble Shooting on Private Property 

7. fire flow tests of a watermain: 

8. 

9. 

10. 

341 9249 

First test 
Subsequent test 

Loca te or repair of curb stop service box or meter box 

Toi let rebate per replacement 

Fce Cor water meter verification request 

Page 8 

$155 per quarter 

$65 

Actual Cost 

$350 

$165 

$1 ,100 

Actual Cost 

Actual Cost 

$250 
$150 

Actual Cost 

$100 

$50 
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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: 

• YVR's share of future water infrastructure capital replacement calculated at $0.2668 per m) 

• 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 II 

• 100% of the achlal cost of operations and maintenance activities on water infrac;tfUcture 
serving only YVR. as shown outlined in red on the plan attached as Schedule H 

• 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 

• 76 m3 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) 

.1419249 
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 City of Richmond Agenda
   

 
 

General Purposes Committee 
 

Anderson Room, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Monday, December 12, 2011 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 

Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
GP-5  Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes 

Committee held on Monday, November 7, 2011. 

 

 
  

BUSINESS & FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
 
GP-17 1. 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page GP-17 of the General Purposes agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Glenn McLaughlin

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Council decline comment on the liquor license amendment application 
submitted by Rokapa Management Ltd., doing business as Well Pub, to re-
locate their liquor primary licenced area within the premises, and that a 
letter be forwarded to Liquor Control and Licensing Branch with this 
decision. 
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GP – 2 

  
CORPORATE SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

 
GP-23 2. 2011 GENERAL LOCAL AND SCHOOL ELECTION – OFFICIAL 

RESULTS 
(File Ref. No.:  12-8125-01) (REDMS No. 3415375) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  David Weber

  STAFF 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. 

 
GP-71 3. 2012 COUNCIL AND COMMITTEE MEETING SCHEDULE 

(File Ref. No.:  01-0105-00) (REDMS No. 3350243) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  David Weber

  STAFF 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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Pg. # ITEM  
 

GP – 3 

  
COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

 
GP-75 4. PROCESS FOR EVALUATING AND APPROVING REQUESTS FOR 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  Cathryn Volkering Carlile

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  The recommendations 1 through 3 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. 

 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
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Dale: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Monday, November 7, 2011 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

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

AGENDAADDITIONS 

It was moved and seconded 
That the following matters be added to the agenda: 

/tern No. 8 - YVR Regional Airport Strategy; 

Item No.9 - a Public Works item; 

Item No. 10 - City Centre Community Association; and 

Minutes 

Item No. J 1 - the Richmond Family and Youth Court Committee. 

CARRfED 

I . 
3404383 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, November 7, 2011 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the minutes of the meeting of/he General Purposes Committee held on 
Monday, October 17, 2011, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

DELEGATION 

1. With the aid of a video presentation, Tracey Lakeman, Chief Executive 
Officer, Tourism Richmond and Scott Johnson, Chair, Tourism Richmond 
Executive Committee, presented Tourism Richmond's Annual Report, and 
highlighted how Richmond 's tourism industry benefits the local economy. 

During the presentation, Mr. Johnson and Ms. Lakeman also spoke about: 

• how Richmond bas grown and is now recognized as a destination 
internationally; 

• the benefits and growth realized as a result of the 2% Additional Hotel 
Room Tax; 

• the Destination Marketing Organization (DMO) Benchmarking Program; 

• some of the events such as conventions and sports attractions that 
Richmond has competed for with other cities, and successfully secured~ 

• Tourism Richmond's vision to see Richmond as a premier west coast 
destination; 

• Richmond' s hotel room rates in comparison to Vancouver; and 

• the renewal process for the 2% Additional Hotel Room Tax. 

It was moved and seconded 
That Tourism Richmond's 201012011 Annual Report to Council be received 
for ill/ormatioll. 

CARRIED 

2. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, November 7, 2011 

2. COUNCIL REFERRAL ON BC HYDRO SMART METERS 
(File Ref. No. : OI-OI50-20-BCHYl) (REDMS No. 3392394) 

Cecilia Achiam, lnterim Director, Sustainability and District Energy, and 
Doug Long, City Solicitor, were available to answer questions. 

Reference was made to the UBCM resolution requesting a moratorium on the 
installation of smart meters, and discussion took place about the provincial 
government's Clean Energy Aer, which requires Be Hydro to install and 
operate smart meters in every private dwelling in Be by the end of 2012. 
Discussion also took place about: 

• how the City does not have the authority to stop the instaJlation of smart 
meters, therefore the only suitable action at this time is for the City to 
make a similar motion to the UBeM resolution; 

• BC Hydro's communication strategy related to smart meters. It was 
noted that a member of Advisory Committee on the Environment (ACE) 
who had attended a BC Hydro presentation about energy conservation, 
observed that BC Hydro staff at the presentation had refused to discuss 
smart meters; 

• concerns raised by those residents who have already had smart meters 
installed in their homes, particularly if a moratorium is put in place; 

• requesting the Medical Health Officer to further investigate the safety 
concerns related to smart meters; 

• concerns for residents who have medical devices that the smart meters 
may interfere with; and 

• the feasibility of re-directing concerned residents to the province by 
providing the appropriate contact information on the City website. 

During the discussion, staff was directed to advise members of ACE to 
provide comments on the matter by the next Regular Council meeting, to be 
held on Monday, November 14, 2011. 

Carol Day, 11631 Seahurst Road~ requested that Council agree to send a letter 
to Be Hydro requesting a Smart Meter Opt-Out Solution (SOS). A detailed 
submission of Ms. Day's presentation is attached~ and forms part of these 
minutes as Schedule I. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the staff report entitled "Council Referral on Be Hydro Smart 

Meters" from the Interim Director, Sustainability and District 
Energy, dated October 24,2011 be receivedfor in/ormation; 

(2) WHEREAS significant and serious health, privacy and other 
concerns have been identified regarding the instal/ation 0/ wireless 
smart meters in British Columbia; and 

3. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, November 7, 2011 

AND WHEREAS BC Hydro is proceeding with its program to install 
wireless smart meters ;n British Columbia although it recognizes 
there is active discussion Qnd ongoing research into the pOl"Sible 
health and environmental effects related to radio frequency signals 
and its is aware the World Health Organization has called/or further 
investigation on litis maUer in its press release issued on May 31, 
2011; 

THEREFORE BE IT RESOL VED that the City of Richmond request 
a moratorium be placed on the mandatory installation 0/ wireless 
smart meters until the major issues and problems identified regarding 
wireless smart meters are independently assessed and acceptable 
alternatives call he made available at no added cost to the consumer, 
and that homeowners be given the option to opt-out of the Smart 
Meter Program whether or not a smart meter has been installed in 
their home,' 

(3) That letters be written to 'he Premier, the Minister of Energy. the 
local MLAs, and Ihe CEO of Be Hydro accordingly; and 

(4) That a letter be senl to the Medical Health Officer requesting Ihal he 
conduct an investigation as 10 whether smart meters pose a health 
hazard. 

The question on the motion was not called, as staff was directed to post the 
motion on the City's website and advise concerned residents to direct their 
letters to the provincial government. 

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

3. GLOBAL ACCESSIBILITY MAP (GAM) 
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-06/201 I-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3246778 v.S) 

In answer to a question from the Committee, Alan Hill, Cultural Diversity 
Coordinator, joined by the Manager, Community Social Development, John 
Foster, advised that GAM focuses on public facilities, and does not identify 
every building in the City. 

Councillor Harold Steves left the meeting (5:04 p.rn.). 

A brief discussion ensued about how accessibility within the City is essential 
for all of the population, and not just those living with a disability. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the City partner with the Rick Hansen Foundalion and Richmond 
Centre for Disability (ReD) to support the launch and development of 
Global Accessibility Map Customer Service and Professional Assessment 
tools. 

CARRIED 

4. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, November 7, 2011 

4. POLICE PRESENCE IN THE DOWNTOWN CORE 
(File Ref. No. 09-5000-011201 I-vol 01(1 1.43 VII)) (REDMS No. 3376028) 

Renny Nesset, Officer 1n Charge (OIC), Richmond RCMP, joined by Phyllis 
Carlyle, General Manager, Law & Community Safety, advised that a 
community police office would provide additional service in the downtown 
core, however it was not required for operational response. 

Councillor Harold Steves re-entered the meeting (5:09 p.rn.). 

A discussion then took place about: 

• communicating with the public about which services would be provided 
at the community police office, and which services would only be 
available at the main branch; 

• estimated time of completion of the proposed community police station 
project. It was noted that it may take approximately two to three months 
to complete the project subsequent to its approval; 

• the proposed hours for the community police station, which are: Monday­
Friday, 9 am to 5 pm; 

• how community police stations lead to an increased perception of police 
presence; 

• a phone, connecting directly to E-Comm, would be accessible at the front 
door of the proposed community police station; 

• the proposed operation of the community police station would include the 
expectation that RCMP Officers working in the downtown zone would 
attend the community station to do paperwork rather than the main 
branch; 

• the RCMP rotation schedule and shifts, and the feasibility of hiring two 
permanent officers for the location; and 

• the RCMP budget and funding availability for the proposed three year 
trial project. 

During the discussion, Ms. Carlyle made reference to a court proceeding that 
took place in June 2011 , which awarded retro-active pay to RCMP Officers. 
She noted that an appeal process was underway regarding the matter, and that 
a decision may be made by the end of 2012. Ms. Carlyle explained how the 
decision on the matter would impact the City, stating that if the decision is 
upheld, the City may have to compensate RCMP Officers in retroactive 
payouts of approximately 1.5 million dollars, and an increase in the RCMP 
base budget of approximately $980,000, without hiring any additional 
members. 

Staff was directed to provide details on the monetary surplus generated by the 
RCMP for 2010, prior to the next Regular Counci l meeting, to be held on 
Monday, November 14,2011. 

5. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, November 7, 2011 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltal: 

(1) a City Centre Community Police Office be considered 011 a 3 year 
trial basis: 

(a) at 5671 No.3 Road, as the temporary location in the dOHlntown 
area,. 

(b) a maximum of $573,800 in total costs over 3 years ($167,000 in 
capital costs and operating costs 0/ S406,800) be funded from 
the existing RCMP budget; and 

(2) staff report back annually regarding the success o/the program. 

The question on the motion was not called as discussion continued about: 

• ensuring that ongoing review of the program takes place, including the 
number of operational days per week, and public education; 

• using the proposed community policing station as the focal point for 
mem hers who are deployed in the area; 

• deployment tactics for the bike squad. It was noted that members of the 
bike squad would be required to report directly to the main branch, and 
load a van with their equipment, prior to heading to a location from 
which they would be deployed; 

• the benefits associated with locating the Youth Intervention and 
Restorative Justice Programs in the downtown core; and 

• the need for greater foot patrol in the City' s downtown core. 

The question on the motion was then called, and it was CARRIED with ClIr. 
G. Halsey-Brandt opposed, 

5. SUSTAINABILITY FRAMEWORK - PROPOSED SOLID WASTE 
STRATEGIC PROGRAM 
(File Rer. No.: OI-0370-{)1) (REOMS No. 339~28 1 ) 

Margot Daykin, Sustainability Manager, Community Services, and Suzanne 
Bycraft, Manager, Fleet & Environmental Programs were available to answer 
questions. 

A discussion ensued about the possibility of creating a policy to mandate the 
recycling of building materials resulting from the demolition of houses. Staff 
noted that the City was currently working with Metro Vancouver on a draft 
bylaw that would provide guidance at the demolition permit stage. 

It was further noted that one of the mandates is to increase the recycling of 
wood waste, and that donation of such materials to Habitat for Humanity 
would also be reviewed. 

6. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, November 7,2011 

Staff also advised that a report. to Council regarding an eco-centre was 
forthcoming, and that although the City of Richmond has one of the best 
recycling depots in the lower mainland, an eeo-centre would provide 
increased improvements. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Solid Waste Sustainability Strategic Program, as presented in 
Attachment J to the report dated October 18, 201 J, be endorsed as the solid 
waste component of the City's Sustainability Framework. 

CARRIED 

6. METRO VANCOUVER: PAN-MUNlCIPAL AFFAIRS SERVICE 
ESTABUSHMENT BYLAW 
(File Ref. No.: ) (REDMS No. 3400974) 

It was moved and seconded 
That Council endorse the adoption 0/ The Greater Vancouver Regional District 
Pan-Municipal Affai", Service Establishment Bylaw No. 1157, 2011 by Metro 
Vancouver. 

CARRIED 

7. LABOUR RELATIONS CONVERSION AND AMENDMENT 
INTERIM BYLAW 
(File Ref. No.: 05-1400-01) (REDMS No. 3400659) 

It was moved and seconded 
That Council consent on behalf of the electors to the Labour Relations 
COllversion and Amendmellt Bylaw by adopting the/allowing resolution: 

"The Council 0/ the Municipality of Richmond consents all behalf of 
the electors to the adoption of 'The Greater Vancouver Regional 
District Labour Relations Conversion and Amendment Bylaw No. 
1166,2011." 

8. YVR REGIONAL AIRPORT STRATEGY 
(File Ref. No.: ) (REDMS No. ) 

CARRIED 

A discussion took place about requesting YVR Airport and the Ministry of 
Transportation to expedite the completion of a Regional Airport Strategy. It 
was noted thai in response to a letter sent by the Mayor to the Ministry of 
Transportation regarding a strategy, the Ministry had indicated that YVR was 
responsible for such a strategy. 

It was noted that City staff is in the process of setting up a meeting with YVR, 
and that staff would include Transport Canada in the meeting as well. It was 
suggested that staff may wish to request the City of Abbotsford to join the 
discussions as well . The General Manager, Planning and Development was 
requested to follow up and report back. 

7. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, November 7, 2011 

9. PUBLIC WORKS 
(File Ref. No.: ) (REDMS No. ) 

Reference was made to the submission of a petitIon requesting the 
construction of a walkway from Walter Lee School to Williams Road. It was 
noted that the person who submitted the petition stated that City staff advised 
a walkway was not possible. 

In response. Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and Public 
Works, indicated there are currently three requests for such walkways. Such 
requests are typically included in the capital plan for review and ranking by 
Counci l. 

Staff was directed to report back on the three walkways at the next Public 
Works and Transportation Committee meeting under the Managers Reports 
section of the agenda. 

10. CITY CENTRE COMMUNITY ASSOCIATION 
(File Ref. No.: ) (REDMS No. ) 

Reference was made to a letter addressed to the General Purposes Committee, 
from the City Centre Community Association, thanking City Council for its 
support. A copy of the letter is attached. and fonus part of these minutes as 
Schedule 2. 

11. RICHMOND FAMILY AND YOUTH COURT COMMITTEE 
(File Ref. No.: ) (REDMS No. ) 

Reference was made to a conference that the Richmond Family and Youth 
Court Committee (RFYCC) had hosted, for which the City had provided 
$10,000 in funding. It was noted that the RFYCC had successfully raised the 
funds through sponsorship, and was now returning a total amount of 
$10,229.25 to the City. A letter from the RFYCC regarding the funds is 
attached, and forms part of these minutes as Schedule 3. 

CARRIED 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjourn (6:04 p.m.). 

CARRIED 

8. 
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Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Chair 

General Purposes Committee 
Monday, November 7, 2011 

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, 
November 7, 2011. 

Shanan Dhaliwal 
Executive Assistant 
City Clerk's Office 

9. 
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CITy (E\TRE 
CO .... U NITY 
ASSOC I ATION 

City Cimtre Community Association 
140-8279 Sal'a Road 
Richmond, Be 
V6Y 4EI6 

tel, 604-233-8110 
fax: 604-233·8" 16 

October 31, 2011 

Schedule 2 to to the minutes of the 
General Purposes Committee 
meeting held on Monday, November 
7,2011 

~Y'N 4 ' .. ,.; 

General PLJrposes Committee, Chairperson Mayor Malcolm Brodie t< '~';'\lliil~ ' ~J 
Dear Mr. t-1ayor anti Councilors: ~ 

The Richmond City Centre Community Association (RCCCA) Board of Directors would like to 
thank you for the support you have given to the Board and the residents that they serve during 
the past 19 years. 

City Centre Community Association started out by sharing an office at the Cultural Centre and in 
due course moved int·1 our own small space at Lang Centre in 1997. Since our small space 
could not accommodace all of our programming we reached out to the public schools within our 
boundaries and partm.red with them to provide satellite locations to meet our programming 
needs. 

Providing programs in ~:ateJlite locations in the public schools within our boundaries has helped 
expand and strengthen our presence in the community. Our satellite locations within those 
schools have enabled u~, to reach out to the community we serve, to identify their needs and 
provide thl:?: appropriate programming for our very diverse community. 

Lang Cenbre has been ar-d will continue to be a real anchor for the community we serve. The 
ability to walk to a local l RCCCA) program location to socialize and connect with people is the 
epitome of what is needed in a dense downtown core of any city. 

The expansion of RCCCA with the addition of the new 30,000 square foot facility in 2014 is 
progressing well. When tt e new facility opens it is RCCCA's intention to maintain programs at 
our existing satellite locatic r"lS as well as at Lang Centre. Programs run out of Lang Centre 
have filled and will continul~ to fill an enormous local need that will keep on increasing as the 
densification of our City Centre moves forward. 

The Board of Richmond City Centre Community Association looks forward to working with City 
Staff in identifying and providing the required programming for the new facility, our satellite 
locations and Lang Centre. 

Again, thank you for your support and commitment in enabling us to serve the residents of City 
Centr~_. .-/ _; 

J< /' -,;:A ;[/.e~ 
/ -d-'-j-£- ~"(;1 - --- -

Paige Robertson 
Director, City Centre Community Association 

3398314 
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RFYCC 
c: ...... L..::r":;:-.,--_ ... Richmond Family and 

___ -- Youth Court Commiltee 

November 2, 2011 

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 

Schedule 3 to the minutes of the 
General Purposes Committee 
meeting held on Monday, November 
7,2011 

Council Liaison - Richmond Family & Youth Court Committee 
6911 No.3 Road 
Riclunond, BC, V6Y 2CI 

Dear Councillor Halsey-Brandt: 

Re: 2009 Family Violence Conference Grant 

On l>,half of the Riclunond Family & Youth Court Committee (RFYCC), thank you for 
supporting the Committee and for providing $10,000 in seed money. 

Due to the success of additional funds raised in the community, the Committee found it did 
not rf!quirc the City-provided seed money. At a RFYCC meeting there was a discussion 
regarding whether to keep the excess raised funds, or whether to return those funds with 
the $10,000 that was originally provided. The Committee decided that because the 
community donated money was specifically for the Conference, that it was best if the 
Committee did not keep the funds to use for something elsc. That is why you will note that 
the cbeque enclosed tota1s $10,229.25 which includes the original seed money plus interest 
and the balance of the unused fundraising funds. 

Please accept the c~eque that is enclosed. The Conference bank account has now been 
closed. 

Again, the Committee thanks you for your continued support of our activities. 

l~~ 
Teresa Vo=, Chair ~~ 
Richmond Family & Youth Court Committee 

c.c. Mayor Brodie 

enc!. 

3399554 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: Date: November 8, 2011 

From: 

General Purposes Committee 

W. Glenn McLaughlin 
Chief licence Inspector & Risk Manager 

File: 12-8275-05/201 1-Vol 
01 

Re: Rokapa Management Ltd., doing business as Well Pub 
6511 Buswell Street 
Re·location of Liquor Primary Licence 

Staff Recommendation 

That Council decline comment on the liquor license amendment application submitted by 
Rokapa Management Ltd. , doing business as Well Pub, to re-Iocate their liquor primary 
licenced area within the premises, and that a letter be forwarded to Liquor Control and 
Licensing Branch with this decision. 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

A-' . L-

ReVIEWED BY TAG 

75)Qi 
NO REVIEWED BY CAO gjY NO 

0 0 

3405681 
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November 8,2011 - 2 -

Staff Report 

Origin 

The Provincial Liquor Control and Licensing Branch (LeLB) issues licences in accordance with 
the Liquor Control & Licensing Act and Regulations. 

Local Government is given opportunity to provide comments and recommendations to LeLS on 
certain liquor licence applications and amendments. The process requires that loea1 government 
provide a Council resolution that either: 

• comments on the legislative review criteria (views of residents, potential for noise, 
traffic, impact on the community) or; 

• decline comment on the application. 

This report deals with a liquor amendment application from Rokapa Management Ltd. (The 
Applicant), doing business as Wen Pub, seeking a resolution from Council in support ofre­
locating an existing Liquor Primary Licence area to another area within the same premises. 

Analysis 

Since September 0[2009, Well Pub has been licenced to operate a 25 person capacity Liquor 
Primary area adjoining the Food Primary area in Legends Pub located at 6511 Buswell St. 
(AUaclunen! 1). 

The Applicant has applied to LeLB to move the liquor primary licence of Well Pub to an area 
within Legends Pub. (Attachment2) Currently, the Well Wine Bar liquor licence is donnant and 
will continue to be inactive following the proposed relocation. 

The Applicant has cited that by moving the Liquor Primary area into the Legends Pub area it 
would allow more seating in the Food Primary area which is needed because; 

• the food primary room is popular for fundraising events for minor sport and various 
charities with many children joining their parents for these events 

• the food primary room is growing in popularity and by taking out the liquor primary area 
it will increase the number of families that can patronize the restaurant 

• the new drinking and driving regulations have curtailed overall alcohol consumption and 
subsequently the consumer is gravitating to food primary usc. 

Staff recommends that Council decline comment on this application for the following reasons: 

• the area that Well Pub wishes to re-locate is already licenced as a Liquor Primary 
establishment 

• the views ofrcsidents and the general public were gathered in February 0[2009 when the 
Applicant originally sought Council comments for the Liquor Primary licence and the re­
location will no! directly affect the general public and; 
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• there is no increase in patron capacity or hours of operation making posting of 
publications unnecessary. 

If the City dec::lines comment on the application, LelS may require the Applicant to do the 
assessment before approving any change to the liquor licence. 

Financial Impact 

None 

Conclusion 

The liquor lic.ense re-Iocation within the existing licenced pub will not impact the general public 
as there is no increase in capacity or hours of service. Staff recommends that the City decline 
comment on the Liquor License application and Council 's resolution be forwarded to the LeLB 
in accordance with the legislative requirements. 

J;hkn~k~~j~ 
Supervisor, Business Licence 
(604-276-4155) 

JMH:jmh 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

David Weber 
Director, City Clerk's Office and 
Chief Election Officer 

Report to Committee 

Date: November 30, 2011 

File: 12-8125-01/2011-Vol 
01 

Re: 2011 General Local and School Election - Official Results 

Staff Recommendation 

J. 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 
rece.ived for information by Richmond City Council in accordance with the requirement 
of Section 148 of the Lo,oal 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. 

David Weber 
Director, City Clerk's Office and 
Chief Election Officer 
(604-276-4098) 

Alt. 3 

3 41 H7~ 

( 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

CONCURRENCE-OF -G~NERAL MANAGER 

~ "\ \ ~ 
<> 

REVIEWED BY TAG YES NO 

c:s;> 0 0 
REVIEWED BY CAO _""~ NO • 

0 ~l 
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November 30, 2011 - 2 -

Staff Report 

Origin 

In accordance with section 148 of the Local Government Act, the Chief Election Officer must 
submit a report of the election results to the local govenunent within 30 days of the official 
declaration of election results. 

Analysis 

For the election held on November 19, 201 I, a 10tal of 31 ,126 ballots were cast at all voting 
opportunities, which represents a voter turnout of23.74%. In comparison to the 2008 election, 
3,417 more people voted in 2011 than in 2008 when the turnout was 22.1 %. Although this was a 
modest improvement in votcr turnout over 2008, this was the first time in several elections that 
the voter turnout increased instead of decreased. 

The numbeJ of votes received by each candidate in the election is provided in the official results 
(Attachmeillt 1) and in the poll-by-poll results (Attachment 2). Attachment 3 provides the 
total numbe:r of ballots cast at each voting opportunity. 

875 ballots were spoiled, however, the majority of those people who may have inadvertently 
spoiled their ballots, still had an opportunity to have their votes counted since the automated vote 
counting machines detect over-voted and spoiled ballots before the ballot is finally accepted into 
the ballot bl;,x. When the vote counting machine dctccts the spoiled ballot, the ballot is returned 
to the elector and a warning is given indicating that the ballot is spoiled. The elector is then 
given the opportunity to check their ballot once again and to request a new ballot if they have 
indeed inadvertently spoiled their ballot. In addition to the efficiency of the tabulation of results, 
the detection and prevention of spoiled ballots is an important benefit of the automated vote 
counting machines. The most common reason for a spoiled ballot is voting for too many 
candidates in a single office (over-voting). 

Following the 2008 eJection, Council requested that staff examine and provide comment on the 
issue of low voter turnout, the result of which was a staff report that recommended a number of 
initiatives aimed at removing barriers to voting and increasing electoral participation. The new 
initiatives: 

(a) all owed electors to vote at large (the "vote anywhere" initiative) and saw voting 
places located in more high-traffic locations; 

(b) made basic candidate profiles available on the City website and in the Voters Guide 
which was mailed to all Richmond households; 

(c) provided more advance voting opportunities; 

(d) t~xpanded and enhanced the City's public education and election awareness campaign 
\by employing social media and more accessible and varied advertising; and 

(e) improved universal access to voting opportunities for electors with disabilities. 
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Anecdotally, each of these initiatives were well received and at the very least represented a 
positive move toward trying to address the issue aflaw voter turnout by responding to some of 
the known reasons given by the public [or not participating in the electoral process. There 
remains much work 10 be done to analyse and evaluate the success of these init iatives and to 
detennine what can be built upon to improve voter turnout and eJection administration for future 
elections. In the coming months, staff will conduct a detailed analysis of the new initiatives and 
a comprehensive evaluation of the election program and report back to Council. 

Financial Ilmpact 

Nonc. 

ConclusiOl1l 

The administration ofleeal government elections has remained largely unchanged during the last 
two decades. Prior to 2011, the last significant change to election administration was in 1993 
when automated vote counting was introduced. Also during the last decades, Richmond has seen 
a gradual and steady downward trend in electoral participation - a trend which is reflected in the 
broader community regionally, provincially, federally and indeed globally. The problem oflow 
voter turnout is multi-faceted and has developed over a long period of time. Society cannot 
expect to solve or reverse the problem overnight or by simply implementing several local new 
·initiatives. indeed, many of the factors which contribute to low voter turnout are well beyond the 
control or jurisdiction of election administrators or those working at a local level. However, for 
the first tim.e in several eJections, Richmond saw a slight increase in turnout in 2011, which is an 
important flirst step toward reversing the downward trend and in changing our thinking about 
how elections can be administered. With further analysis and evaluation staff vvill work toward 
further impTovements and enhancements to the election program with an aim to increasing 
participation rates and responding better to community needs. 

In the meal1ltime, the official results of the 2011 Richmond General Local and School Election 
are hereby reported as required by the Local Government Act. 

-y~4iJ~ 
David Weber 
Director, C:ity Clerk's Office 
(604-276-4098) 

Au.3 
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City of 
Rkhmond 

November 23 , 2011 
File: 12-81 25-60-0IIVoI01 

Official Declaration of Election Results 
2011 Richmond General Local and School Election 

Attachment 1 

6911 NO.3 Road 
Richmond, Be V6Y 2(1 

www.richmond.ca 

In accordance with section 136 of the Local Government Act I hereby declare the official results of 
the 2011 Richmond General Local and School Election as follows: 

Office of Mayor: 
• Malcolm BRODIE - Elected 

Office of Councillor: 
• Chak Kwong AU - Elected 

• Linda BARNES - Elected 

• Derek DANG - Elected 
• Evelina HALSEY -BRANDT - Elected 
• Ken JOHNSTON - Elected 

• Bill McNULTY - Elected 

• Linda McPHAIL - Elected 

• Harold STEVES - Elected 

Office of School Trustee: 
• Rod BELLEZA - Elected 
• Kenny emu - Elected 
• Nonn GOLDSTEfN - Elected 

• Donna SARGENT - Elected 

• Debbie TABLOTNEY - Elected 

• Grace TSANG - Elected 

• Eric YUNG 4 Elected 

A tota.l of 31,126 ballots were cast in the election. Attached is a listing ofthc total number of votes 
received by each candidate in the election. 

Dec1a:rcd at the Counci l Chambers at Richmond City Hall 
Richmond, BC on November 23, 2011 at 1:00 pm. 

David Weber 
Chief Election Officer for Richmond 

34J4663 _ ~mond 
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2011 General Local and School Election 
OFFICIAL RESULTS 

Total Number of Votes Received by Each Candidate 

Offi, fM :e 0 avor 

~ 
Name Votes 

)lm BRODlE 20955 ELECTED 
lrd LEE 9054 

Oflke of Councillor 
Name Votes 

Bill McNULTY 15960 ~LECTED 
~inda McPHAIL 157]] ~LECTED 
Derek DANG 14793 ~LECTED 

Evelina HALSEY -BRANDT 14730 ~LECTED 
indaBARNES 14311 ~LECTED 

Harold STEVES 13908 ~LECTED 

Chak Kwong AU 13366 ELECTED 
Ken JOHNSTON 12983 ELECTED 
Carol DAY 12681 
Cynthia A. CHEN 12040 
Alexa LOO 11918 
Michael WOLFE 11465 
Peter MITCHELL 6209 
De WHALEN 5619 
Cliff Lifeng WEI 3841 
JunL. WUYAN 2978 
Ramzan PA TNl 1409 
-
Offil'c of School Trustee . 

Name Votes 
Donna SARGENT 18380 ELECTED 
Grace TSANG 16580 ELECTED 
iDebbie TABLOTNEY 16367 ELECTED 
[Eric YUNG 14120 LECTED 
Rod 1BELLEZA 13630 ELECTED 
Kenny CHTU 12929 ELECTED 
[l'Ioml GOLDSTEIN 12784 LECTED 
fMichaeJ STARCHUK 12263 

onathan HO 12087 
William Kang CHEN 8553 
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~;. City of Richmond 1J1I British~. ~ ,------
ADVANCE VOTING OPPORTUNiTIeS 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University 

Richmond General Locil and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: ADV 1 • KWANTlEN 

Office of Mavor 

Name 

Malcolm BROOIE 

Richard lEE 

Offi Of C 'II Ice Qunel or 

Name 

Chuk Kwong AU 

Linda BARNES 

BUI McNULTY 

Derek DANG 

Eve,lin. HALSEY·BRANOT 

Linda McPHAil 

Cap:)1 DAY 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Hanlld STEVES 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Mk::hael VIIOlFE 

Ale):a LOO 

Pe16r MITCHELL 

De WHALEN 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

Jun L WUYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Office of School Trustee 

Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Debbie lABLOl NEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

Grill:e TSANG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jomi'than HO 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Eric YUNG 

Michael STARCHUK 

INillilim Kang CHEN 

Votes 

". 
" 
Votes 

'" 
'" m 

'" ,,. 
", 

'" 122 

122 

", 
96 

93 

60 

" 42 

29 

" 

Votes 

'" 147 

'43 

143 

138 

1>' 
115 

'" 112 

83 
Rlchrnond C Ity Hall. 6911 No 3 Road, RIChmond, Bnbsh ColumbIa, V6Y 2C l 
Houm: 8:15 to 5'00 pm. Monday to Friday Tel: 604-276-4000 

C 2011 , City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

Attachment 2 
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li:- City of Richmond II British C<Urbia. CaNda ,-------
AOVII,NCE VOTING OPPORTUNITIES 

Richmond City Hall 

Richmond General Local and SChool Election 
ResulUl By Voting Place 

Voting Place: ADV 2· CITY HALL 

Offic.8 of Mavor 

Nan,. 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richllrd LEE 

Off' c.e 0 te ." ounel or 
Name 

Bill McNULTY 

Oer.k DANG 

Linda McPHAil 

Evelina HALSEY ·BRANDT 

Chi k Kwong AU 

Linda BARNES 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Carol DAY 

Harold STEVES 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

A1ey.a LOO 

Michael VVOLFE 

Petllr MITCHEll 

De WHALEN 

Cliff lifeng WEI 

Jun l.IMJYAN 

Ranuln PATNt 

Offle', of School Trust •• 

Name 

Donna SARGENT 

arlle,TSANG 

Oebbie TABlOTNEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

Ken,ny CHIU 

Erie: YUNG 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Jonathan HO 

Michael STARCHUK 

WIlliam Kang CHEN 

Votes 

612 

214 

Votes 

'63 
434 

434 

415 

408 

39T 

380 

350 

349 

335 

'" '66 
189 

130 

127 

106 

51 

Votes 

489 

473 

457 

415 

36' 
'" 
364 

360 

339 

267 

Ric hmond City Hall . 6911 No :3 Road. Richmond, British ColumbIa. V6Y 2C1 
HaUl .. : 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday 10 Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

C 20 11 . City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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ADVANCE VOTING OPPORTUNITIES 

Richmond City Hall 

Richmond General L.oci l and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: ADV 3· CITY HALL 

Office of Mayor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard lEE 

IUD '"" 
, , 

Name 

Dere·k OANG 

Chait Kwong AU 

BililillcNULTY 

L.inda McPHAIL 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Linda BARNES 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

AJex;~ LOO 

Caro l DAY 

Harold STEVES 

MichaeilNOLFE 

Cliff Lifeng VoIEI 

De WHALEN 

Peter MITCHELL 

Jun L. WUYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Offl fS h IT eli 0 , 00 rus" 
Name 

Donllla SARGENT 

Grace TSANG 

Debbie TABLOlNEY 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jona:than HO 

Rod BELLEZA 

Michael STARCHUK 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

VVillil~m Kang CHEN 

Vat •• 

508 

207 

Votes 

380 

370 

369 

341 

307 

302 

"" 299 

282 

261 

257 

215 
120 

106 

94 

89 

" 
Votes 

402 

'86 
. 332 

331 

327 

'04 
277 

239 

235 

232 
Richmond City H,II . 6911 No.3 Road. RIChmond Bntlsh Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday 10 friday. Tel: 604·276--4000 

C 2011. City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTeD 

ELECTEO 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

ADVANCE VOTING OPPORTUNITIES 

Cannbie Community Centre 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Relults By Voting Place 

Voting Place: ADV 4 - CAMBIE CC 

Officu of Mavor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Rich:ard LEE 

OffICU of Councillor 

Name 

Chale Kwong AU 

Bill McNULTY 

Oerek DANG 

Linda McPHAIL 

Linda BARNES 

CynlhlCi A. CHEN 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Caro l DAY 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Alexa LOO 

Michael mLFE 

Harold STEVES 

Pete.r MITCHELL 

Cliff Lifeng VVEI 

De WHALEN 

Jun 1_. \foJUYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

-

Offi fS h I T CII 0 000 "' ... 
Nam e 

Grac:e TSANG 

DOnl1l SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jona than HO 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Michael STARCHUK 

1Ni11\<lm Kang CHEN 

C 2011 , City of Richmond 

Votes 

149 

61 

Votes 

119 

114 

107 

107 

98 

98 

" 89 

87 

81 

79 

78 

41 

31 

31 

" 17 

Votes 

131 

122 

108 

106 

10. 

102 

97 

89 

89 

76 

Rlchrnond City Hall: 6911 No. 3 Road. Richmond, British Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hour"lJ: 6: 15 to 500 pm, Monday 10 Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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ADVANC E VOTING OPPORTUNITIES 

Library Cultural Centre 

Richmond Genorlill Local and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: AOV 5 - LIBRARY CC 

Off fM Ice 0 • 0' 
Namu 

MOIlcolm BRODIE 

RichaJd LEE 

Off· Ice 0 IC ·11 Qunel or 

Namll 

Chak Kwong AU 

Bill NlcNULTY 

Lindil McPHAIL 

Oerel~ DANG 

Cynttl ia A. CHEN 

Evelina HALSEY.BRANDT 

Carol DAY 

AlexallOO 

Lindll BARNES 

Harold STEVES 

Ken ,JOHNSTON 

M~hael WOLFE 

Peter' MITCHELL 

De'tlIHALEN 

Cliff L.ifeng WEI 

Jun L WUYAN 

Ram.;~an PATNI 

OffiCE of School Trustee , , 
Name 

Grace TSANG 

Donna SARGENT 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Eric YUNG 

Rod BEL.LEZA 

Norm GOL.DSTEIN 

Michael STARCHUK 

Willi<lm Kang CHEN 

Votes 

307 

179 

VOles 

272 

223 

220 

218 

213 

211 

202 

196 

187 

173 

167 

158 

92 

85 

71 

54 

20 

Votes 

264 

248 

228 

224 

222 

222 

197 

191 

173 

160 

Rlchrnond City Hall. 6911 NO. 3 Road, RIchmond, Bntlsh ColumbIa . V6Y 2C t 
Houl'l5: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel : 604-276-4000 

C 20" , City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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~ City of Richmond UJI British CoUrW, ~ ,~------

ADVANCE VO TING OPPORTlJNITIES 

McMath Secondary School 

Rlch:mond General L.ocal and School Election 
Res u lts By Vo ting Place 

Voting Place: AOV 6 · MCMATH 

Office of Mayor 

Narne 

Mah:olm BRODIE 

Richard l EE 

Off fC "n Iceo Dunel or 

Narne 

Harold STEVES 

Linda McPHAil 

Linda BARNES 

Eyel ina HA LSEY -BRA NDT 

Bill IMcNUL TV 

Derek DANG 

Carol DAY 

Ale~a LOO 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Mic~lael WOLFE 

Cynlflia A . CHEN 

De VoIHAlEN 

Chak Kwong AU 

Pele'r MITCHELL 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

Jun L WUYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Offl fS h iT 000 , 00 ruste. 
Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOlNEY 

MicnaelSTARCHUK 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Grac e TSANG 

Rod BELLEZA 

Eric YUNG 

Jonilthan HO 

Kenny CHIU 

William Kang CHEN 

Votes 

23D 

92 

Voles 

"" ." 
195 

19' 

'" ." 
156 

156 

." 
138 

107 

102 

94 

67 

23 

13 

9 

Votes 

233 

225 

165 

'"~ 
159 

158 

136 

93 

86 

58 
. Richmond City Hall. 59 11 No. 3 Road, Richmond, Bmlsh Columbia, V5Y 2C1 

Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm. Monday to Friday. Tel : 604-276-4000 

0 201 I . City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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ADVA~ICE VOTING OPPORTUNITIES 

McFloberts Secondary School 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: ADV 7 - MCROBERTS 

OffiCII of Mavor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Rich~~rd LEE 

otficil of Councillor 

Name 

Bill McNULTY 

Linda BARNES 

Evel ina HALSEY ·BRANOT 

Linda McPHAIL 

Han;.ld STEVES 

Carol DAY 

Dell!'k DANG 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Alex;~ LOa 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Michael WOLFE 

Chal< Kwong AU 

DeVVHALEN 

Pete r MITCHELL 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

Jun L WUYAN 

Ramzan PATNt 

Offl fS h IT cleo , 00 rus ae 

Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod BElLEZA 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

GraeeTSANG 

Michael STARCHUK 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

JonclU1an HO 

VV1l1i,am Kang CHEN 

Voles 

181 

66 

Votes 

148 

139 

137 

137 

124 

122 

119 

116 

106 

102 

90 

" 56 

52 

24 

17 

9 

Votes 

164 

155 

140 

132 

123 

115 

110 

98 

93 

46 
Richmond City Hall. 6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, Bnhsh Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel : 604-276-4000 

Cl 20'1', City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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~ City of Richmond .ua British CoUrbia, ~ ,-------
AOVAI'ICE VanNG OPPORTUNInES 

Richmond City Hall 

Richmond General Loc,' and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: ADV 8· CITY HALL 

Office of Mavor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

IU:hard LEE 

Ice 0 Ie ." ou nCI or 

Namn 

Chak Kwong AU 

Bill NlcNUL TY 

Linda. McPHAIL 

Derek DANG 

Evel ina HALSEY -BRANDT 

Lindil BARNES 

Ken .IOHNSTON 

Carol DAY 

Harold STEVES 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Alexa LOO 

Michelel WOLFE 

Peter MITCHEll 

OeWHALEN 

Cliff Ufeng WEI 

Jun L. WUYAN 

Ramzan PATNt 

Office of School Truetee 

Namll 

Donna SARGENT 

Grace TSANG 

Kenny CHIU 

Debbie TA.BlOTNEY 

Jonathan HO 

Rod I6ELLEZA 

Eric '(UNG 

Norm GOL.OSTEIN 

Michilel STARCHUK 

William Kang CHEN 

Votes 

690 

311 

Voles 

'18 
499 

475 

470 

44' 
42' 

'" 393 

392 

381 

36' 

'" 190 

'" 12' 
103 

32 

Votes 

543 

530 ... 
467 

43. 
429 

429 

368 

321 

300 

1 " 
.. h 1 m V Y RlChnlond CIty HIli . 69 1 NO. 3 Road. Riehmo d, Blitis Cou bia. 6 2C 

Houn;:;: 8:15 to 5:00 pm. Monday to Friday_ Tet: 604·276-4000 

0 2011 , City 01 Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

1 
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ADVANCE VOTING OPPORTUNITIES 

Richmond Olympic Oval 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
R .. l.llts By Voting Place 

Voting Place: ADY 9 · OVAL 

Off' Ie,. 0 Mayor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

RIChard LEE 

OfficI' of Councillor 

Name 

linda BARNES 

Bill McNULTY 

Linda McPHAIL 

EVll inl HALSEY-BRANDT 

H'f(lld STEVES 

Oertlk DANG 

Carol DAY 

Ken JOHNSTON 

.AJeX3l00 

MIChael WOLFE 

Ghilk Kwong AU 

Cynth ia A. CHEN 

Peter MITCHELL 

DflWHALEN 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

Jun l . \oVUYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Off! fS h IT el'o 000 NS ell 

Nam. 

Donna SARGENT 

O.bbl. lASlOlNEY 

Gra(:e TSANG 

Rod BELL.EZA 

Mich ael STARCHUK 

Norrn GOLDSTEIN 

Ene YUNG 

Jonathan HO 

Kenny CHIU 

William Kang CHEN 

Votes 

143 

53 

Votes 

110 

108 

107 

91 

91 

93 

86 .. 
'" 77 

71 

66 

46 

39 

21 

14 

8 

Votes 

133 

119 

105 .. 
89 

87 .. 
70 

65 

37 

Riehrllond City Hall, 6911 No 3 Road, RIChmond anUM Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Moun: 8:1510 5:00 pm, Monday \0 Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

C 201 1, City of RichmOfld 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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~ city of Richmond III British CobrtiiI, c-di ,~------

201' PQLL·BY.POLl RESULTS 

Aberdeen Centre Mall 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Results By Voting P lace 

Voting Place: 01 .ABERDEEN MALL 

Office of Mayor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Offl fC "II '". ounel or 

Name 

Chak Kwong AU 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Oer.k. OANG 

Alexa loo 
Bill McNULTY 

L.lnda McPHAil 

Carol DAY 

Cliff L~feng WEI 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Michael WOLFE 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Jun L, VVUYAN 

linda BARNES 

Harold STEVES 

Peter MITCHELL 

De'NHAlEN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Offi fS h I T Ice 0 , .. rustee 

Niilme 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

GrlICtl TSANG 

Eric YUNG 

Wil liam Kang CHEN 

Donn.. SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

MichaelSTARCHUK 

Norm GOL.DSTEIN 

Votes 

591 

490 

Votes 

879 

493 

48. 

364 

337 

278 

262 

257 

244 

225 

'" 197 

180 

147 

106 

54 

29 

Votes 

721 

697 

644 

573 

455 

286 

245 

228 

170 

165 
Richmond City Hall. 6911 No 3 Road, RIChmo~d, British Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hours: 13 :15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday, Tel: 604·276-4000 

C 201 1, City 01 Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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~ City of Richmond 
Ilf~ British CobTW, ~ ,--------
2'011 POLL·B¥-POI..L RESUL T5 

Blundell Elementary School 

Rich_nand Genenll Local and School Election 
Resu lts By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 02 • BLUNOELL 

Offl 1M '.0 uyor 
Name 

Malc,olm BRODIE 

Rich,ard lEE 

Off! fe III Cit 0 oune " Name 

Linda McPHAIL 

Bill McNULTY 

Evelina HAl SEY·BRANDT 

Harold STEVES 

o.rek DANG 

Linda BARNES 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Chal( Kwong AU 

Michael WOLFE 

Carol DAY 

Alexl. LOO 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Peter MITCHELL 

Oe 'M1ALEN 

Cliff I. ifeng WEI 

Jun L \foJUYAN 

Ramzan PATNt 

Off! fSh IT CII 0 '" rus ee 

Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Debbie TABLQTNEY 

Grace TSANG 

Eric YUNG 

Rod BELLEZA 

Nom' GOLDSTEIN 

Micnael STARCHUK 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

Williilm Kang CHEN 

Votes 

75' 
258 

Vot •• 

'" 578 

565 

526 

518 

516 

462 

'00 
392 

39' 
384 

356 

209 

18' 
108 

75 

41 

Votes 

655 

57' 

", 
493 

'68 

.57 

40' ... 
372 

26' 
Richmond CIt)' H.U. 6911 No 3 Road, RIChmond, British ColumCla, V6Y 2Cl 
Hou rtl : 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

C 20" , City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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ifi" City of Richmond """-~------British GoUnbia, Cinada 

201 1 POU-BY-POU RESULTS 

Brighouse Elementary School 

Richm ond General Local and School Er~tion 
Results By Voting Plaee 

Voting Place: 03 - BRIG HOUSE 

Office of Mavor 

Naml 

Miillc::Cllm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Offi Ie III .ce 0 ount " Name 

Herold STEVES 

Linda McPHAIL 

linda BARNES 

Bill McNULTY 

Eveline HALSEY ·BRANDT 

OerekDANG 

Chlk Kwong AU 

Michael WOLFE 

Catol DAY 

CynthlB A. CHEN 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Alexa LOO 

Peter MITCHELL 

OeWiAlEN 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

Jun L IM.JYAN 

Ramz.an PATNI 

Offl IS h IT '". , .. rUltee 
Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Grice TSANG 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod 6ELLEZA 

Eric: YUNG 

Kennlt CH1U 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Michael STARCHUK 

Jonathan HO 

William Kang CHEN 

Votes 

311 

141 

Vote5 

231 

231 

230 

226 

225 

21S 

213 

213 

191 

183 

182 

lOS 

113 

76 ,. 
" ,. 
Votll 

278 

257 

245 

232 

226 

211 

210 

203 

185 

137 

Rlf;hmo nd City HIU , 6911 No 3 Road, RIChmond, Brtflsh Columbia, V6Y 2C l 
Hou ... : 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Mooda)' to Friday, Tel : 604-276-4000 

C 20" , City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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~ City of Richmond m Bftish GoUrbia, Calada "'~------
2011 POLL·ay·POt.L RESULTS 

Burnett Secondary School 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 04 - BURNETI 

Office of Mayor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard lEE 

Offl ". Ie Dune '" 
., 

Name 

Bill McNULTY 

Derek DANG 

Linda McPHAIL 

Haro~~ STEVES 

Evelina HALSEY -BRANDT 

Chak Kwong AU 

Linda BARNES 

Kiln JOHNSTON 

Carol DAY 

Michael WOLFE 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Alexa LOO 

Peler MITCHELL 

DeVv'HALEN 

Cliff li feng WEI 

Jun L VVUYAN 

Ramz.'lIIn PATNt 

Office of School Trustee 

Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Grace, TSANG 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Michael STARCHUK 

Rod EIELlEZA 

Jonathan HO 

Norm GOL.DSTEIN 

William Kang CHEN 

Votes 

636 

316 

Votes 

497 

'" .74 
.66 

.54 
'52 
.34 

399 

391 

387 

385 

343 

182 

170 

135 

113 

47 

Votes 

572 

525 

511 

'57 
.34 

419 

418 

401 

393 

266 
Rlehmo nd City Hall . 6911 No. 3 ROad. RIChmond, Bnllsh Columboa. VSY 2C1 
Hours: 13:15 to 5·00 pm. Monday to Friday. Tel : 604-276-4000 

Cl 20t 1. City of Riehmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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i!i;l ~ of Richmond 
U~ Mish CobJCJi;! , CarWiI ,-------
201 1 POLL·BY_POll RESULTS 

Cambie Community Centre 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Resu l l$ By Vo ting Place 

Voting Place : 05 · CAMBIE CC 

OfficII of Mavor 

Nam e 

Malcolm BROOIE 

Richard LEE 

Offl , fe ·11 '" ounel or 

Nam e 

Bill McNULTY 

Llnd'i. McPHAIL 

O . ... k DANG 

Ken JOHNSTON 

L ind •• BARNES 

Cha~l Kwong AU 

Eveli na HALSEY.BRANDT 

Harold STEVeS 

Carol DAY 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

M,ch3eI INOLFE 

Alexil LOO 

Peter MITCHELL 

De '-"JHALEN 

Cliff Ufeng WEI 

Jun l. VoIUYAN 

Ram:zan PATNI 

OOlc., of School Tnllstee 

Name 

Oonna SARGENT 

Grae, TSANG 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Eric YUNG 

Rod BELLEZA 

Kenr,y CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Mich3el STARCHUK 

WiIli!lm Kang CHEN 

Votes 

910 

305 

Votes 

710 

68' 

633 

598 

567 

539 

508 

469 

467 

'" 410 

390 

241 

'78 

157 

127 

99 

Votes 

774 

119 

'64 
'04 

644 

526 

485 
477 

454 

389 

Rlchnnond CIty Hall. 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, Bntlsh Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Houm: 8:15 to 5:00 pm . Monday to Friday. Tet : 604·276+4000 

0 2011. City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ElECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 



GP - 42

M~' City of Richmond 

" 6f1Iish CoUrbia. CoratiI 
,~------

2{)11 POLL·BY·POLL RESULTS 

City Centre (Lang) Community Centre 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Results By Voting Plilce 

Vollng Place: 06 - CITY CENTRE CC 

Off fM Iceo • 0' 
Name 

Mai(;olm BRODIE 

Richard lEE 

Office of Councillor 

Name 

Chak I(wong AU 

DernkOANG 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Bill NlcNULTY 

Linda McPHAIL 

Alexa lOO 

Evelina HAlSEY-8RANDT 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Carol DAY 

Linda BARNES 

MichaeilNOLFE 

Hal'(lld STEVES 

Cliff Lifen; WEI 

Jun l. V\lUYAN 

Peter MITCHELL 

DeVVHALEN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Offi f5 h IT ICO 0 , 00 rus ee 

Name 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathal'l HO 

Grace rSANG 

Eric YUNG 

Willj~lm K8ng CHEN 

Donn. SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Michael STARCHUK 

Vole5 

152 

79 

Votes 

162 

122 

'" .. 
90 

89 

83 

81 

100 

" 71 

" 54 

41 

36 

20 

17 

Votes 

163 

1" 

137 

126 

10' .. .. 
19 

72 

66 

RichMond City HilI. 6911 No 3 Road, RIChmond. BnllSh Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
HOUMI: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Til: 604-276-4000 

C 2011 , City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELE~TEO 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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g~ City of Richmond .m BrtIish CohTDa, Ciinada 
'-~------

2011 POLL·BY·POLL RESULTS 

Coolk Elementary School 

Richmond Genelll! Local and School ElectIon 
RBSuiti By Voting Place 

'Voting Place: 07 - COOK 

Offl fM '". ~'!}'or 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard lEE 

Offi fC "II Ice 0 auner ot 
Name 

Linda McPHAIL 

Derek DANG 

Chak Kwong AU 

Bill M.:NULTY 

Linda BARNES 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Evelin a HALSEY ·BRANDT 

Michal!1 WOLFE 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Harold STEVES 

Carol DAY 

Alexa LOO 

Peter M ITCHELL 

De """"tALEH 

Cliff li!eng WEI 

Jun l. WUYAN 

Ramzan PATNt 

om fSh IT '"0 , 00 N'H 

Name 

Oonnfl SARGENT 

GracI TSANG 

Rod BELLEZA 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Eric YUNG 

Kenn~' CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Michaol STARCHUK 

Williarl'l Kang CHEN 

Votes 

397 

175 

Votes 

293 

290 

273 

273 

263 

258 

250 

239 

229 

". 
226 

223 

14' 
10' 
96 .. 
32 

Votes 

331 

328 

310 

290 

276 

270 

255 

253 

'" 209 
RIChmond CIty Hall. 6911 No l Road, RIchmond, British ColumbIa V6Y 2C1 
Hou,.; 8:15 to 5:00 pm, MorMiay to Friday. T.I: 604·276-4000 

C> 2011 , City of Richmond 

EL ECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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'fi.~ City of Richmond Uj British CoUtilia, c..\ada "-~------

Garden City Elementary School 

RichmQnd Genel'ill l Local and School Election 
Resolt,. By Voting Place 

Voling Place: 08 - GA.RDEN CITY 

Offi 1M Ice 0 • 0' 
Name 

Millcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Ice ') Ie -II ounel or 

Name 

Bill McNULTY 

Oerek DANG 

Linda McPHAIL 

Evelin a HA.LSEV-6RANDT 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Linda BARNES 

Haralcl STEVES 

Chak Kwong AU 

Carol DAY 

Alexa LOO 

Cynthi;3 A CHEN 

MiehacllNOLFE 

Peter M ITCHELL 

De WHALEN 

Cliff Lifeng MI 

Jun L. VVU YAN 

RamzElI'I PATNt 

Office of SchOOl Trust •• , 
Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Grice TSANG 

Oebbiu TABLOTNEY 

Erie YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Rod e :ELLEZA 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Jonathan HO 

Michael STARCHUK 

William Kang CHEN 

Votes 

SSO 
241 

Votes .. , 
433 

422 

397 

38S 

376 

363 

350 

""' ,,. 
33S 

'" '" ". 
'19 
77 

" 
Votes 

'" SO, 
..... 
409 

360 , .. 
'''" 33' 

'" 24' 
Richmond City H,II. 6911 No.3 Road RIChmond. 8mlsh Columbia, VSY 2Cl 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Til l: 604-276-4000 

C 2011 , City Of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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g~. City of Richmond 
JAj British CoUnbia. Cinac» ,~------

2011 POlL_BY_POlL RESULTS 

Gen4~ral Currie Elementary School 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Resu lt:5 By Voling Place 

lIoting Place: 09 • GENERAL CURRIE 

Office of Mayor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

RiChard l EE 

Office IJf Councillor 

Name 

Chak Kwong AU 

Bill McNULTY 

Eyelin. HALSEY-BRANDT 

Derek DANG 

Linda McPHAIL 

linda BARNES 

Cynthi,a A. CHEN 

Carol [JAY 

H;;Hold STEVES 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Michaol WOLFE 

Alexa LOO 

Peter MITCHELL 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

OeV .... HALEN 

Jun L. \foI\JYAN 

Rarnziln PATNI 

Offl fS h IT ce C) '00 rue tie 

Name 

Donna, SARGENT 

Gnu;:, TSANG 

Kenny CHIU 

Debbiu TABLOTNEY 

Jonatharl HO 

Eric YIJNG 

Rod BELLEZA 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

MichaEl1 $TARCHUK 

'lV'iliiarn Kang CHEN 

Votes 

'" "2 

Votes 

388 

33. 
37. 
347 ,... 
331 

320 

"2 
29. 
'89 

2" 

'" 165 

123 

122 

91 

27 

Votes 

". 
411 

381 

367 

365 

35' ,... 
292 

287 

'64 
fUchmond City H.II. 6911 No. J Road, RlChmorld Bnllsh Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm. Monday 10 Friday. Tel : 604-276-4000 

C 2011, City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

EL ECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 
ELECTED 
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~ City of Richmorxj Wf &lIish CoUnbiiI, c-da , -------
2011 POlL-BY-PO!.l RESULTS" 

Grauer Elementary School 

Richmond General local and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place : 10 - GRAUER 

Office, of Mayor 

Naml! 

M .. lcolm BRODIE 

Rich;;lrd LEE 

Offi Ice, 0 Ie oune '" 0' 

Naml~ 

Bill ftjlcNUlTY 

Evelina HAlSEY-BRANDT 

lindH McPHAIL 

Harold STEVeS 

Undll BARNES 

Dere~ DANG 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Carol DAY 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

MichliellNOLFE 

Alexa LOO 

Chak Kwong AU 

Peter MITCHELL 

De WHALEN 

Cliff l.ifeng WEI 

Jun l. WUYAN 

Ram7.an PATN! 

OffIce of School Trustee 

Hamu 

Donna SARGENT 

Debb ie TABLOTNEY 

Grac •• TSANG 

ROd I3ELLEZA 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Eric YUNG 

Michelel STARCHUK 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

William Kang CHEN 

Votes 

595 

242 

Votes 

.97 

48. 

481 

.62 

455 

.54 
'23 
374 

363 

353 

351 

2n 

202 

166 

Sf 

58 

36 

Votes 

593 

537 

.78 
396 

394 

394 

360 

303 

284 

214 

RIChmond City Hilli. 6911 NO. 3 Road. RIChmond, BntJsh Columbia, V6Y 2el 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel : 604·276-4000 

C 2011 . City of RiChmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTeD 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2Qll POLL-6Y·POLL RESULTS 

Hamilton Elementary School 

Richnlond General Local and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 11 • HAMILTON 

Office' of Ma or 

Nam4~ 

Malcolm BRODIE 

R;Chmd LEE 

Office of Council lor 

Namll 

Bill McNULTY 

Llndoll McPHAIL 

Derek DANG 

Carol DAY 

Ken .IOHNSTON 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Linda. BARNES 

Chlk Kwong AU 

Harold STEVES 

Alexa LOO 

MichaellNOLFE 

Peter MITCHELL 

De WHAlEN 

Cliff lifeng 'NE1 

Jun L. 'MJYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

-

Offi fS h IT '.0 '00 rus ee 
Name' 

Donn,1 SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Gractl TSANG 

Eric YUNG 

Rod ElEllEZA 

Kenny CHIU 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Jonathan HO 

Michael STARCHUK 

Wlliam Kang CHEN 

C 2011, City of R!chmond 

Votes 

410 

138 

Votes 

309 

306 

270 

270 

269 

262 

259 

247 

231 

221 

216 

213 

113 

101 

60 

58 

40 

Votes 

359 

313 

311 

279 

276 

253 

250 

247 

2" 
167 

Richmond City Hall: 6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond. British Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia , Canada 

2011 POU-8Y-POll RESULTS 

Homma Elementray School 

Richm.ond General Local and School Election 
ResuH;s By Voting Place 

Voting Plilce: 12 · HOMMA 

Office of Milvor 

Nilme 

Malcolm BRODIE 

RK:harrd LEE 

Office of Councillor 

Nilme 

Hilrold STEVES 

Linda McPHAIL 

Bill M·cNULTY 

Evelina HALSEY -BRANDT 

Linda BARNES 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Derek DANG 

Alexa LOO 

MichaellNOLFE 

Carol DAY 

Cynthie A. CHEN 

De V,,'HALEN 

Chak IKwong AU 

Peter MITCHELL 

Jun L. 'NUYAN 

Cliff Li"feng WEI 

RalTlZiln PATNI 

Offl ofS h IT " ,~ rus ee 

Name 

Donn" SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Grace TSANG 

Michaol STARCH UK 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Rod BELLEZA 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

Wlliam Kang CHEN 

C 201 1, City of RIChmond 

Votes 

757 

215 

Votes 

618 

610 

595 

587 

570 ... 
460 

460 

431 

410 

317 

255 

248 

228 

47 

42 

29 

Votes 

715 

642 

471 

463 

460 

459 

"6 
287 

245 

169 

Richmond City Hall: 691 ' No. 3 ROad. Ricnmond. British Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

EL EC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

20·11 POlL-BY·POLL RESULTS 

Lansdowne Centre Mall 

Richmond General Locil and School Election 
Rf-5ultS By Vot l~g Place 

Voting Place: 13 - LANSDOWNE MAll 

Otrice of Mayor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard lEE 

Offi Ice 0 Ie ounc '" ., Nllme 

Chak Kwong AU 

Dmek DANG 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Bill McNULTY 

Evelina HALSEY·BRANDT 

CElrol DAY 

linda McPHAil 

AII!xa lOO 

Linda BARNES 

Ke·n JOHNSTON 

MichaellJllOlFE 

Harold STEVES 

Cliff lifeng VoIEI 

Peter MITCHEll 

JUIl L 'MJYAN 

De 'NHAlEN 

Rarnzan PATN I 

Offi f School T tee ,~. '" Name 

Ke.nny CHiU 

GrucI TSANG 

Jonathan HO 

Eric YUNG 

Do:nna SARGENT 

INiUiam Kang CHEN 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

Michael STARCHUK 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

C 2011 , City of Richmond 

Votes 

'062 
6,. 

Votes 

1132 

820 

768 

726 

662 

649 

644 

621 

59' 
543 

515 

492 

3<J9 

26' 

228 

182 

76 

Votes 

1000 

997 

937 

86' 
740 

655 

643 

621 

538 

505 

Ricl:lmond City Hall: 691 1 No. 3 Road, Richmond. British Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: S·'5 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday_ Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELE;C TED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 PO LL·BY·POlL RESULTS 

Library Cultural Centre 

Richm.ond General Local and School Election 
Result:_ By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 14· LIBRARY CC 

Office of Mavor 

Name· 

MalC(llm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Office of Councillor 

Name 

Chak Kwong A.U 

Llndll McPHAIL 

Bill McNULTY 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Derek. DANG 

Linda BARNES 

Evelina HALSEY·BRANDT 

Alexa LOO 

Carol DAY 

Hi"oh~ STEVES 

Michael \'VOLFE 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Peter MITCHELL 

Cliff Lifeng 'NEI 

DeWl-tALEN 

Jun l. WJYAN 

RaffiZ,3n PATNI 

Offl f 5th IT coo 00 NSH 

Name 

Grace TSANG 

Donna SA.RGENT 

Kenny CHIU 

Eric YUNG 

Jonathan HO 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod 8ELLEZA 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Michael STARCHUK 

William Kang CHEN 

e 201 ' . City of Richmond 

Votes 

'" 343 

Votes 

543 

497 

491 

483 

48' 

'" '56 

440 

427 

406 

354 

383 

230 

204 

185 

167 

55 

Votes 

591 

'56 

'30 
511 

496 

471 

.70 
436 

420 

396 

Richmond City Hilll: 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, British Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTeD 

ELECTED 

ELECTeD 

ELECTeD 

ELECTeD 

ELECTeD 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTeD 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTeD 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 POlL-BY-POLL RESULTS 

MacNeill Secondary School 

Ricchmond Generll Locllind School Election 
Resu lts By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 15· MACNEILL 

Offi r M Ice 0 layor 

Name 

M.alcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Ofr. e of C -110 '" ounCI , 
Name 

C hak Kwong AU 

Derek DANG 

Bill McNULTY 

Li nda McPHAIl. 

Cynthia A CHEN 

Carol DAY 

Alexa LOO 

Ken JOHNSTON 

E velina HAlSEY.BRANDT 

Michael INOLFE 

Unda BARNES 

Harold STEVES 

Cliff Ufeng WEI 

Peter MITCHELL 

Jun L WUYAN 

De WHALEN 

Rarnzan PATNI 

Offi fSh IT Ice 0 " 00 ruste. 

Name 

Grace TSANG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

Eric YUNG 

Do" na SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

~lilliam Kang CHEN 

Michael STARCHUK 

e 2011, City of RIChmond 

Votes 

391 

220 

Votes 

397 

29' 
282 

270 

'"0 
220 
217 

210 

20. 
198 

195 

159 
116 

94 

92 

76 

33 

Votes 

'66 

'56 
31' 
JO, 
271 

244 

22J 

206 

195 

160 

Richmond City HIli: 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, British Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hours: 8:15to 5·00 pm. Monday to Friday_ Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 POll·BY·POl.L RESULTS 

McMath Secondary School 

Richmond General Loeal and Sehool Election 
Results By Voting Place 

VoUng Place: 16 - MCMATH 

Office 01 M<lvor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard lEE 

Office of Councillor 

Name 

Harold STEVES 

Linda ''''cPHAIL 

Bill McNULTY 

lindA EIARNES 

Evellnil HALSEY.BRANDT 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Derek I)ANG 

Carol DAY 

Alexa L.OO 

Michael \foIOLFE 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

De 'NHALEN 

Chak Kwong AU 

Peter MITCHELL 

Cliff Ufeng WEI 

Jun L. 1MJYAN 

Ramzan PATN I 

Offl ce CI tS chool T ruslee 

Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Debbl~1 TABLOTNEY 

Grace TSANG 

Miehae,1 STARCHUK 

Rod BIELLEZA 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

William Kang CHEN 

Cl 201 1, City 01 RIChmond 

Votes 

97' 
294 

Votes 

821 

799 

773 

768 

720 

617 

577 

570 

560 

535 

« 0 

368 

343 

260 

70 

49 

29 

Votes 

927 

84. 
630 

612 

60. 
60. 
535 

352 

341 

204 

Richmond City Hall: 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond. British Columbia, V6Y 2el 
Hours: 8:15105:00 pm. Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-27&4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 



GP - 53

City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 PQLL·BY·POlL RESUL T5 

McNair Secondary School 

Richmond General Local and SchoOl Election 
Results By Voting Plac@ 

Voting Place: 17 - MCNAIR 

Offi of M '" layor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard lEE 

Off" f C III ICI 'O ounc 0' 
Name 

Bill McNULTY 

Lindl McPHAil 

L1ndl BARNES 

EVllinl HALSEY -BRANDT 

Hlrold STEVES 

Derek DANG 

Carol DAY 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Michal!I\MJLFE 

AleKS tOO 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Chlk Kwong AU 

Peter MITCHELL 

De VVI"iALEN 

Cliff liteng VVEI 

Jun L. WUYAN 

Ram%i lO PATNI 

-
0ffI fS h I T '"" 000 rustee 

Name 

Donna. SARGENT 

Debbi .. TABlOTNEY 

GracI TSANG 

Rod BELLEZA 

Norm ,GOLDSTEIN 

Michael STARCHUK 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

'lV'iliiam Kang CHEN 

Q 201 1, City of Rlcnmona 

Votes 

.28 
34' 

Votes 

692 

879 

62. 
62. 
60' 
.99 
588 

543 

481 

46' 
41 4 

411 

291 

27. 
113 

111 

11. 

Votes ... 
756 

63' 
607 

60. 

56' 
561 

'59 
442 

313 

Richmond City HIli: 691 1 No. 3 Road, Richmond, British Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm. Monday to Friday. Tel: 604·276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

EL ECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 



GP - 54

City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

'2(111 POlL-B'I'-POlLRESULTS 

McRoberts Secondary School 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Result$ By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 18 - MCROBERTS 

Office of Mauor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Offi I C Ice 0 ounciUor 

Name 

Llndl ."cPHAIL 

Bill McNULTY 

Linda BARNES 

HlTold STEVES 

Evelinll HALSEY·BRANDT 

Derek [lANG 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Carol DAY 

Alexa lOO 

MIChael \!VOlFE 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Chak Kwong AU 

Peter MITCHELL 

De WHALEN 

Cliff Ufl~ng \NEI 

Jun L. \MJYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Office o,f School Trustee 

Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Debbie, TABLOTNEY 

Grice ·TSANG 

Rod BI:LLEZA 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Michae l STARCHUK 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CH1U 

Jona\han HO 

WIlliam Kang CHEN 

~ 2011 . CIt)' 01 RIChmond 

Votes 

.66 
'06 

Votes 

711 

702 

700 

69' 
691 

'" 611 

'06 
567 

520 

508 

433 

281 

277 

125 

96 

47 

Votes 

872 

777 

687 

635 

"6 
585 

556 

432 

407 

308 

Richmo nd City HolIl: 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond. British Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hours : 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604·276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City o'f Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

201 1 POI.l -SY-POLl RESULTS 

Quil<:hena Elementary School 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Result~~ By Voting Place 

\loting Place: 19 - QUILCHENA 

Office of Mavor 

Name 

Malco~m BRODIE 

Richard l EE 

Office IJf Counclilor 

Name 

Harold STEVES 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Linda McPHAIL 

Linda BARNES 

8i11 Mt:NULTY 

Derek DANG 

Ken JIOHNSTON 

M ichal~1 WOLFE 

Caroll)AY 

Alexa LOO 

Chak IKwong AU 

Cynthia A CHEN 

De WHALEN 

Peter MITCHELL 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

Jun L. WUYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 
" 

Offi f S h IT <0, ,~ rus ee 

Name 

001'11'1;1 SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Grace, TSANG 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Rod ElELLEZA 

Michael STARCH UK 

Eric'l'UNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

William Kang CHEN 

C 201 I. City of Richmond 

Votes 

359 

153 

Votes 

300 

288 

287 

285 

276 

'" 239 

223 

219 

210 

196 

185 

134 

113 

45 

35 

24 

Votes 

353 

307 . 

282 

248 

247 

240 

229 

202 

185 

138 

Richmond City Hall: 691 1 NO.3 Road, Richmond. British Columbia. V6Y 2C1 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604·276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 



GP - 56

City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2()1, POt.L·BY·POLL RESULTS 

Richmond Secondary School 

Richmood Geoeral Local and School Election 
Re!5 ults By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 20· RICHMOND SECONDARY 

Offi f M '". , .. yor 

Na'me 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Office of C cillor ."' 
Name 

Bm McNUL.TY 

Un:da McPHAIL 

De:rek DANG 

L.ind .. BARNES 

Evelina HALSEY·BRANDT 

Ch .. k Kwong AU 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Hi! rold STEVES 

Carol DAY 

Mic~ael WOLFE 

Cyl1thia A. CHEN 

Alexa LOO 

Peter MITCHELL 

De WHALEN 

Cliff Lifeng VllEI 

Jun L WUYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Offi f Sh IT '". 000 rus e. 

Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Gr-dce TSANG 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Mic~ael STARCHUK 

Jonathan HO 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

\oViliiam Kang CHEN 

e 2011. City of RIChmond 

Votes 

'51 
283 

Votes 

487 

480 

". 
44. 

443 

416 

410 

407 

40' 
378 
367 

346 

'" 16. ,,. 
120 

48 

Votes 

'34 
.16 

on 
441 

441 

413 

405 
403 

389 

'96 

Ricflmood City Hall: 6911 NO. 3 Road, Ricl1mond. British Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm. Monday to Friday_ Tel: 604·276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

EL ECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 POll-BY-POLL RESULTS 

Sea Island Elementary School 

RichlTH)nd General Local and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

1Ioting Place: 21 - SEA ISLAND 

Office of Mavor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Office of Councillor 

Name 

Harold STEVES 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Linda BARNES 

Bill McNULTY 

Linda McPHAIL 

MichaellNOLFE 

Carol DAY 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Alexa LOO 

Derek DANG 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

De WHALEN 

Peter MITCHELL 

Chak Kwong AU 

Cliff lifeng 'v\'E1 

Jun L. VNYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Offlc f S h IT 00 '00 rus ee 
Name 

Oonn;~ SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Michael STARCHUK 

Rod BELLEZA 

GrilceTSANG 

EricYUHG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

William Kang CHEN 

C 2011 , City of Richmond 

Votes 

123 

35 

Votes 

121 

115 

109 

10' 
90 

81 

80 

67 

67 

65 

49 

49 

34 

28 

3 

3 

2 

Votes 

120 

108 

100 

99 

80 .. 
SO 

41 

34 

31 

Richmond City Hall : 6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond, British Columbia, V6Y 2e l 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 POLL-BY-POll RESULTS 

Spul'u'kwuks Elementary School 

Richmond General Loealand School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 22 • SPUL 'U'KWUKS 

Office 01' Mavor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

fC Offi Ice 0 ." ounCI or 

Name 

Bill MctmLTY 

LInda NlcPHAIL 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Derek DANG 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Harold STEVES 

Chak Kwong AU 

Carol DAY 

Linda BARNES 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Alexa LOO 

Michael WOLFE 

Peter MITCHELL 

De WHALEN 

Cliff Life.ng 'NEI 

Jun l. VVUYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Office of School Trustee 

Name 

Donna :SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Grace TSANG 

Rod BELLEZA 

Eric YUNG 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Kenny CHIU 

Michael STARCHUK 

Jonathan HO 

William Kang CHEN 

C 20" , Clly ofR lChmond 

Votes 

520 

2<,' 

Votes 

425 

402 

397 

381 

355 

3 ... 

33' 

31' 
308 

300 

282 

2<1 

,<3 

"' SO 

55 

29 

Votes 

487 .... 
431 

359 

334 

332 

299 

295 

282 

'89 

Richmol1d City Hall: 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond. British Columbia, VSY 2Cl 
Hours: 8 :1 510 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday_ Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

EL ECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 POLL·BY·POLL RESULTS 

Stev,es Elementary School 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Result~; By Voting Place 

Voting Place : 23 • STEVES 

Office ," Mavor 
Name 

Malco lm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Office of Councillor , 
Name 

Harold STEVES 

Linda BARNES 

Bill MI:NULTY 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Linda McPHAIL 

Mich a,~1 WOLFE 

Carol DAY 

Alexa LOO 

Derek DANG 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Chak Kwong AU 

De Wl-lALEN 

Peter MITCHELL 

Cliff Ufel"lg Vv'E1 

Jun L. WUYAN 

RalTlZan PATNI 

Offl I S h IT 00. 000 rus ee 

Name 

Donn,a SARGENT 

Oebbije TABLOTNEY 

Rod E'ELLEZA 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Micha,el STARCHUK 

Gract~ TSANG 

Eric YUNG 

Kenn'y CHIU 

Jonatlhan HO 

William Kang CHEN 

C> 2011 , City of Richmond 

Votes 

567 

221 

Votes 

543 

'86 
444 

441 

440 

.08 
390 

375 

371 

33. 
293 

23' 
215 

188 

55 

57 

36 

Votes 

547 

.98 

447 

442 

416 

381 

348 

256 

232 

172 

Richrtlond City Hall: 6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond, British Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours : 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604·276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 



GP - 60

City o'f Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 POLL-BY-POLL RESUl TS 

Steveston-London Secondary School 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 24 - STEVESTON-LONDON 

Office of Mauor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Ofr Ice a f e -II ounci or 

Name 

Linda McPHAIL 

Bill M,cNULTY 

Derek DANG 

Harold STEVES 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Linda BARNES 

Chak Kwong AU 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Alexa LOO 

Carol DAY 

Michael WOLFE 

Peter MITCHELL 

De WHALEN 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

Jun L WJYAN 

Ramzan PATN I 

Office of School Trustee 

Name' 

Donna SARGENT 

GraCEI TSANG 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Eric YUNG 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Rod BELLEZA 

Kenny CHIU 

Micha,el STARCHUK 

Jonatlhan HO 

VoJi llial11 Kang CHEN 

(120 11, City of Richmond 

Votes 

798 

377 

Votes 

651 

619 

597 

588 

'86 

'36 
531 

512 

'08 

50' 
496 

458 

228 

209 

135 

110 

40 

Votes 

743 

670 

63. 
55' 
541 

53' 
495 

493 

467 

33' 

Richmond City Hall: 6911 No. 3 Road. Richmond. British Columbia. V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm. Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City Clf Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

~_ ~ ~_~1'O" _8.,"""R_~T"'E_...,s.:r-

2011 POlL-BY-POlL RESULTS 

Tait Elementary School 

Richmond General LocIII lind School Election 
Result's By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 25 - TAIT 

Offi 1M Ice 0 layor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard l EE 

Offi Ice 0 Ie OIl ounCI or 

Name 

Linda McPHAIL 

Bill M<cNULTY 

Derek DANG 

Carol DAY 

Unda BARNES 

Evelin a HALSEY -BRANDT 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Mk:hael WOLFE 

Cynthi a A. CHEN 

Chak Kwong AU 

Harold STEVES 

Alexa LOO 

Peter MITCHELL 

De VVHAlEN 

Cliff Ufeng VoIEI 

Ramzan PATNI 

Jun L INUYAN 

Office of School Trustee 

Name 

Oonnn SARGENT 

Grace TSANG 

Oebbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod B ELLEZA 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Eric YUNG 

MichaelSTARCHUK 

Kennl' CHIU 

Jonaltlan HO 

William Kang CHEN 

e 201" City of RIChmond 

Votes 

315 

94 

Votes 

234 

230 

209 

208 

20< 

200 

'97 

'81 

'79 
173 

'70 
145 

11 0 

55 

50 

45 

45 

Votes 

267 

236 

235 

215 

'98 

'96 
192 

182 

171 

137 

Richmo nd City Hall: 6911 No, 3 Road, Richmond, British Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: S'15 10 5:00 pm, Monday 10 FridaY. Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

EL ECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 POU_-B'I'-POLt RESULTS 

Talmey Elementary School 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Vot ing Place: 26 • TALMEY 

Office olr Mavor 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Office of Councillor 

Name 

Chak Kwong AU 

Derek [)ANG 

Bill Mct~UL TY 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

linda N!cPHAIL 

Cynthia A CHEN 

Carol DAY 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Linda ElARNES 

Alexa LOO 

Michael WOLFE 

Harold STEVES 

Peter MITCHELL 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

De'M-lAlEN 

JunL. WUYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Offi fS h IT Ice 0' 000 rus •• 

Name 

Grace TSANG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

Donna SARGENT 

Eric YUNG 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

Michael STARCHUK 

William Kang CHEN 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

C 2011, City of RIChmond 

Votes 

293 

125 

Votes 

229 

213 

202 

190 

189 

180 

169 

165 

163 

148 

144 

127 

7B 

71 

55 

34 

24 

Votes 

257 

228 

218 

212 

211 

187 

187 

150 

144 

142 

Richmond City Hall: 691 I NO. 3 Road, Richmond. British Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hours: 8 :1 510 5:00 pm. Monday to Friday. Tel: 604·276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia , Canada 

2011 POl.l- BY-POlL RESU LTS 

Tomsett Elementary School 

Richmond General L.ocal and School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 27 - TOMSEn 

Office o.f Ma or 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Office c f Counc-lIor , , 
Name 

Chak ~,wong AU 

Cynlhiil A CHEN 

Derek DANG 

Bill McNULTY 

Michae,1 WOLFE 

Carol DAY 

Alexa l.00 

Evelin:~ HALSEY·BRANDT 

L.inda IBARNES 

Linda IMc PHAIL 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Haroldl STEVES 

Cliff Lileng \'VEl 

Peter MITCHELL 

Jun L. WUYAN 

DeWI-IALEN 

Rarnz.;:m PATNI 

Off! fS h IT ce ~, , 00 rus aa 

Name 

KennY' CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

Grace TSANG 

Eric YUNG 

DonniH SARGENT 

MichaelSTARCHUK 

Rod BEL.LEZA 

William Kang CHEN 

Nann GOLDSTEIN 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

eo 2011 . City of Richmond 

Voles 

126 

96 

Votes 

140 

102 

95 

94 

89 

82 

82 

78 

77 

77 

72 

" 50 

40 

36 

23 

9 

Votes 

143 

133 

133 

110 

95 

94 

93 

85 

84 

81 

Rlchm,:)nd City Hall: 6911 No. 3 Road. Richmond. British Columbla. V6Y 2C1 
Houts: 8:1 5 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday . Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

201 1 POlI.-BY·POLL RESULTS 

Water'mania 

Richmond General Local .. nd School Election 
Results By Voting Place 

Vot ing Place: 28· WATERMANIA 

ff I o ice 0 Mayor 

Name 

Malcolrn BRODIE 

Richard LEE 

Offi Ice 0 Ie ounc ill 0' 

Name 

Bm MclNULTY 

Linda McPHAIL 

Huold STEVES 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Linda 13ARNES 

Eveliml HALSEY·BRANDT 

Derek IDANG 

Michael Vv'OLFE 

Carol DAY 

Alexa LOO 

CynthiH A. CHEN 

De WHALEN 

Chak Kwong AU 

Peter MITCHELL 

Cliff lifeng WEI 

Jvn L. WUYAN 

Rarnzan PATNI 

Office t)f School Trustee 

Name 

Donml SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Grace TSANG 

Eric YUNG 

Micha'~1 STARCHUK 

Rod BELLEZA 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Jonathan HO 

KennJl CHIU 

Wliliarn Kang CHEN 

C 201 1. City of RIChmond 

Votes 

168 

55 

Votes 

146 

140 

121 

119 

117 

113 

111 

103 

101 

98 

84 

74 

55 

38 

24 

" 15 

Voles 

165 

143 

117 

105 

103 

100 .. 
63 

57 

47 

Richmond City Hall: 691 1 NO. 3 Road, Richmond. Brttish Columbia. V6Y 2Cl 
HQurs: 8:15 to 5:00 pm. Monday to Friday. Tel: 604·276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City o,f Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

201 1 POll·BY·POlL RESULTS 

West Richmond Community Centre 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Results By Vollng Place 

Voting Place: 29 - WEST RICHMOND CC 

Office '::If Mavor 
Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richard lEE 

Office Qf Councillor 

Name 

Linda McPHAIL 

Harold STeVES 

Evelina HALSEY·BRANDT 

Bill Mc:NUL TY 

Linda BARNES 

Derek DANG 

Michael "WOLFE 

Carol DAY 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Alexa lOO 

Cynthia A CHEN 

Chak K wong AU 

Peter MITCHEll 

De WHALEN 

Cliff Lifeng WEI 

Jun L. VNYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Off] e of S h IT atee 0 000 N 

Name 

Donnll SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

Grace TSANG 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Rod BELLEZA 

Michael STARCHUK 

Eric YUHG 

Kenny CHIU 

Jonat~lan HO 

VVil1iam Kang CHEN 

Ct 20" , City of Richmond 

Votes 

884 

375 

Votes 

750 

732 

726 

715 

713 

617 

586 

582 

.76 
52' 

'94 
443 

321 

308 

107 

85 

" -

Votes 

'02 

800 

'" 842 

83. 
592 

.58 
443 

395 

28' 

Richmond City Hall: 691 t No, 3 Road, Richmond, British Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: 8;15to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday, Tel: 604·276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELEC TED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 POLL-B't'-POll RESULTS 

Westwind Elementary School 

Rlchll10nd General Local and Sc:hool Election 
Aesu Its By Voting PI"ce 

Voting Place: 30 - WESTWIND 

OfficI!! of Mayor 

Name 

M"lcolm BRODIE 

Rich.ard LEE 

Off' fe ICO 0 ounc III ., 
Name 

Linda Mc PHAIL 

Bill ~~cNULTY 

Harold STEVES 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Lind3 BARN ES 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Derek DANG 

Alexa LOO 

Carol DAY 

Mchilel 'NOLFE 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Peter MITCHELL 

Chak Kwong AU 

OeW'HALEN 

Cliff L.ifeng Vv'E1 

Jun l.IJIJ\JYAN 

Rarru:an PATNI 

Office of School Truste • 
Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

GracEI TSANG 

EricYUNG 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Rod BELLEZA 

Michael STARCHUK 

Kenny- CHIU 

Jonathan HO 

INilliam Kang CHEN 

e 2011. City of Richmond 

Votes 

639 

19. 

Votes .. , 
52' 

'16 
493 

480 

44' 
442 

392 

352 

336 

292 

200 

197 

18\ 

52 

36 

25 

Votes ... 
62. 
472 

427 

'83 
370 

34. 
193 

189 

135 

Richm{)nd City Hall: 6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond. British Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: 6:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City o'f Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

2011 POl.l ·8Y·POLL RESUL T5 

Woodward Elementary School 

Richmclnd General Local and School Election 
Results; By Vot ing Place 

Voting Place: 31 • WOODWARD 

Off f M Ice () l!Y_or 

Name 

Malcolm BRODIE 

Richanj LEE 

OffceofCo n '11 , U CI or 

Name 

Carol [ l AY 

HaroJdI STEVES 

linda BARNES 

Linda McPHAIL 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Bill McNULTY 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Derek DANG 

Michael WOLFE 

Alexa LOa 

Cynthi;9 A CH EN 

Chak I(wong AU 

Peter MITCHELL 

De WHALEN 

Jun L. \o\IUYAN 

Cliff LWeng WEI 

Ramzan PATNI 

Office I)f School Trustee 

Name 

Donnil SARGENT 

Oebbile TABLOTNEY 

Rod BELLEZA 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Michal~j STARCHUK 

Grace TSANG 

Eric YUNG 

Kenn)' CHIU 

Jonatl"tan HO 

Wi ll iam Kang CHEN 

e 2011 , City of Richmond 

~ 

Votes 

380 

168 

Votes 

348 

332 

307 

306 

297 

297 

293 

244 

238 

231 

190 

164 

142 

130 

48 

47 

43 
. 

Votes 

380 

338 

297 

297 

26' 
261 

220 

207 

169 

119 

Richm.tmd City Hall: 691 1 No 3 Road, Richmond, British Columbia, V6Y 2Cl 
Hours: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604·276-4000 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

. 

EL ECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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City of Richmond, British Columbia, Canada 

. _ ~ E\oottooII_. 20', P<II-fI,.PcII ~_. _E---,_ 

20 1' POll·8Y·POllRESUlTS 

Wowk Elementary School 

Richmond General Local and School Election 
Result.s By Voting Place 

Voting Place: 32 • WOWK 

Office of Mayor 

Name 

Malccllm BRODIE 

Richa rd lEE 

0ffI f C ill Ice 0 ounc 0' 
Name 

Linda McPHAil 

Evelina HALSEY ·BRANDT 

Derek: DANG 

Bill McNULTY 

Chak Kwong AU 

Unda BARNES 

Harold STEVES 

Cynthia A. CHEN 

Ken JOHNSTON 

Alexa l OO 

Michael If.JOLFE 

Carol DAY 

Peter MITCHEll 

De V .. 'l;AlEN 

Cli ff Lofeng WEI 

Jun L. 'll/UYAN 

Ramzan PATNI 

Offr f Sh IT coo 0 .. rus •• 

Name 

Donn.. SARGENT 

Debbie TABLOTNEY 

GractrTSANG 

Eric YUNG 

Kenny CHIU 

Rod ElELLEZA 

Norm GOLDSTEIN 

Jonatllan HO 

Michael STARCHUK 

VlJiliiam Kang CH::.N 

Q 201 1. City of Richmond 

Voles 

.35 .,. 

.18 

." 
413 

3,. 
36' 
346 

3<2 

327 

299 

297 

15' 
145 

97 

64 

20 

Votes 

SO. 
461 

453 

388 

351 

341 

337 

334 

301 

200 

Richmond City Hall : 591 1 No. 3 Road. Richmond. British Columbia, V5Y 2C I 
Hours: 8:1 5 to 5:00 pm. Monday 10 Friday Tel: 504·276-4000 

I ELECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

EL ECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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~ C~ of Richmond 

'
" '-~------Bmsheouma, ~ 

>_~E ___ · 2D"_&,_~,,,,,,,>_, ... _a-

2011 POlL-BY·POLl RESULTS 

Mobile I Mail-in Bailot 

Richmond General Local and School EJe(:tion 
Results By Voting Place 

Voting Place: MAIL 

OfficII of Mayor 

Namll 

Maleolm BRODIE 

Richard lEE 

Dffee of C "II , ou nel or 

Name 

Harold STEVES 

Bill McNULTY 

Evelina HALSEY-BRANDT 

Linda McPHAIL 

L.lnda 13ARNES 

Ken JOHNSTON 

[)erik DANG 

Cynthill A. CHEN 

Carol DAY 

MichaEl] WOLFE 

Chak '(wong AU 

Alexa LOa 

De ......... IALEN 

Petef MITCHELL 

Cliff Liteng WEI 

Jun L Vv\JVAN 

Ramz.m PATNI 

OffIce of School Trustee 

Name 

Donna SARGENT 

Debbi. TABLOlNEY 

Nonn GOLDSTEIN 

Grace TSANG 

Michl'ltl STARCHUK 

Eric YUNG 

Rod eEL.L.EZA 

KennV CHIU 

Jonalhan HO 

Williarn Kang CHEN 

Votes 

157 

56 

Votes 

118 

'14 
", 

'09 
'07 

90 .. 
82 

82 .. 
52 

46 

41 

40 

" 10 

9 

Votes 

127 

", 
'07 
94 

92 .. 
7S 

71 

67 

52 
Richmond City Hal1. 6911 No 3 Road, Richmond, BnllSh Columbia, V6Y 2C1 
Hou,..: 8:15 to 5:00 pm, Monday to Friday. Tel: 604-276-4000 

0 201 1, City of Richmond 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
ELECTED 

ELECTED 

ElECTED 

ELEC TED 

ELECTED 

ELECTED 
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Votin!l 
Place # 

DV 1 
DV2 
DV3 
DV4 
DV5 
DV6 
DV7 
DV8 
DV9 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 

2 
13 
14 

5 
6 

17 
18 
19 

0 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
0 
1 
2 

3417699 

2011 Richmond General Local and School Election 
Total Ballots Cast at Each Voting Opportunity 

Attachment 3 

Voting Place Location Ballots Cast 

Kwantlen Polytechnic University (Advance) - Nov 8 282 
Richmond City Hall (Advance) - Nov 9 865 
Richmond City Hall (Advance) - Nov 10 744 

amb ie Community Centre (Advance) - Nov 12 220 
Library Cultural Centre (Advance) - Nov 12 502 
McMath Secondary School (Advance) - Nov 12 332 
McRoberts Secondary School (Advance) - Nov 12 257 
Richmond City Hall (Advance) - Nov 15 1047 
Richmond Olympic Oval (Advance) - Nov 15 199 

berdeen Centre Mall 1115 
Blundell Elementary School 1043 
Brighouse Elementary School 464 
Burnett Secondary School 995 
Cambie Community Centre 1259 

ity Centre (Lang) Community Centre 249 
Cook Elementary School 597 
Garden City Elementary School 822 
General Currie Elementary School 775 

rauer Elementary School 859 
Hamilton Elementary School 565 
Homma Elementary School 1004 
Lansdowne Centre Mall 1772 
Library Cuttural Centre 1082 
MacNeill Secondary School 659 
McMath Secondary School 131 1 
McNair Secondary School 1209 
McRoberts Secondary School 1316 

uilchena Elementary School 528 
Richmond Secondary School 963 
Sea Island Elementary School 167 
Spul'u'kwuks Elementary School 761 
Steves Elementary School 822 
Steveston-London Secondary School 1216 

ait Elementary School 427 
almey Elementary School 430 
omsett Elementary School 230 

Watermania 231 
~est Richmond Community Centre 1304 

estwind Elementary School 862 
~oodward Elementary School 576 

owk Elementary School 833 
Mail/Mobile Poll 232 

TOTAL 31126 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

David Weber 
Director, City Clerk's Office 

Report to Committee 

Date: December 6, 2011 

File: 01 -0105-00NoI01 

Re: 2012 Council and Committee Meeting Schedule 

Staff Recommendation 

That the 2012 Council and Committee meeting schedule, attached to the staff report dated 
December 6, 20 II , from the Director, City Clerk's Ofiice, be approved, subject to the following 
revisions as part of the regular August meeting break: 

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

(2) That the August 20, 2012 Public Hearing be re-scheduled to Wednesday, September 
5,20 12 at 7:00 pm in the Council Chambers at Richmond City Hall. 

~it4~ 
David Weber 
Director, City Clerk's Office 
(604-276-4098) 

An. 1 

lH0243 

( 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

CON~'l!:N~RAL MANAGER 

REVlEWED BY TAG YES NO 

'0' 0 0 
REVIEWED BY CAO ~" YES/"" NO 

U)5 0 
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December 6,2011 

Staff Report 

Origin 

For many years, Council has supported a summer meeting break during August, and a revised 
meeting sche:dule around the holiday season in December. These usual revisions to the Council 
meeting calendar are being presented at this time (Attachment 1) to provide certainty and more 
advance notice of Council's schedule for the coming year. In accordance with the Procedure 
Bylaw, Council resolutions are required for any changes to the prescribed Council meeting 
schedule, however, changes to the Committee meeting dates do not require a resolution. The 
timing of Committee meetings can be altered at the call of the Chair, as circumstances arise 
closer to the dates of the meetings. 

Analysis 

August meeting break 

For a number of years, Council has not held regularly scheduled Counci l and Standing 
Committee meetings during a four-week period in August. No problems have been observed as 
a consequence of adopting this revised summer schedule, nor have there been any scrious 
disruptions t!Q City business. A similar approach is therefore recommended for August 2012. 

With regard to the August public hearing, rather than recommending its cancellation, staff 
instead propose it be re-scheduled from August 20 to September 5, 2012. This change to the 
public hearing meeting schedule minimizes thc delay, due to the summer meeting break, for 
consideration of land use applications that have been givcn first reading. Accordingly, there 
would be no need for a second scheduled Public Hearing during the third week of September. 

Decembcr holiday season 

It is anticipated that City Hall will be closed from Monday, December 24,2012 to Friday, 
December 28, 2012 inclusive, therefore any committee meetings which would otherwise have 
been held during this period have not been scheduled. Further, although it is likely some of the 
committee meetings scheduled during the week of December 1 th may be cancelled or 
rescheduled, adjustments are not recommended at this time, bearing in mind that changes can be 
made as circumstances dictate closer to the dates of the meetings. Typically, a short Special 
Council meeting is called after the last committee meeting in December in order to deal with any 
business arising from the conunittees that is of a time-sensitive nature. 

A small change to the Committee meeting schedule during the first week in January 2012 is also 
noted in light of the fact that City Hall is closed during the week leading up to January 3rd

. Thc 
OP and Finance Committee meetings that would otherwise have been scheduled for January 3rd 

will be held instead on January 9th starting at 4:00 pm, with the regular Council meeting being 
held at 7:00 pm that samc cvening. The Planning Committee meeting for that week will not be 
held. 
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December 6, 2011 

Finally, as always, should any situation arise which would require the anention of Council during 
a timc when no meetings arc scheduled, a Special Meeting can be called with 24 hours notice. 
Such a meeting may be facilitatcd using conference calls, as permitted by the Council Procedure 
Bylaw, for those Counci l members who wish to participate but are unable to attend in person. 

Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

It is recomm(:ndcd that the 2012 Council and Committee meeting schedule be approved with the 
suggested allowances for the regular Council meeting break in August, and the holiday season in 
December, on the understanding that a Special Council Meeting can be called with 24 hours 
notice should any unusual or urgent circumstances arise. 

Gail ohnson. 
Manager, Legislative Services 
(604-276-4006) 
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2012 
SUN MON TUE WED THU FRI SAT SUN MON TUE WED THU FRI 

JANUARY FEBRUARY 
J;!AT 3 I 4 1 2 5 6 7 1 2 3 .. ...-... 1"'1-0. w11 6~ ~7 8 ... 9_ 12 13 14 5 8 9 10. . ~ ~ - • co 

15_ 16 17 18 19 20 21 12 13 14 1 ~ 16 17 

22 :23 i"';'. ~25 26 27 28 19 ~~~2 23 24 
_29 30 31 " . ?7 : 2& ~'9 

APRIL MAY 
1 r'2'T3J 4 5 S~AT I ' 7 1 2 3 4 

STAT :1JL co, '~ 
6 

tB" 7 ,e ~8 !L 89 11 12 13 14 10 11 

15 "'1t'l.lUJS 
<. .. DO 

19 20 21 13 14 15 16 17 18 
co Pee Of' - I STAT ,'tUC 24 22 23 .'-. 25 26 27 28 20. 21 22 23 25 

~2& 29 
~ 

29 30. 27 30 31 

JULY AUGUST 
I 

:S J!I . .. Fe t'C ~I 
2 3 4 5 6 7 I 2 3 

8 c09 rio :i, STAT 
12 13 14 5 6 7 8 9 10 Qr"; '- 12 Q 13 15 16 IU 18 19 20 21 14 15 16 17 

co !"lie DP 

22 23 24 25 26 27 28 19 21 20. n 23 24 

29 30 31 26 27 28 29 30 31 

OCTOIBER NOVEMBER 
r' , <r z 3 4 5 6 

STAT co f"1O' ~ 

7 8 9 II 12 13 4 5 6 7 .. ~ _ Cl STAT JCO ~ , 18 19 20 11 12 13 14 14 .,!.i. 16 17 co .-c _ 

18 "19 ,10_(21 21 22 23 24 25 26 27 
co ...c - 28 28 29 30 31 25 26 27 
I 

CO Regular Council Mtg., 7:00pm 
Regular (Closed) Council Mtg., 4:00pm 
Community Safety, 4:00pm 

DP Development Permit Panel , 3:30pm 

I 

I 

8 

15 

22 

29 

Fe Finance, following 1st General Purposes Meeting of each month 
GP General Purposes, 4:00pm 

2 

9 

16 

23 

30 

SAT 

4 

11 

18 

25 

5 

12 

19 

26 

4 

II 

18 

25 

3 

10 
17 

24 

SUN MON TUE WED THU FRI 

MARCH 
1 2 

4 ~ 6 7 8 9 
j<. 

:'i3 "\;1_ 11 12 15 16 

18 19 ~20 ~1 22 23 

" <2~ i27 '- , & 29 10 
I 

JUNE 
1 

3 4 5 6 7 8 
<. 

10. e ll 12 13 14 15 
"': ~ ~ -17 18 19 20. 21 22 

24 1"2' 1)26 'i7_ 28 29 

I 
SEPTEMBER 

I 
,~" 

, • 2 3 4 5 6 7 
<. 

;"'10. 
DO 

9 11 12 13 14 

16 - ' 7 ~18 /"i'9 20 21 
<. "" ~ 23 24 2~ 26 27 28 

30 , 

DECEMBER 

2 ,.L 4 5 6 7 
<. ~. 9 10 II 12 13 14 
~rc;8 19 16 20 21 
f--!- ' S'rAT ruT 

23 24 25 26 27 28 
30 31 I 1 I dll 

PC Planning, 4:00pm 

PH Public Hearing, 7:00pm 

PRe Parks. Recreation & Cultural 
Services, 4:00pm 
Public, Works & 
Transportation, 4:00pm 

Note: All meeting dates are subject to change. 

SAT 

3 

10 
17 

24 

" 

2 

9 

16 

n 
l30 

I 

8 

15 

22 

29 

I 

8 

15 

22 

29 
I 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Cathryn Volkering Carlile 
General Manager - Community Services 

Report to Committee 

Date: December 2,2011 

f ile: 

Re: Process for Evaluating and Approving requests for Financial Support for Major 
Sporting Events 

Staff Recommendation 

The recommendations 1 through 3 as outli ned in the attached report "Process for Evaluating and 
Approving Requests for Financial Support for Major Sporting Events" from the General Manager, 
Richmond O lympic Oval , be approved. 

~c~'C 
Cathryn Volkcring car~ 
General Manager - Community Services 
(604-276-4068) 

An. 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED TO 
C~.GENERAL MANAGER YES NO 

~k PARKS AND H ECREATION [B' 0 
/ 

REVIEWED BY TAG 

-vE5' 
NO REVIEWED BY CAO YES/ NO 

0 (9('¥ 0 

3421236 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

On June 27. 2011, the General Purpose Comminee made the followi ng referraJ: 

ThaI staff report back within six monlhs on the development of a formal process for evalualing 
and approving requests/or finanCial support for Major Sporting Events thaI exceed the capacity 
and guidelines o/the City's Sport Hosting Incentive Grant Polity. 

This report and the attached report from the General Manager, Richmond Olympic Oval, 
addresses this referral. 

Analysis 

The attached report from the General Manager, Richmond Olympic Oval (Attachment 1), 
recommends a process and criteria to deal with requests from organizations for financial support 
for spon events that are outside of the City's approved Sport Hosting Incentive Grant process. 

These types of requests are relatively infrequent and can be assessed by the Sport ilosting Task 
Force that meets routinely throughout the year. Their Terms of Reference already gives the Task 
Force the authority to review and decide on the allocation of sport hosting grants to 
organizations. An amendment to also assess, approve and recommend funding to these larger 
impact events would enable this authority. 

The Task Force has met and is in agreement with the criteria. the process and the increased 
authority. 

Once approved, the financial support will be drawn from the Sport Hosting Budget and not 
impact the $1 00,000 set aside for the Sport Hosting Incentive Grant Program. 

Financiallrnpact 

There is no financial impact approving this recommendation, as the existing funding within the 
Sport I-lasting budget will not be exceeded. 

Conclusion 

Ilav ing large sport events in Richmond are a vital component of the SpOrl Hosting Program. 
These events are of great benefit to Richmond. our local touri sm businesses and the Richmond 
Olympic Oval. They continue to advance our objectives for increased exposure and do help 
position Richmond as the preferred location and premier spon host for events. The existing 
Sport Hosting Task Force structure with amended Terms of Reference can easily include thcse 
types of events into their review and assessment process. 

~?~{L ------Cathryn Vol.kering Carlile 
General Manager - Community Services 
(604-276-4068) 

CVC:cvc 
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RICHMOND OLVHPIC OVAL Report 

To: 

From: 

Cathy Volkering Carlile, General Manager 
Cornmunity Services 

John Mills 
General Manager, Richmond Olympic Oval 

Date: December 9, 2011 

File: 

Re: Process for evaluating and approving requests for financial support for Major Sport 
Eve~nts 

Recommendation 

1. That t he following criteria: 
It Total number of participants, spectators, support workers and the estimate of potential 

spending per day 
It Total number of room nights 
It Overall reputational impacts such as broadcast rights, other media positively advancing the 

brand of the City 
It Community engagement such as volunteerism, civic pride, community access to the event, 

access to sport expertise locally and access to athletes and sponsor activation; 
as outlined in this report from the Manager Sport Hosting, Mike Romas, be used to assess and 
evaluate requests for financial support for Major Sporting Events; 

2. That any requests for funding up to $25,000 for Major Sport Events be reviewed and approved 
by the Sport Hosting Task Force on the understanding that the Sport Hosting Task Force may 
approve such a grant up to a maximum of three major events during a single calendar year; 

3. That requests for funding for sports events over $25,000 for a single Major Sport Event be 
reviewed by the Sport Hosting Task Force and then be recommended to General Purpose 
Committee through staff for final approval; and 

4. That the Terms of Reference of the Sport Hosting Task Force be amended as outlined in 
Attachment 1 of this report from the Manager Sport Hosting Mike Romas dated Dec 7, 2011. 

John Mills 
General Manager, Richmond Olympic Oval 
778-296-1423 
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FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE ?z~:EN~JZ NERAL MANAGER 

Economic Development ye(NO 
Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services yl!l'NO 

/ 
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Staff Report 

Origin 
On June 27, 2011, General Purposes Committee made the following referral: 

(1) that ~;taff report back within six months on the development of a formal process for 
evaluating and approving requests for financial support for Major Sporting Events that 
exceed the capacity and guidelines of the City's Sport Hosting Incentive Grant Policy. 

This report is provided to Council in response to the above referral. 

Analysis 
Sport Hosting in Richmond is currently funded by an annual $500,000 contribution from 
Tourism Richmond through the 2% Additional Hotel Room Tax (AHRT) and is governed 
by the Agreement between Tourism Richmond and the City. 

On February 8, 2010, City Council adopted the Sport Hosting Strategy Implementation Plan with 
the following four objectives. 

1. To position Richmond as the preferred location and premier sport host for existing 
events and targeted regional, provinCial, national and international events. 

2. To increase Richmond's capacity to host Sport events, meetings and conferences. 
3. To work closely with our community partners to be an advocate for the development of 

sport hosting in the City of Richmond. 
4. To leverage and maximize media/marketing exposure from being a venue City for the 

2010 Olympic Winter Games. 

The mandatE~ and responsibilities of the Richmond Sport Hosting Office include a number of 
tactics to pursue these objectives including (among other initiatives): 

• To attract major provincial, national and international Sport events to Richmond 

• To work with local Sport Organizations to identify, assess and secure Sport Hosting 
opportunities 

Current Process for Evaluating and Approving Financial Requests 

Sport Hosting Incentive Grant Program: 

Currently, grants are issued up to the maximums noted below based on the number of hotel 
room nights generated by the event. The Sport Hosting Task Force reviews applications from 
event organizers. The $500,000 annual Richmond Sport Hosting Office budget contains 
$100,000 expressly for the Sport Hosting Incentive Grant Program. The source of funding for 
Major Sport Events will be from funds other than the $100,000 dedicated to the Sport Hosting 

Incentive Gr;3nt Program. 
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Scope of Eve"lt Maximum Grant Allocation 
$1,000 ___ _ Meetings/Conferences 

Regional Invitational 
Provincia) ==-:: ________ ~_~ ___ _ $3,500 

$3,000 
Western canada 
National 
International 

:===========~_$3,500 $5,000 
$7,000 

In Vancouver, Major Sport Event Operating Grant Funding for direct operating costs only to a 
maximum of 30% of total gross operating budget to a maximum of $100,000. The grant cannot be 
used for capital projects, prize money, to advance a profit venture or advance the activities of the 
host. 

Recommended Process for Evaluating and Approving Financial Requests 
From time-to-time, an event opportunity arises with an extremely large impact that includes: 
national or international broadcast rights, more than 1,000 total room nights, or a large number of 
event participants. To acquire these Major Sport Events, the Richmond Sport Hosting Office seeks 
the flexibility to provide the appropriate financial support to compete with other international bid 
cities. 

A Major Sport Event Definition: 

A Major Sport Event can be defined in various ways; one example is the 2010 World Wheelchair 
Rugby Championship, a weeklong international event that produced $3 million in economic impact 
for the City of Richmond. Another example is a Davis Cup Tennis Event. While the Davis Cup does 
not require a large number of room nights, it does bring international broadcast rights. These are 
two very different events that both generate desirable but different results. 

Major Sport Event Eligibility Guidelines 

• Up to 3 Major Sport Events will be considered during a Single calendar year 
• Sport organizations or event organizers will submit a proposal outlining the sport event 

and address each of the assessment criteria. 

• The funding may not be used for capital projects, prize money or to advance a commercial 
venture. 

Major Sport Events Assessment Criteria: 

Major sport event proposals will be assessed based on the following criteria: 

• Total number of participants, spectators, support workers, and the estimate of potential 
spending per day 

• Total number of room nights 
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• Overall reputational impact such as broadcast rights, other media positively advancing the 
brand of the City 

• Community engagement such as volunteerism, civic pride, community access to the event, 
access to sport expertise locally, access to athletes, sponsor activat ion 

This report presents two options for consideration. The Task Force has reviewed both options and 
is unanimous in its agreement to implement whichever option is approved. 

Option 1 

Requests for all funding for Major Sport Events will be reviewed and approved by the Sport 
Hosting Task Force in a manner similar to the current Incentive Grants. 

Option 2 (Recommended) 

Requests for funding up to $25,000 for Major Sport Events be reviewed and approved by the Sport 
Hosting Task Force on the understanding that the Sport Hosting Task Force may approve such a 
grant up to a maximum of three major events during a single calendar year. 

Requests for funding for sports events over $25,000 for a single Major Sport Event be reviewed by 
the Sport Ho:sting Task Force and then be recommended to General Purpose Committee through 
staff for final approval. 

Changes to the Task Force Terms of Reference 

In order the~ give the Task Force the authority to review and approve these requests an 
amendment is required to the "Purpose" and "Objectives & Expectations" sections of the Terms of 
Reference. The Sport Hosting Task Force will be authorized to: Review and decide on the allocation 
of funding of up to $25,000 for major sport events where financial support is either more than the 
current hostil"lg incentive grant limits or the event is outside the hosting incentive grant program 
criteria (Attachment 1). 

Financial Impact 
No financial impact to the City of Richmond. Funding for Major Sport Events will be supported by 
existing Sport Hosting budget, as supplied by AHRT funding and allocated to sport hosting 
initiatives as described in the agreement between the City of Richmond and Tourism Richmond. 

Conclusion 
Large sport events in Richmond are a vital component of the Sport Hosting Program. These events 
are of great benefit t o Richmond and our local tourism businesses. They generate national and 
international exposure and pOSition Richmond as a preferred location and premier sport host. The 
existing Sport Hosting Task Force structure with amended Terms of Reference can include Major 
Sport Events in its review and decision process, and, when warranted by the scale of the event, 
bring requests over $25,000 to the General Purposes Committee. 
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December 9, 2011 

- Mike Romas 
Manager, Sport Hosting 
778-296-1406 

cc: 

-6 -

Attachment ltl- Amended Sport Hosting Task Force Terms of Reference 
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CITY OF RICHMOND 
SPORT HOSTING TASK FORCE 

AMENDED TERMS OF REFERENCE 

Vision 

ATTACHMENT I 

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: 

• to provide advice and guidance to the Richmond Sport Hosting Office. 
• to review and decide on sport hosting incentive grant funding. 
• to 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. 

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 r,equired. 

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 tenn of the Richmond Sport Hosting Task Force is directly al igned 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. 

2816S42 
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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 maximwn 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/or 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. 

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. 

On funding decisions on the Richmond Sport Hosting Incentive Funds, a vote will be taken and 
the majority votes wil1 detennine 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. 

2816842 
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The Sport Hosting Task Force will receive administrative staff support services from the City for 
the preparation of agendas and recording of meetings. 

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

Council may amend these tenns 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 wi ll be no less 
than four (4) meeting per year. 

Experts, Guests and Delegations 

The Sport Hosting Task Force may from time to time requi re experts or other representatives to 
attend meetilllgs 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 is drawn from a spectrum of community interests. The 
expectation is that each member will conduct themselves in the best interest of the commWlity 
and sport in the City. 

If there is a confl ict 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. 

2816842 
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 City of Richmond Agenda
   

 
 

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee 
 

Anderson Room, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Tuesday, November 29, 2011 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
PRCS-5  Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Parks, Recreation and 

Cultural Services Committee held on Tuesday, October 25, 2011. 

 

 
  

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

 
  

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
 
PRCS-13 1. REQUEST TO EXTEND THE TEMPORARY EXHIBITION OF THE 

PUBLIC ARTWORK “WIND WAVES” 
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-099) (REDMS No. 3408489) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  Eric Fiss



Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee Agenda 
Tuesday, November 29, 2011 

Pg. # ITEM  
 

PRCS – 2 
3411649 

  STAFF 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. 

 
PRCS-19 2. MAINTENANCE AND MANAGEMENT OF THE FLEET AT 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page PRCS-19 of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services agenda for full hardcopy report 

  Designated Speaker:  Bryan Klassen

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  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. 

 
  

PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT 
 
PRCS-49 3. PROPOSED ANNUAL INFLATIONARY INCREASE IN PLAYING 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  Eric Stepura

  STAFF 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%. 
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3411649 

PRCS-57 4. GARRATT WELLNESS CENTRE, NEW LICENCE 
(File Ref. No. ) (REDMS No. 3404098) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  Carol Lepine

  STAFF 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. 

 
 5. MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 

Tuesday, October 25, 2011 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Harold Steves, Chair 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt. Vice-Chair 
Councillor Sue Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Ken JOMston 
Councillor Bill McNulty 

Minutes 

Also Present: Councillor Linda Barnes (arrived at 4:05 p.m.) 
Councillor Greg Halsey-Brandt 

Call to Order: 

3393088 

The Chair called the meeting 10 order at 4:00 p.m. 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
Tlrat the minutes of ,lte meeting of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural 
Services Committee held on Tuesday, September 27, 20ll, be adopted as 
circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Tuesday, November 29, 2011 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room. 

DELEGATION 

Bud Sakamoto, representing the Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative, provided 
an update on the Cooperative' S activities and noted the following: 

• the Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative is a non-profit group formed by 
local fishermen in an effort to preserve fishing heritage; 

I. 
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
Tuesday, October 25,2011 

• to be a member of the Cooperative, one must (i) possess a valid fi shing 
licence and (ii) be active in the fishing industry; and 

• the Cooperative operates and manages a Det float, a net storage facility 
and net racks at Scotch Pond. 

CUr. Barnes entered the meeting (4:05 p.m.) 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Sakamoto spoke of fishing runs and 
concerns related to fish ing stock, noting that fishing stocks are declining. 
Also, he commented on the Cooperative's past practice of holding an annual 
open house and remarked that communication with the City would be 
welcomed. 

Discussion ensued regarding the status of Scotch Pond and the condition of its 
building and floats , in particular the roof of the building. It was noted that a 
comprehensive report on Scotch Pond would be infonnative. 

Bryan Klassen, Site Supervisor, advised that a repon on the condition of the 
roof was completed. The report identified asbestos in the materials of the roof 
and staff are now investigating how to address this circumstance. 

Discussion ensued regarding the tenns of the current agreement between the 
Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative and the City. A comment was made 
regarding whether or not it would be beneficial to amend the agreement to 
reflect a shift in operational responsibility. 

Discussion further ensued regarding the tenns of the current agreement 
between the Cooperative and the City in relation to maintenance and 
dredging. In reply to a query from Committee, Mr. Sakomoto advised that as 
a member of the Cooperative, he receives annual fmancial statements. 

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

It was moved and seconded 
That staff prepare a detailed report on the status of Scotch Pond, including 
the condition of the building, the floats, the pilings, the channel, and the 
shoreline and provide a copy of the current agreement to determine whether 
the agreement needs updating. 

CARRIED 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

I. REQUEST TO EXTEND THE TEMPORARY EXHIBITION OF THE 
PUBLIC ARTWORK "WATER #10" 
(File Rer. No. 11-7000-09-20-129) (REDMS No, 3378876) 

2. 
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
Tuesday, October 25, 2011 

It was moved and seconded 
That the extended temporary exhibition of the artwork "Water #10" unlil 
the end of 2013 at the Cambie Drainage Pllmp Station in Richmond, as 
outlined in the staff report dated October 11, 2011 from the Director, Arts, 
Culture & Heritage, be approved. 

The question on the motion was not called as in reply to queries from 
Committee, Eric Fiss, Public Art Planner, advised that (i) the staff are seeking 
additional time for the extension of the artwork in the event the development 
is not completed by the anticipated date; and (ii) stafT can revisit the proposed 
insurance arrangement. 

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

PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT 

2. OVAL WEST WATERFRONT PARK - CONCEPT DESIGN 
(File Ref. No. 06~2400·20·0WWA1Nol 01 ) (REDMS No. 3383678) 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mike Redpath, Senior Manager, Parks, 
advised the following: 

• 

• 

• 

in February 2007. Council approved the Oval Site West Open Space 
Concept, which addressed the waterfront open space opportunities 
presented by tbe development of the Richmond Olympic Oval; 

the proposed concept has been updated and reflect the design for the 
waterfront City park between the No.2 Road Bridge and the Oval on 
the middle arm of the Fraser River; and 

the proposed concept has worked its way up the Capital Budget process 
and has been identified as a priority. 

With the aid of several artist renderings, Doug Shearer, Park Planner, 
commented on proposed dike improvements and explained how the existing 
dike would integrate with the proposed dike improvements. 

Discussion ensued regarding a reference to the Garden City Lands in Part 1.2 
of Attachment 1 to the staff report entitled "Oval West Waterfront Park -
Concept Design". Mr. Redpath noted that Attachment I was published in 
February 2006. 

Mr. Shearer advised that the proposed concept aims to visually blur the line 
between the public park and the adjacent private development with the use of 
lighting, site furnishings and planting. Also, he commented on the width of 
the proposed dike trail, noting that it is anticipated that the increase in dike 
trail width address concerns related to mixed-uses. 

Discussion ensued regarding the proposed water fearure included in Phase I of 
the ASPAC development. Also, it was noted that adult play equipment would 
be welcomed along the dike trail. 

3. 
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
Tuesday, October 25, 2011 

It was moved and seconded 
Thai tlte concept design for the Oval West Waterfront Park, as detailed in 
the staff report entitled "Oval West Waterfront Park - Concept Design" 
from the Senior Manager, Parks, dated October 18, 2011, be endorsed. 

CARRIED 

CUr. S, Halsey-Brandt left 'he meeting (4:50 p.m.) and did not re/urn. 

3. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Snow Geese Management 

Dee Bowley.Cowan, Acting Manager, Special Projects, noted that staff have 
implemented the Snow Geese Management Program and, currently exploring 
educational programs with local schools. 

Discussion ensued regarding sktmks and in reply to a query, Ms. Bowlcy­
Cowan advised that pest control companies typically release skunks within a 
few kilometres of where they were trapped. 

(ii) Halloween 2011 

Serena Lusk, Manager, Parks Programs, referenced a memorandum entitled 
' Halloween Events' (copy on file , City Clerk 's Office) and spoke of the 
various upcoming Halloween events. 

Eric Stepura, Manager, Sports & Community Events. spoke of a joint 
operations team that has been meeting regularly to ensure that Halloween is 
enjoyed by all, and most importantly is safe for all. 

Discussion ensued regarding Halloween night fireworks and the tennination 
of fireworks at Garry Point Park on Canada Day. It was noted that Garry 
Point Park lends itself well as a community-gathering place for special events, 
particularly firework displays. 

As a result of the discussion, the fo llowing referral was introduced: 

It was moved and seconded 
TI,at staff investigate additional sites/or firework displays on Halloweell. 

CARRIED 

(iii) Ollni Developmellt ill Stevestoll 

Mr. Redpath spoke of a lighiing issue at the Dnni development in Steveston, 
noting that power has been restored and staff are continuing to work with 
Dnni on the matter. 

Discussion ensued and staff was requested to explore additional signage for 
the development in relation to a temporary obstruction. 

4. 
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
Tuesday, October 25, 2011 

(iv) Garry Point Dock 

The Chair referenced correspondence dated October 20, 2011 regarding safety 
concerns in relation to the new dock at Garry Point (copy on file City Clerk's 
Office). 

It was moved and seconded 
That the email dated October 20,201 J regarding safety conums in relation 
to the new dock at Garry Point be referred to staff. 

CARRIED 

(v) Railway Avenue Corridor 

The Chair referenced a staff memorandum dated October 20, 201 L entitled 
' Railway Avenue Trail Development' (attached to and forming part of these 
Minutes as Schedule I). 

It was moved and seconded 
That the staff memorandum dated October 20, 2011 entitled 'Railway 
Avenue Trail Development' from the Senior Manager, Parks, be received 
for in/ormation. 

CARRIED 

(vi) City Hedge Adjacent to Private Property 

Ted G. deCrom, Acting Manager Parks Operations, spoke of the City's 
practice with respect to City-owned hedges adjacent to private property and 
noted that the City commits to trim the park side and top of a hedge. 

(vii) Status of Referrals 

Discussion ensued regarding the status of past referrals. 

Cathryn Volkering Carlile, General Manager - Community Services, advised 
that staff are working on the matter, however it may be some time until a 
process is developed and put into practice. 

(viii) Letter from the Richmond Chinese Commllnity Society 

The Chair referenced a letter dated October 19,2011 from the Richmond 
Chinese Community Society (copy on file , City Clerk ' s Office). 

Discussion ensued regarding the Society' s request and Ms. Volkering Carlile 
repl ied to Committee's queries in relation to the Society'S current rental 
agreement with the City. 

Discussion further ensued and concerns regarding providing space at a 
nominal fee to groups not affiliated with the City were expressed. 

Elizabeth Ayers, Manager, Community Recreation Services, stated that staff 
are open to partnering opportunities with the Richmond Chinese Community 
Society. 

5. 
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
Tuesday, October 25, 2011 

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

It was moved and seconded 
That staff report back on the following motion from Ihe July 25, 2006 
Parks. Recreation and Cultural Services Committee meeting: 

"That staff consider the request made by the RCCS to provide free 
community space in exchange for Rees's continued creation of 
publicly accessible programs atld report bach to the Parks, 
Recreatioll and Cultural Services Committee." 

CARRIED 

(LX) Cenotaph at City Hall 

Jane Fernyhough, Director, Arts, Culture & Heritage, provided an update on 
the status of adding names to the Cenotaph at City HalL 

(x) Library Services 

In reply to queries, Greg Buss, Chief Librarian advised that there is a concern 
related to the lack of space, and more recently the use of eBooks. Mr. Buss 
spoke of several concerns related to eBooks. 

CUr. G. Halsey-Brandt left the meeling (5:25 p.m.) alld did not return. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat the meeting adjourn (5:30 pom ). 

Council lor Harold Steves 
Chair 

CARRIED 

Certi fied 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, October 25,20 11. 

Hanieh Floujeh 
Committee Clerk 

6. 
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City of 
Richmond 

Schedule I to the Minutes of the 
Parks. Recreation and Cultural 
Services Committee meeting held on 
Tuesday. October 25. 2011. 

To: 

From: 

Mayor and Councillors 

Mike Redpath 
Senior Manager, Parks 

Re: Railway Avenue Trail Development 

Memorandum 
Parks and Recreation 

Date: October 20, 2011 

File: 06-2345-00NoI01 

The purpose of this memo is to provide an update regarding the Railway Avenue Corridor trai l 
development in response to questions arising at the October 17. 2011 General Purposes Comminee 
meeting. 

In Junt: 2010, the Railw(lY Avenue linear corridor was acquired by the City through the Parks 
Development Cost Charge Acquisition program. As a condition of the sale, the City agreed that the 
lands would only be used for public purposes, and that no corrunerdal for profit development (e.g. 
market residential) would occur Oil the site for a minimum of 20 years ITom the acquisirion closing 
date. 

The Railway Avenue Corridor has becn identified as a major north~sc)Uth Grecnwayffrail in the 
OtTicial COIllJllunity Plan, and in the Council approved 2010 Trails Strategy. The proposed trail 
will cross the entire island connccting to many ncighbourhoods, aDd it will ultimately link the 
Middle Arm of the Fra'>cr River (near the clIn'em City Works Yard) to Britannia Heritage Shipyard 
on the South Ann of the Fraser. 

In October 20 I I, Parks is initiat ing a clean up of the old rail corridor in preparation to open up 
sections of the trail to the publ ic. This will include brush cutting, and removal of invasive plants 
and overgrown vegetation that have resulted from the discontinuation of maintenance by CPR. A 
detailed planning process for the corridor is scheduled to begin in 2012, If you require any further 
inlonnation., please contact me at 604·247-4942 or 604-787-3114. I .• .. . ..... .-. -. - . - :') 

~~e~ J 

Senior Manager, Parks 

mer:mer 

pc: TAG 

))';1 1""9 ~mond 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services 
Committee 

Jane Femyhough 
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage 

Report to Committee 

Dale: November 16, 2011 

File: 11-7000-09-20-099Nol 
01 

Re: Request to Extend the Temporary Exhibition of the Public Artwork "Wind 
Waves" 

Staff Recommendation 

That the cKtended temporary exhibition of the artwork "W;nd 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. 

/t: r 
~</ J e Ferny ug 

irector, A , ult 
(604-276-4288) 

At!. 3 

eritage 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL M ANAGER 

Parks Y~D . L'<- c. '- C;,..~ ~.....--

REVIEWED BvTAG [Qf NO REVIEWED BY CAO @j1 NO 

D D 7:9 

3408.89 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

On July 28, 2009, Council endorsed the proposal for the Richmond Public Art Program to 
participatc~ in the Vancouver Biennale 2009-20 II , a high-profile temporary outdoor public art 
exhibition. The sculptures, located along bike and walking paths, parks and urban plazas, and 
public places throughout Riclunond are scheduled to be removed by December 31, 2011, the date 
agreed to between the City and the Biennale for permission to exhibit the works on City sites. 

One ofthf: works, Wind Waves by Yvonne Domenge (Mexico), located at Garry Point Park 
(Attachment 1), has been identified for inclusion in the Biennale educational program, BIG 
IDEAS, throughout the 2011 ·2012 school year. The Vancouver Bicnnale has requested that the 
artwork be permitted to remain at its current location though August 2012. The Biennale would 
continue to work towards securing a sale of the artwork to a private buyer during this extension 
(Attachment 2). 

Analysis 

The artwork, Wind Waves, has been well received by the public at this location. An extension to 
the exhibition at Garry Point Park would continue to be a benefit to the artistic and cultural 
enrichment of the City. 

As well, if Wind Waves remains in its current location for the time being, the Biennale education 
program would include this artwork in the BIG IDEAS project that will run from January 
through May 2012. BIG lDEAS is an art education progranl and student exhibition which 
engages students in responding to the Vancouver Biennale exhibition through their own art work 
in a variety of media. This would benefit the community and provide an opportunity for 
Richmond schools to participate in this well established educational program (Attachment 3). 

The Biennale would be responsible for maintenance and insurance coverage for risk of Joss, 
release and indemnity, with the City named as additional insured, to the satisfaction of the City, 
as in our current agreement. As previously agreed, the Biennale will be responsible for all costs 
associated with the removal of the work from this site. 

The Richmond Public Art Advisory Committee has reviewed and supports the request by the 
Biennalc t.o extend the exhibition of Wind Waves at Garry Point Park through August 2012. 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact to this report. 
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Conclusion 

The extended temporary exhibition of the artwork "Wind Waves " until the end of August 2012 
at Garry Point Park in Richmond will continue to offer many opportunities to enrich the City' s 
cultural fabric, promote tourism, advance al1 education, and provide a legacy of community 
engagement. 

Eric Fiss 
Public Art Planner 
(604-247-4612) 

EF:ef 

• 
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Attachment 1 

Wind Waves, Yvonne Domenge, Dan Fairchild Photography 

340f!.t89 
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VANCOUVE R 
... JI 1'1 !;/(I 
r W ortJ.l/d .. f­
lit ... ' l~tO'I , 

BICNNALE 

October 28, 2011 

Eric, Fiss 
Public Art Planner 
Arts, Culture and Heritage Services 
City of Richmond 

Dealr Eric, 

Attachment 2 

Please accept this leHer as an official request by the Vancouver Biennale to extend the 
public exhibition period to August 2012 for the sculpture "Wind Waves" in its current 
localtion at Garry Point, Richmond, This extension would allow residents and visitors to 
con~inue to enjoy the much loved sculpture and allow the Biennale to include ~Wind 
Walles" in our educational programme throughout the 2011-2012 school year, drawing 
studients and educators to the site for learning purposes. Please note thaI during the 
proposed extension period, the work may be removed at any time at the discretion of 
the Vancouver Siennale, most likely as a function of sale or insurance restoration. 

Duriing the extension period, "Wind Waves~ would continue to be offered for private sale 
to an international audience of potential buyers through Ph illips de Pury. Given the 
pre~;tige of the artist's current exhibition at Chicago·s Millennium Park, we are confjdent 
that the sculpture will find a buyer and we are equally confident in the artisfs potential 
for E~scalating value. We encourage the City of Richmond use the extension period to 
reconsider its purchase through the Public Art Fund so that the sculpture could remain 
on permanent display in Richmond. The Vancouver Btennale is prepared to secure a 
preferred price in the immediate, should the Public Art department proceed with 
securing the appropriate City approvals as a priority. 

Iloc!k forward to discussing this with you further and providing any assistance that may 
be required for a successful outcome. 

Best regards, 

I \ ~ 

Miriam Blume 

J 
I 

Director of Marketing +­
Business Development 
Vancouver Biennale 

.u 1h'~1 .'1 . j' '"t roo. 

) 
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Attachment 3 

BIG IDEI\S 
S I UDENT fXHI8IT 

Previous BIG IDEAS Exhibition, 2011 

3408489 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee 

Jane Fernyhough 
Director, Arts , Culture & Heritage Services 

Report to Committee 

Date: November 15, 2011 

File: 

Re: Maintenance and Management of the fleet at Britannia 

Staff Recommendation 

That this 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. 

Att. 1 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

CO,;R"hE O~~EN/~ 'tNAGER 

/~ .-/' 

REVIEWED BY TAG YES NO 

<::y 0 D 
REVIEWED BY CAO ~ NO 

D 

3405577 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

At the September 23, 2008 Parks Recreation and Cultural Services Committee meeting staff 
were requested to 

"ExaminE! how to (i) maintain and (ii) manage the fleet of boats at Britannia Heritage 
Shipyard in conjunction with the Britannia Heritage Shipyard Society. n 

This report responds to the referral. 

Analysis 

The Britannia Heritage Shipyard Business Plan (adopted 2001) created the Vision and Guiding 
Principles for the site. These were reconfirmed with the adoption of the Updated Business Plan 
2008-2012. The Guiding Principles include the statement with respect to the vessels: 

"the boat collection on display should be heritage boats of the type that would have been 
built or repaired at Britannia and should be accessible to the public". 

At their Annual General Meeting of March, 2010 the Britannia Heritage Shipyard Society 
adopted tile mission statement "The Britannia Heritage Shipyard Society will preserve West 
Coast maritime history by promoting boat building traditions." 

There are currently six vessels on site - one is owned by the City of Richmond and the 
remaining five are owned by the Society. 

COt f R" h I ~ 0 Ie mon d owne d vesse 

Vessel Descriotion Sionificance 

Silver Ann 34' gillnet, built 1968 The last boat built at Britannia when it was a working 
shipyard. She is typical of Japanese Canadian boat 
construction and representative of hundreds of vessels 
built In Steveston . 

In May 2004, the City embarked on a project to restore the Silver Ann and contracted a 
shipwright to oversee a group of volunteers to do this work. The goal of the restoration was two 
fo ld: 

• To develop a corps of trained and skilled volunteers for Britannia; and 
• To restore the Silver Ann to her 1968 configuration as a typical Japanese-Canadian 

river gill-netter. 

The Silver Ann was completely restored to her 1968 configuration. She was officially launched 
on July 1, 2009 and now serves as the flagship for Britannia and the City of Richmond. The 
Silver Ann visits maritime and wood boat festivals throughout the area to promote Britannia 
Heritage Shipyards as a National Historic Site of Canada. 

The goals of the Silver Ann restoration project have been fully realized and the operational 
model to achieve this has worked well. A small corps of skilled volunteers has been developed 
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and a ves:sel of considerable importance to Britannia Heritage Shipyard has been 
comprehensively restored. The Silver Ann retains her Japanese-Canadian heritage and is 
representative of a typical river gill-netter. She is fully operational, in safe and seaworthy 
condition i3nd is a valuable asset to the City. In 2010 and 2011 , she represented Britannia at 
the Vancouver Wooden Boat Festiva l, where she rece ived an excellent response for the quality 
of her restoration and workmanship. 

Ongoing rnaintenance is funded from the Britannia operating budget and done by volunteers , 

Britannia Heritage Shipyard Society owned vessels 

The Britannia Heritaae Shiovard Society owns five vessels: 
Vessel Description Silmificance 

Fleetwood 57' former rum-runner, A former (1950's - 60's) Britannia Shipyard manager 
built 1930 once owned Fleetwood. She represents a specialized 

worklnq vessel converted to a pleasure craft. 
lona 38' fish packer, built lana was a double-ended fishing vessel converted to a 

1928 collector boat. She represents a typical fish packer 
used to transport fish from the fishing grounds to the 
cannerY. 

Merrilee II 34' Monk design Pleasure vessel built In Powell River. Ed Monk was a 
well-known local designer of pleasure vessels in the 
Pacific Northwest area. 

Shuchona 53 ' Table Seiner, built Be Packers formerly owned Shuchona IV. She 
IV 1927 represents an important change 1~~chnOIOgy and 

mechanization In the fishina indus . 
Starliner 38' seine boat, built Starlinerwas built by Terry Lubzinski and represents an 

1940's important evolution in hull form in the flshinq' fleet. 

All of these vessels have been donated to the Britannia Heritage Shipyard Society. With a 
decline in the Society membership and finances in recent years, the vessels have been 
neglected. The Society has been challenged to keep up even minimal maintenance and it was 
determined that a priority for the restoration and maintenance was required . 

In early 2010, the Society established a Collections Committee specifically to deal with their 
vesse ls. In 2011 , a shipwright (Colin Duffield) and a marine surveyor (Philip Oldham) were 
retained to inspect and assess the Society's vessels and to provide a report on the scope of 
work required for each vessel. This was cost shared between the Society and the City. 

The DuffiE!ld Oldham report (Attachment 1) provides the basis for an individual Restoration 
Plan for e:3ch vessel, to ensure that an effective and efficient process is followed and that 
historical integrity of each vessel is maintained. Using this report the Society is preparing a 
prioritized plan for the maintenance and restoration of their vessels. Each plan will outline scope 
and order of work required and establish a budget and timeline for completion. A program will 
then be developed for the restoration of each vessel using the skills and training of existing 
volunteers, while building new volunteer involvement and skills . 

As a result of the preliminary findings of Duffield and Oldham, Shuchona IV is being 
decommissioned and broken up (memo to Council, November 8, 2011). A maintenance work 
plan has been developed for Merrilee II and she has been moved into Richmond Boat Worl\s. A 
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temporary shelter has been purchased and will be erected to house and protect Starliner. A 
maintenance work plan will be developed for Fleet\ovood over the winter months. 

City staff eire working with Society board members to assist with establishing vessel priorities 
and site improvements. The carriages on the Richmond Boat Builders ways are in need of 
repair. SClciety volunteers are supplying the labour and the City will supply the materials to 
complete this project This will ensure the safe movement of vessels into and out of the 
Richmond Boat Builders shop. The Shipyard ways require significant remediation and repairs . 
including pile caps and timber rai l supports. Britannia staff are working with Project 
Development and Facility Services staff to determine the scope of work required and costs, in 
preparation for submission to the 2013 Capital budget. Once completed , this will permit the 
continued safe operation of the shipyard as an important working element in the historic site 
interpretation. It will also provide better conditions to maintain the fleet of vessels . Repairs to 
the Richmond Boat Builders carriage can be met within the existing Britannia Shipyard 's budget. 
Remediation of the Britannia Shipyard ways will be submitted in the 2013 Capital budget 
request . 

Management of the fleet 

With the exception of the Silver Ann, the management of the vessels rests with the Britannia 
Heritage Shipyard Society. Acquisition of vessels must conform with the vision endorsed by 
Council as outlined in the Business Plan and with the Society's vision and mandate "to preserve 
West Coast maritime history by promoting boat building traditions". All vessels must have City 
approval before being docked at Britannia and must be insured, with the City of Richmond as a 
named insured. The Society has recognised their limited resources need to be focused on the 
existing fleet and that their vessels require continuous maintenance. Future acquisitions are not 
a priority until the current vessels are fully restored. 

The City alnd the Society are developing a plan to attract and train volunteers who are able to 
act as guides and provide safe and secure access to the vessels at the docks. 

Financia l Impact 

There is no financial impact at this time. 

Conclus illn 

The Britannia Heritage Shipyard Society is moving forward with the maintenance and management 
of their fle(;!t. Working together, the City and the Society are making progress on the maintenance 
and management of e fleet at Britannia. 

~~~L ' 
Britannia Site pervisor 
(604-718-8044) 
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ATrACHM ENT I 

Restoration Possibilities and Preservation Plan 
BRITANNIA HISTORICAL SHIPYARD VESSELS: 

Fleetwood, Sbuchona IV, Starliner, lona and MerriJee II 

AugustINovember 2011 

Britannia Heritage Shipyard Society 
5180 Westwater Drive 

Richmond BC V7E 6P3 
Tel 604-718-8038 

Purpos;!! 

City of Richmond/Bryan Klassen 
Britannia Heritage Shipyard 

5180 Westwater Drive 
Richmond BC V7E 6P3 

Tel 604-718-8044 

Fleetwood, Shuchona IV, Starliner, Iona and Merrilee II present a wide range of challenges 
regarding their respective future uses and preservation. To belp decision making about the 
restoratiom possibilities for these vessels, this document presents a report of the strucrurai 
condition and steps necessary to affect repair (where needed) in each case. The restoration 
possibilities tables will be useable as guides for potential work. 

Discussion of perseveration and maintenance of the boats wi11 also be included, with added 
comment'; on how to return the Fleetwood, Sbuchona N,lona and Starliner to their original 
configurations. 

This document will not make recommendations about the disposition of boats. In some cases the 
scope of required work may suggest a non· floating future; in other cases very little work is 
needed. 

Several relevant definitions, including "degrees of restoration," are included in an Appendix for 
the readers' interest. 

Restoration Possibilities 

The following tables present a breakdown each boat's structural components, and steps that 
would be required to make that part oftbe boat sound again. Inner structural work would have to 
be comph:ted before more superficial work can proceed. 
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MV "FI.EETWOOD" ex "SKEEZIX" 
Official Number 
Net tonnage 
Gross tonnage 

156889 
18.22t 
3 1.5 It 

MY "FLEETWOOD" drydocked at Britanniam;~~~ 
Overview: 
MV "FLEETWOOD" was built by Vancouver Shipyards in 1930 for the transport of contraband 
liquor between Canada and the United States. She was converted to a pleasure vessel in 1934. 
Structural details: 
Length overall: 56' 
Beam 12' 
Propulsion: 
Hull construction: 

Deck construction: 

Superstmcture: 
General layout 

General Motors model 6-71 6 cylinder marine diesel engine 
carvel planked red cedar, over 112" x 3" diagonal red cedar planking 
1 112" xl" bent oak on II " centers 
1 1/4" x 7" transverse floors 
longitudinal 1/2" yellow cedar exterior planking over double diagonal 
112" x 3" cedar strips over 2 114" x 1 112" yellow cedar frames 
mahogany planking 

The hull comprises a plumb stem round bilges to a full length keel and transom stem. 
The decks comprise a bow roller at the stem followed by an anchor winch, forward batch and 
raised cabin trunk. Side decks lead to a small aft deck. 
Below decks there is a chain locker in the forepeak followed by the foc's'le with single berth. 
Next aft is the galley followed by the wheelhouse. The engine room is next aft followed by the 
accommodation cabins. 
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MY "FLEETWOOD" 

GENERAL CONDmON: 

Page 2 

The vessel was found to be in poor condition with nwnerous deficiencies noted. Most of these 
conditions arise from the fact she has been drydocked for most 0[20 years, possibly longer. The 
inner diagonal 1/2" planking has dried and the interface between the inner diagonal and outer 
carvel layer has failed with a subsequent loss of structural integrity. The light construction bent 
oak framing has pulled away from the hull , particularly in the undeTWater portions further 
degrading the structural integrity. 
Galvanized hull fasteners generally are corroded and provide no security between the planking. 
External planking is damaged; much if it from "nail sickness" (the steel composition of the 
fastener has oxidized, decaying the surrounding wood). 
Decay was DOted in various bulkheads, mainly below the cabin sole level. 

Table 

Structure Condition & steDs to reDair 
Centreline 
Stem & band Decay of the stem above the metal guard. Photo # I 

Repair, 
Remove the guard to reveal the stem structure; depending of the extent of 
deterioration it might be possible to scarpb in a section. If decay is 
extensive it would not be practical to repair. 

Keel & shoe Keel generally aODeaTed to be sound 
Shaft log & Appeared to be sound 
deadwood 
Horn timlber Aopeared to be sound 
Transom Decay was noted in the port side of the transom planking and frame. 
framelbuilt-up Photo #2 
transom & knee Repair; 

Remove all deteriorated structure and replace with new. 
Lower b1llD & 
bulkheads 
Floor timbers Many pulled away from the hull with decay noted. Photo #3 

Repair; 
Refasten in place in conjunction with other hull repair. 

Bilge stringers None 
(longitudinal 
members at tum of 
bilge) 
Bulkheads Various decayed particularly below the cabin sale. Photo #4 

Repair; 
Remove deteriorated structure and replace with new. Work will have to 
be completed in conjunction with hull repair. 

HuU to deck 
Deck/sheer clamp Deteriorated over much of its length. Some sections have been replaced 
(longitudinal but do not provide designed structural integrity. Photo #5 
members Repair; 
supporting deck Very difficult to repair, the best procedure would be to remove the 
and upper hull covering boards to access the sections in conjunction with hull repair, and 
sbap';) - insert new via upper transom corners. 
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Breast hook (at Breast hook appears sound 
stem) & quarter Quarter knees (upper) at transom decayed port and starboard sides. 
knees (at transom) Repair; 

Remove deteriorated structure and reolace with new. 
Hull 
Ribs Various show signs of deterioration with some baving been sistered or 

replaced. Many are pulled away from the hull particularly at the keel. 
Photo #6 
Repair; 
Remove covering board & set new steamed ribs from above. 

External planking Many areas of decay mostly due to oxidation of galvanized fastenings. 
Photo # 7 
Repair; 
The most extreme repair would involve replanking the vessel (see below) 
Some ori,dnai may be used with repairs to the damaged material 

loner diagonal Much of the inner planking has shrunk & cupped resulting in the loss of 
planking structural integrity. Some decay noted in various sections. Photo #8 

Repair; 
Remove the exterior planking, repair/replace deteriorated sections and fit 
new exterior planking with a bonding agent between the inner and outer. 
Reframing would have to be completed first to provide a solid surface to 
fas ten to and to allow the existing hull to act as a bending mold for the 
new frames 

Transom planks Decay noted in various. Photo #9 
Repair; 
Remove and replace dama2ed sections 

Fasteners Heavily rusted both inner and exterior. Photo #10 
Repair; 
Replace fasteners in conjunction with replankin2 

Caulking Will need to be recaulked after Dlanking 
Rub rail ADD eared to be sound 
Hull fittiJ'" 
Shaft & rudder Appeared to be sound. 
stuffine: boxes Ori2inal (nort & starboard) are still in olace & should be removed. 
Tbrougb- All to be replaced. 
hulls/valves, hoses 
& hose clamns 
Engine mount 
thro;sili~fastenin2s 

Appear to be sound 

Portholes .ADDear to be sound 
Deck 
Deck beams Some decay noted in conjunction with deck. 

Repair; 
Remove decaved structure and reolace in coniunction with deck sections 

Carlins Appeared to be sound 
(longitudinal 
members under 
cabin sides) 
Deck & covering We are advised the decks were replaced during this drydocking. Some 
boards decav was noted in the inner olankim!. 
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Bulwarks & Appeared to be sound 
caps/toe rail 
Hatches &. covers Appeared to be sound 

Deck fittin., 
Stanchions Will need 10 be refastened with deck/sheer clamp repair 
Cleats Many removed 
Winch Condition unknown 
Vents Good 
Cabin We are advised the cabin was rebuilt during this drydocking 
Interior 
Sole bearers Good 
Sole (cabin floor) Good 
Cabinetry Good where compJete 
Overhead liner Good 
Hull ceiling Good 
Machinery 
supports 
Engine log bearers Good 
& engine logs 
Tank supports Not sighted 
Battery supports Not siiUlted 
SYstems 
Bilge pumps Not sighted 

New pumps & systems would have to be installed 
Electrical Some work has been undertaken on AC systems work is not to marine 

standard. 
DC system would have to be installed new. 

Plumbing The condition of tanks is unknown. 
All plumbing systems would have to be installed new. 

Preservation: 
To preserve the "Fleetwood" in her present condition as a historical vessel for public display 
little needs to be done over the short tenn. Areas of deterioration could be preseIVed with anti­
fungal treatments or sealed with resins. This could provide a safe platfonn for viewing. Interior 
lighting could be installed, sections of cabinetry fitted and the interior painted. Models, 
diagrams and pictures would convey tbe original character of the vesseL 
Returning "Fleetwood" to her original configuration is not recommended; the scope of work 
(which wt)uld include research and design, removal of existing cabin structure, building new 
wheelhouse/ helm station and cargo area is very large, especially when considered in addition to 
the necessary hull repairs. 
To restore the vessel to a seaworthy condition would require the steps presented in the table 
above - this would be a very costly and time consuming endeavour. 
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Photo #5 Deterioration of sheer clamp forward cabin 

• 
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, 

Photo #9 Deterioration of transom exterior planking starboard comer 



PRCS - 33

MV "SHUCHONA IV" 
Official Number 
Net tonnage 
Gross tonnage 

OverviE~W: 

154431 
26.191 
38.5lt 

MV "SHU CHONA IV" was built by T. Atagi Boatworks, Steveston, B.C. in 1927 and donated 
to the Britannia Historical Shipyard Society 1997 by Be Packers. 
Structural details: 
Length overall: 53' 
Beam 13' 9" 
Propulsion: 
Hull construction: 

Deck construction: 

General Motors 6 cylinder marine diesel engine 
calVel planked red cedar 
2" x 3" bent oak on 12" centers 
3 1/2" x 1 112" cedar 

Superstructure: painted plywood 
General layout 
The hull,:omprises a plumb stem, round bilges to a full length keel and rounded transom stem. 
The decks comprise a bow roller at the stem followed by an anchor winch, forward hatch and 
superstructure with command bridge over. The superstructure encloses the wheelhouse forward, 
followed by a cabin and the galley. Side decks lead to the working deck. The working deck 
consists of the fish hold followed by the lazarette. 
Below decks there is a chain locker in the forepeak followed by the foc 's'le with upper and 
lower single berths. Next aft is machinery space. 
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GENERAL CONDITION: 
Inspections were restricted by ceilings. liners and equipment installations. 

Page 2 

The vessel is a heavily constructed example of a west coast fishing vessel. Hull framing and 
planking generally appear to be in reasonable condition where sighted with the exception of the 
stem section where extensive deterioration has occurred. We are advised additional underwater 
hull fastem.ing and recaulking, occurred eight years ago, and bulwarks were replaced 
approximately 10 years ago. 
The decks are in very poor condition. 
The fish hold has been created with sprayed-in-place foam against the bull; this method of 
creating an insulated fish hold usually results in deterioration of the bull framing and planking 
behind the foam. 
We are advised the engine and systems have not been operated for approximately 10 years and 
they wound require considerable rehabilitation to restore them to a serviceable condition. 
The SUpeI1itructure generally is in poor condition with areas of decay noted. 

Photo # 1 Detaili71'de;;:;;:;:;;:infth:~U~lI~fra::m:in:~~g:;;;~-;~;;r;;;;-------· 



PRCS - 35

MV "SHUCHONA lV" Page 3 

Presen,ation: 
In order t.o restore this vessel to a seaworthy condition it would be necessary to rebuild the 
superstructure, decks and hull stem section. Removal of the foam fish hold may reveal 
deterioration of the framing and planking which would necessitate their replacement. 
Reconfiguring "Shuchona IV" to a table seiner entails adding a table, mast, boom and rigging. 
This wou.ld require design research, building a rotating table and locating and fitting a suitable 
mast and boom. 
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MV"STARLINER" 
License Number 8K 12111 (New Westminster, B.C.) 

OverviE~w: 

MV "ST ARLINER" was built as a Fraser River gillnetter 
Structural details: 
Length overall: 
Beam 
Draft: 
Propulsion: 
Hull construction: 

Deck construction: 
Superstructure: 
General layout 

35'4" 
10' 
2'6" 
Ford 4 cylinder gasoline engine 
carvel planked red cedar 
2 1/2" xl" bent oak on 8" centers 
3" x I" red cedar 
painted plywood side and solid red cedar front 

The hull comprises a plumb stem, round bilges to a full length keel and rounded transom stem. 
Decks consist of a small foredeck followed by the cabin superstructure. Side decks lead to the 
working deck. The working deck consists of the main fish hold followed by smaller holding 
compartments. Aft is the cockpit with engine controls. 
Below decks there is stowage in the forepeak followed to starboard by the galley and to port by a 
dinette. Aft is the wheelhouse and head compartment. 
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GENERAL CONDITION; 
Inspectio:os were restricted by ceilings, liners and equipment installations. 

Page 2 

The vessd was found to be generally in poor condition due to a great extent by the fact she bas 
been unp:rotected and not maintained for many years. 
The superstructure and decks are deteriorated. Much of the forward hull framing appeared to be 
sound with the exception of where it was exposed to the elements. The fuel tank has been 
leaking gasoline into the bilge & seeped through the hull to the atmosphere - the effect on the 
wood stmcture is unknown. 
The fish holds have heen created with sprayed- in-place foam against the hull; this method of 
creating an insulated fish hold usually results in deterioration oftbe hull framing and planking 
behind the foam. 
The gasoline fuelled engine may be usable but if so will require rebuilding together with new 
fuel tanks and systems. 

Table : 

Structure Condition & step~ to r~ir 
Centreline 
Stem & band Appeared to be sound 
Keel & shoe Appeared to be sound - the effect of being soaked in gasoline is unknown 
Shaft log & Appeared to be sound - would have to be modified with new engine 
deadwood installation 
Hom timber Appeared to be sound 
Transom Appeared sound where sighted 
framelbu~lt-up 

transom & knee 
Lower hull & 
bulkheads 
Floor timbers Appeared to be sound 
Bilge stringers None 
(longitudinal 
members at tum of 
bilge) 
Bulkheads Appeared to be sound 
Hull to deck 
Deck/sheer clamp Not si ted 
Breast book Not si ted 
HuD 
Framing The majority appeared to be sound where sighted. Photo #1 

Those deteriorated, particularly under the aft cockpit would have to be 
replaced 

Planks The majority appeared to be sound as sighted from the exterior 
Some will Deed replacing. 

Transom The exterior appeared sound 
l planks/sUlves The inner surface was Dot accessible 

Hull fastc:ners Mostly corroded 
Repair; 
Remove existing nails and refasten_ 

Caulking Recaulk in conjunction with above 
Rub rail Appeared to be sound 
Bumper (if any) None 
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HuD tittiJQ.s 
Shaft & rudder To be replaced with replacement engine installation 
stuffinli!: boxes 
Through- All to be replaced in conjunction with plumbing system upgrade 
bulls/valves, hoses 
& hose clamps 
Engine mount To be replaced with engine replacement 
through-fastenings 
Depth sOlmder, To be replaced with engine replacement 
keel cooler, zincs, 
topside vents 
Portholes None 
Swim grid None 
Deck 
Deck beams Some may be reused forward; will likely all need replacing aft 
Carlins Solid yellow cedar under side decks. 
(longitudinal To be assessed during deck and superstructure replacement. 
members under 
cabin sides) 
Deck & covering To be replaced with deck replacement Photo # 2 
boards 
Bulwarks & To be replaced with deck replacement 
caps/toe rail 
Hatches & covers To be replaced with deck replacement 
Deck littin.s None 
Cabin Heavy deterioration Photo #3 

All 10 be replaced 
Interior 
Sole (cab:in floor) To be replaced Photo #4 
Cabinetry In poor condition but may be usable depending on the restored 

configuration 
Overhead liner None fitted 
Hull ceiling Appeared to be sound but would have to be removed for access to hull 

framing. 
Machinery 
supports 
Engine log bearers To be replaced with engine replacement 
& engine logs 
Tank supports To be replaced in conjunction with cabinetry rebuild 
Bilee pumps To be replaced in conjunction with rewiring electrical systems 
Hoses and All in poor condition 
discbarge through- To be replaced in conjunction with hull repair 
hull 

Preserv·ation: 
The vessel may be suitable as a restoration project depending on the hull condition when the fish 
holds are opened up. 
The decks and superstrucrure would have to be removed, together with the bull ceilings to 
expose the framing. 
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Reconstmction would involve rebuilding the decks and superstructure. The interior would have 
to be rebuilt, together with operating systems and engine. 
Restoring the "Starliner' to her original configuration would require design research and fitting 
of a net drum, rollers, mast, boom and rigging. 

PHOTO APPENDIX 

#1 deterioration of rib in fOIWard hull section 
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Overvie!w: 
MV "IONA" was originally built in approximately 1937 as a fisheries collector boat. 
Structuran details: 
Length overall: 37' 6" 
Beam 9' 4" 
Draft: 2' 8" 
Propulsion: 
Hull construction: 

Deck construction: 
Superstructure: 
Generall;ayout 

1990 Perkins 135 bp marine diesel engine 
carvel planked red cedar 
2" x I" bent oak on 8 1/2" centers 
3" x 1" fir 
cedar strips 

The bull consists of a plumb stem, round bilges to a full length keel and rounded transom stem. 
Decks comprise a small foredeck followed by the cabin superstructure. Side decks lead to the 
working deck. The working deck consists of the main fish hold followed by a lazarette. 
Below decks there is stowage fotward followed by the machinery space with wheelhouse over. 

The vessel was rebuilt by Richmond Boat Builders over the period 2009 - 2011. 
Work completed included; 

Work wa'S carried out by volunteers under the direction of a shipwright and includes; 

Removing all deteriorated wood structure in the stem section and reconstruction, 
Replacing various bottom planks, 

Removing deteriorated wood structure in the superstructure and reconstruction, 

Refinishing brightwork and painting interior & exterior, 

Rewiring e1ectrical system. 
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MV "IONA II" 

Presel'\jration: 

Page 2 

Reconfigwing "Jona" to her original configuration as a double ender, as she was originally built 
is possible but would require undoing and removing recent repairs; thus it is not recommended at 
this time. If attempted, steps would include design, installing a stern stem, two or three 
tempora'ry moulds aft of the aft bulkhead, steam bending planks and temporarily attaching them 
to the moulds and steaming in frames. Staggering arbun joints would require removal of 
sections of exiting planks forward of the bulkhead. The aft deck and sub-structure behind the aft 
bulkhead would then be rebuilt. 
The vess(:i bas recently been repaired and it is critical to maintain her condition, The engine 
should be preserved over the winter and run up regularly during the summer. 
Regular on-board inspections should be made to ensure the bilges are kept clean with a limited 
amount of water present. 
It is important that good ventilation be maintained in the vessel's interior at all times to prevent 
the establishment of fungus and resulting deterioration of the wood. 
It was noted the newly installed 120 volt system included non-marine quality components; the 
system should be upgraded to comply with marine standards. 
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MV "MERRILEE /I" 
Official Number 198128 
Net tonna.ge 13.45t 

... MerrHec 11 

Overview: 
MY "MERRILEE II" was designed by Ed Monk and built by Lloyd Griffith in 1950 
Structural details: 
Length overal1: 
Beam 
Draft: 
Propulsion: 
Hull construction: 

Deck construction: 
Superstructure: 
General layout 

34' 
10' 
3' 
Lehman Ford 6 cylinder marine diesel engine 
carvel planked yellow cedar 
2" x I" bent oak on 12" & 5" centers 
canvas sheathed plywood 
painted plywood 

The hull comprises a plumb stem, round bilges to a full length keel and transom stem. 
The decks comprise a foredeck with bow roller and foc's'le escape hatch followed by the cabin 
superstructure. Side decks lead to the cockpit. 
Below decks there is a chain locker in the forepeak followed by the foc's ' le with V-berth. From 
the [oc's'le steps lead up to the wheelhouse. Next aft is the salon with galley to port and settee 
and heads comparttnent to starboard. 

GENERAL CONDITION: 
This boat's structure is in very good condition, it was nearly impossible to fmd any wood that 
needs replacing, the majority of the work required to put this boat in sparkling condition is 
cosmetic - bleeding topside fastenings, cracking and lifting of thick paint on cabin corners and 
deck edges, and rubbing strips that require rebedding. Although cosmetic, these are big jobs. 
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The topsides need repainting. which will entail some stripping where the paint is lifting - it may 
be easier to completely strip the topsides. The topside seams also need to be re-puttied. 

Bleeding fastenings are the result of failure of the galvanizing on the boat nails. The nails likely 
are still substantial with lots of holding power, although this should be confirmed when the boat 
is next hauled. One could pull 15 - 20 nails from all over the hull to check. Stopping bleeding of 
nails is a challenge, fresh paint overtop will work for a while, but a better solution is to expose 
the nail heads and treat them with a phosphoric acid primer, paint, then plug/putty. Below the 
water line, only plugs/putty that are being dislodged by rust should be exposed and treated. 

The deck paint is lifting where it meets the toe rail and the edges of the deck. Paint is also 
cracked and lifting in a few spots on the comers of the bridge and around the front windows. 
Although minor, this results in water entrapment in the wood below. At a minimum, these areas 
should at stripped and repainted; these surfaces still appear, and feel sound. Particularly good 
news is that the cabin sides below all the windows feel sound as well (cabin sides below 
windows are often a trouble spot). 

There art: a few minor problem spots. There is rot in the aft end of the starboard longitudinal 
beam support of the cockpit cover, and a soft spot on the trunk cabin roof at the forward 
starboard corner, which may be the painted canvass lifted over a concave area. These areas need 
to be stripped and investigated to find the extent of rot, and the lifted canvass glued to the 
concave portion of the cabin roof. 

Table: 
Structure Condition & SteDs to reDair 
Centrerulle 

Stem & stem Good 
band 
Keel Not checked outside; inside was 200d 
Shaft 10' Not checked outside; inside was good 
Hom timber Does not have one, flat planning hull 
Transom frame, Good, also include large transom "frame blocks," oriented flush to the 
quarter knee transom in each lower quarter, which support the turns of bilge and 

receive the bilge stringers. 
Lowi~r hull & 
bulkltleads 
Floor timbers Good 
Bilge stringers Good 
Bulkheads Good 
Encine striniers Good 
Hull to deck 
Deck/sheer Good 
clamp 
(longirudinal 
members 
supporting deck 

'",~.:;,~per hull 
sha . 
Breast hook (at Good breast hook. 
stem) & quarter Good quarter knees, which are simple blocks. 
knees (at 
transom - upper 
and lower) 
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Hull 
Ribs Good 
Planks Good 
Faste:rs Showing rust streaks on topsides, see overview. 
Caulking Good except one weeping seam at the turn of bilge in the head rewcaulk 

this part only. 
Rub rail Needs to be bedded, which will entail, removal, cleanup of surfaces, 

checking plank condition underneath, refastening onto bedding 
compound. 

Bumper (if any) 
Hull fittio2s 
Shaft & rudder Good 
stuffing boxes 
Through- Gate valves on 1/2" lines port and starboard above water line (likely 
hulls/valves, these are tank vent lines) consider replacing gate valves. Engine cooling 
hoses & hose water intake (1 ", aft of engine on port side), and exit (1" port side above 
clamps water line forward of engine - no valves, consider adding ball valves to 

hom. Throughwhull, in foc ' s' le port locker above water line is combined 
exit for manual and automatic bilge pumps - no valve, consider adding. 
Ensure all hose attachments have double marine grade hose clamps. 

Engine mount Fastened to substantial engine logs. 
through-
fastenings (if 
any) 
Depth sounder, Boat in water, see comment on vents above. 
keel cooler, 
zincs~ topside 
vents 
Portholes Good 
Swim grid Check sizing of washers on inside surface of transom, I think the existing 

ones were starting to pull through the transom frames - increase size if 
needed. This needs to be rechecked. 

Deck 
Deck beams Good 
Carlins Good 
(longitudinal 
members under 
cabin sides) 
Deck & covering Good 
boardls 
Bulwarks & Good 
caps/toe rail 
Hatches & Good 
covers 
Deck fittings 
Stanchions Good 
Cleats Good 
Winch Good 
Vents Good 
CabiJn 
Roof beams Good 
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Roof One possible soft spot at forward starboard trunk cabin roof. Maybe 
canvass that has lifted away from underlvin~ structure. 

Sides Good 
Windows Good 
Doors Side door bottom tracks need replacing. 
Interior 
Sole bearers Good 
Sole (cabin Good 
floor) 
Cabinetry Good 
Overhead liner Good 
Hull ceiling Water damage to plywood on starboard side below side door. 
(inner hull 
covering) 
MachInery 
SUllPIDrtS 

Engine log Additional metal frame attaching engine to engine logs, extending 2 ft 
bearers & engine forward and 1 ft aft of engine. 
logs 
Tank supports Good 
Batte:ry supports Good 
Other machinery Good 
supports 
Bilee pumps 
Pumps Automatic pump not working. 

Repair or replace 
Switc'hes Not assessed 
Wiring to battery Not assessed 
Hoses and See comments on through-hulls. 
discharge 
through-hull 

Preservation: 
Hull faswners should be inspected and treated or replaced as required. Any deterioration in the 
superstructure should be repaired. The exterior should be repainted and brigbtwork refinished. 
The engine should be preserved over the winter and run up regularly during the summer. 
Regular on-board inspections should be made to ensure the bilges are kept clean with a limited 
amount of water. 
It is important that good ventilation be maintained in the vessel's interior at all times to prevent 
the establishment of fungus and resulting deterioration of the wood. 

This report was completed on November 4, 2011 and represents inspections completed by 
Colin Duffield August 2011 and Philip Oldham, October 2011. 

Colin Duffield Philip Oldham 
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Appendix 

Degrees of Restoration 
(Defmitions from the Smithsonian Institute) 

1. Protection: The act or process of applying measures designed to affect the physical condition 
of a vessel by defending or guarding it from deterioration, loss or attack or to cover or shield the 
vessel from danger or injury. Such treatment is generally of a temporary nature and anticipates 
further historic preservation treatment. 

2. Stabilization: The act or process of applying measures designed to arrest, retard or prevent 
deterioration of a vessel and to assure its structural integrity. This may inc1ude rendering the 
vessel w(~atber resistant and water-tight. The essential form of the vessel shall be maintained 
during this process 

3. Presel"Vation: The act or process of applying measures to sustain the existing form integrity 
and material of a vessel. It may include initial stabilization work where necessary as well as on 
going maintenance. 

4. Rehabilitation: The act or process of returning a vessel to a state of utility through repair or 
alteration that make possible an efficient contemporary use while preserving those features of the 
vessel that are significant to its historical, navel, architectural. technological and cultural values. 

5. Restoration: The act or process of accurately recovering the fonn and detail of a vessel as it 
appeared at a particular time by the removal of later work or by replacement of missing or 
substantially deteriorated earlier work. 

Other Definitions: 

Historic Fabric: The material remains of a historic vessel or object,. whether original materials 
or materials incorporated in a subsequent historically significant period. 

Integrity: The authenticity of a vessel's historic identity as evidenced by the survival of 
characteristics such as plan, hull Conn, rigging, usc of materials and or craftsmanship which 
existed during the vessel's historic period. 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee Date: October 6, 2011 

From: Dave Semple File: 
General Manager, Parks and Recreation 

Re: Proposed Annual Inflationary Increase in Playing Field User Fees 

Staff 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%. 

ern Jlit:q.. 
Acting Director, Recreation 
(604.247.4930) 

Att. 1 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTEOTo: CONCURRENCE CONC~;>}'NERAL MANAGER .-
Budgets Y\lI!ND { fJ v? 

REVIEWED BY TAG 

"G~ 
NO REVIEWEC BY C,.,O YES NO 

0 'v ~ 0 

3377997 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Playing field user fees are currently not included in the City's Consolidated Fees Bylaw. The 
authority to charge user fees for use of Richmond 's playing fields was granted through City 
Council resolutions R02/18·17 for artificial turf fields and R06/11-1 0 for natural turf fields. 

Since fees for playing fields went into effect, staff have conducted an annual review to detennine 
the market rates for field user fees as well as the Consumer Price Index for Greater Vancouver 
(CPt) . The results of this research would form the basis for staff recommendations for annual fee 
increases. These fee increases would be presented to Richmond Sports Council for their 
endorsement. This process is labour intensive and often causes heated debate amongst various 
member gmups of Richmond Sport Council. 

This report outlines the history of playing field user fees in Richmond and addresses future annual 
fee increas!;s for playing fields. 

Findings of Fact 

Artificial Turf Playing Field User Fees 

In October 2002, Council approved the introduction of fees for the use of artificial turf playing 
fields. The revenue is redirected to offset maintenance and capital replacement of those fields 
as follows: 

60% of the fees collected from the artificial turf fields in Richmond have been placed in the 
Special Sports Reserve Fund as sustaining and new capital, and 

40% has been directed to field operating costs and administration, 

The only exception to this is Richmond High where the agreement made with SO No. 38 is that 
40% of all field user fees are placed in the Special Sports Reserve fund for the ultimate 
replaceme/llt of the field surface and 60% directed towards the City's field maintenance costs. 

User fees for artificial turf playing fields enables the City to recover the operating costs of its 
artificial turf fields , and will fund the eventual infrastructure replacement cost of the artificial turf 
fields. 

Natural Grass Playing Field User Fees 

Fees for U$e of Richmond's natural turf fields went into effect in January 2007. The agreement 
made with community field sport groups and Richmond Sports Council is that 100% of the revenue 
collected from the use of Richmond's natural turf fields goes towards upgrading existing field sport 
facilities and/or new field sport facility development. 

Funds collected from ball diamond users go into a special Diamond Improvement Re~erve fund 
which is under the Special Sports Reserve fund to be used to upgrade existing ball diamond 
facilities andlor bu ilding new ball diamond facilities . 



PRCS - 51

October 6, 20 II -3-

Funds collected from field users (i.e. football , soccer, rugby, cricket, field lacrosse and field 
hockey) go into the Special Sports Reserve fund to be used for upgrading existing fields and 
building new field sport facilities in Richmond. 

History of IRichmond's Playing Field Fee Increases 

After a staff review of market rates and with the endorsement of Richmond Sports Council, 
playing field user fees were increased by 3% for 2009 and a further 3% for 2010. 

For 2011 , at the request of Richmond Sport Council, playing field user fees were not increased. 
The rationale for not increasing playing field for 2011 was that community sports groups were 
facing fin ancial hardship due to the implementation of HST (which added 7% to many goods 
and service~s that formerly had been tax exempt) and cutbacks in Provincial Gaming Grants. 

For 2012, the Provincial Gaming Grants for community sport groups have been, in most cases, 
re~established near former funding levels. Therefore, Richmond's community field sport groups 
are in a better financia l pOSition to contribute towards the costs of operating, or upgrading 
community playing fields . 

Analysis 

It is important that the fees for use of Richmond's playing fields are increased annually to keep 
up with the costs of inflation, which trail the costs of maintenance. As well , it is beneficial to 
establish a process for increasing future playing field user fees that is fair to the field users and 
easy to adrninister by City staff. 

In accordance with the City of Richmond's Long Term Financial Management Strategy Policy 
3707 section 9, all user fees are to be increased annually by CPI. 

After resea rching various methods of establishing inflationary fee increases, consulting with 
Richmond Sports Council and in abidance with the City's Long Term Financial Management 
Strategy, the process that best meets the needs of community field sport groups and the City, is 
to annually increase playing field user fees effective January 01 of each year by an amount equal 
to the previous year's CPI. 

Unusual circumstances may occur that warrant Council to make a decision on a greater or lower 
playing field fee increase for any particular year. 

The process of systematically increasing user fees by an amount equal to the previous year's CPI 
is used by other City departments (Engineering and Transportation) for a variety of rental fees, 
pennit fees and sales of products such as maps, drawings and manuals. 

Future Playing Field Increases 

For the most recent year, the CPI is 1.75%. It is recommended that the 2012 playing field user fees 
be increased by that amount. A comparison between 2011 and proposed 2012 playing field fees is 
shown in A1Itachment 1. 
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It is further recommended that playing field user fees be included in the City's consolidated fee 
bylaw, which adjusts fees annually by an amount equal to the previous year's CPI. 

Financial Impact 

Annual revenue projections will be able to keep pace with inflation. 

Conclusion 

It is important that the fees for use of Richmond's playing fields are increased annually to keep 
up with the costs of inflation. As well , it is beneficial to establish a process for increasing future 
playing fiel(j user fees that is fair to the field users and easy to administer by City staff. 

After researching various methods of establishing inflationary fee increases, consulting with 
Richmond Sports Council and in abidance with the City's Long Term Financial Management 
Strategy, the process that best meets the needs of community field sport groups and the City, is 
to annually increase playing field user fees by an amount equal to the previous year's CPL 

Eric Stepura 
Manager, Sports and Community Events 
(1274) 

:cs 
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Attachment 1 

Playing Field Fee Comparison 2011 and Proposed 2012 (with a 1.75 % increase) 

2011 Fees Proposed 2012 Fees 
Full Size Mini Field Full Size Mini Field 

Natural TlJrf Field Fees 

Sand Turf (With Lights) 
Commercial (all ages) $ 33.16 $ 16.58 Ihr $ 33.74 $ 16.87 Ihr 
Private or Non-resident (aU ages) $ 26.52 S 13.26 Ihr $ 26.98 $ 13.49 Ihr 
Richmond Yout!1 Groups $ 9.28 $ 4.64 Ihr $ 9.44 $ 4.72 Ihr 

, Richmond Adult Groups $ 19.89 $ 9.95 Ihr $ 20.24 $ 10.12 Ihr 
Sand Turf (No Lights) 
Commercial (all ages) $ 23.88 Ihr $ 24.30 Ihr 
Private or Non-resident (all ages) $ 19.10 Ihr $ 19.43 Ihr 
Richmond Youth Groups $ 6.68 Ihr $ 6.80 Ihr 
Richmond Adult Groups $ 14.33 Ihr S 14.58 Ihr 
Soil Turf (No Lights) 
Commercial (all ages) $ 7.96 $ 3.98 Ihr S 8.10 $ 4.05 Ihr 
Private or N(JO-resident (all ages) $ 6.37 $ 3.19 Ihr $ 6.48 $ 3.24 Ihr 
Richmond Youth Groups $ 2.22 $ 1.11 Ihr $ 2.26 $ 1.13 Ihr 
Richmond Adult Groups $ 4.78 $ 2.39 Ihr $ 4.86 $ 2.43 Ihr 

Artificial -rurf Fees 

Richmond Yo uth Groups $ 20.16 $ 10.08 Ihr $ 20.51 $ 10.25 Ihr 
Richmond Adult Groups $ 33.95 $ 16.98 Ihr $ 34.54 $ 17.28 Ihr 
Commercial/Non-Residents (all ages) $ 50.06 $ 25.03 Ihr $ 50.94 $ 25.47 Ihr 

Ball Diamonds 

Sand Turf (Wijh Lights) 

Commercial (all ages) $ 21.00 Ihr $ 21 .37 Ihr 
Private or Non-resident (all ages) $ 16.82 Ihr $ 17.11 Ihr 
Richmond Youth Groups $ 5.89 Ihr S 5.99 Ihr 
Richmond Adult Groups $ 12.63 Ihr $ 12.85 Ihr 
Sand Turf (No Lights) 
Commercial (all ages) $ 19.25 Ihr S 19.59 Ihr 
Private or NC)n-resident (all ages) $ 15.39 Ihr $ 15.66 Ihr 
Richmond Youth Groups $ 5.41 Ihr S 5.50 Ihr 
Richmond Adult Groups $ 11 .57 Ihr $ 11.77 Ihr 
Soil Turf (No Lights) 
Commercial (all ages) $ 5.62 Ihr S 5.72 Ihr 
Private or Non-resident (all ages) $ 4.51 Ihr $ 4.59 Ihr 
Richmond Youth Groups $ 1.60 Ihr $ 1.63 Ihr 
Richmond Adult Groups $ 3.40 Ihr $ 3.46 Ihr 
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Track and Field Fees and Charges (Facilities at Minoru Park) 

Training fee· All ages Track and Field Club $ 700.1 9 Iyear S 712.44 Iyear 
Richmond Youth Meets $ 127.31 Imeet $ 129.54 Imeet 
Richmond .A.dult Meets $ 202.60 Imeet $206.15 Imeet 
Private Group Track Meets or Special Events $ 509.23 tday $ 518.14 tday 
Private Group Track Meets or Special Events $ 42.40 thr $ 43.14 thr 



PRCS - 55

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

R
e

cr
e

a
tio

n
 F

ee
s 

In
cr

e
a

se
 P

ro
p

o
sa

l -
Ja

n
u

a
ry

 1
, 

20
12

 

I 
I C"

"'n
! 
I''''

'''''·
 I 

I 
I 

C
u

rr
e

n
t 

R
at

es
 w

it
h

 
R

at
e 

In
cr

e
a

se
 

In
c,

:,
a

se
 

R
a

le
s 

: 
H

S
T

 
'w

lt
h

 li
S

T
' 

($
) 

(~
) 

I 
C

o
m

m
e

n
ts

 

F
il
n

e
s
s
· 

O
ro

 
'n 

Y
th

/S
r 

3
.1

3
 

3
.5

0
 

3.
60

 
0

.1
0 

2
.9

%
 

A
du

lt 
4

.9
1 

5
.5

0
 

5.
65

 
0

.1
5

 
2

.7
%

 

F
it

n
e

s
s
· 

P
u

n
ch

 C
a

rd
s 

Y
th

lS
r 

-
12

 v
is

its
 

29
.4

6 
33

.0
0 

34
.0

0 
1

.0
0

 
3.

0%
 

12
 v

is
its

 l
or

 p
ric

e 
0

1
9

.5
 v

is
its

. 
1

0%
 &

 2
0%

 d
is

co
un

ts
 a

re
 

co
m

m
on

. 
U

nd
er

 o
pt

io
n 

I,
 d

is
co

u
nt

 d
ro

ps
 I

ro
m

 2
1%

 to
 2

0%
. 

A
d

u
lt

-
1

2
 v

is
its

 
4

7.
32

 
53

.0
0 

54
. 0

0
 

1.
0

0
 

1.
9%

 
12

 v
is

its
 l

o
r 

pr
ic

e 
01

9.
5 

vi
s

its
. 

10
%

 &
 2

0%
 d

is
co

un
ts

 a
re

 
co

m
m

on
. 

U
nd

e
r 

op
tio

n 
I,

 d
is

co
un

t 
re

m
a

in
s 

at
 2

0%
. 

~
as

s~
8

. 
-

-
. 

-
-

-
-

-
-

Y
th

/S
r 

29
.4

6 
3

3.
0

0
 

3
4

.0
0

 
1.

00
 

3
.0

%
 

P
ay

ba
ck

 r
a

te
 u

nd
er

 o
pt

io
n 

1 
is

 9
.4

 v
is

its
 p

e
r 

m
on

th
. 

~
 

4
0

.1
8

 
4

5
.0

0
 

4
6

.0
0

 
1

.0
0

 
2

.2
%

 
P

ay
ba

ck
 r

at
e 

un
de

r 
op

tio
n 

1 
is

 8
.1

 vi
si

ts
 p

e
r 

m
on

th
. 

iii::
 

-
-

-
--

-
-

-
. 

. 
. 

-
-

-
Y

th
/S

r 
6

2
.5

0
 

70
.0

0 
72

.0
0 

2.
00

 
2

.9
%

 
P

ay
ba

ck
 r

at
e 

un
de

r 
op

tio
n 

1 
is 

6
.7

 v
is

its
 p

er
 m

on
th

. 

A
du

lt 
8

4
.8

2
 

9
5

.0
0

 
9

7.
0

0
 

2
.0

0
 

2
.1

%
 

P
ay

ba
ck

 r
al

e 
un

de
r 

op
tio

n 
1 

is
 5

.7
 v

is
its

 p
er

 m
on

th
. 

• 
. 

. 
-

-
Y

th
lS

r 
1

0
7

.1
4 

1
20

.0
0

 
1

2
3.

0
0

 
3

.0
0

 
2

.5
%

 
P

ay
ba

ck
 r

at
e 

un
de

r 
op

tio
n 

1 
is

 5
.7

 v
is

its
 p

er
 m

on
th

. 

A
du

lt 
14

2
.8

6
 

16
0

.0
0

 
16

4
.0

0
 

4
.0

0
 

2
.5

%
 

P
ay

ba
ck

 r
a

le
 u

n
d

e
r 

op
tio

n 
1 

is
 4

.8
 v

is
its

 p
er

 m
on

th
. 

. 
Y

th
iS

r 
1

7
8.

57
 

2
0

0
.0

0 
20

5
.0

0 
5

.0
0

 
2

.5
%

 
P

ay
ba

ck
 r

at
e 

un
de

r 
op

tio
n 

1 
is

 4
.7

 v
is

its
 p

er
 m

on
th

. 

A
du

lt 
2

3
6.

61
 

26
5.

0
0

 
27

2.
00

 
7

.0
0

 
2

.6
%

 
P

ay
ba

ck
 r

at
e 

un
de

r 
op

tio
n 

1 
is

 4
.0

 v
is

its
 p

e
r 

m
on

th
. 

S
p

o
rt

s 
-

D
ro

p
 In

 

C
hi

ld
re

n 
. 

-

Y
ou

th
 

2
.0

1 
2

.2
5

 
2

.3
0 

0
.0

5
 

2
.2

%
 

S
en

io
r 

3
.1

3
 

3
.5

0
 

3
.6

0
 

0.
10

 
2

.9
%

 

A
du

lt 
4

.2
4 

4
.7

5
 

4
.9

0
 

0
.1

5
 

3.
2%

 

Fa
m

ily
 (

p
e

r 
pe

rs
on

) 
2

.2
3 

2.
50

 
2

.5
5

 
0

.0
5

 
2.

0%
 

F
a

m
lly

.A
d

d
-O

n 

1 
Y

ea
r 

I 
11

8
.7

5
 

I 
13

3
.0

0
 

I 
13

6.
00

 
I 

3.
00

 
I 

2
.3

%
 

I 



 

PRCS - 56



PRCS - 57

City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: 

From: 

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee 

Vern Jacques 

Date: November 16, 2011 

File: 
Director, Recreation 

Re: Garratt Wellness Centre, New Licence 

Staff Rece,mmendation 

That: 

1. The C ity entcr into a new licence agreement wilh Vancouver Coastal Health Authority 
for a term of five years, plus an option to renew for a further term of fi ve years, at an 
annual licence fee of $1.00, and on the other tenns and conditions set out in the Staff 
report dated November 16, 2011 ; and 

2. 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 31 1 documentation required to effect the 
transaction. 

Au. I 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE eOND OFC:::NAGER 
Real Estate Services Y:ifN 0 
Law Y ' NO 
Facilities Services Y~O U Budgets Y NO 

REVIEWED BY TAG YES NO REVIEWED BY CAO 

fifo 
NO 

D D D 

3404Q<lS 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The City of Richmond has, since August 2004, granted Vancouver Coastal Health Authority 
(VCH) a licence to occupy Garratt Elementary School. During that time, YCH, in partnership 
with the City of Richmond's Parks and Recreation Department, has been operating the 
community-based Garratt Wellncss Centre. The most recent agreement with VCH expired on 
August 15. 2011. 

The Garratt Wellness Centre is an important component of the continuum of client health care, as 
it builds community and individual capacity in the prevention and treatment of chronic disease 
by fostering community partnerships. 

The purpose of this rcport is to provide an update on the recent progress and successes of the 
Garran Wellncss Centre, and to seek Council ' s approval to entCr into a ofa new five year 
agreement, with an option to renew for an additional five years, to continue VCH's occ.upancy 
and provision of programs and services in the bui lding. 

Analysis 

The Garratt Wellness Centre represents a strong and successful relationship between the City and 
VCH's public health and community health services. The City provides the building and 
facilitates the delivery of specialized physical activity programs. VCH administers day-to-day 
operations and upkeep of the building, including utility and janitorial costs, and builds further 
reach ing partnerships with other service organizations such as caneer support groups. postpartum 
exercise groups, and community kitchens for young parents. The Ccntre has gained recognition 
in the community. and is realizing continued growth as a result of increased physician awareness, 
promotional efforts, and word of mouth from satisfied clients. 

The number and variety of programs at the Centre continues to evolve eaeh year. Initially the 
VCH focus of the Centre was on physician col1aboration, which brought in funding and referrals. 
This focus has now shifted, and the role of the Garratt Centre has expanded to facilitate 
collaboration and support for a wide range of partners and various anus of VCH. 

The Centre is now the home of the provincial service PAL (Physical Activity Line). which offers 
free phone-in advice from Certified Exercise Physiologists to anyone throughout the province 
needing assistance with their personal exercise decisions. PAL facilitates collaboration between 
programs and services offered through Garratt Wel.lness Centre, the City of Richmond, VCH and 
other community partners. PAL currently provides health-screening services to the City'S 
specialized fitness program participants, which can replace the need for medical clearance into 
programs. 

In reviewing the last five years of the relationship, both Parks and Recreation and VCH staff arc 
very satisfied with what has been accomplished. and are excited about new program and service 
opportunities as the number of participants continues to incrcase. Both panies are pleased with 
the successes to date. and strongly believe that thc partnership should continue. 

Attachment 1 outlines some of the Centre's program highlights, and lists the many community 
groups that are currcntly served by the Centre. 
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The licence: fee proposed for this agreement is $1.00 per year. This rental recognizes that VCH 
uses the Centre to provide many valuable community level services and programs. As such, . 
VCH is a community partner with the City in the provision of these services and programs. The 
City, as owner of the building, covers some sustaining faci lity maintenance costs and 
landscaping costs, which are covered in existing city operation budgets. Periodic major 
maintenance projects are completed as needed. VCR dedicates approximately $124,000 
annually fo:r the Centre's operations and coordination, and is committed to continue this funding 
for the proposed new term. This funding includes the upkeep and maintenance of all fitness 
equipment that is utilized by the City's specialized fitness programs. The City's contribution is 
approximately $28,009 per year for the specialized program delivery costs, which is offset by 
participant program fees of $36,000 per year. lbis licence has no new OBI implications. 

The basic business terms of the licence agreement with VCH include: 

• Term: An initial term of five years plus an option to renew for a 
further term of five years 

• Commencement Date: August 16,2011 

• Licence Fee: 

• Permitted Use: 

• Management: 

• M.aintenance: 

• Insurance: 

• A:lterations: 

Financiallimpact 

$1.00 per year, including the renewal option 

Operation of a Community Wellness Centre by the City and 
VCH. offering programs on a shared use basis 

VCH provides necessary supervisory staff at its own expense 

Limited to repairing or replacing pre-existing items or 
equipment which is part of the base building or building 
system. The responsibility for maintenance costs will be 
shared by the City and VCH according to a schedule which 
will be similar to the current operation 

VCH to carry aminirnum of$5 million of commercial public 
liability insurance 

VCH may make alterations to the Centre at its own expense 
with prior written approval by the City 

The licence fee proposed for this agreement is $1.00 per year. As there are no changes proposed 
from the current operation to this new agreement, the Ongoing Budget Impact is $0. 

Conclusion 

Garratt Wellness Centre's overarching goal is to foster the diverse partnerships that encourage 
regular physical activity and support participants in becoming informed, educated and active in 
selfamanaging or preventing chronic health conditions. Participants of the various programs 
develop the skills and resources required to protect and better manage their health. 

Since the Centre opened its doors to the public in 2004, the programs and services have had a 
very positive impact on the quality oflife of Rkhmond residents living with, or at risk for, a 
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variety of chronic health conditions. Participants have seen improvement in the ir functional 
capacity to carry out activities of daily life, and arc therefore able to maintain their independence 
for a longer period of time. 

The relationship between the City of Richmond and VCH is very benel1cial to the community, as 
evidenced by the interest from other municipalities> health regions and jurisdictions. This project 
truly highlights a collective goal to continue to be one of the healthiest communities in Canada. 
As such. staff recommend approval of a new licence agreement to Vel I as detailed herein. 

Carol Lepine 
Coordinator, Fitness and Wellness Services 
(604-238-8009) 
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Attachment 1 
Recent Highlights of the Garratt Wellness Centre 

• The City has increased the number of physical activity programs available for those 
individuals living with a chronic health condition from 4 weekly groups to 8. Specialized 
programs such as Heart Wcllness, Lose Weight Feci Great and Diabetes Exercise have all 
positively impacted those individuals participating in them. 

• In 2009, the Community Gardens were established. Participants learn about food security 
issues, and gain experience in growing their own food as well as cooking and preserving 
in the community kitchen. 

• The use of the building has increased overall, with additions ofa variety of programs 
such as Respiratory Wellness, Chronic Kidney Disease. bariatric nutritional counselling, 
community kitchens for young parents and foster parents, postpartum depression, hospice 
society, vial oflife, and a youth gardening project. 

• The community physical activity programs provide a tremendous support for residents to 
undl;:rstand primary and secondary prevention of chronic disease. 

• Feedback from the surrounding neighbourhood has been extremely positive. Residents 
view the Garratt Wellness Centre as a positive addition to their community. VCH 
facilitates a user and neighbourhood stakeholders group several times a year 

Community & VCH Groups Currently Being Served By Garratt Wellness Centre 

A number of community service groups are benefiting from Garratt Wellness Centre. Many of 
these groups are part of the Garratt Wellness Centre Stakeholders Group. Examples include: 

• Canadian Diabetes Society 
• Paci.lie Postpartum Support Society (PPPSS) 
• S.U .c.c.E.S.S. 
• University ofVietoria's Community-based Chronic Disease Self-Management Program 
• Physical Activity Line (PAL) 
• Seniors Falls Prevention Network 
• Riclunond Youth Support Network 
• VCrI-Richmond Outpatient Nutrition Counselling 
• VCH-Richmond Outpatient Respiratory Therapy 
• VCH-Riclunond Mental Health 
• Alzheimer's Society ofBC 
• Arthritis Society 
• Vile-Richmond Public Health NUlrition: Community Kitchen 
• RiclmlOnd Hospice Society 
• Riclunond Food Security Society 
• VClI -Richmond Chinese Diabetes Education Program 
• Canadian Mental Health Chinese Social Health Network 
• VCH-Richmond Healthiest Babies Possible: Community Kitchen 
• VCI:':I:'Richmond Oncology: Cancer Thrivers 
• Youth Gardening Project Community Kitchen 

3404098 
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 City of Richmond Agenda
   

 
 

Planning Committee 
 

Anderson Room, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Wednesday, December 7, 2011 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
PLN-7  Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held 

on Tuesday, November 22, 2011. 

 

 
  

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 
 
  Wednesday, January 4, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 

Room 

 
  

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
 
PLN-11 1. 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  Brian J. Jackson
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  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That 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. 

 
PLN-25 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson  

  STAFF 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. 

 
PLN-39 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  Brian J. Jackson

  STAFF 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. 
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PLN-67 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

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

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

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

  (2) That Bylaw No. 8836, for the rezoning of 10131 Bridgeport Road 
from "Single Detached (RS1/D)" to "Compact Single Detached 
(RC2)", be introduced and given first reading. 

 
PLN-91 5. APPLICATION BY AM-PRI CONSTRUCTION LTD. FOR 

REZONING AT7600 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) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

  STAFF 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. 
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PLN-117 6. HAMILTON AREA PLAN UPDATE OPTIONS 

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3414839) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speakers: Terry Crowe and Mark McMullen  

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That, 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. 

 
  

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
 
PLN-139 7. OPERATOR SELECTION FOR THE HAMILTON CHILD CARE 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker: Lesley Sherlock

  STAFF 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. 

 
  

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
 
 
PLN-143 8. ECOWASTE INDUSTRIAL PROPOSAL – ROAD OPENING AND 

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

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson 
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  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  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. 

 
 9. MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

At the July 5th and 19th
, 20 II Planning Committee meetings, the Committee and staff discussed 

options for undertaking a community planning process to update the Hamilton Area Plan aimed 
at densifying the Hamilton Neighbourhood Shopping Centre and Sub-Areas 2 and 3. Staff 
indicated that a report would be brought to Planning Committee in the Fall 20 II. This report 
presents the context, details and options to update the Hamilton Area Plan. 

Finding Of Fact 

Planning Conlext 
The context to update the Hamilton Area Plan involves the: 
I. 1995 Hamilton Area Plan, 
2. April 2011, Council endorsed 2041 OCP Update Concept, and 
3. June 2011 proposal from Oris Development (Hamilton) Corporation which has 

redevelopment interests in and around the Hamilton Bridgeview Shopping Centre. 

The 1995 Hamilton Area Plan 
The 1995 Hamilton Area Plan requires that, before re-development occurs in residential Sub­
Areas 1,2 and 3 (Attachment 1), more public consultation and detailed planning are to be 
undertaken, to better clarify: 
- the community's land use and amenity preferences, 
- the type and amount of preferred new development, 
- the required servicing capacity to support new development, and 
- the Richmond elementary school capacity to support new development. 

As the above requirements have been met for Sub Area I, which has since been developed, the 
focus is on ensuring that the above requirements are also met for Sub Areas 2 and 3. 

The 2041 DC? Update Concept: Densifying Neighbourhood Shopping Centres 
As part of the 2041 OCP Update Concept, with public support, in April 20 II, Council endorsed 
undertaking more detailed planning to densify the Hamilton, East Cambie, Blundell and Garden 
City neighbourhood shopping centres (e.g. 400 metres [+1-] around each shopping centre), after 
the 2041 OCP update is completed in 2012. The 2041 OCP Update Concept anticipates that with 
Council's direction, staff will lead and undertake a planning process first for the Hamilton 
Neighbourhood Shopping Centre, as the Hamilton community strongly supports such a process. 
Then, City staff would focus on the East Cambie, Blundell and Garden City shopping centres, 
with Council setting the sequence of plan preparation. Each process is anticipated to take 
approximately one year. 

In addition, the 2041 OCP Concept provides flexibility as it enables Council to consider having 
developers, with City supervision, undertake and pay for the planning processes for the Blundell 
and Garden City Shopping Centre areas. This flexibility is provided as it worked successfully in 
Broadmoor and enables the timely redevelopment of that shopping centre and provision of 
community benefits. 

3419349 
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Oris Development (Hamilton) Corporat ion's Proposal 
On June 15, 20 II, the Oris Development (Hamilton) Corporation, offered to undertake a 
densification planning process around the Hamilton Bridgeview Shopping Centre, under the 
City's direction, instead of having the City do the planning, as intended in the Council endorsed 
2041 OCP Concept (Attachment 2). Oris is proposing to do this, as it has interests in the 
Hamilton Bridgeview Shopping Centre and lands to the north and west, and wishes to have them 
re-planned and rezoned to densify them in an "expeditiously as possible" manner (see 
Attachment 3 for current Oris land interests). The affected planning area would involve Sub 
Area 3, a 400 metre (+1) area around the shopping centre, and lands to the south of the Centre. 

At Oris' initiative (not the City's), two community stakeholder focus meetings were held on 
May 26, 2011 and July 26, 2011, to see what the community's ideas and concerns were. The 
preliminary community feedback indicated that the community might prefer: 

a compact community, community policing office, library, more day care space and 
improved health care services, 
more effective safe walkable, pedestrian and bicycle options (e .g., traffic calming), to 
overcome the fact that Westminster Highway divides the community, creates an obstacle to 
pedestrians, and leads to an unsafe feeling that causes many people to drive short distances to 
access nearby shopping and other community amenities, 
a broader range of retail stores such as bakeries and butcher shops, and 
an improved public realm (e.g. sidewalks to improve walkability and cycling). 

The Oris offer was generally discussed at the July 5 and 19,2011 Planning Committee meetings 
and , at that time, Planning Committee did not appear to favour his approach. The Committee's 
concerns included that City staff, not the developer should either: undertake the whole planning 
process, or oversee and manage the developer's work and undertake the community consultation 
part of the process, so that the community would receive a full range of information and options, 
and its wishes and feedback would be fully presented to Council. As well, Committee was 
concerned that starting the process before the 2041 OCP is finalized may not be in the best 
interests of the City or Hamilton community, as it may generate uncertainly as to what the City' S 
and Hamilton's long term priorities are for Hamilton. 

Analysis 

Status o[Hamilton Area Plan.' Sub-Areas J, 2 and 3 
The current Hamilton Area Plan states that, before redevelopment can occur in Sub-Areas 1,2 
and 3, there must be more community consultation, and consideration of infrastructure and 
elementary school capacity. The status of the three Area Plan Sub-Areas is as follows: 
- Sub-Area I: As this Sub-Area has met the above Area Plan policy requirements and is nearly 

built out, to redevelop the remaining small area, no extra community consultation or studies 
are required beyond those required during the rezoning process, 

- Sub-Sub-Area 2: This Sub-Area is isolated on the Richmond / New Westminster boundary 
and requires more consultation, planning and consideration of infrastructure and elementary 
school capacity, 

- Sub-Sub-Area 3: This Sub-Area requires more consultation, planning and consideration of 
infrastructure and elementary school capacity. 

3419349 
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Existing Land Use Characteristics of Sub-Areas /, 2 and 3 
The following describes the general characteristics of Sub-Areas 1,2 and 3. 
- Sub-Area I: 

Land Use : Residential development in Area I (Lower Westminster Sub-Area) is approaching 
build out, as approximately at 80% of the total permitted 700 dwelling units are either 
constructed or under application for redevelopment (e.g. , townhouse). It will continue in 
accordance with the existing Hamilton Area Plan policies. 
Services: Most of this area is serviced by City water, sanitary and storm drainage, but further 
upgrades are required for site specific developments. 
Sub-Areas 2 and 3 - Land Use: 
A majority of the existing land uses in Sub-Areas 2 and 3 consist of single-family residential 
on lots ranging in size from 0.25 to 2 acres . In Sub-Area 3, there is a parcel owned by the 
City, which is designated for "School/Park". A majority of the remaining lots are owned by 
separate individuals and are designated for "Residential (mixed multiple and single-family)" 
in the Hamilton Area Plan Land Use Map. 
Sub-Area 2 Services: Water: This area is serviced by City water, bllt further upgrades may be 
required for specific developments. Sanitary: Existing, private on-site septic sewage disposal 
systems service many of the existing residential dwellings in the area. Sanitary works have 
been installed through the City's Capital Program to allow gravity sewer service expansion in 
Sub-Area 2. Future developers in Sub-Area 2 will be required to undertake the necessary 
works in order to connect to the sanitary system through the rezoning process. In March 
2010, Council endorsed the Hamilton Area Sanitary Servicing Strategy for public 
consultation. The Strategy outlines the necessary works to facilitate the implementation of 
sanitary sewer service to Sub-Area 2. The Strategy will be considered in replanning the Sub­
Area. Drainage: Consists of storm drainage in the form of open ditches and requires 
additional study. 
Sub-Area 3 - Services : Water: This area is serviced by City water, but further upgrades may 
be required for specific developments. Sanitary: The implementation of sanitary sewer works 
in Sub-Area 3 will occur in the future and be funded by development and City Development 
Cost Charges (details TBD in the area planning process). Drainage: Requires additional 
study. 

City Staff - Richmond School Board Staff'Consultalion 
To ensure City - Richmond School Board co-ordination, City and School Board staff have 
already have met several times, to discuss the planning of Sub-Areas 2 and 3. Richmond School 
Board staff welcome the opportunity and offered the following comments: 
- Regarding Richmond Hamilton Elementary School Capacity 

Currently, the Hamilton Elementary School has over 400 students enrolled, which is near the 
school's current capacity. The Richmond School Board submits a five-year capital plan 
proposal to the BC Ministry of Education on an annual basis, which includes a proposal to 
expand the Hamilton elementary school from current capacities. If funded, the proposed 
expansion will add elementary school capacity; however, until the proposed Hamilton 
planning program is undertaken, it is unknown if the proposed school expansion is sufficient. 

3419349 
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Regarding Richmond Hamilton High School Capacity 
The Richmond School Board staff advises that there is no high school in Hamilton, so high 
school students are bussed to their catchment school - Matthew McNair Secondary. McNair 
currently has excess capacity, but until the proposed Hamilton planning program is 
undertaken, it is unknown if the current capacity available at McNair will be sufficient. 

The options for accommodating any increase in elementary or high school students include 
utilizing existing school capacities, portables, or possibly new facilities will be explored. While 
portables are not preferred they enable new students to enrol which may actually assist the 
BC Ministry of Education in funding elementary school improvements, as the Ministry funds 
actual (not theoretical) school aged children demand. 

Richmond Consultations with City of New Westminster and New Westminster School Board Staff 
City of New Westminster: As the New Westminster community of Queensborough lies east of 
and adjacent to Hamilton, Richmond planning staff met with New Westminster City planning 
staff to discuss the opportunity to co-ordinate planning between the two neighbourhoods. 

New Westminster Schools: While most Richmond school children attend IUchmond schools, 
some attend New Westminster schools. To attend a New Westminster school, New Westminster 
School Board must approve Richmond students annually and may refuse if they don't have the 
capacity. Thus, the Richmond School Board needs to plan to accommodate Richmond students. 
Richmond City staff have consulted with the New Westminster (School District No. 40) staff to 
learn about Queensborough elementary, middle and high school capacities, and they advise of 
the following: 
- Elementary School: There is currently one elementary school (Queen Elizabeth Elementary­

K to Grade 4) and one middle school (Queensborough Middle School Grade 5 to 8) located 
in Queensborough. Neither of these schools currently utilizes or needs portables for 
classrooms to accommodate children. Both the elementary and middle school are not at full 
capacity with sufficient space available to accommodate additional children based on 
preliminary enrolment projections supplied by New Westminster School District staff. It is 
unknown how many Richmond elementary and middle school students currently attend or 
will attend New Westminster schools and this will be explored during the Hamilton area 
planning process. 
High School: It is unknown how many Richmond high school students currently attend or 
will attend New Westminster high schools and this will be explored during the Hamilton area 
planning process. 

While consultation with the New Westminster Council and School Board is proposed, it is to be 
clearly noted that it is the IUchmond City Council who will determine the contents of the 
Hamilton Area Plan Update. 

)4 19349 
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Main Issues 
In light of the Hamilton Area Plan requirements, the current proposed 2041 OCP Concept and 
the Oris proposal to undertake densification replanning around the Bridgeview Shopping Centre, 
the following planning issues require clarification: 

Exactly what Hamilton areas require replanning? 
Should there be one or two planning processes? 
Who and how will the platming process be managed? 
When will the planning process start? 
What will be the Terms of Reference for the planning process? 

These issues are addressed below: 

The SpeciOc Proposed Hamilton Planning Areas (Attachment 4) 
The following two Sub-Areas are proposed for replanning: 

Sub-Area 2: This area is on the Richmond - New Westminster border, 
Sub-Area 3 (Expanded): Includes both the current Sub-Area 3 and the Bridgeview Shopping 
Centre which both require more planning and consultation. Staff recommend that they be 
combined and also include lands to the south of the shopping centre. This approach will 
achieve planning and consultation efficiencies. 

One Planning Processes 
City staff considered if there should be one planning process for Sub Areas 2 and 3 (expanded), 
or two separate planning process at different times. After review, staff recommend that there be 
one simultaneous planning process for the above identified Sub-Area 2 and Sub-Area 3 
(expanded), for the following reasons: 
- Both areas require replanning, 
- Developers are interested in redeveloping both Sub-Areas and the shopping centre, 
- As Sub-Area 2 will benefit by the new TransLink sanitary sewer updates starting in 2012, 

developers are already inquiring when they can redevelop in Sub-Area 2, 
- Oris is offering to undertake the planning for Sub-Area 3 and lands to the west and south, so 

it can redevelop sooner than later, 
- Hamilton and Queensborough residents will only need to participate in one planning process, 

not two processes, and 
- City staff will only need to manage one planning process. 

For these reasons, one planning process is recommended for the above identified Sub-Area 2 and 
Sub-Area 3 (expanded). 

34 19349 
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Who Is To Manage and Undertake The Planning Work 

City staff have identified the following options for planning Sub-Areas 2 and 3 (Expanded): 

Re-Planning Options 
Hamilton Sub-Areas 2 and 3 (Expanded) 

Options Description I Comments 

Option 1 - Theme: City Supervised - Developer Does All Work Start Before 2041 OCP is Done 
Recommended - How is the planning process to be managed? 

- The City will supervise all work, including technical processes, issue seoping and public 
consultation, via the Terms of Reference (see below), 

- The developer will do and pay for all the studies and administrative work under the 
oversight of the City, 

- If approved, City staff would finalize the study Terms of Reference. 
- When is the planning process to start? 

- The work would start in January 2012 and take approximately a one year to complete. 
- Who pays? 

- The developer pays for all studies, in order to start the planning process early as City 
staff cannot start in January 2011 , as they must first compete the 2041 OCP. 

- Prior Example 
- This option was successfully done for the Broadmoor Shopping Centre densification 

plan . 
- Pros 

- Enables the City to manage the process. 
- Enables the developer to begin earlier (e.g., in Jan 2012) than initially intended (after 

the 2041 OCP is completed). 
- Developer pays for studies. 

- Can 
- May not satisfy Planning Committee's concern that City staff should lead and undertake 

all the work, or at least manage the developer's work and lead all community 
consultations. 

Option 2 - Theme: City Undertakes All The Work - Start After The 2041 OCP Is Done 
Not - How is the planning process to be managed? 
Recommended - The City will supervise and do all work via Terms of Reference. 

- The developer will not do the work, as this option has no early start option for him. 
- If approved, City staff will refine the study Terms of Reference and begin the work. 

- When is the planning process to start? 
- This option aims at having City staff, as intended in the endorsed 2041 OCP Concept, 

undertake the Hamilton Area planning work, starting after the 2041 OCP is completed. 
It is anticipated that the work would take approximately one year to complete. 

- Who pays? 
- The developer does not pay for the work, as there is no early start time for him. 

- Prior Example: 
- This option was successfullv done for the West Cambie and City Centre Area Plans. 

- Pro : 
- Enables the City to manage and lead the process. 
- City would begin the process as initially intended, after the 2041 OCP is completed. 
- City's pays for all work, which is within City budgets. 

- Can: 
- Not the developer's preference, 
- Would delay the re-development in these areas for approximately a year. 

Summary Option I - Theme: City Supervised - Developer Does The Work (Recommended) 
Option I is recommended as it enables City staff to continue to give proper attention to 
completing Council's existing priorities (e.g., 2041 OC P Update), enables a developer to start 
the planning process for both Sub-Areas 2 and 3 (expanded) earlier than intended and supports 
timely re-development in Hamilton. 

3419)49 
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The proposed Hamilton Area Planning Option I process will not be like the recent Cornerstone 
3531 Bayview heritage zoning application, or the Oris River Drive multi family rezoning 
process, nor the recently proposed Leung townhouse rezoning proposal at the corner of 
No 2 Road and Maple Road. The proposed Option I approach will be City supervised, involve 
much more comprehensive planning and community consultation than was done for the 
Bayview, River Drive, and No.2 and Maple Road rezoning proposals. The proposed Hamilton 
Area Plan update process will be a consultative, comprehensive and complete process similar to 
that undertaken for Broadmoor which was appreciated by the community and successful. 

In lieu of Option I , Option 2 is advisable, as originally intended in the endorsed 2041 OCP 
Concept. City staff suggested that it is not practical for City staff to lead and begin the Hanlilton 
Area Plan Update in January 2012, as other Council priorities take precedence (e.g., completing 
the 2041 OCP, beginning the No 5 Road Backlands Policy Review). 

Proposed Hamil/on Public Consul/a/ion Area (Attachment 5): 
Whichever Option is chosen, City staff propose that the whole Hamilton community be 
consulted when planning the above-identi tied Sub-Areas 2 and 3 (expanded). As well, when 
planning Sub-Area 2, staff propose that Queensborough residents be invited to comment with the 
clear understanding that Richmond Council will make the final decisions regarding any Area 
Plan policy changes. 

The community consultation process will involve consultation with the residents, businesses and 
property owners to determine their interests and preferences for the above identified Sub-Area 2 
and 3 (expanded). The range of public consultation approaches will include public open houses, 
stakeholder meetings, surveys and the City's Web site. A social media tool will be considered. 

Terms o(Re[erence for Planning Hamil/on Sub Areas 2 and 3 (Expanded) 
Attachment 6 includes a draft Terms of Reference (ToR) for based on Option I being chosen. 
The proposed ToR aim at preparing a comprehensive Area Plan update for Sub-Areas 2 and 3 
(expanded). The highlights of the ToR include preparing: a 2041 vision, goals, objectives, 
improved sustainability (e.g., green buildings, infrastructure), land use, density, building height, 
traffic, safety, street beautification, economic viability, engineering, servicing, environmental 
and recreations policies, and design guidelines, as necessary. As part of undertaking a planning 
process based on the Option I ToR, the following professionals would be engaged by the 
developer to provide advice with the oversight of the City: 

Planner - Land use, density and building form, 
Architect - Design guidelines for buildings and open spaces, 
Environmental Consultant - Riparian / other environmentally-sensitive areas, parks, 
Geotechnical Engineer - Soil conditions for buildings and servicing, 
Servicing Engineer - Water, sanitary and storm sewer services, 
Transportation Engineer - Major road improvements and local road network, road standards, 
cycling and pedestrian network; and 
Other, as necessary. 

Area 2 Planning Considerations: In undertaking the proposed Option I planning process in 
Area 2, the proposed land uses and densities will need to consider existing Area 3 land uses and 
densities and what exists and is planned for the adjacent area of Queensborough. The New 

.141 9349 
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Westminster OCP designates the area adjacent to Area 2 for a range of relatively low to medium 
density residential uses, from single-family to detached townhouses, and low to medium density 
multi-family. Some of the Queensborough area further to the east at Gifford Street and Ewan 
Road has been recently been redeveloped, into residential and mixed-use townhouse projects 
between 0.70 to 0.90 Floor Area Ratios (FAR). 

Area 3 Planning Cons iderations: In undertaking the proposed Option I planning process, in 
Area 3 (expanded), the proposed land uses and densities will need to complement: 

the existing single-family and townhouse uses in the adjacent areas to the west and south 
where the existing single family developments are relatively new and have somewhat larger 
lots (an average of 500 sq. m.) than rather than 360 sq. m. lot sizes allowed elsewhere in 
Hamilton, and 
the newer townhouse development (approximately 12 units/acre) to the south of the 
Bridgeview Shopping Centre which have a .055 Floor Area Ratio (FAR). 

If Option 2 is chosen, the City would refine the ToR after the 204 1 OCP is finalized. 

City staff recommend that until the Hamilton Area Plan update is completed, no rezoning 
applications will be processed. 

Next Sleps 
Once Council provides direction, City staff will either: 

For Option I, finalize the ToR work program in late 20 II , and in 2012 supervise the 
developer's work, or 
For Option 2, await the completion of the 2041 OCP Concept in 2012, refine the ToR as 
necessary and begin the work. 

Financial Impact 

Either option can be undertaken within the current City budget. 

Conclusion 

The 1995 Hamilton Area Plan and the endorsed 2041 OCP Update Concept require more 
plarll1ing and community consultation in the above identified Sub-Areas 2 and 3 (expanded) 
which includes the Bridgeview Shopping Centre, before redevelopment can begin. 

As developers are expressing an interest in redeveloping and planning in Hamilton, City staff 
have identified two planning preparation options and recommend Option 1 where the City 
supervises the work and the developer undertakes and pays for the work. 

TZ~~ger, 
Policy Planning 
(604-276-4139) 

TTC:cas 

3419349 

2n,a~inator, 
Major Projects 
(604-276-4173) 
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Attachment 1 Map of the Existing Hamilton Area Plan : Sub-Areas 1, 2 and 3 

Attachment 2 Oris Development (Hamilton) Ltd .'s Letter 

Attachment 3 Map Showing Oris Development (Hamilton) Corporation's Land Interests 

Attachment 4 Map of Proposed Hamilton Planning Areas: Sub-Area 2 and Sub-Area 3 (expanded) 

Attachment 5 Map of Proposed Hamilton Consultation Area (Queensborough residents are to be consulted in 
replanning Sub-Area 2) 

Attachment 6 Draft Terms of Reference for Option 1 To Plan Hamilton Sub-Areas 2 and 3 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

Legend 

I I. Lower Westminster Sub·Area (Area 1) 

2. Boundaryrrhompson Sub·Area (Area 2) 

3. Westminster Hwy., North of Gilley Road Sub·Area (Area 3) 

I 
City of Burnaby 

Municipality of Delta 

Original Date: 04/1911 0 

Hamilton Sub-Areas 1, 2 & 3 Amended Date: 

Note: Dimensions arc in METRES 



PLN - 128

June 15, 2011 

City of Richmond 
Planning & Development Department 
6911 NO.3 Road 
Richmond, B.C. 
V6Y 2Cl 

Attention: Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning 

Re: OCP Review for Hamilton 

Dear Terry: 

ATTACHMENT 2 

Oris Development (Hamilton) Corp. 

12235 - No.1 Road 

Richmond, Be 
V7E 1T6 

As previously discussed with both yourself and Mr. Brian Jackson, Oris has acquired the northeast corner of Westminster 
Highway and Gilley to 23140 Westminster Highway. We intend to proceed with neighborhood consultation to rezone 
this property to a Comprehensive Development District zoning reflecting the City's and the community's desire to 
increase density around the existing shopping centre on the south side of Gilley. We have reached an agreement with 
Amana Developments Ltd., owners of the shopping centre at 23180 and 23200 Gilley Road, to represent their interests. 
We understand that the City is holding an OCP review meeting with the community on June 16'h, 2011. The intent is, in 
part, to confirm the desire of the community for densification. Oris intends to attend this meeting representing our 
interests and those of Amana Developments Ltd. 

It is our understanding that City staff intends to provide a report to Council informing them of the interest that Oris has 
expressed in executing a neighbourhood consultation process based on the Broadmoor Shopping Centre terms of 
reference. It is our intent to proceed with this process as expeditiously as possible. To advance this process, I would ask 
you to provide a link to any "needs assessment" documents the City may have related to the area. Of principle interest 
are assessments of the need for daycare, a community policing station and a library. However, any other studies 
undertaken to determine the community needs wou ld be appreciated. As well, it would be helpful to know of any 
transportation, transit improvements and public space improvements planned for the area under the Transportation 
Department, Engineering Department or Parks Department. 

As you are aware, Oris has held a community focus group meeting (Thursday, May 26'h, 2011 at the Bethany Baptist 
Church). Some of the preliminary comments we have received involved the opportunity to provide space for: 

• a community police station 

• a library. 
• additional daycare space to augment the daycare operated in the Bethany Baptist Church. 

Community PoliCing Office 
I understand there has been discussion with the community about a Community Policing Office . I understand the new 
community centre presently provides space for the RCMP. I have spoken with Phyllis Carlyle about this issue and would 
appreciate the opportunity to discuss further what the needs of community might be and what impact our project might 
have on those needs. 

Telephone: 604.241.4657 I wvvw.orisconsulting.ca 
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Library 
With regard to a possible library, the community focus group expressed an interest in having such a facilit y in the area . 
In conversation with Greg Buss, it was suggested that a facility of approximately 4000 square feet would be the 
appropriate size for the Hamilton community. Provided that the development proposal achieves a level of density to 
support the contribution of this amount of space, we would like to continue the dialogue about a library with the library 
Board and the City to determine if this would be desirable from the City's perspective. 

Daycare 
I understand from John Foster that the daycare in the Translink facility will be owned by the City and operated by a not 
for profit society . I would request that a meeting between ourselves, the Bethany Child Care operator and City staff to 
assess the needs of the community and to ensure that there is coordination between the R.F.P. the City intends to issue 
for the Translink facility, the existing daycare and any additional space or support that our project may contribute . 

Some discussion was had about the possibility of relocating some of the health care services displaced from the former 
Mitchell School site . I would appreciate any information the City has on what services were housed there and if there is 
a need for a facility to house those services and if the Hamilton area is an appropriate location for them. 

As we progress in our conversation with the community, I am sure that other ideas will surface. I look forward to 
working with the City and the community stakeholders to prioritize these needs and to ensure that the development 
contributes an appropriate level of support relative to the scale of the development. Oris will be holding a second focus 
group meeting. in July. As soon as a date and location are confirmed, I will ensure you have that information. I would 
appreciate any feedback you can provide prior to that meeting with a view to ensuring Oris does not misrepresent the 
possibilities to our focus group. 

Sincerely, 

Dana Westermark 
President 
Oris Development (Hamilton) Corp. 

Cc: Brian Jackson, Director of Planning 
John Foster, Manager of Community Social Development 
Phyllis Carlyle, General Manager, Law and Community Safety 
Greg Buss, Chief Librarian 
Simon Ho, Oris Consulting Ltd. 

Telephone: 604.241.4657 I www.orisconsultinq.ca 
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Legend 

I . Phase 1 - Ground Oriented Townhouse 

2. Phase 2 - Mixed Usc Mu lti-Fam ily 

3. Phase 3 - Mixed Use Multi -Famiy 

4. Phase 4 - Mixed Usc Mu lti-Fam ily 
(Bridgev iew Shopping Centre S ite) 

City of Burnaby 

ATTACHMENT 3 

I 
I 

Municipality of Delta 

Oris Development (Hamilton) Corp's 
Current Land Interests 

Hamilton Neighbourhood 

Origi nal Dale: 11 / 16111 

Amended Date: 

Note: Dimensions are in METRES 
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Legend 
I. Lower Westminster Sub-Area (Area I) 

2. BoundarylTholTlpson Sub-Area (Area 2) 

3. Westminster Hwy., North of Gilloy Road Sub-Area (Area J) 

* General Planning Area (TBD) 

I 

City of Burnaby 

Hamilton Planning Areas 
(Shaded Areas) 

ATTACHMENT 4 

Municipality of Delta 

Original Date: 0411911 0 

Amended Date: 11/0911 1 

Note: Dimensions arc in METRES 
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ATTACHMENT 5 

Legend 
1. Lower Westm inster Sub-Area (Area J) 

2. BOlllldarylThompson Sub-Area (Arc3 2) 

3. Westmi nster Hwy., North ofG ilky Rood Sub-Areo (Area 3) 

C=:J Consultation Area 

City of Burnaby 

Municipality of Delta 

Hamilton Neighbourhood Centre 
Planning Consultation Area 

O riginal Date: 0411 9/ 10 

Amended Date: 06114/ II 

Note: Dimens ions are in METRES 
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ATTACHMENT 6 

November 29, 2011 
DRAFT Terms of Reference 

For Option 1 To Plan Hamilton sub·Areas 2 and 3 (Expanded) 
1. Status 

These draft Terms of Reference will be modified based on Council's direction. 
These Terms Of Reference are to be read in conjunction with the November 23, 2011 Hamilton Area 
Plan· Planning Options Report to Council. 

2. Purpose 
The purpose of the Terms of Reference (TOR) is to provide the City and developers with certainty by which: 

A developer, under City supervision, can undertake a planning and public consultation process for Hamilton 
Sub·Areas 2 and 3 (Expanded). 
After the Hamilton Area Plan is updated, developers may submit development applications to redevelop the 
Sub·areas. 

In this manner, there will be an appropriate planning framework which reflects community preferences and can 
be used to assess the appropriateness of specific development applications. 

3. Consultation Considerations 
The planning consultation area is to be all of Hamilton and for Sub·area 2 include Queensborough residents. 

The Richmond School District, the City of New Westminster and the New Westminster School Board are to be 
consulted. The following school matters are to be addressed 

Review the existing capacities at the Hamilton Elementary School for school aged. children. 
The Richmond School District will be consulted throughout the development of the Master Plan. 
Residential growth will be aligned with options to provide appropriate space for school age children within 
existing facilities. The Richmond School District and Province will determine if school expansion (through 
temporary - portables or permanent school expansion) is necessary based on the growth of school·aged 
children in the area. 

4. Hamilton Area Plan Requirements 
The Hamilton Area Plan (HAP) requires that, before re·development occurs in the Sub·Areas 2 and 3 (expanded) 

Additional public consultation is to occur, to learn the community's land use preferences; 
More detailed planning is to occur, to better clarify and manage the type and amount of preferred 
development; 
The City's infrastructure capacity to service new development is to be clarified; and 
The Richmond and New Westminster School Board's ability to provide elementary schools is to be clarified. 

5. Existing 1999 Official Community Plan (OCP) Policies for All Neighbourhood Centres 
An objective of the OCP is to maintain a hierarchy of retail and personal service locations in the City (e.g., City 
Centre, neighbourhood centres, local commercial centres). The neighbourhood centres and local commercial 
centres are outside the City Centre and are intended to meet community-wide and neighbourhood needs. The 
OCP identifies seven "Neighbourhood Centre" locations one of which is the Hamilton Neighbourhood Centre. 

The existing broad OCP Neighbourhood shopping centre development policies emphasize: 

]4[ 0090 

Fostering a "village" character for neighbourhood retail districts outside the City Centre; 
Enhancing neighbourhood shopping centres by: 

Supporting their development and use as neighbourhood service centres by encouraging 
neighbourhood services and amenities to cluster in their Vicinity, 
Improving the pedestrian, bike, wheelchair and scooter·friendliness of these centers, to achieve a ~main 
street" gathering place for the surrounding neighbourhood; 

Encourage the development of small, pedestrian-friendly, streetfront convenience and personal service 
facilities on major roads to complement neighbourhood service centres and meet the needs of surrounding 
residents; and 
Limit strip retail and large warehouse-style ~big box" retail to specific locations identified for auto-oriented 
commercial use, paying special attention to design and traffic circulation. 
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6. Relevant OCP Policies for the Hamilton Area Neighbourhood Shopping Centre Area 
The relevant OCP policies for the Hamilton Neighbourhood Shopping Centre Area are: 

Provide opportunities for viable commercial development within the established commercial core to serve 
the day to day needs of the area residents and workers; 
Keep Hamilton's commercial core in its present central location; 
Evaluate the need for additional commercial space when the populations of Hamilton and Queensborough 
grow; 
Recognize the physical impact of business activity on Hamilton by acknowledging travel patterns in 
transportation improvements and by controlling design impacts through design guidelines; and 
Minimize impacts between proposed business uses and established residential neighbourhoods. 

Note: Other OCP policies (e.g., growth management, housing choice, neighbourhood characteristics and design, 
transportation, the natural environment, parks and open space, community facilities and services, city 
infrastructure, flood protection) in Schedule 2.14, "Hamilton Area Plan", are also to be considered . 

7. Hamilton Neighbourhood Shopping Centre Area Planning Considerations 
The following principles are to be addressed in the Hamilton Neighbourhood Shopping Centre Master Plan: 

Emphasize Sustainability (e.g. , social, economic and environmental, the City's Green Building policies, 
infrastructure); 
Achieve a Compact Community: 

Better integrate development with the surrounding urban fabric, 
Foster a pedestrian-friendly, mixed-use (e.g., residential, office, commercial) neighbourhood, 
Allow new uses including interior and exterior oriented retail uses , 
Encourage street-oriented retail and the development of a 'high-street' concept along Gilley Road , 

Improve connectivity and transit to and from the shopping centre; 
Encourage a more integrated access network of street, bicycle and pedestrian paths to enhance non-car 
land uses; 
Improve linkages to the surrounding neighbourhood (including improved pedestrian crossing of Gilley at 
relevant locations; 
Improve transportation including circulation, parking and loading areas, and pedestrian and cycling 
connections; 
Encourage alternatives to the car (e.g., bus passes, bicycle facilities, and walking), within a 5 to 10 minute 
walking distance (400 to BOO metres; 1,200 to 2,500 feet) ; 
Improve pedestrian and traffic safety; 
Improve economic viability for existing and proposed business uses; 
Community benefits provided by developers to provide community amenities that are commensurate with 
the development and do not compromise economic viability of developments. 

The proposed land uses and densities in Areas 2 and 3 should complement the existing single-family and 
townhouse uses in the adjacent areas of Hamilton to the west and south, and across Boundary Road in 
Queensborough to the east. 

The current Bridgeview Shopping Centre site should be redeveloped into an urban mixed-use neighbourhood 
with a variety of building forms which complement adjacent areas and consider: 

The building forms and a mix of 3 storey townhouse and 4-storey mid-rise buildings (All-Residential or Mixed 
Multiple-Family Residential/Commercial), 
Buildings of varied heights, and 
Mixed use and commercial buildings with a mix of interior-oriented retail and street-oriented retail along 
Gilley Road (Main Street) . 

B. General Considerations For Sub-Areas 2 and 3 (Expanded) 
The following concerns are to be considered and addressed in the planning process: 

]410090 

A Community Vision: 
An overall area Neighbourhood shopping centre vision and character statement (e.g ., retail and 
residential streetscapes, Gilley Road, New Westminster Highway and Smith Drive streetscape). 

Mixed Use Types and Quantities: 
The land use types and amounts that are needed and likely to be achieved in this location. 
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Density and Land Use 
From the proposed 2041 OCP Concept, the following density framework has been prepared as a guide and 
may be changed during the planning process. 

Sub Area 2 
This area is envisioned to be primarily townhouse and possible duplex and triplex multiple-family 
residential. 
Sub-Area 3 - Neighbourhood Shopping Centre Inner Core 
The inner core would include commercial, townhouse and apartment multiple-family, mixed-use and 
institutional uses. 
Sub-Area 3 - Neighbourhood Shopping Centre Outer Core 
The outer core is the area within a 5 minute walk to the inner core and would include commercial and 
townhouse multiple-family uses. 

Building Heights 
Within the Bridgeview Shopping Centre and along Gilley Road ("Main Street"), the building heights are 
to be varied and the maximum building height is to be no more than 4 storeys above parking . 
Buildings with affordable housing or institutional uses may be higher than 4 storeys up to 6 storeys 
above parking. 

Building Form: 
For all uses, a variety of building fonms; 
For residential uses, 3 storey townhouses, mid-rise buildings and townhouses. 

Urban Design 
Public safety (CPTED) must be incorporated into building and landscaping designs. 
Provide community focal points and elements to give a sense of place . 
Improve streetscape and the public realm (e.g ., medians, boulevards, street furniture) . 

Amenities 
Identify any current gaps in community amenities (e.g., childcare, parks) and the anticipated need for 
them. 
Provide more built affordable housing and child care facilities. 
Enhance parks, trails, community facilities, recreation and public plazas. 
Public art. 

Transportation 
Transit - Enhance transit service to the neighbourhood shopping centre that provide linkages to 
regional centres and other neighbourhood centres in Richmond. Ensure transit stops and related 
infrastructure (pedestrian linkages) are integrated in to Master Plan . 
Pedestrians - Provide a safe, convenient and integrated walking environment to facilitate pedestrian 
movements to and from the neighbourhood shopping centre and surrounding areas (e.g., 
school/community centre, surrounding residential areas). 
Cycling - Enhance cycling infrastructure and maximize opportunities to promote cycling as a mode of 
transportation to/from the neighbourhood shopping centre and promote linkages to existing established 
cycling routes; 
Street network - Improve circulation and accessibility by reviewing the existing street network to ensure 
it safely accommodates multiple modes of transportation (car, bike , pedestrian) and requiring new 
roads, frontage and road upgrades in conjunction with development proposals. 
Access to Arterial Roads - Access for new developments to Westminster Highway (Major Arterial) and 
River Road (Local Arterial) should be limited and existing accesses removed when possible and 
designed to address site specific concerns. 

Engineering Planning and Services 
Infrastructure Upgrades (water, sanitary sewer, storm drainage): 

The existing water, sanitary sewer, storm drainage capacities are to be identified; and 
The proposed improvements to accommodate new land uses are to be identified. 

Developments will provide the necessary infrastructure needed (sanitary, water and storm) based on 
existing City servicing plans (e.g. sanitary) or develop servicing plans for approval by the City. 
In addition to servicing works being undertaken by developers, the City will review capital works and 
DCC programs to determine any appropriate projects for the area due to possible changes in DCC­
funded services resultant from proposed changes in land use. 
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Parks 
Establish linkages for pedestrian movements to and from community destinations (school , community 
centre, neighbourhood centre), parks , trails through the neighbourhood shopping centre area and 
surrounding area and facilitate linkages through way-finding signage . 
Provide strong linkages to the waterfront for both development proposals and public trails. 

Environmental Sustainability 
Sustainability: Maximize opportunities for sustainability and ensure that all developments incorporate 
sustainability measures , 
Ecological Resources: Manage existing ecological resources in the area (e.g., RMAs [e.g., Queens 
Canal], waterfront, ESAs) and integrate park related developments and infrastructure within this context. 
Important Water Elements: Water Recognize that watercourses, canals and the waterfront as strong , 
defining components of Hamilton's natural landscape, 
Stewardship: Foster community environmental stewardship. 
Riparian Design Considerations: Incorporate the riparian element into the character and design of new 
development (e.g., the shopping centre, residential, parks) 
Provincial Contaminated Sites Regulation: Address contaminated sites. 
Enhance: Protect, restore and enhance ESAs I RMAs. 

Flood Protection - as per City policies and bylaws 

9. An Implementation Program 
An Implementation Program is required and is to include: 

effective planning polices and design guidelines; 
zoning and building requirements ; 
a Financing Program which shows: 

Costing and paying for desired public amenity and infrastructure upgrades (e.g., amenities, public realm 
improvements , streetscape upgrades, public art) ; 
How much each element (e.g., infrastructure, amenities, public realm improvements, streetscape 
upgrades) will costs, on site and off site; 
Identifies sources and timing of revenue for the improvements, including: 

Direct development payments for works adjacent to redevelopment sites (e.g. sidewalks , street 
lighting , landscaping); 
Current and additional DCC payments at subdivision and building permit (open space 
improvements, street works, servicing upgrades and daycares); 
Amenity costs generally at rezoning (e.g. required and voluntary contributions); 
Amenity costs at rezoning for a density bonus. 
a public amenity and infrastructure phasing plan; 

measure to ensure that City costs related to new development and associated amenities are to be zero or 
minimal. 

10. Process, Studies and Schedule 
City Staff Team and Role 

3410090 

A City staff team will be responsible for the overall management of the process, supervising the developer 
and ensuring that the Terms of Reference are addressed. The City staff team membership will include staff 
from Planning , Development Applications, Transportation , Economic Development, Engineering , Parks and 
Environmental Sustainability. 

Developer Proponent Role 
Proponents will be responsible for doing all the work at their expense. The proponent wi ll undertake 
necessary studies including: 

Demographics 
Land use (residential, commercial, office) 
Economic: a study of the market potential of proposed developments in the Master Plan at the existing 
Bridgeview Shopping Centre location and proposed Gilley Road Main Street and financial feasibility of 
redevelopment (e.g. opportunities and constraints to new development, including residential and 
retail/service uses). 
Urban design (e.g. neighbourhood fit, character and streetscape) 
Engineering 
Flood Protection 
Traffic and transportation 
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Financing 
Proposed City and private land ownership 
Other issues identified during the course of the ptanning process 

The proponent witl engage the services of the foltowing professionals to undertake the work: 
Planner - Land use, density and building form , 
Architect - Design guidelines for buildings and open spaces, 
Environmental Consultant - Riparian I other environmentally-sensitive areas and parks, 
Geotechnical Engineer - Soil conditions for buildings and servicing, 
Servicing Engineer - Water, sanitary and storm sewer services, 
Transportation Engineer - Major road improvements and local road network, road standards, cycling 
and pedestrian network; and 
Others, as necessary. 

Public Consultation Considerations 
Consult with residents, property owners, tenants, businesses, community groups and stakeholders 
particularly by using a variety of City approved methods (e.g., open houses, mail in surveys, random 
telephone surveys). 
All City residents are also to be invited to provide comments. 
An initial open house and survey is required to provide an opportunity to identify issues and 
opportunities, and solutions. 
The proponent will ensure that community needs are addressed via the creation of draft options for 
further review by the public and Council. 
A follow-up open house will be held to provide an overview of the options and survey results. 
Refinements will be made to the draft Plan based on comments received on the draft options from 
Council and the public at the second open house. 

Schedule 
The specific work schedule will be refined in discussions between City staff and the developer. 

11 . The Products 
The study products are to include: 

survey result summaries , 
Background information and technical reports, 
Draft amendments to the Hamilton Area Plan , including: a vision, goals, objectives, policies and design 
guidelines; 
An Implementation Program 

13. Time 
The planning process is anticipated to take approximately a year. 

Prepared By Policy Planning, City of Richmond. 

3410090 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Planning Committee 

Cathryn Volkering Carlile 

Report to Committee 

Date: November 14, 2011 

File: 
General Manager - Community Services 

Re: Operator Selection for the Hamilton Child Care Facility 

Staff Recommendation 

That the Society of Richmond Children's Centres be endorsed as the operator of the City-owned 
chi ld care faci l ity to be constructed, pending rezoning, at 23591 Westminster Highway. 

Cathryn Volkering Carlile 
General Manager - Community Services 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: 

Project Development 

Financial Services/Purchasing 

REVIEWED BY TAG 

3408574 

YES 

0,< 

CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

NO REVIEWED BY CAO NO 

D D 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

As part of a rezoning agreement with TransLink to develop a Bus Operations and Maintenance 
Facility at Westminster Highway and Boundary Road, the City negotiated the transfer of2.43 
acres plus a monetary contribution of approximately $1,770,000 for conllllLUlity amenities, and 
an additional $50,000 for trail development. 

In June 20 I 0 Counci I endorsed the use of these lands and funds for the establishment of a City­
owned child care facility on the understanding that, prior to opening the facility, traffic safety 
concerns will be addressed as outlined in the recon1111endations. A rezoning report to Council to 
ensure an appropriate land use designation to accommodate the facility is anticipated in early 
2012. This report will include information regarding traffic safety improvements. 

Findings Of Fact 

To ensure that the City-owned facility is designed to optimize its use and suitability for the 
intended age groups and programs, staff sought to secure an operator for the centre prior to 
facility design. Involving the operator in design helps to ensure that the layout is well suited for 
its purpose. As an architect for the project has been engaged by Project Development staff, the 
provider selection process was initiated so that design may proceed. 

On June 30, 2011 , a Request for Expressions oflnterest (RfEOJ) was published on BC Bid and 
the C ity website. It was also sent to Child Care Licensing (Vancouver Coastal Health) and the 
Ricl11110nd Child Care Resource and Referral Centre for distribution to their networks. A closing 
date of September 16, 20 I I provided eleven weeks for submission preparation. One Expression 
of Interest (EOJ), submitted by the Society of Riclll110nd Chi ldren's Centres (SRCC), was 
received by the closing date. The complete submission is on file with the City's Purchasing 
Department. 

A panel consisting of City staff plus a representative of the Child Care Development Advisory 
Committee and the Hamilton Community Association participated in the selection process. The 
process involved completing an evaluation matrix of the submission and a follow-up interview 
with the SRCC Executive Director. The proponents' understanding of the submission 
requirements, community context, operating vision, experience, proposed programming and 
human resource/linancial capacity were assessed. 

Analysis 

I. RfEOl Response 

The limited response to the RFEOI, whereby only one submission was received, may reflect a 
number of factors . Child care operators [ace a number of administrative challenges, including 
attracting and retaining staff; remaining financially viable with the introdllction of full school­
day kindergarten ; and offering care to priority age groups (infant/toddler and/or school age care) 
while maintaining financial viability. 

Another set of limitations pertain to the capacity of child care operators to meet the RFEOJ 
requirements. Although eleven weeks were provided to complete the EOl, many child care 
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providers are challenged to prepare submissions due to limited staff time and experience with 
such processes. To provide the type and extent of information required by the RFEOI , experience 
in starting up and operating child care facilities is needed. as well as sufficient time and expertise 
to provide the required information and documentation. The CCDAC representative indicated 
that, while other providers may have considered preparing submissions, requirements were such 
that potential applicants were discouraged. 

While challenging, staff consider that the RFEOI requirements realistically reflect the skills and 
experience required to successfully plan, open and operate the new centre. To identify ways of 
increasing child care provider capacity, CCDAC will be asked to consider roles that various 
stakeholders might play to enhance providers' capacity to participate in future RFEOls. 

2. SRCC Submission 

Based on a submission review and interview results, the selection panel unanimously 
recommended the SRCC as the child care provider for the Hamilton facility, based on their 
philosophy, programming, operational practices, experience in planning and opening new 
facilities, and history of providing quality care in Richmond. However, the panel acknowledged 
that logistical challenges, as identified by the SRCC and outlined below, must be addressed for 
successful implementation. 

The SRCC identified constraints related to their ability to open two centres in anything less than 
a six-month window, in terms of both human resource and financial capacity. As the SRCC will 
be operating the City-owned facility at the Oris "Remy" development, estimated to open in 
January 2013, their first commitment is to successfully open that facility. 

Following rezoning approval of the community amenity land, site preparation will commence. A 
pre-load period of at least six months is anticipated. As the facility will be modular, construction 
of the building may occur simultaneously with s ite pre-loading, resulting in a time saving of 
several months. If no unforeseen delays occur, the facility would likely be ready to open in 
January 2013, coinciding with the Remy facility opening. Rather than delaying the schedule, 
staff propose that facility construction proceed, following rezoning approval, to avoid rising 
construction costs. As a September opening is preferred by the operator to ensure full enrolment, 
staff propose that the facility opening be adjusted accordingly. This opening date reflects the 
timeframe anticipated in the RFEOI. 

3. Options 

(I) Select the SRCC as the operator of the Hamilton Child Care Facility (Recommended). 

Pros: 

The SRCC: 
was the sole responder to the RFEOI and met the requirements, 
is experienced in facility planning and opening new centres, 
has a well-established reputation for providing quality care, 
is committed to providing infant/toddler and/or school age care in the Hamilton facility, 
was unanimously endorsed by the se lection panel. 
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Cons: 

No other child care providers submitted EOrs. 
SRCC is unable to open two new centres in less than six months due to human resource 
and financial constraints, and their first commitment is to open the Remy facility. 
The Hamilton facility opening will be delayed by several months. 

(2) Re-issue the RFEOI to see if submissions from other child care providers might be received. 

Pros: 

Cons: 

Child care providers would be given another opportunity to prepare submiss ions. 
Opening two new centres simultaneously is un.likely to be a concern for other providers. 
It is unlikely that the opening schedule would need to be amended to accommodate a 
prior c011Unitment (e .g., to the Remy facility). 

There is no assurance that additional submissions would be received. 
The scope of work and submission requirements identified in the current RFEOI would 
have to be significantly changed, before re-issuing the RFEOI, which is not 
reconunended. 
Facility design would be delayed. 
As a September opening is optimal for any child care provider, and the facility will not be 
ready in September 2012, opening may be postponed until September 2013 regardless of 
the provider selected. 

As re-issuing the RFEOI would not benefit the City nor the Hamilton community in a 
substantive way, and the SRCC has a history of providing quality, affordable, accessible care, 
staff recommend that the SRCC be selected as the operator of thi s facility. 

If the staff recommendation is endorsed, Real Estate Services will bring forward a report 
detailing property lease terms at a future date. 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact at this time. 

Conclusion 

Staffreconunend that Counci l endorse the selection ofthe SRCC as the operator of the Hamilton 
child care facility. 

Lesley Sherlock 
Social Planner 
(604-276-4220) 
LS:ls 
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City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Department Report to Committee 

To: Planning Committee Date: November 23, 2011 

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

File: 10-6360-08/2011-VoI01 

Re: Ecowaste Industrial Proposal - Road Opening and Development 

Staff Recommendations: 

I. That the opening and development of road works to extend Blundell Road from where it 
currently ends (on the east side orNo. 7 Road) to Savage Road , be approved. 

2. Thai the opening and development of road works along Savage Road between Williams 
Road and Francis Road , be approved. 

3. That authorization to Ecowaste IndustTies 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. 

{fi~~,J 
Brian J. Jackson, MelP 
Director of Development 

BJ:ke 
Alt. 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Ecowaste Industries Ltd. intends on developing approximately 170 acres (69 ha) of Industrial (I) 
zoned and designated land they own directly to the west of Port Metro Vancouver lands 
(Attachment 1- Location Map). To facilitate this significant light industrial development, new 
roads and City services are required to be extended to the area. Opening of existing road 
allowances to permit the construction of road works along Blundell Road (No.7 Road to Savage 
Road) and Savage Road (Williams Road to Francis Road) requires Council approval. Blundell 
Road, between No.7 Road and Savage Road, is fully contained within the Agricultural Land 
Reserve (ALR), therefore approval from the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) is required to 
open and develop Blundell Road (Attachment 2 - Road Allowances Proposed to be Developed). 

A Development Permit application (DP 11-566011) is also required and has been submitted for 
the industrial development to address agricultural buffering and to mitigate proposed works 
along No.7 Road canal, which is designated as a Riparian Management Area and 
Environmentally Sensitive Area. Prior to considering the Development Permit application, 
Council approval of the road openings must occur first. If Council and the ALC approve the 
road openings, staff will bring forward the Development Permit application when the review is 
complete. Future road and infrastructure construction will be undertaken through a Servicing 
Agreement required to be completed by the developer. 

Purpose 

This staff report: 

• Presents inFormation related to the Ecowaste light Industrial development proposal and 
related request to open and develop City roads. 

• Requests Council approval to open and develop Blundell Road (from just east of 
No.7 Road to Savage Road) and Savage Road (from Williams Road to Francis Road). 

• Requests authorization for Ecowaste Industries Ltd. to apply to the ALC for permission 
to open and develop road works and related City services (storm, sanitary, water) in 
Blundell Road (between No.7 Road and Savage Road), which is contained in the ALR. 

Development Site Location, Context and Background Information 

The site consists of two parcels generally bounded by the Blundell, Savage, Williams and 
No.7 Road allowances. The northern development parcel is 140 acres and the smaller parcel 
south of the Francis Road allowance is 30 acres. 

The north parcel is the site of the decommissioned Richmond Landfill, which has been operated 
by Ecowaste since 1971. The former landfill site is significantly higher in elevation than 
surrounding parcels due to the past fill activities. Generally, elevations of the former landfill site 
are highest in the middle portion of the 140 acre parcel with the grade decreasing slightly 
towards the outer edges of the uppermost elevation of the landfill. Around the perimeter of the 
site, elevations drop significantly to match existing grades. 

337 1247 
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To date, land clearing and sand/fill material storage has been the extent of modifications and 
activities on the smaller 30 acre parcel located between Williams and Francis Road. 

Land uses surrounding the subject site consist of industrial and port related developments to the 
east and south. Land contained in the ALR is located to the north of Blundell Road and east of 
Savage Road. Ecowaste's active landfill operation (for which approvals have been granted by 
the ALC) is situated to the north. Land uses to the west consist of a golf course (Country 
Meadows), cranberry fields and naturally landscaped areas all within the ALR. 

To the North: 

To the East: 

To the South: 

To the West: 

Across the Blundell Road allowance, an Agricultural (AG 1) zoned parcel 
in the ALR. 

Across the No.7 Road allowance/canal, Industrial (I) zoned parcels (Port 
Metro Vancouver. 

Across the rail right-or-way, Industrial (I) zoned parcels. 

Across the Savage Road right-of-way, parcels zoned for Agriculture 
(AG I) and Golf Course (GC). 

Extent of Road Services in Area 
Currently, the northern parcel is not serviced by a municipal standard road. Currently, Blundell 
Road ends approximately 100 m (328 ft.) east of No. 7 Road. The southern parcel has road 
frontage on the narrow portion of the subject site on Williams Road. 

Background Information - Landfill Operations 
The Richmond Landfill was decommissioned in 2000 and Ecowaste is required to maintain and 
manage the former landfill operation to Ministry of Environment standards for industrial 
development. Based on information submitted by Ecowaste, the Richmond Landfill received 
construction and demolition waste and excavation materials . The site is owned, managed and 
serviced by Ecowaste and has a variety of buildings, service roads and leachate control/treatment 
structures that monitor activities on the site. 

Summary of Light Industrial Development Proposal - Ecoridge Industrial Park 

Ecowaste is proposing to develop a 170 acre light industrial park. The development's (Ecoridge 
Industrial Park) primary activity will be light industrial businesses focllssed on Port supporting 
and transport based shipping and logistics operations, which are permitted and comply with 
Industrial (I) zoning. Proposed buildings will cater to tenants that require large areas and will 
generally range in size from approximately 9,300 m2 (100,000 ft2) to 93 ,000 m2 (1,000,000 ft2). 

Ecowaste has indicated that it will retain ownership of the entire 170 acre light industrial 
development and no further subdivision of the two existing parcels is planned. As a result, the 
Ecoridge industrial development will consist of a number or large areas leased on a long-term 
basis to individual tenants . Phasing and build-out of the Ecoridge development is proposed to 
take approximately 10 to 15 years, which is subject to change, depending on demand and market 
conditions. Generally, the initial phases of industrial development will occur first on the north 
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portion of the 140 acre parcel next to Blundell Road. Subsequent phases will proceed around the 
perimeter of the parcel with the final phase planned for the smaller 30 acre parcel south of 
Francis Road. Please refer to Attachment 3 for a conceptual phasing plan of the Ecoridge 
development . 

Road construction will be sequenced with the build-out of the Ecoridge development as outlined 
in the phasing plan. Blundell Road construction will occur first to provide access to the northern 
development lot. Private roads will then be developed within northern lot to provide access to 
buildings. Later stages of road construction in other City road allowances (Savage Road and 
Francis Road) will not happen until development of the southern 30 acre parcel occurs, which is 
targeted for build-out in 10-15 years based, on the proposed phasing plan and market conditions. 

Related Policies & Studies 

Official Community Plan - Land Use Designation 
The 170 acres of land is designated for Business and Industry in the Official Community Plan 
(OCP) Land Use Map and the proposed uses comply with the light industrial activities planned 
for the development (refer to Attachment 4 for OCP Land Use Map). 

Official Community Plan - Transportation 
The OCP Transportation section contains objectives and policy statements that support the 
development of road infrastructure and traffic management to facilitate the movement of goods 
and serv ices for commercial and industrial activities. To address the impact of the development 
on surrounding roads and identify required traffic routing and management measures, the 
proponent submitted a Traffic Impact Assessment that has been reviewed, with key 
recommendations supported by staff. Proposed opening and development of roads as outlined in 
this report compl ies with the transportation objectives and policies outlined in the OCP. 

Counci l Policy 5013 - Property Fronting Undeveloped Roads (Construction Requirements) 
This Council Policy ensures that properties to be developed are serviced by all necessary City 
infrastructure and roads. In situations where extensions of existing roads will service other 
properties, the Policy requires Council approval to open or extend the applicable roads (refer to 
Attachment 5 for Policy 5013) 

The northern development parcel (situated between Blundell, No.7, Francis and Savage Road 
allowances) is not currently serviced by a municipal standard road or City services. Opening and 
development of Blundell Road results in services and access being available to the proposed 
Ecoridge development and requires Council approval (as per Policy 5013). 

The southern development parcel (situated between Williams, Savage and Francis Road) is 
serviced by an existing, opened portion of Williams Road along the site's south frontage. 
Although this site has frontage and access to Williams Road, the proponent has indicated that 
development of a road along Savage Road from Williams to Francis Road is necessary to 
facilitate proper access to a parcel that is long and narrow. The opening of Savage Road is not 
the primary access to the southern parcel as it already has frontage on Williams Road. However, 
one property in the ALR immediately to the east of Savage Road would potentially have access 
to services with development of a road and therefore requires Council approval. 
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PLN - 147

November 23,20 II - 5 - 10-6360-08/2011-VoI01 

The impacts of road development in or adjacent to land in the ALR is discussed later in this 
report. Road development works on Francis Road (east of Savage Road), although required for 
the Ecoridge industrial development, does not require Council approval as road development 
along this portion of Francis Road does not result in servicing of any additional properties. 

Consultation 

Agricultural Advisory Committee 
On July 14,2011, the Agricultural Advisory Committee (AAC) reviewed the Ecoridge 
development proposal and related request to open and develop new roads required to service the 
project. The AAC supported the development and opening of the above mentioned roads based 
on the proponent ' s commitment to buffer its development to surrounding agricu ltural areas and 
the limited impact road development would have on surrounding agricultural operations. 

In conjunction with support of road development along Blundell , Savage and portions of Francis 
Road, the AAC recommended that measures be implemented to ensure that a majority of the 
traffic associated with industrial development be routed to and from the north (via Blundell 
Road), which was a comment made in relation to mitigating impacts on the road network to the 
south (Williams Road; Steveston J-IwylHighway 99 Interchange). The AAC also provided 
feedback on minimizing light overspill and buffering to agricu ltural areas, which will be 
addressed in the Development Permit application required for th is development due to 
proximity/adjacency to the ALR. An excerpt of the July 14,2011 AAC meeting minutes is 
contained in Attachment 6. 

Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
Initial consultation with Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO) has commenced in relation 
to works within the designated Riparian Management Area (15 m) along No.7 Road canal (also 
designated as an Environmentally Sensitive Area - ESA), which requires DFO approval. Impact 
of proposed works and associated enhancement and compensation within the RMA and ESA will 
be addressed through the Development Permit application process, which will involve additional 
consultation with DFO staff. 

Port Metro Vancouver 
Port Metro Vancouver (PMV) is aware of the proposed industrial development as representatives 
from Ecowaste and City staff have had direct communication with PMV staff on the project. 
PMV staff have been forwarded information on the 170 acre Ecowaste industrial development in 
conjunction with Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) undertaken by Ecowaste's tTansportation 
consultant. 

Specific comments from PMV on the submitted TIA have been communicated to City staff and 
the proponent. PMV comments generally relate to ensuring the TIA takes into account the most 
recent information on the Port's development plans and built out of remaining land within 
PMV'sjurisdiction. A specific comment from the Port relates to the timing of both the Port and 
Ecowaste ' s industrial development and their impacts on traffic volumes. Ecowaste's consultants 
will be undertaking a sensitivity analysis to ensure their traffic model accounts for these timing 
concerns. In response, Ecowaste's transportation consultant is currently in the process of 
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revising the TlA where appropriate and preparing a separate addendum report for review and 
comment by PMV and City staff that responds to all technical questions raised by the Port. 
Applicable updates related to the revised TIA and addendum report will be provided in the 
forthcoming Development Permit application report. 

City staff have also been communicating with PMV for an industrial project on PMV land (east 
of No. 7 Road) and have forwarded comments and relevant information on the proposed 
Ecowaste development and related infrastructure works so that the PMV industrial development 
takes into account future infrastructure works in the area. 

Description of Preliminary Road Works 

This section provides a general overview of road development works based on the preliminary 
cross-section provided by Transportation staff. Refer to Attachment 7 for a map of road 
development. 

Blundell and Savage Road Works 
For Blundell Road (Contained in ALR), works will consist of the construction of an industrial 
standard road aligned on the north side of the road allowance as an interim half-road based on 
the ultimate cross-section of works planned for Blundell Road when fully developed in the 
future. In conjunction with the paved road, construction will also include a sidewalk (south side 
of Blundell Road), shared bike/pedestrian path (north side of Blundell Road), street lighting, 
medians and curbs/gutter to the appropriate City standard. Based on the required cross-section 
for Blundell Road , additional land will need to be secured on both the north and south sides 
(approximately 2.2 m) and will be finalized in latter design stages of the road and development. 

A bridge structure is also required for the No.7 Road canal crossing which will be integrated 
with the proposed works within Blundell Road. Blundell Road works will extend as far west as 
possible, but wi II not extend all the way to the Savage Road allowance due to the signi ficant drop 
in elevation associated with Ecowaste landfill operations at the western edge. The proposed 
extension of works along Blundell Road does not connect to any existing opened road in the 
SavagelBlundeli Road vicinity nor does it introduce any additional development pressure on 
agricultural areas. 

For Savage Road (Outside of the ALR), works will consist ofan appropriately designed road 
within the existing road allowance between Williams and Francis Road. Pedestrian/bicycle 
infrastructure and treed boulevard treatments will be located on the east side of Savage Road 
next to the industrial development. The west side of Savage Road will integrate a fence and 
landscape buffer treatment because it abuts the ALR. Identified works for Savage Road will fit 
within the existing 20 m (66 ft.) wide road allowance. Additional land is required at the south 
end of Savage Road from the proponent's industrial site (east side only) to account for a 10 m 
(33 ft.) wide reduction of the existing road allowance. The final amount of land to be secured 
will be determined through the detailed road design process. 
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Additional Supporting Road Works 
A number of additional road works are required that tie-in to portions of Blundell and Savage 
Road proposed to be opened and developed. A portion of Francis Road (approximately 210m 
east of Savage Road) will be developed in the ex isting 20 m (66 ft.) wide road allowance with 
continuation of frontage works (pedestrianlbike paths; treed boulevard). A private road 
developed through the northern development site from Blundell to Francis Road (referred to as 
Graymont Blvd. in the applicant's plans) will serve as the primary north/south running road 
providing access and required infrastructure to light industrial tenants located in the 140 acre 
parcel. 

Development of road works in Francis and Graymont Blvd. also facilitates the ability for traffic 
associated with development of the smaller parcel south of Francis to access/exit through 
Blundell Road. Information on the traffic study and specific measures to prohibit general and 
industrial traffic use of the road connection between Williams and Blundell Road is outlined later 
in the report. 

Phasing of Road Development and Provisions for Secondary Emergency Vehicle Access 
Initial road construction will be associated with development of the northern parcel. 
Construction of Blundell Road along with portions of Graymont Blvd coincides with the first 
phase of building construction. Subsequent buildings on the northern parcel wi ll involve 
additional extension of other private service roads (including Graymont Blvd.), all with primary 
access/egress through the Blundell Road extension across the frontage of the Ecoridge 
development. Construction of Savage and Francis Road will not occur until the final phase of 
the Ecoridge development associated with build-out of the southern 30 acre parcel between 
Williams and Francis Road occurs. 

Until the development of roads occurs along Savage and Francis Road, secondary access (for 
emergency vehicles) needs to be provided for the northern lot once buildings are constructed to 
account for an alternative access route in the event of a blockage on Blundell Road. The 
proponent has indicated that a network of existing internal service roads currently provides 
access throughout the 170 acre development site, including a means to access the entire Ecoridge 
development site from Williams Road. These roads are currently utilized by Ecowaste vehicles 
and large trucks for maintenance and monitoring of the former landfill site and access to the 
active landfill operation on the north side of Blundell Road. The proponent has indicated that 
these internal service roads will remain (for private maintenance use only - no public access) 
throughout the build-out of the Ecoridge development and can be utilized to provide for 
secondary emergency vehicle and fire access. 

Through the forthcoming Development Permit, Servicing Agreement application and Building 
Permit application for each phase, secondary emergency vehicle access provisions and 
firefighting provisions will be identified, reviewed and approved by City staff, including 
Richmond Fire Rescue. Upon preliminary review, Richmond Fire Rescue staff have identified 
the following requirements to Ecowaste to assist in the preparation of a plan to address 
secondary emergency access provisions: 

• Accessible at all times for all emergency response vehicles. 
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• Access points (from Williams Road) and routes through the site is clearly marked and 
signed where appropriate. 

• All secondary emergency response routes be maintained to the appropriate standard as 
determined by Richmond Fire Rescue. 

• A finalized plan is required to be reviewed and approved by City staff (Riclunond Fire 
Rescue) through the forthcoming Development Permit application. 

Staff Comments 

Planning and Development 
Based on the previous use of the development site as a landfill operation, the Ministry of 
Environment has notified both Ecowaste and the City that approval of any development 
application associated with the site (i .e., Development Permit) is suspended until a certificate of 
compliance or remediation agreement to demonstrate that the site is being properly managed and 
monitored is obtained by the proponent. The suspension of approval placed on the subject site 
by the Ministry of Environment does not impact or hold up the request to open and develop 
roads as outlined in this report. Confirmation of compliance and Ministry release will be a 
condition of the forthcoming Development Permit associated with this project. 

If additional lands are required to be secured for City road works and services, additional 
investigation will need to be conducted by the proponent related to the presence of any existing 
or potential contaminants. Based on this investigation, the appropriate mechanism to secure the 
land (statutory right of way over dedication) will be identified in the development process. 

Engineering 
As part of the report to request road opening, there is no requirement for the proponent to enter 
into agreements to construct the road works or City infrastructure (i.e . sanitary, storm and water) 
associated with the Ecowaste development. The forthcoming Development Permit will identify 
the required road works and City infrastructure requirements. 

Based on the size of the proposed 170 acre industrial development by Ecowaste, the required 
works associated with City infrastructure (sanitary, storm and water) to service the project will 
be significant. In support of the forthcoming Development Permit application, the proponent has 
submitted a servicing strategy to the City that outlines the approach and required servicing works 
for sanitary, storm and water systems and road development works. Engineering staff are 
reviewing the servicing strategy so that all issues are resolved and necessary upgrades identified. 
The following is preliminary information on required City infrastructure works: 

• Sanitary - There is no sanitary sewer service to the subject development parcel(s). 

)]71247 

Extension of the existing sanitary sewer system along Blundell Road from the 
development site to where it currently ends (approximately 400 m east of No. 7 Road) 
will be required. Additional upgrades including any new sewer pump stations and works 
to existing sanitary sewer infrastructure (i.e., sanitary pumpstations; forcemains; sewer 
lines) where new sanitary works will tie-in to may be required and will be determined 
through the review and approval of the servicing strategy. These works are not included 
in the Development Cost Charge (DCC) program. 
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• Storm - The No.7 Road Drainage Pump Station is at capacity and fully subscribed by the 
existing uses and primarily serves as the main drainage station for farming in East 
Richmond. The drainage proposal involves routing storm water from the development 
site along Blundell Road to the No.7 Road canal. Additional works may include 
construction of a new drainage pump station and upgrades and works to ex isting storm 
system infrastructure (i.e., storm pumpstations; canals) may be required and will be 
determined through the review and approval of the servicing strategy. These works are 
not included in the DCC program. 

• Water - City water service will involve the extension of the existing line along Blundell 
Road. For development on the southern 30 acre parcel, connection to the existing water 
line along Williams Road is available . Any potential upgrades to existing water service 
in the area will be identified in the review and approval of the servicing strategy. The 
developer is responsible for ensuring adequate fire flow and any upgrades required. 

On-site infrastructure works to service various phases of the 170 acre development proposal will 
be on private systems based on an on-site engineered design. All works involving City services 
or road development will require approval of a Servicing Agreement that will address the design 
and construction of works . Based on the large size of the Ecoridge development, it is anticipated 
that a number of Servicing Agreements will be required and sequenced with the phased build-out 
of the project. Additional information on specific City servicing works will be identified in the 
forthcoming Development Permit application. 

All new storm, sanitary and water infrastructure works or upgrades required to existing City 
systems as a result of Ecowaste's industrial development proposal is required to be completed at 
the sole cost of the developer. 

Transportation 
City transportation staff and the proponent have been working together to determine the 
appropriate cross-sections and necessary works for road development to service the Ecoridge 
development. Transportat ion has identified the minimum road cross-sections for Blundell Road, 
bridge over No.7 Road canal, Francis Road, Savage Road and the private road (Graymont Blvd) 
running through the northern development lot. Additional work on the functional road design 
will be undertaken by the proponent through the Servicing Agreement for relevant portions of 
road development. 

The proponent has submitted a Traffic Impact Assessment (TIA) in relation to the proposed 
industrial development, which justified new road development and examined traffic related 
impacts specific to the project and surrounding road network. Transportation staff reviewed and 
concurs with key recommendations of the TIA report related to road opening and development. 
Any specific items (i.e. , traffic control measures; upgrades) identified in the TIA will be 
implemented through the Servicing Agreement design submission process. 

Analysis of Issues - Road Opening 

Traffic Generation and Vehicle Routing 

3371247 
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A key issue related to the opening of Blundell and Savage Road is determining how industrial 
and general vehicle traffic will access and exit the development site. For the Ecoridge 
development, the proponent has submitted a TIA to indicate that Blundell Road will be the 
primary access and egress for all vehicles upon redevelopment of the site and that the existing 
surrounding road network can accommodate the traffic generated from the light industrial 
activities. The TIA also confirms that the development will result in no net increase in traffic at 
the south end of the site at Williams Road. Based on the small amount of future building area 
requiring access to and from Williams Road , there will be no increase in traffic on the 
surrounding road network (including the Steveston Highway & Hwy 99 Interchange). 

As recommended in the TIA and supported by Transportation staff and the proponent, a traffic 
control measure will be implemented as part of the road works to prevent a connection for 
general and industrial traffic between Williams and Blundell Road. This measure will prohibit 
general traffic through a specifically designed traffic control point, but will allow access for 
permitted vehicles (i .e., emergency vehicles, transit) and other users (i.e., pedestrians and 
cyclists). The conceptual design of the traffic control measure involves the following: 

• Double cul-de-sac at each road end to enable commercial vehicle turn around. 
• Controlled access lane connecting each cul-de-sac to allow for travel by permitted 

vehicles only and other non-motorized users. 
• Signage, potential speed bumps and other traffic control measures determined through the 

design. 
• Francis Road has been identified as the preliminary location of this traffic control 

measure; however the final location will be determined through the design process. 
• At this time, the objective of these traffic measures is to not increase the traffic generated 

at the Steveston Hwy/Highway 99 Interchange until additional planning and 
transportation infrastructure upgrades occur along the Highway 99 corridor (including 
applicable highway interchanges). 

Agricultural Impacts on or Adjacent to the ALR 
Proposed road works involve Blundell Road along the site's northern frontage (fully contained in 
the ALR) and Savage Road between Williams and Francis Road (outside of the ALR). 

For Blundell Road - application to and approval from the ALC is required for any road related 
works contained in the ALR. The site to the north of Blundell Road is the location of 
Ecowaste's active landfill operation and no further development or subdivision potential will 
result due to road works as the site is zoned and designated for agriculture. An extension of 
Blundell Road also does not facilitate additional access to properties west of the intersection at 
the Savage/Blundell Road allowances. ALR landscape buffering provisions has been 
incorporated on the industrial zoned site on the south side of Blundell Road, which will be 
reviewed and secured through the forthcoming Development Pennit application. Therefore, 
impact on ALR land and agricultural activities will be minimal. 

For Savage Road - no approval is required from the ALC for the road works. Only one property 
in the ALR on the west side of the road will be provided with new frontage as a result of the 
Savage Road works. However, no intensive development would be permitted as the site is zoned 
and designated for agriculture and therefore, further subdivision or redevelopment into other uses 

3371247 
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would not be supported and requires Council approval. Similar to the approach for Blundell 
Road, the proponent has prepared a landscape buffer plan to be located on the industrial 
development site in conjunction with hedging and fencing within the Savage Road allowance on 
the east side directly adjacent to the ALR. This ALR buffer landscape plan will be reviewed and 
secured through the forthcoming Development Permit application. 

OppOltunities for Improved Pedestrian, Transit and Bicycle Connections 
The proposed development of roads along Savage, Francis, Blundell and the private road (called 
Graymont Blvd. by the applicant) running north-south through the Ecoridge development will 
significantly improve and enhance transit, pedestrian and bicycle linkages between Williams and 
Blundell Road. The preliminary cross-sections of Savage, Francis and Blundell Road all include 
specific pedestrian and bicycle dedicated pathways designed to integrate and transition with 
established infrastructure in the surrounding area. 

City staff and the proponent are also working on establishing an off-road pedestrian/bicycle 
pathway that would provide a linkage between Francis and Blundell Road and run along the 
south and east edge of the northern Ecoridge development lot. This pathway would utilize an 
existing private gravel service road used by Ecowaste to monitor the decommissioned landfill 
site. Both the proponent and City have expressed an interest in exploring and securing a public 
pathway along this general alignment subject to resolution of any technical issues. Staff will 
continue to work with Ecowaste to achieve this trai I connection and can provide status updates 
when the Development Permit application is brought forward for consideration. If a path is 
secured and established, it would not be operational until the final phase of the Ecoridge 
development proceeds, which involves supporting pedestrianlbicycle pathway works in 
conjunction with road development along Savage and Francis Road. 

Future Process and Forthcoming Development Permit Application 

If Council approval is granted to open and develop Blundell Road between No.7 and Savage 
Road, Ecowaste will file the appropriate application with the ALC along with all necessary 
supporting documentation from the City. ALC staff will review the application and contact the 
City for any additional comments on the proposal prior to the ALC making a decision. 

A Development Permit application is required for the Ecoridge industrial development on both 
lots totalling 170 acres to address: 

• Agricultural/ALR buffers to the north and west and the provision ofa comprehensive 
landscape buffer plan. 

• Mitigation and enhancement associated with all works done in RMA and/or ESA 
designated areas in conjunction with the No.7 Road canal. 

A Development Permit application has been submitted by Ecowaste (DP 11-566011), which is 
being reviewed by staff. 

Financial Impact 

None. 
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Conclusion 

The opening and expansion of roads as outlined in this staff report is critical to the development 
of the Ecoridge industrial park. Road opening to facilitate continued growth and development of 
employment lands is supported by the OCP. All technical issues associated with road 
development have been addressed. Staff support the request to open and develop Blundell and 
Savage Road. 

"k 
/ 

Kevin Eng 
Platmer I 

KE:cas 

Attachment I: Location Map 
Attachment 2: Road Allowances Proposed to be Developed 
Attachment 3: Conceptual Ecoridge Industrial Park Phasing and Development Plan 
Attachment 4: Official Community Plan Land Use Map 
Attachment 5: Council Policy 5013 - Property Fronting Undeveloped Roads (Construction 

Requirements) 
Attachment 6: Excerpt of July 14,20 II AAC Meeting Minutes 
Attachment 7: Conceptual Map of Road Development 
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,---------------------------------------------------- ATTACHMENT5 

City of Richmond Policy Manual 

Page 1 of 1 Adopted by Council : Sept. 8/80 POLICY 5013 

Re-affirmed: July 27/98 

File Ref: 8350-00 PROPERTY FRONTING UNDEVELOPED ROADS - CONSTRUCTION 
REQUIREMENTS 

POLICY 5013: 

It is Council policy that: 

Prior to property being utilized for any purpose requiring a building permit, the following 
requirements must be met: 

1. The property must be legally registered as a single parcel of land in the Land Title Office. 

2. The property must have frontage on a public road right-of-way containing City services 
across the total frontage of the property to the required standards for the zone and sized 
for future extensions . The services must be extended or improved to meet this criterion. 

3. Where extensions of existing roads will open or will effectively service other properties , 
such extensions must receive Council approval. 

4. A lot which is the site of an existing dwelling unit may be used as a site for a 
replacement dwelling , although the lot does not meet the requirements of this policy. 

5. If the required services do not exist, they must be provided at the cost of the applicant. 

6. This policy applies to all City zones. 

(Urban Development Division) 

113686 



PLN - 160

Excerpt of Agricultural Advisory Committee Meeting Minutes 
July 14, 2011 

ATTACHMENT 6 

Development Proposal - Ecowaste Lands Proposal to Open Roads in/or Adjacent to the 
ALR 

Staff provided an overview of the summary table contained in the agenda packages and 
highlighted the following about the project: 

o The subject lands are outside and adjacent to the ALR and are proposed for a light 
industrial development ( 170 total acres). This land use complies with existing OCP 
designations and zon ing regulations. 

o The proponents have identified that the development of roads along the Blundell 
Road allowance (along the site 's northern frontage) and Savage Road allowance 
(west frontage between Williams Road and Francis Road allowance) is necessary to 
provide access to the development. 

o The ALC have confirmed that the Blundell Road allowance is fully contained in the 
ALR (thUS requiring an application and approval from the ALC to develop a road). 
Savage Road has been confirmed not to be in the ALR (boundary is on the west 
property line of the road allowance). 

o Council policy requires that Council Approval is required for development of roads 
that would result in the servicing of properties. Therefore, Council approval is 
required based on the proposal to develop Blundell Road and portions of Savage 
Road. A small portion of Francis Road (not directly adjacent to the ALR) is also 
required to be opened to facilitate access to the southern "panhandle" portion of 
property. 

o A Development Permit application would also be required to address ALR 
adjacencies and buffering and Environmentally Sensitive Area 
mitigation/enhancement and that thi s application would be brought to the AAC for 
review and comment at a future date . Detailed information on the preliminary ALR 
buffer concept was submitted in this submission to the AAC for comments as we ll. 

Norm Laube and Tom Land presented additional background on the site and overall 
development plan and highlighted the following: 

o The development site is a former landfill (primarily construction debris) site that 
closed approximately 6 years ago. The proposed development is consistent with the 
City land use and zoning designations for the area and represents the western extent 
of lands that would service Port Metro Vancouver. 

o A majority of the vehicles and trucks will gain access to the site from Blundell Road 
to the north. A north-south connection through the site (via portions of Savage Road 
and Francis Road opening and internal road through site) is also proposed to service 
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the industrial development and provide improved transit service and bike/pedestrian 
connections through the area. It was also referenced that the north-south connection 
would facilitate the creation of a secondary emergency access to the site. 

o The applicant provided an overview of the varying ALR buffer treatments and 
building setback to the ALR boundary for 3 adjacencies (I) Blundell Road; (2) 
Savage Road (between Francis and Blundell); (3) Savage Road (between Williams 
and Francis). 

AAC members made the following comments on the proposal: 

o A question was asked about if there was any drainage infrastructure in the vicinity of 
the Savage Road allowance. Committee members and staff commented that drainage 
infrastructure along Savage Road existed in conjunction with a cranberry farm near 
Savage and Francis Road intersection. AAC members suggested that if road works 
are proposed along Savage where drainage canals exists either in the road allowance 
or adjacent to it, all works need to accommodate and support agricultural drainage. 

o Questions arose surrounding the leachate containment system on the subject 
development site . Ecowaste identified that a full leachate containment system was 
developed for the former landfill site and is operated in accordance with Ministry of 
Environment approvals. Any water that leaches through the landfill site is collected 
through a series of pipes and then treated appropriately. Ecowaste also highlighted 
that the development plan involves them remaining as the owner of the site and that 
they will be responsible for maintaining the leachate containment system as long as 
necessary. 

o Impact of a light industrial development on the liveability of surrounding agricultural 
areas with single-fanlily residences was a concern pertaining to the light overspill 
(from trucks, building mounted lights and lamp standards) and noise (rail) generated 
from the development. Additional comments were made that these factors need to be 
taken into consideration in the development so that the liveability of residences in the 
ALR is not diminished, thereby minimizing the impact on agricultural viability. 

o A comment was made about if this development in conjunction with the extension of 
Blundell Road further west would result in development pressure west of Savage 
Road. Staff responded that lands west of Savage Road are in the ALR and designated 
for Agriculture in the OCP. 

o Comments from members were made about how a connection to the industrial 
development to the south (via Williams Road) would have a huge impact on 
Steveston Highway (at the Highway 99 interchange) and that this should be 
considered a significant downside to the development as proposed. The applicant 
responded that the development is being designed so that the primary access/egress to 
the site will be through Blundell Road in order to connect to the Westminster 
Highway Interchange and newly constructed Nelson Road Interchange. Staffalso 
advised that the north-south connection and issues surrounding vehicle access and 
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egress to the south at Williams Road has been identified as an issue by staff and in the 
applicant's traffic impact assessment study. Staff are reviewing the impacts of this 
and are in the process of working with the traffic consultant to determine options to 
limit vehicle access/egress from the south portion of the site; thereby requiring 
vehicles and commercial trucks to travel to the north. 

o The applicant highlighted that construction along Blundell Road will remove truck 
traffic that currently comes from Williams Road to access the active landfill site on 
the north side of Blundell. 

o A question was asked about the potential for rail to service the subject development 
site and whether buildings could be oriented to minimize impacts (i.e., noise). It was 
noted that rail service would not be technically feasible for the northern (130 acre) 
site due to grades . Rail service would be a possibility for the "panhandle" lot to the 
south, and that the proposal would involve buildings between the rail line and 
agricultural areas to lessen impact. 

o The Blundell Road allowance consists of a gravel private access road utilized by 
Ecowaste for the operations of the landfill. No existing ditching or drainage canals 
are situated in the Blundell Road allowance. Due to the significant elevation change 
within the Blundell Road corridor between No.6 Road and Savage Road, it would not 
be possible to create a drainage connection out to No.6 Road. 

o A reference was made to the proposed buffer scheme along Savage Road (between 
Francis and Blundell) and that Ministry guidelines established a 8m buffer that should 
include a solid planted screen to address issues related to sound transfer, light 
overspill and minimizing dust/odour transfer to neighbouring areas. Therefore, it was 
suggested that the adjacency along this portion of Savage Road should be considered 
for a planted buffer screen to address some of the agricultural adjacency and 
liveability concerns noted by AAC members . Staff identified that the use of 
Evergreen Huckleberry should be avoided. 

o In response to questions about how the ALR buffer will be secured and forthcoming 
process, staff identified that as part of the Development Permit application process, a 
legal document, landscape plan and appropriate bonding wi II be secured to ensure 
implementation of the ALR buffer. The Development Permit application (ALR 
buffer and adjacency) will also be forwarded to the AAC at a future date for further 
review and comment. 

o Clarification was provided that the application to the ALC pertaining to Blundell 
Road was not to exclude the land from the ALR. The application is a "Transportation 
Use" proposal in the ALR. 
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As a result of the discussion, the AAC forwarded the following motion: 

That the Agricultural Advisary Cammillee support the proposed development of roads to 
service Ecowaste industrial designated lands along Blundell Road (between No. 7 Road and 
Savage Road), Savage Road (between Williams Road and Francis Road) and a small portion 
of Francis Road immediately /0 the east of Savage Road subject /0 the following conditions: 

• Vehicle and commercial truck traffic to the indus/rial development be routed to and 
from the site from the north via Blundell Road. 

• Implementation of appropriate buffering, setbacks and planted screens along 
adjacencies to the ALR /0 address concerns about light overspil/, maintaining 
liveability in agricultural areas and mitigate against typical farm activities that 
generate noise, odour or dust. 

Carried Unanimously 



PLN - 164

r-------____________________________________________ ~TTACHMEIUL~ 

---
•••••• 

* 00000 

LEGEND 

Road Deve lopment (Council 
Approva l Required) 

Road Developm ent 

Pri vate Road (Public Access 
Perll1iUcd) 

Potential Locat ion of Traffic 
Control Measure 

Potential Public Tra il 

ALR 
BOUNDARY 

FRANCISRlW 

WILLIAMS RD 

) 

BLUNDELL RlW . - -
- -~--- ----------- --

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • 

0 0
0 

0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

~ 0 
0 
0 
0 t"-
o ci 0 
0 2: 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 
0 

0 0 

Original Date: 10104111 

Revision Date: 
Conceptual Map of Road 

Development 
Note: Dimensions arc ill METRES 



PWT – 1 

 City of Richmond Agenda
   

 
 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 
 

Anderson Room, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Wednesday, December 14, 2011 
4:00 p.m. 

 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
PWT-3  Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Public Works & 

Transportation Committee held on Wednesday, November 23, 2011. 

 

 
  

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 
 
  Wednesday, January 18, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 

Room 

 
  

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
PWT-11 1. WILLIAMS ROAD DRAINAGE PUMP STATION 

(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.11301) (REDMS No. 3417598) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  Jim Young

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the concept for the Williams Road Drainage Pump Station be 
endorsed. 
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Pg. # ITEM  
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3420977 

 2. MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 

Wednesday, November 23,2011 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

COWlcillor Linda Barnes, Chair 
Council lor Sue Halsey-Brandt, Vice-Chair 
Councillor Derek Dang 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Councillor Ken Johnston 

Minutes 

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

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
Thai the minutes 0/ the meeting 0/ the Public Works & Transportation 
Committee held on Wednesday, October 19,2011, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Wednesday, December 14,2011 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room 

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

I. IRRIGATION WATERSALINITY UPDATE 
(File Rer. No. lQ.6060.04-OJ) (REDMS No. 3369892) 

In reply to queries from Committee, Lloyd Bie, Manager, Engineering 
Planning, provided the fo llowing information: 

• staff have found that the No. 6 Road South Pump Station is likely 
impacted by the salt wedge, therefore, water from the pump station is 
typically utilized for irrigation purposes; 

I. 
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, November 23, 2011 

• the NO.6 Road South Pump Station is equipped with a salinity sensor 
controlled valve that closes when it detects water that contains too 
much salt; and 

• to date, the No.6 Road South Pump Station is meeting the irrigation 
needs of the fanners it serves. 

Discussion ensued and it was notcd that low river flows allow increase salt 
wedge penetration and are likely responsible for increased salinity levels, 
however staff have not researched predicting ri ver flows. 

It was moved and seconded 
That Ihe staff report daled November 7, 2011 from the Director. 
Engineering on the impacts of Fraser River salinity on agricultural 
irrigation water be received/or information. 

CARRIED 

2. UPDATE ON 201112012 SNOW AND ICE RESPONSE PREPARATIONS 
(File Ref. No. 10-6360-13) (REDMS No. 3403476) 

Ben Dias, Manager. Roads and Construction Services, provided background 
information. In reply to queries from Committee, he advised that the City's 
salt supplies have been secured - 960 metric tonnes and an additional 500 
metric tormes on reserve. He noted that these amounts are the same as what 
was secured in 2010 and more than met the City's needs. In addition, Mr. 
Dias stated that the City has a meteorologist on contract to provide the most 
accurate weather infOiTIlation. 

The Chair applauded staff for their expanded public outreach via social media 
and noted that it would be helpful to know how often the facebook page is 
utilized for updated information regarding road conditions. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the sta/Jreport entitled "Update on 201112012 SnoKi and Ice Response 
Preparations", dated November 4, 2011, from the Director, Public Works 
Operations, be receivedfor information. 

CARRIED 

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

3. ICBCfCITY OF RICHMOND ROAD IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM -
ADDITIONAL PROPOSED PROJECTS FOR 2011 
(File Ref. No. OI-OI 50-2().. ICBC I-OI) (REDMS No. 3367530) 

In response to queries from Committee, Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, 
advised the following: 

2. 



PWT - 5

4. 

3414417 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, November 23,2011 

• the proposed median railing on No.3 Road between Browngate Road 
and Cambie Road is opposite the Aberdeen Canada Line station; also, 
staff are examining the installation of a similar railing al the Brigbouse 
Canada Line station, south of Saba Road; 

• staff anticipate that the call for public art for the proposed median 
railing on No.3 Road between Browngate Road and Cambie Road be 
synchronized with that of the potential railing at the Brighouse Canada 
Line station, south of Saba Road; 

• the 1. 1 meter height of the median railing was strategically chosen as a 
higher railing may conflict with the height of mirrors on larger 
vehicles; moreover, the 1.1 meter height is high enough to deter 
jumping over the railing; and 

• there must be enough evidence of jaywalking for the City to examine 
installing similar deterrents elsewhere. 

It was moved and seconded 
(J) That the installation of a decorative median railing on No.3 Road 

between Browngate Road and Cambie Road, as described in Option 1 
of the report, be endorsed; 

(2) That the proposed road safety improvement projects, as described in 
the report, be e"dorsed for submission to the ICBC 2011 Road 
Improvement Program for consideration of cost sharing funding; alld 

(3) That should the above applications be successful, the Chief 
Administrative Officer and General Manager, Planning alld 
Developmellt be authorized to negotiate and execute Ihe cost-share 
agreements. 

CARRIED 

TRANSLINK 2012 CAPITAL PROGRAM COST-SHARING 
SUBMISSIONS MAJOR ROAD NETWORK, BICYCLE 
INFRASTRUCTURE AND TRANSIT-RELATED ROAD 
INFRASTRUCTURE PROGRAMS 
(File Ref, No. 01 .0154-04(2011) (REDMS No. 3256805) 

With the aid a street map. Mr. Wei reviewed the various bike routes 
throughout the City. He noted that over the next ten years, staff anticipate 
implementing several more bike routes to connect neighbourhoods to each 
other in an effon to prevent cyclists from having to travel on arterial roads. 
Mr. Wei commented that staff anticipate an arterial bike route along the 
Lansdowne Road extension and an off-street parkway along the Railway 
A venue corridor, 

3. 
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, November 23,2011 

Discussion ensued and it was noted that staff should be aware of multi-modal 
forms of transportation, and as such future routes and pathways should be 
labelled accordingly. Also, it was noted that the examination of commuter 
bike trails would be welcomed. 

Discussion further ensued regarding commuter bike trails and Mr. Wei 
advised that the implementation of commuter bike trails is challenging) as it is 
difficult to find off-street commuter routes. 

in reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Wei provided the following 
information: 

• by design, neighbourhood bike routes aim to connect destinations like 
schools and community centres; 

• Phase 1 of the proposed parkside neighbourhood bike route is 
anticipated to be completed by the end of 2012 and Phase II by the end 
of2013; and 

• the purpose of video detection cameras on major roads is to primarily 
detect traffic flow; however, in the future staff anticipate utilizing the 
cameras to provide real image feed to the City's website so that 
commuters can view traffic conditions. 

It was moved and seconded 
(I) Thallhe submission of: 

(a) road and intersection improvement projects for cost-sharing as 
part oJlhe TransLink 2012 Major Road Network (MRN) Minor 
Capital Program, 

(b) bicycle facility improvements for cost-sharing as part of the 
TransLink 2012 Bicycle Infrastructure Capital Cost-Sharing 
Program, and 

(c) transit facility improvements for cost-sharing as part of the 
TransLink 2012 Transit-Related Road Infrastructure Program, 

as described in the staff report, dated November 8, 2011, from the 
Director, Transportation, be endorsed; 

(2) That, should the above submissions be successful and the projects 
receive Council approval via the annual capital budget process, the 
Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager, Planning and 
Development be authorized to execute the funding agreements and 
the 2012 Capital Plan and the 5-Year Financial Plan (2012-2016) be 
updated accordingly dependant on the timing 0/ the budget process,' 
and 

4. 
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Wednesday, November 23, 2011 

(3) Thallhe addilion 10 Ihe City's O,,-Sireel Bicycle Network Plan oflhe 
roadway sections comprising the Parkside Neighbourhood Bike 
Route, as described in the report. be endorsed. 

CARRIED 

5. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Update on No.1 Road and Moncton Street Intersection 

Mr. Wei advised that the upgrades to the No. I Road and Moncton Street 
intersection are nearly complete. The work that is remaining is weather 
dependant; therefore. crews are awaiting dryer conditions. Mr. Wei noted that 
staff anticipate holding an opening ceremony and demonstrating how the new 
interaction functions. 

(ii) Request/or Walkways 

Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and Public Works, provided 
background infonnation and noted that since the November 7. 20 II General 
Pwposes Committee meeting, staff have received six additional requests for 
the installation of walkways. Mr. Gonzalez indicated that these requests 
would be included in the capital plan for consideration by Council. 

(iii) Garden City Road 

Discussion ensued regarding a request in regards to speed along Garden City 
Road in relation to Garden City Elementary school. Mr. Wei advised that a 
lower speed limit along Garden City Road is challenging as it is an arterial 
road. Moreover, he noted that staff have consulted with the RCMP in this 
regard and found that a lower speed limit on Garden City Road is impractical 
and difficult to enforce. 

In an effort to curb speeding along the school's frontage along Garden City 
Road, Mr. Wei noted that a signal light crosswalk has been installed at each 
end of the school frontage; moreover, highly visible school area signs have 
been installed and vegetation along the school's frontage has been cleared in 
an effort to increase visibility. He advised that staff have two additional tools 
to help mitigate speed along this stretch of Garden City Road: (i) add flashing 
ambers lights to the existing highly visible school area signs and activate the 
ambers during peak hours; and (ii) raise the two crosswalks that are at each 
end of the school frontage. He cautioned the latter option as the raising of the 
crosswalks may impact emergency response times. In reply to a query from 
Committee, Mr. Wei indicated that he would be in touch with the author of 
the letter. 

(iv) Dredging 

Discussion ensued regarding the feasibility of acquiring a dredge for City 
purposes. As a result of the discussion, the following referral was 
introduced: 

5. 
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, November 23, 2011 

It was moved and seconded 
That staff investigate the feasibility of purchasing wId operating a dredge. 

CARRIED 

(v) Steveston Harbour 

Councillor Steves distributed a rendering of a past renewal concept for the 
Fishermen's Wharf in Steveston (attached to and fonning part of these 
Minutes as Schedule 1) and provided background information. Staff was 
directed to consider this concept when examining how to build the dike along 
the Steveston Village waterfront. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjourn (4:55 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, November 23, 20 I I . 

Councillor Linda Barnes 
Chair 

Hanieh Floujeh 
Committee Clerk 

6. 
34 14417 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

.John Irving, P.Eng . MPA 
Director, Engineering 

Re: Williams Road Drainage Pump Station 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

Date: November 25, 2011 

File: 10-6340-20-
P.11301No1 01 

That the concept fo r the Williams Road Drainage Pump Station be endorsed. 

~ ~----7' 
John Irving, P.Eng. M A 
Director, Engineering 
(604-276-4140) 

All. I 

FOR ORIGINATING OEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Sewerage and Drainage Y~O 
@ ~. 

...... "-

Parks Y NO • , 
RevIEwED BY TAG 

19Ej 
NO ReVIEWED BY CAD .g NO 

0 c;\--) 0 -

34 17~9S 
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November 25, 2011 - 2 . 

Staff Report 

Origin 

The Williams Road Drainage Pump Station was constructed in 1964. Upgrade of this statIOn 

was approvf:d by Council as part of the 2011 Capital Program. Statfhavc advanced design to the 
point whereby the general layout and architectural features have been identified. 

The purpose of !.his report is 10 provide Council information regarding the intended pump station 
layout, including potential architectural and public an features. 

Analysis 

The City's extensive flood prolection and drainage system includes 49 kilometres of di.kes, a 
series of ditches/canals, underground pipe and 39 drainage pump stations. The drainage system 
is designed 10 prevent the City from flooding during up to a 1: 1 0 year rainfall event. 

The existing Williams Road Drainage Pump Station services an area bounded approximately by 
the west dike, No. I Road, Springfield Drive and Trumond A venue. This station was 
constructed in 1964 and contains old. antiquated equipment and is in need of a pumping capacity 
increase to adequately meet current flood protection standards. In 2011 , Council approved 
funding of $1 .9 million to complete the upgrade of this station. 

Design of an upgraded Williams Road Drainage pump station commenced in the Spring 2011 
and has advanced to a point whereby the general layout and architectural features have been 
identified (Attachment 1). 

In general, the pump station layout has been designed to keep as Iowa profile as possible in 
order to preserve view corridors. The design currently has the proposed pump station roof at a 
slightly lower elevation than the existing pump station roof, thereby preserving and/or enhancing 
the view corridor. The proposed pump station wall facing Williams Road will be relatively 
prominent and present an opportunity for beautification andlor public art. 

The station is also incorporated into to the highly utilizcd dike trail system connecting Steveston 
to Terra Nova. Accorclingly the pump station maintenance access roads are visualized to be 
appealing and complimentary to the existing trails while at the same lime providing thc 
necessary means for pump station operations and maintenance activities. It is also proposed that 
short sections of the adjacent north~south sections of the existing dike be raised to mect the look­
out/viewing area at the top of the proposed pump station structure which will be at 4.7 metres 
geodetic. The current elevation of the dike is approximately 3.3 metres geodetic. The 4.7 metre 
elevation is consistent with the City'S Long Tenn Flood Management Strategy. 

Communica.tion with some of the residents adjacent to the pump station has taken place through 
the process of design development. Subject to Council 's support, a public open house will be 
held shortly to get feedback on the design. 
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It is anticipated that design will be complete in the FcbruarylMarch 2012 timeframe with 
construction to follow immediately therearter. It is anticipated that construction will take place 
over a period of approximately 6 months. 

Financial Impact 

Funding to complete Williams Road Drainage Pump Station upgrades was previously approved 
by Council as part of the 2011 Capita l Program. 

Conclusion 

Council approved funding in 201 t to complete upgrade of the Williams Road Drainage Pump 
Station. Design has progressed to the point where the general layout and architectural 
fealures/opportunities have been identified. Subject to Council's support, a public open house 
will be held shortly to gain feedback on the proposed design. 

Jim V. Young, P. Eng. 
Manager. Engineering Design and Construction 
(604-247-4610) 

NY:jvy 
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DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL 

REPORTS AND ACCOMPANYING PLANS 

TO BE CONSIDERED BY COUNCIL 

AT THE COUNCIL MEETING 

SCHEDULED FOR 

Monday, December 19, 2011 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Councillor Chak Au 
CouncillOr Linda Barnes 
Councillor Derek Dang 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Ken Johnston 
Councillor Bill McNulty 

Councillor Linda McPhail 
Councillor Harold Steves 
Director, City Clerk's Office 

. Director, Development 
Council Chambers Binder 
Front of House Counter Copy 

. 
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City df 
Richmond 

To: David Weber 
Director, City Clerk's Office 

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

Memorandum 
Planning and Development Department 

Date: December 13, 2011 

File: DP 10-538908 

Re: Application by - Doug Massie, Architect for Development Permit at 
8851 Heather Street 

The attached Development Permit was given favourable consideration by the Development 
Permit Panel at their meetings held on July 13,2011 and November 30,2011. 

It would now be appropriate to include this item on the agenda of the next Council meeting for 
their consideration. 

d#<·?~~.7 
~Brif6 J.' J acks9n: JvfCIP 

Director /o~velopment 

SB:blgY" 
Att. 

3429022 

_"-0 ~Chmond 



Dev~loplnlmt:P~rmltPal1~1 
Wedne:!lday. JUly 13; 2011 

• In. tl)lsclIsetheminill\lill\ building setbacks exceed thO'seinthe OCP. 

Correspondenoe 

B1l1J,ai, S'238, Sabll Road 

Mri Ctlltgstate.d thllt Mi. Lai's concern regarding view and 
lIddresseddUring.tl)e discussion. 

Mri S .. Wllng,;#lO:Ol~8288 Saba.R:oad (recelved.J.tJIy 11 . 

. Mr. S. Wang, #1001';82118 SabllRoad (received Ju. 2,2011) 

Mr. Cillig advised thllt IyIr. Wllng. w~.s in. . nda,n(lQ, lind (hat his CO(H.rern regarding 
settlin~ had be'en.discuMed:. 

P«heIDI~C.I!!I!lloQ. 

th~te.wt\sag.reel!1ent tha.tth . ;. esigllelem'llltS, IMlu4il1~1:he. glineXoti$ autenlty 111'11(:\), the 
rQQ:tl~~g~dpn~., and tne..· e/workunlts, d~monstrated that l11uclltholi~t ltaqg~nelntQ 
me de~ignQfthe Imnr' d development"artd thatlh'llre wbtild be minimum imnact on the 
!ldjlllXln(f!;lSldenti!l Wer, dlllrtQthe.distaltCe betWeeJi the lwdstrucltifeS. 

The Chair no th!it,~taffwoul~l follow lip on thesetdententconcern stated by Mr. Wang, 
.lIrtdthlftaf mmentsbyspeakllfs, were am!;ltter of record. 

t waiHno:v:ed ilrldsecc;m4ed 
That," DeVi:llopmetitPe,.milbeis~I!.!HI !!,/*'tw("4(lpermit.t11J1¢lJlJstr~cti(JlI.Qf(t 14-stQ/')! 
tower with I'oo}deckcontaining 77 apartment dWemng~' and 2" 1iv!!IW(Jrk/lnils!# 6331 
(tad 63$1 eMnQ)! J(Qlld on 11 sitezotled I'High Rise Apartment (ZHRB) Br/gllQuse 
J!'i(IQge.". . 

CARRIED 

3. P~.\lQ'b.,mentPetmlt 10.53.8.908 
1~119~Qf.!4p,; DP 10.·~~~~P~) (~ePMS'NC1.31~3t21l 

3245468 

AF'PIJCANT: Doug Massie Architect of Chercover Massie & AssoolmesLtd. 

PROPE;RTY LOCATION: 8851 BIlMher Street 

INTENT OF PSRMIT;. 
L Permltthe construction of II two .. stOl'\lY bl,lildingJot a lic.ensed child care facility for 

approxlll\IItely60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned Assembly (ASY); 
a\!4 

2. V~ry Jhe prOVisions of 2011111g aylaw8500 to: 

a) Reduce minimum interior side yard from 7.5 m to 1.2 m 

5. 



~ .• v.~rQpm!llJt P,erllilfpaileJ 
W(Jdn,.day, J.uly 13,2011 

b) Rl)d\lce' iheminimum publ!G·road patkillg setback from 3 m to l:~ m 

g) ~eJ:!1)it$'4% $m~U g~r Plll1<itrS $pllces OJ'l1l site whh less than 31 parking spaees 
(Sllroallcafl'arking spaces'. ~n91al lS 'space$) . 

. App,llt:aot!.s¢omm:&o($ 
D9\lgMa§s~e;ArchitectjChel'covtlr Massie & Associateil ArchitecMe and Eilgineeril,!g, 
spoke on, ,beh~lfcif lhl) 'lIppHcl;lllt; .alldprovlded the following details regill'dlng the 
proposed, tW6:Stbre)(:dlild6~rl)fl\¢mtyforllppr.ol\imaMY .6.0chlldr(!)1, located' OIl.HMther 
$treet)6crOSs from Do\phln Park: _ . 

• .the; Iln~. III zoneu:{ill' i'liss1ImblY(jse1',cutrentfy containsavaoant cllUrch blIildiilg,-' 
all4dqlls );lQj;;r!lql\ir~)I, tezQ)\fn$ appliclItllJb; . 

,. , the' 'pr.'!pose~ bui!dip:g, m'e!l8.l,1res: .appro\dmately 492 squar<i metres; on ·a .site 
fileilstiflng 1 ,103 ~quare Jne~resJ . 

• tile 'jftopO's~d bUHdirtg incl\lQe~l)hH49.1II'\l r90m~Ql]. th~ ground fio:ot fot ,the 
fOUIlQ:estlihildrert, lirld'chnacliferotiliiS onthe![\l~!?n~ tloodQr !ihllgt~na~\ld tbJ'®' 
t~:iiv~'~eli1:s,of;age, wHhah,otitdoot 'children'splnyareain t1~l}reljr 'YIlXd thau".w. 
accQmniQd~te 4Q .. Cihlldtell.ui Pile Hme; 

• Ii front lIu~fa,ce Pal'Js~!lg Mea m\l¢tS the byl!lwI<lqulr.e.ments; 

• th~ land~c!!l?e'plan inoludes ~enetous land soaping on, :andal'ound, the site; 

~ th~ <rn~aQQr chililref)'$)llayai'eti was .desig/1eil by the lahdscape,arehitect: 

• the CIty's AdVisory Design Panel feviewed the proje()t on two separ"te oc"aslon.~, 
and the, building design was ohunged to make its, I!ppeatance more'friepqly', by 
illcludil1g;such~lemen'tsas a sloped roof; with gabled .ertds; 

. ·buildlng m!lterill\s ii).Cll}de b(ipk and $tUQcQ, with a: 'colout palette thatiticludes 
" approprlate<ioiours such aSSallQ, grllY. white anq !:i1'OWll; 

• X~gaJ:ditlg, adjaCtihcY, t!tere are {wonew sillgle.family sub,divisiondevelopments, to 
the north :f,lild to thesout!t, of the slI!iject site, fronting, Heather ,$tteel, lIuda9ross 

·fur.1$t~~t, tp th:eea~t ofthe:subjectsite is the .City.oWiled DolphitiPark; 

.,fhe,lIpplic,ant has a Jic.ensmg.agreementwith the City, to permit children In the care 
of tlie proposed child care centi-e to uS,e D.o!phjn :elwk;, 

.iheapplicant recently became aware of concerns expressed. by tteighbours 
.re.g~'dli'lg ,thesafety hazard pte'sented by the ditch .alQng Heather:Sireetl and 

~, thll 'applicant isseeking.thtee variailces. 

L!lndscap,c; :Atch!tectMli1:k VanD.eI'Z~lmdrew the Panel's attention to the following 
detlii1~Q,f'ilkprQllosed,landscilpin.g scheme: 

'. the 'scheme reflects' the attempt to CQlhbine sustailllible site prl'orities and the 
.creationof privacy for apJay environment; 

• the Heathel"Strcet edge .buffer screens the surface parlQng area; 

6. 
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O&v,elbpmenlpei'rrilt.Panel 
Wedn!l.s~!IYI.,bdy 13, :2~1~ 

ea cOhtill.uo.yaCe.dar 4\)4ge /llong thlll).Qrth :1I11(j so~th. e(ig!)$ pf the .surface p.!ltking 
,areaprovldes screening from the·neighbol\rS; 

t. the Mfae-e tlatkihgafea:' r~'iitutes permeablepavers,.as doesthe'l1;lain .enVy plw:a; 

ecliriOpytrees'borderilJ,g the Pl1l'klng arli.a }Villp~Qytdelih~d~fQ)' .plll'~e.d v.eht(llesJ 

• tlfe, children's play ./lrea-inthel'ear yard is fldly .enclosed witha .soHd woodfenee 
ahdldbkabli.i'gates~. '. 

.the·.tear xard .~lay erlvlronmentls ineantto be!lll "ac!yen11Jre" .~a thannQIl!des~: (i) 
A smli;llhilk (Il) l( l~Wh space for play; (fli) IIti .open plaY/lrea featl!ring .fyb\,)el' 
:p:l\ylng; !lnd :(tv) 1\ W90d~li. :de.Qk; 

•. 'on~exi~tilJg J.ap8llese maple ·tree will be rl:tained by. transplantirtgitoh site,ilhd 
two'treestllat are centrallylocafea,,"utihpoQrconqition. wf[! be'removedrand 

• tlle.6'Vetall sb~emeiBOrie;6fiush, high!yprogH!l1;lm~qA!lnr;l~.ql)pJng, 

'$~ljfrC9mmJmtll 

Mr.Q~/l!g: J'~p9rtI)4. thllt' ilmtl' '$\I~!,:orl$tb~al'})Ji.gatiQrl!\Ul.d he !:IQmrn:endedthiitihe 
applicaf1~J and th~ 4!-,sigp t~!,ln;9n . W9r#lng' wlthsMf alld roembl)'t$ of'the AdVi~c)ty 
Dt\s\gn .. P$el.to design El building that is resi4erttjalm <ihal'aeterl 
With teglitqJo th:e req~i.cstlid variances, Mr, Ci'algno~ed that: 

,It tlierequest to reduc.e. the m'/riirrium. i11terior side yard is set baQksimi1.ar to 
l,'i,ulIMq\lsreqll~~f~d ro!' ~i))-gle-fQmny h6!tfes; 

..the ·requests til' r~tluCI:: ~he. mmiill\I!U p,\lblic: rQad pilrklng setback lind 10 petrrilt 
~m!lp car~8rklng sR8~es oIlJhesitt)~ith less than.31l'ark1ng spaceurenutrelated 
ttltfitl,prbposed bUI\tltng, bllt, to parkmg; . . 

.. if th.e req;IlMttc) reduce the .mihimllmpublic. ro(ld par~illg setbllc~ is :gral).ted it 
would -reducdhe latidscapc' width along: Heather Street, butsufficl~rit-roO.l)lWOuld 
:remllin to provide screening; and 

.if thll. J\l9U(,l~t. jQp.(lrmJ~~4%sml\1) ()~r p!lr/dng spac.es on the site was $ranted, . it 
wou\d;(i)ensutethaton"sit\)' rollno~wy,rllbHity ill.1lot pomptomised:.liPd (ii)pr.ovide 
enoygh~paces,:on site to avokt queuing of cars ()rparking a\(mg I~eaJl)el' Str¢,etas 
par¢n!s!gulltdians dropped off; and picked up, children, '. . 

PlUlelOlsl'Usslon 
InreSpo.llse.to\ag,uery regnrdin~.pri"aby for single-family homes to the ijorth and sQ.~th of 
the .pro)lpsed. bljildingl Mr. Massie advised that the new houses on either side of the 
sli&j'ecfilife .are new; and they featl,lte llminimum numb.er of'widows .on the facades that 
face thej'~aryard:()f..theptoposed bui1~.il).g, thl:re\)y en~u.ril1g tl~/lt thefe wo.uld be mhijll\i\l 
iml'a'CCofacdvityin th~ building's rear yard on the neighbolll'S; 

7, 



tlevelop'rilerit Plirltilt "'81181 
'Wednesday, July 1.~, ~911 

Mr; Massiendded that: (I) theappligMt W9I,1It:f a!tempt to hilye th\'lllhildxel1, in the 
youn.sest"age.categoty llsetheirearyardl.Qt)there is rtO overlook: iS~\l() b\lca\lSeWilll\lSsto 
the.~~,l\glldsJgrey, balconY Is resttictcld; and (lH)iliere.lsminimUrii oyerIookfrom clecks. 
rl1.'J!i!~p.Qll$e't\'laq\ler¥xe~atdhlgthesjte'$ ;lttade~ !VIt.Massie stated that tlieNI wilt be no 
change in' gmde be~\Ve~1l t1res\lbj OPt sitiland' the .two $ingll?family 1Pt$ 10 the north .and 
south. The fielghbourii:lg, l'Ieather~tr~t PXoPf\rtlesare.atthil flo.odplflin lovel, andihe 
proBo&tid:dcyel'opnfent fifeels the ekistin~ flood plaiiti'equitement, 

GanGlY. Q·<imm~rlt!! 
Raj 10lial,8880 'Heather Street, subll1ltte4 (i) a1etjel\@apetimm I\tld (iii) phoWgl'qPh$ 
(attached tothesei MfnuteS'asScheduie S) to the Panel,and spoke in oppositiontqthe 
.pr9PQs~d .pu1)(l!»g. 
Mr,Joh!tl11lI.lillltM fQIIQWiI1gptlint$( 

•• thepr~~\)nc\)3rtl:techUacare'\nlildi\:lg ~o\lldJn¢teasetraftic along Heathel' Street, 
b. etw.·. e. en. '.D01.1' hinA¥e~\I. eiPJiI .. J1. tl!tl&iji'.R. 911(\.'.'.lIll. 9. th .... \) .11. 4di.Jiglla.lqa.ttr.I. PSpl).t. d ... a.y b.Y' 
patents"~uardial1s of the 60 children at the faxllity woultl!l4<l t9QQng~stion, Im4 
eteatesllfetyooncerns, f'orresidehts and theirehildrefi; 

• thlltrl.lfficlJb'WPl:IseS a $a.t'etyeoncem, du¢lo tiffk.rtoWfissuch as: (i) will cal's be 
f9I'P~(,t.t.o ~ilek ppt Pfthe bul14ing'sslte.andonto Heather Street; (11). wiHtl'affic 
mongHeather$trilelllebl\'lQkild; &!14 gii)i~ fur:retQ b,t) a dt.apQffJllfllil; 

• the/dee~ ditch that fronts Heather Stt'ellf iii l)olPhi~ Park limits the safety of two­
way tl'affic,.and.the.poS'sfbUityexists for a car, orohild,tofall [ntp. tile diWIl;as the 
9hiiUr\l1l walk tQ p~rphin Patk!asmllll park that would haveprdbleirisif another 
&dditiol1~bQO chil<lrllllpl&Y(l(,t !Il~re; 

.§ttlewflJks ~l'eprP¥iti\;\q\mqnly P!le halfQfthl! W!l.s~ $id(lofHeather Street, and no 
sidewalks..exist oMheeast sid\lqf thestre.et, er~lItlllg:rjsks wiihchfldti)n walking 
to theproPQsed building on thel'oad:, there is limited stl'l;letHgllUng &nd this tiJrthl;lr 
incl'easesdanger, Ilspecially during ,winter mouths; and 

th"1 petition is signed. by persons wht) liVe!n the quiet, !lingle-family residential 
neighb9urhoo4 Wh\'lQ~lieve that the a.ddition. of l;\ 9hildcare filcility,one that 
appears to. be. a ·l.monst(;J1' hOllle'" would n(lgatively illlpact the feel Qf the 
establishedneighbourhooa. 

1l1responsetothe Chafr''Stequest, Mr. Mlissie addressed Mr. Johal's comments: 
• it jSilnH¢ipate<l that parel),ts/guardians w1l1l\1'tive at the childcate building over a 

twphpurpwiw.l, PlltWilen7:0Qal1<l 9;0.0. a.m, an<l .again from 4:0ll to .6:0.0. p.in., 
some in carpools, !lnd SQme Ol),£oot, so ther\) s!l9\11<1 .. not be anYITflfficjams; 

• the.l;\pplicaht has cOmmitted tp<providing as much parking direction as possible, in 
\'ltd¢l't(l~mll1l1lge the patking issue, for safety teas.ons; 

• the newsti:liletlight on Heather Street will bel'etained, but telocated slightly; and 

8. 



beilel'tlpment.petltllt,PlfMI 
W",dn",.cI!lY, Jyly 1~, ,~O~ l' 

.. tjrei:!lliidingwasspe()\fic~ny d~&ig!lec! in Qrd~r tQeqll/!1 the $c~l~ pf Qth~r.bundlrtgs 
,lnthe area. . 

~ :Ma~liie :addeu: tlIat ::!t. Aman's; DayCllre, on St. Allilm's Road, is a day carewi14 
~r~~tet 'Ilru'Qlrne!lt fllan '!Mt P(jjlos.ed. by th~ . ililPlieant, and .that thepafkingeouh1 is 
~PPNlfiilll4wlythe~arne 11$ tln~txeql.liredby th~ ~pplic:an~,and that St. Alban's C.arS·lnust 
go liifOi·th"e· dl'l:Veway, .l\n(lc~nnof:p~d{ ·on . the. skeet. 

'Plmltlt)lec.lo.,lon 
TlieGhl(h' ~t!it~C!thl!t tQ,~PevelQPm!;lnt. P!:)nntt f l.llJel .addrea$¢s.fot·nHI!ld .:rnli$sl(jg,but does 
liofdiSctissjz<Yliing.. . 

Irt.tll/iponse: to,the ~Chaff's ;re'lliest for :staffcoll'unents. j)ona!i Illng(>rl)ni, Tr~lIPQrtation 
]~l:1ab~eet lIiId Mr; eral~'a:dvl~edthe:foliOWlft~~ .. 

• . l?l.I!'kifigollsi'teme\l($the "q~law req.uitementlahd. !he:parkii1~,~eslgn :js'ln,telided to 
p~~YeP,t yeh!cl~f!: frQmba~kmg ~.\It.Ol'ltQ Iieathet S.tree~j thec"slgn,m" pohcyofJhe 
ch11deafec~n!r~ 1'~l,irr.«s ;p!!J;,~~ tly. ' Pilrk,l;ll,lt~,t ihiJ: g.ilJloiflg,andth¢11 .eJiit 
proper\YP:Iot ldle .ifl.'thelr:vilh'icles; 

• llie;City'Hl'-a!liiportatioh stil(i\is: flwareoftratficspeedii1gconcel'l]sj~ ~heiar.e!\,!\lld 
l,I Jtlifflpcalt))utg$.tIt~I!Y willbeundi'lrtaken. dilrll\gthe ltutuinilof2011; depending 
.9,n ·th~ :QJitGP)Jlc of th~ ~\lrY<;ly,tl:al'tic callpjflg; meMut~ Inay·b.e itfipYementeCi .. hut 

" those are in4~pendentQfJhe ,llpp.lrclltiQn (Qr a deY¢!Ql?mentl?erm!t.j, 

• the city's transpol'lation . departmeri~ is coniforlable with the size and 
chllriicterfiltics.6f thepafklfig area f61' the proposed. deyolopm(;)nt, and givel).(he 

. uatute' Qf the' tI)i5mlfl'gill1([ aftemoo.rtpeak period ,Of delivery ai1dpick \lP of 
chJldt'cm there will be bJ}tter dIsbursal oftraftlo thaft if thtl building. was a 
preschool;. and 

• the adJacent roadway syst~m has the cllpacity to accommodate additional traffic 
selietllted by the proposed bUilding. 

hne~PQn$!!:t(tqu~_il~~ fr(5mthe Panel, Mr. drai'S provIded thefollowlng information: 

.th\l Gity u{tbna~¢ly planl1·to constrllct IIcontihuation. of the sidewalk south of the 
su\ijec(site ito F,rancis Rqa'd with fut\ll'edevelopment, afld l'ecent rezoniltg of the 
property to the south of the proposed building allows the City to move forward 
with the,option of addressing.iraffic saf¢ty ooncern~; an.d 

• the cost of.extending the sidewalk Ofl the 'eastside ef thestreetadj!lcent to Dolphin 
Plirk wmlld nf,le.dto be included In the list.ofartnual capital projects. 

I!I:resPOllS.e ~fi!rtlJ.er qll.<!l'les; Mr. Massie'adviSed that; 

• ,<lay care .hours al'e frP.m.7:00 a,m. to 6:0'0 p.m.; and 

• gariiagelllld ~Ilcycling contaiflersare the size of those used by residents, .and are 
located in an enclosure {It the south side of the building, Where they would be 
collected once a week, probably on Saturday to avoid cars parked on site, by a 
pri:vateremoval contractor. 

9. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, July 13, 2011 

MI'. Johal stated that the St. Alban's child care centre could not be compared to the 
proposed child care centre tmder discussion, as the fcatures of Heather Street are different 
from the features of St. Alban's Road. 

Mr. Johal concluded his remarks by noting that: (i) it was unclear when sidewalks would 
be constructed on Heather Street; (ii) potential traffic calming measures would not address 
the fundamental safety problems he raised; (iii) even over a two hour period for child 
delivery and pick up, the presence of the ditch makes two cars travelling in two directions, 
over a two hour period on Heather Street a safety issue; and (iv) with a minimum of seven 
or eight on-site parking spaces used by child care centre staff he questioned what kind of 
parking would occur along the street. 

Barbara Thomas-Bruzzese, 8700 Dolphin Court, advised that she lives behind the lot of 
the proposed building, and she expressed her surprise that an applicant was considering 
building a child care facility for up to 60 children on a street that featured a ditch, and 
stated her opinion that the idea was not in the best interest of children. 

Ms. Thomas-Bruzzese submitted a letter to the Panel (attached to these Minutes as 
Schedule 6), and made the following remarks: 

• the vacant church on the subject site was small, and was used for gatherings not 
unlike the nature and size of family gatherings, and the site is not an appropriate 
location for a two-storey child care facility, nor was it an appropriate size for a 
facility that planned three toddler groups on the ground floor, plus a group of three 
to five year olds on the second floor; 

• she was shocked that the Dolphin Park playground was thought to be an alternative 
play area, and believed that it was the responsibility of the facility owners to 
provide a play area, and not use a City park that may not always be available for a 
large day care group; 

• child care facilities range in quality, and children need space inside and outside a 
facility of this kind, and not an outside space that is a parking lot, where vehicles 
are required to back up on site in order to access the street; 

• Heather Street's ditch runs the entire length of the street, a street that is adequate 
for one vehicle at a time, but not for two-way traffic; and 

• it is appropriate for the applicant to find an alternative location that meets the 
Zoning bylaw. 

The Chair advised that the project meets the Assembly zoning designation of the subject 
site. 

In response to Ms. Thomas-Bruzzese's query regarding at what point will the application 
go to an agency responsible for child care facilities, Mr. Craig replied that the applicant 
has been in contact with Vancouver Coastal Health, the entity responsible for childcare 
licensing. 

Mr. Massie further advised that the Community Care Facility Licensing office (CCFL) has 
been presented with the applicant's plans, including the applicant's development permit 
application, and the CCFL has had only one or two comments for the applicant. 

10. 



DQveiopltlentRiirmlt Panel 
Wedl'i"88dily., JUly 13. g011 

In" re~Jlonse to the,Chalr's 'qultryregardiliQ whethel' ornot th~ CCFL lIas, PNscP,tl:d,llny 
roadblocks to, the applicani,MII" Massie ,advised that; (i) the CCFL had ask~d questiPns, 
l)lJt m:r JOI,\{I.!>lpQksbad b!le:u: pllM,~nt~d;l'Ind, (il) th~ Inferior ,space :,exceeds the CCPL 
re'l,tiihiruent withl\1ladditionl\lJ;ll,us~~l,'qQmj)lCwPQtatedinto:the bu(Jdflfgls UCia/gu. 

CqfttIlP9J14en!;e 
RaJ,andN!ll(lJol1Ul; 8880 Heathel'$il'eet(received.l'uly 12) (Sohedule 4)' 

'Mr. JoMt, 8880 HeatherStreet(I'~P\liV!lfhr~lIy r3,) '(Sc.heduld~ 

Bar-tiara Thorillls"Bl'uzzese, 8700'Dolphin qOUrt (Sc4cdllle(j) 

P~lIe! Pl§ClI.!!S.,J9n 
':thtl C.h~h: Mteqfhat. ,(i) n:U!IJ.youtstandlnSquesilblls, had heenraise4~ (ii):aithougp, staff 

. MdjitVe"stlliiit lot 6flh6tight illtoithe pqrktl}&; !~I\ff!c.an:d .~~tY. (lj~\I!ls"he wMtedfl1: Se~' 
t\\il)i:(:;t O()Ii'sultl'lti'ofiWitltth~ commuliity ifefdte. !luRPortingt~IlProj~~t~, 

1:b~rQ was gl>lfil>ltaLagteemelit that;silchisliues,as: (f~ theMequa()y , oft/l\);pa~~ingplan; (il) 
~h\l !~.~lI~ ;().h~hi¢te~'bavlng fq hMk IW\1Mk .out; llftd(iii) u¢c¢ssiftgtDblpliln.,patk,acrl)ss 
the.' 1'011(\\. wmildjJllP,efit1'i:QW full llfoj¢!it Pel!)!! t¢feU'ed back ttl sfM"f feW ,IDtther 
examinatidn. 

It WMJJ.()tllQ that i\l)hiev.liig~ iigl'ceme~t~h. the, issues that were raised by the delegates 
w,Quldbe challenging;. bU.t' thilt the traml) flow, mn6hg .other issues, had · tP .'jJ~ QlarH)'ed. 
Arxotl!~rl,:pmmefitcoJ).eemed the 'fa.of that Cit>, patks, Mlludmg S'riiallones :Hke Dolphin 
Hark, arc aVlI.i1!1ble toeveryollt). inc1w!ingday care.s. . 

In"conllluSilirl,f11ePanel (lgreedt))at gQ.p(\ workhlld beehd.one by the appIicant,aronftect. 
Iilll:dsQilpeai'Cbitect, artd.Cify staff, and that the. pt:oject was'woriji'{ldditiollal wor){, 

Piiilal D.~I$J!:m 

It Was movedalld seconded 
tllatJ)evelopmellf. PermitJIM3 8908 be re/el'l'ed back to staff /0.1' /l!rtller: 

(it)'C,()#$.ulta#lJ'/J Wltli. l'eSidell(s.l)j'tM lte!gllhoul'hiJod; and 

(h) examination of oll-siteparkinglmanoellvrlttg al,dpede'strl(lfI · amlve/llc/etrtiffic 'Oft 

Heatllel'$freet; . . . 

CARRIED 

4. Nilw'$Ul:liness 

Oat.' OfNQgi MeQtlng: Wednesday, Jill . 
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Jlilt 1, ~Qrl 

We t~.c~ivcd ,the Notice of AlllmCl\tion.'f6~ '1I :dev¢I'Qnmun.t PW'I)ll1i(:Dl) 10 .. 53&908) at .SS6! 
{iicIlO!<!r:Sti'Ctll. AftiiHevjewlll~' tlle ;f!otice;.wtlthe ul1dtll'SlgM~I\ll\'e · QPppse.d·to thl~ 
l)evelppm(lnt ile)'l.1lJt f()t~lwmll()wi\jS'XjiJ):SOllS; 

• :rpcl'~lIstd I»lIftit~.tlU·(lIlglt tllls.JlllrtJlllio£Hellt'llerSt~ect. CurreiltJytr~.ffi~ 
r~~~s,JllJ!~l,IglHh!!'!,j1rk ZQn~ ' R!\(\Il\'lm~h\\li'-WililnJJltUII1,g(l\tllli' s.~l).(:rdl tNiffic 1\'0111 
.D0\icelU~lemontavy th~r9iw;e'II!~!\~Y s~f\l.w J;'f)ilC\}fll$, Fhll.;pt)u;l1tialof:!lil . 
fiddrtlbnall1aO, dil'i' fr\ps:.diilly wm' siilrfifi~al)t1y :!!d(H.(i t1W .QPiIBl,lstlo!1uui!safety 
llOJ)ij~)'.(1!ifQ'r'!6Ji:ndr¢fi> :ji)!l.t~ '!ill.d 'ihiH'esldcijtii, (li'He!tthor '$i.i;C.Il\; . 

.'i\t:jjft1~ 'lljh'ii: . Jilil'Hhe:addltl(jllt'tli J2U Olll' t~iuw,P\lt .dily" wltun~ t/i!"nr.0l1I)'Sl)Q 
tfllm~; t1~Jwl1.' WH!dliHlatllbl\ 'ibree['to hlrek lliUfH'iJi.dhlw Sh:cct(1') ~l!ltlh~llhi~~ 
ca!:9lf!\!)flity'l' 'Will thlJrc.;t!!);I\/Qtl1)'l o1nal1~'t WHlttilffloalongHcatlict'Stl'cel .bo 
bltlckeiW' l:t'!\\s~, rtlll'r(1$.~ ~~fuW I){in:cows'fonlte. t.Q~ld~li!l! ~n~!i.ather Street. 

..~ltl))fe.~\ C(lttflllOy r~I~}phit\'1~~i:\djMn.dj)op~IWh'1l1ot)S' HMtb~t Str(!ct.ThiK 
I:csuit);.,itt a limited 'ab'ilih' ;t!}. h"vI!Jw~. W\ly;ttllft'iol\l;oll\l:il!n'C«ttetlih, llhe · 
it'leieMbd ttaf:fl'u.slgnU1clUltlYirtcress(llj ~h,q:cl1!.ll\~~ 0t'1l:\li\n)1.' qItH4'· f1'lIHl)trihto !h¢ 
·dlfol\, Wfult plllM do!t.sl6e 'Q(iv¢li,j}1'ct;(~i'tY" ()I';P!\Hl:s, ll(ji.lrd .ltav.e. tl') IJi1Ug~t"_ 1/11$ 
~'il)ll~U:~~.~f(!i,Y ·~~Mj)JUt~ 

• '.Mghfl~g: &-:sldbwl'IlkJli '(';1Uf.I,enti¥the west §lMe)f'HuatheI'S,!r6eth~s ~id\l:waIk$ 
fl')l; l~~s;'th.all\1 oHllc blpQ~, wltJtl\Q JIldliiwlllk$:o))'th-e ~J\St~ldc()fT:l'e)(th.er;Givell 
tlitlt:tl\~i!tl wIlDb:cpptentil(nh,r~'l!p~ ~qrJilg W:<lIH,;f.flpi.llw 1:illiii'!l\in;:the:tu is ~N8k 
.tlittt,C/l.l's .wttl paN(, f.(ta idisb\illl~:r()fejl\i§~hil~Ii~!~ \t\)·l1Valk' I)nt~Hicr:J>lI'd, !)uiil1lJ: the 
wll'ttiw m()nlb8i,tl\\i;i~B\t~ . liiftiJ'thl;1f,~ii!lpeNited.du6tl') ith",'lhl}\ted~I~\ll;1t Uglitl.\lg. . 

• tht$tll\lss;v!i.RllSldl!lltiIiL©tt'1'li:6ighblll\th(lod.:j~·!Hll,(f!<l,t :jj'pgJI.l (amilYI'c$ldohlial 
U~l~~~Otl\1. hQ('lu. A. dd.'n. ~~ !i ,bililillIlS11!J\1 the )ni<1tlle' orthon~fgfib(lu.di()oQ""mlJd 
sc.vcx';li inl!lac~ ·tlte Il1RKit u!H:UJd '~rc~I""f (luI',uclghhoilr1l6od, . . 

. . , 

. GIVlln the above foason, we helieve fJ;r~t thjJl; pmpil~\!1 s~d(l\ISly impact!! tl'lC,illlfuty,well 
h(1fiW IlIid i)\'Ili0s1wn~~s: oIlluJi'lielliJih6tlrhoollli, t~hel:(,\19J'~ we ll)lt ,r,~~.iqlllits!lt' H.eatliet 
. S11'4.0.t"iWI$·:I,\(J;EiIMI1VLYOPllQlI¢.t!· to tlJiil.deVil\ (\tjmeii.t. 
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Time: 

Place: 

City of 
Richmond 

Development Permit Panel 

Wednesday, November 30,2011 

3:30p.m. 

Council Chambers 
Richmond City Hall 

Minutes 

Present: Joe Erceg, Chair 

1. 

. Robert Gonzalez, General Mana ,ngineering and Public Works 
Dave Semple, General Ma , Parks and Recreation 

moved and seconded 
at the minutes of the meeting of tile Development Permit Pallel held on Wednesday, 

November 16, 2011, be adopted. 

CARRIED 

2. Development Permit 10-538908 
(File Ref. No.: DP 10·538908) (REDMS No. 3380991) 

APPLICANT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

Doug Massie, Architect of Chercover Massie & Associates 
Ltd. 

8851 Heather Street 

I. . To permit the construction ofa 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; 

c) permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking spaces 
(8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces). 



3405464 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

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: 

• the first time the proposed development was presented to the. Development · Permit 
Panel was on July 13, 20'11, and November 3D, 20'11 is the second time the proposed 
development is being considered by the Development Permit Panel; 

• the subject site previously featured a small church building, and the site's "assembly 
use" zoning pennits a child care facility usage; 

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

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

• 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; 

• the request to reduce the minimum public road parking setback is to provide the 
n:quired parking spaces and to accommodate screening landscape elements to be 
neighbour-friendly; 

• 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; 

• 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 

• 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 7:0'0' a.m. and 9:0'0' a.m. 
for drop off, and 3 :0'0' p.m. to 5 :0'0' 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 infomiation was 
provided: 

• 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; 

2. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30,2011 

• 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; 

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

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

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

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

• 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 

• 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 transition 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; 

• 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 

• 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. 
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Staff Comments 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

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; 

• 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; 

• 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. J ohal 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. 

4. 
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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: 

• Transportation staff will conduct a survey in the neighbourhood iil 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; 

• 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; 

• 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; 

• 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; 

• 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 

• 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: 
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Wednesday, Novllmber 30,2011 

• some lattice work could be added, sqme vines planted along tbe bottom, mid as the 
vegetation grew, it would provide buffering; and 

• there may be room for a type of evergreen tbat 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 SaIne 
elements could be added there, leaving openings for gates, a feature required for 
accessibility. 

The Chair stated tbat 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 wllich would: 

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

2. Vary the provisions of ZOlling Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) reduce,minimum illterior side yardfrom 7.5 metres to 1.2 metres; 

. b) reduce tlte millimum public road parkillg setback from 3 metres to 1.5 
metres; 

c) permit 54% small car parking spaces 011 a site witlt less tltall 31 parkillg 
spaces (8 small car parkillg spaces of total 15 spaces). 

CARRIED 

3. 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: 

I. Support the Transportation (Constrr\ ~!lf\j'Management Plan attached to this report; 
and 

6. 



Dear Sir and Madam, 

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel 
Meeting held on Wednesday, 
November 30, 2010. 

Yih-Shin Hsu & Shu-Chen Chen Hsu 

8875 Heather St. Richmond, B.C. 

November 29,2011 

My name is Yih-Shin Hsu and I am the resident of 8875 Heather Street Richmond. 

My family and I moved into thisquietand 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. I 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. I 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 



July 7, 2011 

City ofRiclunond 
Planning Department 
DP 10-538908 

Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel 
Meeting held on Wednesday, 
November 30, 2010. 

We received the Notice of Application for a development pennit (DP 10-538908) at 8851 
Heather Street. After reviewing the notice, we the undersigned are opposed to this 
Development Pennit for the following reasons: 

• Increased traffic thtough this portion of Heather Street. Currently traffic 
races through tb,e park zone and combined with morning/after school traffic from 
Debeck Eleme~ary there are already safety concerns. The potential of an 
additional 120 car trips daily will significantly add to the congestion and safety 
concerns for children, pets and the residents of Heather Street. 

• 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? wiil there be a drop off lane? Will traffic along Heather Street be 
blocked? These all pose safety concerns for the residents of Heather Street. 

• 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? 

• Lighting & sidewalks. Currently the west side of Heather Street has sidewalks 
for less than y, 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; thete is a risk 
that c,ars 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 
beil)g and cohesiveness of our neighbourhood. Therefore we the residents ofI-Ieather 
Street are adamantly opposed to this development. 
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To: 

From: 

City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Depal1ment 

Development Permit Panel 

Brian J. Jackson, MClP 
Director of Development 

Report to 
Development Permit Panel 

File: DP 10-538908 

Re: Application by Doug Massie, Architect of Chercover Massie & Associates Ltd. 
for a Development Permit at 8851 Heather Street 

Staff Recommendation 

That a Development Permit be issued which would 

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

2. Vary the provisions of Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) Reduce minimum interior side yard from 7.5 m to 1.2 m; 

b) Reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 m to 1.5 m; 

c) Permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking spaces (8 small car 
parking spaces of total 15 spaces). 

Brian 1. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

SB:blg 
Att. 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Doug. Massie, Architect of Chercover Massie & Associates Ltd. has applied to the City of 
Richmond for permission to develop a two-storey building with a licensed child care facility for 
approximately 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned Assembly (ASY). Variances 
are included in the proposal to: reduce the interior side yard, reduce the Heather Street public 
road parking setback, and permit small car parking spaces. 

The application was presented to the Development Permit Panel on July 13,2011. At the 
meeting, the Panel moved and seconded: 

"That Development Permit 10-538908 be referred back to staff for further: 

(a) consultation with residents of the neighbourhood; and 

(b) examination of on-site parking/manoeuvring alld pedestrian and vehicle traffic on 
Heather Street." 

This staff report addresses the Panel refen·al and responds to the concerns expressed by residents. 
The report considered by the Panel on July 13, 2011 is attached for reference (Attachment A). 

Staff Comments 

In response to the Development Permit Panel referral: 
• The applicant hosted an Open House Meeting to consult with residents of the neighbourhood; 
• The applicant has made changes to the design to improve privacy for the adjacent 

neighbours; 
• On-site parking/manoeuvring and pedestrian and vehicle traffic on Heather Street was 

examined; and 
• Transportation staff will be conducting a traffic calming survey this fall, and if there is 

support from the residents, work will commence in the summer of2012 on the construction 
of speed humps along Heather Street. Resident support would require at least 66% of survey 
respondents to be in favour and at least 30% of surveyed households to submit .a response. 

The proposed building footprint and parking layout remain the same and there are no changes to 
the variances proposed. 

Analysis 

Community Consultation 
• The applicant hosted a neighbourhood Open House Meeting from 7:00 pm to 8:00 pm on 

Thursday September 8, 2011 at Family Place, which is located at 8660 Ash Street, a block 
away from the development site. 

• On August 19, 2011, invitations were hand delivered to 53 homes in close proximity to the 
subject site, including homes along Heather Street from Francis Road to Dolphin Avenue, 
and the homes along Dolphin Court (Attachment B). 

3360997 
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• At the Open House Meeting, approxi'mately seven (7) neighbourhood residents attended and 
expressed concerns regarding: 

~ Number of children; 
~ Size of building; 
~ Adequacy of on-site outdoor play area; 
~ Privacy from overlook and noise potential for the adjacen,t neighbours; 
~ Adequacy of on-site parking; and 
~ Pedestrian and vehicle traffic on Heather Street - vehicle speeding, narrow street 

width, significant drainage ditch, street lighting, and lack of sidewalk. 

Number of Children 
• As noted in the Staff Report, Vancouver Coastal Health childcl)re facility licensing staff have 

reviewed the application and have confi=ed that they have no concerns with the proposaL 
• The proposal has been designed with appropriate indoor and outdoor area for 60 children to 

meet Provincial childcare licensing requirements and the operational needs of the applicant. 
The children will be accommodated in 4 classrooms; 3 rooms of 12 children under 3 years 
old, and I room of24 children aged 3 to 5 years old, 

• The applicant advises that the proposed number of children is needed to enable the 
construction of a new building and to accommodate the mix of childcare spaces for both 
older and younger children. 

Size of Building 
• The size of the building complies with the 0.5 floor area ratio (FAR) density permitted under 

the existing Assembly (ASY) zoning. 
• The applicant has reviewed opportunities to reduce the size of the building. The proposed 

building size is needed to accommodate 60 children, and 60 day care spaces are needed for 
the daycare to be economically viable. 

Adequacy of On-site Outdoor PlayArea 
• As noted in the Staff Report, the licensing authority, Vancouver Coastal Health, has reviewed 

the size, location, and proposed scheduled use of the play area. Vancouver Coastal Health 
childcare licensing staff has advised that they have no concerns with the proposal. 

• The outdoor children's play area has been designed for active children's play, with durable 
materials, a small lawn hill and lawn areas, raised wooden deck stage element, rubber paved 
tricycle track, rubber paved open areas, sand boxes, outdoor sink, and pOltable water and 
sand boxes. 

• The outdoor amenity space in the backyard has been designed to accommodate 24 children. 
The applicant will set up a schedule for use of the backyard outdoor play area, with no more 
,than one (I) classroom outside at a time (12 to 24 children). The goal of the applicant is for 
each child to have access to the play area for 60 minutes every day, weather permitting. This 
exceeds the licensing requirement of 30 minutes per day. 

Privacy From Overlook & Noise Potential for the Adjacent Neighbours 
• Privacy was provided for the adjacent single-family home under construction to the north at 

8831 Heather Street with: 1.8 m height solid wood privacy fencing under construction along 
the shared property line at grade, and retention of the existing hedge along the nOlth edge of 
the back yard. In addition, a second floor staircase window has been deleted as it was found 
to be roughly aligned with a second floor bedroom window. 
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• Privacy was provided for the adjacent single-family home to the south at 8871 Heather Street 
with: existing 1.8 m height solid wood privacy fencing along the shared propelty line at 
grade, and an increased 4.2 m setback at the second floor level. In addition, the applicant has 

. increased the amount of existing hedge that will be retained along the south edge of the back 
yard and has added solid frosted glass panels to the 1.5 m height guardrail along the south 
edge of the second floor balcony. 

• Privacy was provided for the adjacent single-family homes to the rear at 8680 and 
8700 Dolphin Crescent with: existing 1.8 m height solid wood privacy fencing along the 
shared propelty line at grade, and a 7.5 m setback. In addition, the applicant has increased 
the amount of hedge that will be retained, to include all ofthe existing hedge along the west 
edge ofthe back yard and the addition of screening to fill in open areas above the fence line. 

• The landscaping design has been revised to increase the amount of retained existing hedging, 
with additional shade tolerant planting underneath the hedging. 

• As noted above, although the daycare is designed for 60 children, the outdoor amenity area is 
designed for 24 children. Children will be fully supervised in the outdoor amenity area, with 
a schedule of no more than one (1) class outside at a time (12 to 24 children). 

Adequacy o(Onsite Parking 
• As noted in the Staff Report, the number of off-street parking spaces for parents and staff 

(15 spaces) complies with the Zoning Bylaw requirements. Variances are requested to 
permit eight (8) small car parking spaces and to provide a 1.5 m parking setback from 
Heather Street when the zoning bylaw requires 3 m. 

• Staff have further investigated the parking accumulation during the morning drop-off and 
afternoon pick-up periods based on typical arrival and duration patterns of daycares and 
found that the 6 parking spaces assigned for the parents will be adequate to meet the parking 
demand during the drop-off and pick-up times. Typically, drop-off and pick-up occur over a 
2Yz-hour window. The proposed provision of parent parking minimizes the potential for 
vehicles backing out from the site onto Heather Street or parking to spill over onto Heather 
Street. 

Pedestrian and Vehicle Tramc on Heather Street 
• Vehicle speeding - A speed study conducted in April, 2010 indicated average speeds on 

Heather Street exceeded the 30km/lu' posted speed. Therefore, traffic calming measures in 
the form of speed humps will be installed on Heather Street, subject to consultation with 
local residents. As noted above, Transportation staff will be conducting a traffic calming 
survey this fall. 

• Street width - Heather Street is a local road and is designed accordingly for low traffic 
volume. There is sidewalk, curb and gutter only on the west side of the roadway from 
Dolphin Avenue to 8875 Heather Street. The remaining southern portion of the Street to 
Francis Road does not have curb and gutter or sidewalk. Staff have verified the cross section 
of Heather Street as having a 7.0m pavement width adjacent to the subject site in addition to 
the City boulevard and sidewalk, which is adequate for two-way traffic. Currently, parking 
is limited along the east side ofthe street adjacent to the park because of the ditch. . 
Therefore, "No Stopping" signs will be added along the east side of Heather Street adjacent 
to the park to restrict parking and maintain the full width of the roadway. A traffic study 
undertaken in April, 2010 on Heather Street observed current vehicle volumes as 450 
vehicles per day, which is much less than the typical daily volume of 1,000 vehicles that 
local streets are designed to accommodate. Staff have also reviewed the size of the proposed 
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development and the additional traffic volume generated. This review found the traffic 
volumes from the proposed daycare is limited in duration and can be accommodated by the 
roadway geometry. 

• Significant drainage ditch - there is a significant drainage ditch along Heather Street, 
adjacent to the neighbourhood park and directly across the street from the subject site. Parks 
and Engineering staff have confirmed that the City has no plans to cover the existing ditch. 
As noted above, parking is currently constrained alongside the ditch due to the nan·ow 
shoulder. To address the impact ofthe ditch, "No Stopping" signs will be added along the 
east side of Heather Street adjacent to the park to restrict parking and maintain the full width 
ofthe roadway. When daycare staff takes their class for a fieldtrip to the neighbourhood 
park, they would walk as a supervised group along the existing sidewalk in front of the 
subject site northward to Dolphin Avenue, cross Heather Street at the intersection, and enter 
the park from the existing Dolphin Avenue sidewalk. 

• Street lighting - There are six (6) street lights along Heather Street between 
Dolphin Avenue and Francis Road: four (4) lights installed on BC Hydro wood poles and 
two (2) 2 City-owned street lights, including a City-owned street light recently installed in 
front of the subject site. The City has placed a light on every available BC Hydro power pole 
within that section of roadway. Any future roadway lighting would be ·installed through 
property redevelopment where frontage improvements are required. The residents could also 
initiate a Local Area Service Program (LASP) to install roadway lights. This program would 
be funded by the property owners making the request. 

• Lack of sidewalk - There is existing sidewalk north of the subject site to Dolphin Avenue, 
out to the Garden City bus stops and in to Debeck Elementary School. Residents in the 
neighbourhood are concerned that there is no sidewalk south of the subject site from 
8875 Heather Street out to Francis Road. The sidewalk construction on the west side of 
Heather Street from Dolphin Avenue to 8875 Heather Street was secured as part of 
single-family redevelopment. A.walkway extension to Francis Road on either the west or 
east side of Heather Street will be considered in the 2012 annual Neighbourhood Traffic 
Safety program. Actual timing of implementation will be based on staff's review of priorities 
of other competing traffic safety projects in early 2012. 

On-site ParkinglManoeuvring 
• Transportation staff is supportive of the proposal. Transportation staff have reviewed the 

layout of the proposed surface parking area and are satisfied that there is sufficient space for 
staff and parent vehicles to manoeuvre onsite. 

• The parking spaces adjacent to the front property line will be reserved with signage for staff. 
Staff are expected to be familiar with the parking area layout and manoeuvring associated 
with these parking spaces, which are less easy to manoeuvre into and out of than the other 
parking spaces. 

• The applicant has advised that private on-site garbage and recycling collection will be 
scheduled for Saturday, when the daycare is closed ahd within the hours permitted through 
the City'S Noise Bylaw. Scheduling the collection for Saturday ensures that there will be no 
conflict between collection and parking. The surface parking area is large enough to 
accommodate on-site manoeuvring of the collection truck. 
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Conclusions 

The Development Permit Panel's referral has been addressed. The applicant hosted an Open 
House Meeting to consult with residents in of the neighbourhood. and satisfactorily addressed 
concerns raised. The applicant has made changes that improve privacy for the neighbouring 
properties. Staff have examined pedestrian and vehicle traffic on Heather Street and will be 
conducting a traffic calming survey this fall regarding speed hump construction along 
Heather Street. 

The proposal for a childcare facility supports the community by helping to address the toddler 
and 3-5 year old childcare needs for the Broadmoor and City Centre planning areas. The 
existing Assembly zoned lot is well situated for a childcare facility with a neighbourhood park 
across the street. Staff recommends support of this Development Permit Application. 

Sara Badyal, M. Arch, MCIP 
Planner 2 (Urban Design) 
(604-276-4282) 

SB:blg 

Attachment A: Development Pennit Panel Report considered on July 13, 2011 (including 
attachments) 

Attachment B: Neighbourhood Meeting Invitation Distribution Area Map 

The following are to be met prior to forwarding this application to Council for approval: 
• Registration of a flood plain indemnity covenant; 
• Submission of a Contract entered into between the applicant and a Certified Arborist for supervision of any 

on-site works conducted within the tree protection zone ofthe maple tree to be retained. The Contract should 
include the scope of work to be undertaken, including: the proposed number of site monitoring inspections, and 
a provision for the Arborist to submit a post-construction assessment report to the City for review. 

• Installation of appropriate tree protection fencing around the maple tree to be retained as part of the 
development prior to any construction activities, including building demolition, occurring on-site. 

• Receipt ofa Letter-of-Credit for landscaping in the amount of$42,822.00. 

Prior to future Building Pem,it issuance, the developer is required to complete the following: 
• Incorporation of accessibility features shown in Development Permit drawings. 
• Driveway relocation and boulevard restoration works to be done at the developer's sole cost via City Work 

Order. 
• Obtain a Building Permit for any construction hoarding associated with the proposed development. If 

construction hoarding is required to temporarily occupy a street, or any part thereof, or occupy the air space 
above a street or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated fees may be required as part of the 
Building Permit. For further iiiformation on the Building Permit. please contact Building Approvals Division 
at 604-276-4285. 

• Submission ofa construction traffic and parking management plan to the satisfaction of the City's 
Transportation Division (http://www.richmond.calservices/ttp/special.htm). 
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To: 

From: 

City of Richmond 
.Planning and Development Department 

Development Permit Panel 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

Attachment A 

Report to 
Development Permit Panel 

Date: 

File:. 

June 16, 2011 

DP 10-538908 

Re: Application by Doug Massie Architect of Chercover Massie & Associates Ltd. 
for a Development Permit at 8851 Heather Street . 

Staff Recommendation 

That a Development Permit be issued which would 

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

2. Vary the provisi.ons .of Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) Reduce minimum interior side yard fr.om 7.5 m to 1,2 m 

b) Reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 m to 1.5 m 

c) Permit 54% small car parking spaces.on a site with less than 31 parking spaces (8 small car 
parking spaces oftotal 15 spaces). . 

Brian . Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Devel.opment 

BJJ:sb 
Att. 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

DO).lg Massie Architect of Chercover Massie & Associates Ltd. has applied to the City of 
Richmond for pennission to develop a two-storey building with a licensed child care facility for 
approximately 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned Assembly (ASY). Variances 

. are inCluded in the proposal to: .reduce the interior side yard, reduce the Heather Street public 
road parking setback, and pennit small car parking spaces. 

There is no associated rezoning application. The site currently contains a small vacant one-
storey church building. . 

A Servicing Agreement is not required as no upgrades have been identified and the subject 
property frontage was recently improved through the rezoning and subdivision of the adjacent 
lands to the south at 8871 and 8875 Heather Street (RZ 07-374314 & SA 08-425332). The 
limited driveway relocation and boulevard restoration works for the subject development will be 
completed at the owners cost by work order through the future Building Pennit process. 

Development lriformation 

Please refer to attached Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment 1) for a comparison 
of the proposed development data with the relevant Bylaw requirements. 

Background 

Development surrounding the subject Ash Street Sub-Area (Broadmoor Area) site is as follows: . 

• to the north and south sides of the subject site, fronting onto Heather Street, are recently 
rezoned and subdivided single-family lots (RZ 07-380065 and RZ 07-374314) zoned "Single 
Detached (RS 11K)"; . 

• to the west, the subject site backs onto single-family lots fronting onto Dolphin Court zoned 
"Single Detached (RSlIB)"; and 

• to the east, across Heather Street, is the city-owned Heather neighbourhood park, which 
contains a children's playground, zoned "School & Institutional Use (SI)". 

Publfclnput 

No public input has been received regarding the subject application. 

Vancouver Coastal Health 

Child Care facilities operate under the jurisdiction of the Provincial Government. In Richmond, 
child care licensing is the responsibility of Vancouver Coastal Health. Accordingly, the 
application was .referre<;l to Vancouver Coastal Health child care facility licensing for revi~w. 

The proposal includes 67% of the outdoor play area requirement for 60 children, or enough for 
40 children as per the BC Child Care licensing regulations (7 m2 per child). Outdoor children's 
play area is provided in the rear yard (212.9 m2-) and on the second floor deck (69.25 m2). The 
applicant is proposing to schedule the use of the outdoor play area to meet the daily outdoor play 
needs of each of the four (4) child care rooms. 
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Vancouver Coastal Health child care facility licensing staff review applications on a case by case 
basis and have confinned that they have no concerns with the subject proposal which would 
accommodate half of the children in the outdoor play area at any given time. 

Staff Comments 

The proposed scheme attached to this report has satisfactorily addressed the significant urban 
design issues and other staff comments identified as part of the review of the subject 

. Development Permit application. In addition, it complies with the intent of the applicable 
sections of the Official Community Plan and is generally in compliance with Zoning Bylaw 8500 
except for the zoning variances noted below. . 

Zoning ComplianceNariances ·(staff comments in bold) 

The applicant requests to vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

1). Reduce the minimum interior side yard from 7.5 m to 1.2 m 

(Staff supports the proposed variance as this provides for an appropriately sized building for 
child care use and matches the minimum interior side yard setback requirement of the 

. adjacent single/amity lots to the north alld south. To comply with the minimum 7.5 m side 
yard setback to the south and to the north of this small lot would result in a 7.3 m wide 
building, which is not usable for the proposed child care use, The existing small church · 
building is also not usaUefor the proposed child care use, due to BC Building Code 
reqUirements, Vancouver Coastal Health licensing requirements, and City parking 
requiremenis. It is wortli noting that the small existing church building on the site was 
originally constructed as a single family dwelling and does not cQmply with the current 
Assembly zoning setback requirements.) 

2) Reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 m to 1.5 m 
, 

(Staff supports the proposed variance as it results in a site plan layout that.accommodates the 
required parking onsite and a landscape buffer to screen the parking area from Heather 
Street. Although the 1.5 m landscape b;iffer along Heather Street is narrower thall the 
required 3 m, it is wide enough to accommodate tlte proposed hedge and tree planting. Tlte 
variance does noi negatively impact the adjacent neighbours.) 

3) Pennit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less th~m 31 parking spaces (8 small ca.\' 
parking spaces of total 15 spaces). . 

(Staff supports tlte proposed varIance as it results in a site plan· layout tltat accommodates the 
required parkillg o1lSite with all appropriate drive aisle widtlt alld wider landscape buffer to 
the adjacetlt single-family lots to the 1I0rth and south. Tlte provision of small car spaces is 
acceptable to staff as tlte users are expected to befamiliar with tlte parking area layout and 
manoeuvring associated with the small car spaces. The variance does not lIegatively impact 
the adjacent neighbours.) 

Advisory Design Panel Comments 

The Advisory Design Panel was supportive of the project conditional to the applicant taking their 
comments into consideration, and design development to the column expression and use of 
pavers in the driveway. In response, the streetscape elevation and driveway have been improved. 
An armotated copy of the relevant excerpt from the Advisory Design Panel Minutes from 
January 19,201 r is attached for reference (Attachment 2). The design response from the 
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applicant has been included immediately following the specific Design Panel comments and is 
identified in 'bold italics'. 

Analysis 

Conditions of Adjacency 
• The proposed development includes an appropriate interface to Heather Street, enhanced 

with a pedestrian-oriented front entry, pedestrian walkway, landscape buffer to screen the 
front parking area, and permeable pavers across the vehicle entry driveway to mark the edge 
of the public pedestrian realm and to define the edge of the onsite sUlface parking area . . 

• The proposed development includes an appropriate interface to the surrounding single-family 
lots with existing solid wood privacy fencing, areas of landscaping and areas of cedar 
hedging where possible, and in particular along the sides of the parking area and at the 
comers of the outdoorplay area. 

Urban Design and Site Planning 
• The 'proposed child care facility is well situated on the subject existing Assembly zoned lot 

across the street from the Heather neighbourhood park. 
• The proposed site layout includes a two-storey building designed with residential character, 

set back behind a front surface parking area, and protecting a secure outdoor children's play 
area in the rear yard. 

• A pedestrian walkway is provided, connecting to the Heather Street sidewalk and separated 
from the vehicle access driveway, also. connecting to Heather Street 

• The Heather streetscape has been improved with recently constructed frontage improvements 
including a new grass boulevard with street trees behind a curb and gutter and a new 
sidewalk at the property line. The Hea,ther streetscape edge is further defined with proposed 
landscape buffers with hedge and flowering tree planting, a line of permeable pavers at the 
driveway entry, and a pedestrian walkway connecting with the sidewalk. 

• The number of off-street parking spaces for parents and staff (15 spaces) complies with the 
Zoning Bylaw requirements including accessible parking (l space). Variances are requested 
to permit 8 small car parking spaces and to provide a 1.5 m parking setback from Heather 
Street. 

• Bicycle storage complies with the Zoning Bylaw requirements and is located in the south 
side yard. Bicycle' storage includes 4 class 1 vertical storage lockers and a ra~k for four (4) 
bicycles, both located in the covered area IUlder the deck. 

• A covered garbage and recycling enclosure is proVided on the south side of the bUilding. 
Garbage and recycling will be collected by a privat~ contractor, To avoid conflict with 
parking, the applicant has advised thatonsite collection will be scheduled for Saturday, when 
the daycare is closed and within the hours pelmitted titrough the City'S noise bylaw. 

Architectural Form and Character 
• The proposed two-storey building has been designed with a res.idential character to better fit 

the approved institutional use into the predominantly single-family neighbourhood. The 
residential character is expressed with a single pedestrian oriented covered front entry, 
building articulation to break up the streetscape fayade, the incorporation of uncovered 
second floor decks, durable brick base, stucco siding, smaller areas of glazing, and roof 
maSsing with pitched roofs, gable ends and asphalt shingles. 

• The simple colour palette includes sand coloured stucco, grey brick, white windows, white 
trim, dark brown aluminium guard railing, and two-tone brown asphalt shingles. 
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• The project's accessibility features include: interior floor plans that accommodate wheelchair 
manoeuvring throughout, wider interior doors, an accessible washroom, and a vertical lift. 

Tree Management 
• There are thr~e (3) existing trees on the lot and there were previously two (2) existing trees 

on the adjacent property to the north with canopies and root zones entering into the subject 
property. The two (2) neighbouring trees were recently removed as a part of the 
redevelopment of the neighbouring property with a new single-family home. 

• One (I) existing Japanese maple tree will be transplanted and retained in the southeast comer 
ofthe property, adjacent to the Heather street sidewalk. To protect the health and retention 
viability of the existing maple tree, the owner's arborist has recommended transplanting the 
tree to the higher proposed elevation in close to the same location. In the current location 
and lower grade, the existing tree is impacted by the new retaining wall of the adjacent raised 
neighbouring lot, the neighbour'S storm sewer connection, and new City sidewalk. A 
contract with an arborist to ensure successful transplanting and retention of the maple tree is 

. a requirement of the Development Permit. 
• ' Two (2) existing fruit trees are proposed for removal. The centrally located trees are 

considered to be in poor condition by the City'S Tree Preservation Official. 
• Four (4) new trees will be planted, providing a 2:1 replacementratio for the removal of 

existing trees. 

Landscape Desigll and Opell Space Desigll 
• Outdoor children's play area is provided at the rear of the property with visual surveillance 

and access from the interior child care space,s. The play area is secured with lockable gates 
, and existing perimeter solid wood privacy fencing. As noted above, the size and location of 
the play area have been reviewed as part of the application review and ·are acceptable to 
Vancouver Coastal Health chiid care licensing staff. 

• The outdoor children's play area has been designed for active children's play, with durable 
materials, II small lawn hill and lawn areas, raised wooden deck stage element, rubber paved 
tricycle track, rubber paved open areas, sand boxes, outdoor sink, and portable water and 
sand boxes. 

• Soft landscaping is provided in the rear yard, including existing perimeter coniferous 
hedging, tree planting, lawn areas, flowering low hedging and vines, and an edible garden 
area with blueberry and strawberry plants. 

• The streetscape landscape buffer includes a retained transplanted existing Japanese maple 
tree, two (2) new flowering cherry trees, flowering shrubs, perennials, and groundcover. 

• The landscape plan for the front of the property includes an: open surface pru:king area, 
landscape buffer along the Heather Street edge providing screening of the surface parking 
area, a paved pedestrian walkway connecting to the Heather sidewalk, and continuous cedar 
hedging along the north and south edges of the surface parking area to provide screening to 
the adjacent neighbours. 

' . The surface parking,area includes special treatment with areas of permeable pavers to 
improve the visual impact and also to increase the permeability of the parking area. The 
,variety of surface materials breaks down the visual impact of the large paved surface and the 
pattem provides a visual contairunent or boundary for the parking area. A wide band of 
permeable pavers is proposed around the perimeter of the surface parking area: across the 
driveway at the entry to the site, in front of the main entry and in the parking spaces on the 
north and 'south sides. ASphalt is proposed in the central turning area of the parking area. 
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• In addition to the existing 1.8 m height solid wood privacy fencing along the north, south and 
west edges of the site, lockable access gates will be provided in the side yards. 

Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design 
The proposed design does not present CPTED concerns. The proposal includes: 
• secured outdoor children's play areas with natural surveillance from the child care facility; 
• clearly defined bpundaries between the property, public and private spaces; and 

.. ' a front parking area with a high degree of natural surveillance both from the child care 
faciJity and also the public road. 

Sustain ability 
The proposed infill redevelopment proposal will include the following sustainability measures: 
• Location within 220 m of transit service provided along Garden City Road 
• Bicycle storage lockers and racks . 
' . Increased site permeability. Existing church asphalt parking area will be removed and the 

site will be redeveloped with a site design with 45% permeability through permeable pavers 
in the new front surface parking area, gravel cover in the passive north side yard, and live 
landscaping area. 

• EnergyStar windows and appliances 
• Increased insulation thermal resistance performance (the insulation rating will be increased 

from commercial to higher performanye residential rating) 
'. Energy efficient heating and hot water systems 
• Water efficient plumbing fixtures and fittings 

Floodplain Management 
• The proposal complies with Flood Plain Designation and Protection Bylaw No. 8204. The 

Bylaw requires a minimum flood construction level at 0.3 m above the highest crown of the · 
adjacent public road. 

• Registration of a flood indemnity covenant is a requirement of the Development Permit. 

Servicing Capacity 
• The applicant has submitted an engineering capacity analysis for the water, sanitary, and 

storm infrastructure. No upgrades are required: 

Community Benefits 
• The proposal addresses the child care needs for toddler and 3-5 years in the Broadmoor 

planning area .and also contributes toward the needs in the City Centre plaruring area as 
identified in the 2009-2016 Richmond Child Care Needs Assessment and Strategy. The 
report identifies the estimated additional child care spaces needed by December 1,2016 
broken down by planning area and the different categories of child care needed. Toddler and 
3-5 year child care proposed and needs in the Broadmoor and City Centre planning areas are 
summarized in the table below: . 

E' d Ch'ld C S stimate 1 are Space 
Proposed Broadmoor Need City Centre Need 

Group (18 months - 2 years) 36 23 63 
Group (3-5 years) . 24 9 99 
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• Located in the northeast comer of tlie Broadmoor planning area, within 650 m of the City 
Centre planning area, the subject site is well positioned to meet the child care needs of both 
the Broadmoor and City Centre planning areas. For this reason, by providing more than the 
needed toddler and 3-5 child care spaces for the Broadmoor planning area, this facility will 
help address the larger need in'the City Centre planning area. 

Conclusions 

The applicant has satisfactorily addressed staff and the Advisory Design'Panel's comments 
regarding conditions of acljacency, site planning and urban design, architectural form and 
character, and landscape design during the Development Permit review process. The proposal 
for a child care facility supports the community by h~lping to address the toddler and 3·5 years 

, child care heeds for the Broadmoor and City Centre planning areas. The existing Assembly 
zoned lot is well situated for a child care facility with a neighbourhood park across the street. 
Staff recommends support of this Development Permit Application. 

Sara Badyal, M. Arch, MCIP 
Planner 2 (Urban Design) 

SB:rg 

The following are to be met prior to forwarding this application to Council for approval: 
• Registration ofa flood plain indemnity covenant; 
• Submission of a Contract 'entered into between the applicant and a Certified Arborist for supervision of any on­

site works conducted within the tree protection zone of the maple tree to be retained. The Contract should 
include the scope of work to be undertaken, including: the proposed number of site monitoring inspections, BJld 
~ provision for the Amorist to submit a post· construction assessment report to the City for review, 

• Installation of appropriate tree protection fencing around the maple tree to be retained as pari of the 
development prior to any construction activities, including building demolition, occurring on-site. 

• Receipt of a Letter-of-Credit for landscaping in the amOUl'lt of $42,822.00. 

Prior to future Building Permit issuance, the developer is reqUired to complete the following: 
• Incorporation of accessibility features shown in Development Permit drawings. 
• Driveway relocation and boulevard restoration works to be done at the developer's sole cost via City Work 

Order. 
• Obtain a Building Permit for any construction hoarding associated with the proposed development. If, 

construction hoarding is required to temporarily occupy a street, or any part thereof, or occupy the air space 
above a street or any part thereof, additional ,City approvals and associated fees may be required as part ofthe 
Building Permit. For further ir!formarlon on the Building Permit, please contact Building Approvals Division 
at 604·276·4285, 

• Submission of a construction traffip and parking managemeilt plan to the satisfaction of the City's 
TrBJlsportation Division (http://www.richmond.ca/services/ttp/speciaLhtro). 
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Development Application 
Data Sheet 

Development Applications Division 

DP 10-538908 Attachment 1 

Address: 8851 Heather Street 
DOtlg Massie Architect of Chercover Massie & 

Applicant: Associates Ltd. 

Planning Area(s): Ash Street Sub-Area (Broadmoor Area) 

I Existing 

Site Area: , 1,013 in' 

Land Uses: Religious Assembly 

OCP Designation: 'Community Institutional 

Owner: Vancouver Star Education Ltd. 

I Proposed 

No change 

Child Care 

Complies - Child Care 

Area Plan Designation: Public, Institutional & Open Space Complies - Child Care 

Zoning: Assembly (ASY) No change 

Number of UnitS: 1 1 

I Bylaw Requirement I Proposed I Variance 

Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.5 0.49 (492.84 m') None permitted 

Lot Coverage: Max. 35% 27% None 

Setback - Front Yard : Min. 6m 21 .5 m None 

Setback -Interior Side Yard: Min. 7.5 m 1.2 m 6.3 m setback 
reduction 

Setback - Rear Yard: Min. 7.5 m 7.5 m None 

Parking Setback: 1.5 m reduction to 
Public Road Mln.3m 1.5 m Heather Street 

General Min. 1.5 m 1.5 in to 2.8 m ' parking setback 

Height (m): Max. 12 m 10.7 m None 

Offcstreet Parking Spaces: 
Staff 9 9 ' 

Parent 6 6 None 
Accessible (1 ) (1 ) 

Total 15 15 

Small Car Parking Spaces Not permitted 54% (8 spaces) 
8 small car parking 

, ' sllaces 

3193121 



Annotated Excer·pt from the Minutes from 

The Design Panel Meeting 
Wednesday, January 19, 2011 - 4:00 p.m. 

[applicant design response is identified in 'bold italics 'J 

3. . DP 10·538908 - CHILD CARE FACILITY 
ARCHITECT: Douglas Massie, Chercover Massie & Associates Ltd. 
PROPERTY LOCATION: · 8851 Heather Street 

Panel DIscussion 
Comments from the Panel were as foHows: 

Attachment 2 

• . substantial changes have been made to the project in response to Panel's comments; 'wlder 
space at the back of the building; richer treatment of surfaces both at the front and back of the 
building; appreciate decorative and permeable pavers at the parking stalls; playful attitude 
towards the lane is a great idea; bollards are a nice idea; . . 

• decorative approach "for screens that are proposed in front of the building might be more 
appropriate at the back where the children go ·out more often; move would be less intrusive to 
the architectural elevation - Screens removed; . 

• rubberized curb would be a more appropriate approach than timber edge along the curve­
Vertical timber roundS are proposed to address curves; 

• consider carrying the unit paving across the entrance area to provide a sense of entry -:­
Incorporated; 

• consider planting a row of trees along both side yards of the parking area; trees will provide 
cooling to the parking area during summer - Tree planting Incorporated 011 boih sides; 

• playful area at the back of the building; concern on the smallness of the sandbox and lawn 
areas; consider larger and more useful areas such as planting or exploring area - Outdoor 
activity areas sized alld designed ill consultatioll with licellsillg; 

• consider opportunities for infiltration in the gravel side yards; consider introducing swales - . 
Gravel bed· is permeable; 

• provision for planting at the second level deck is a good idea; consider providing more 
opportunities for chlldren activities - Open deck design allows for flexible use; 

• ensure that scale of seating in the play area is appropriate for children - Seating will be 
specified by. daycare operator; 

• appreciate the design solution provided by the applicant; 

• consider introducing elements to identify the building as a day care facility; signage at the 
entry roof portico can provide identification - Sigllage will be provided through separate 
sigll permit; 

• consider redesigning the two windows above the main entry portico to add·a daycare 
charactel~ to the building; use of colour and/or introduction of play elements will introduce a 
sense of whimsy appropriate for a day care; 

• . consider child safety in determining height of guard rails - COllflrmed; 
3193121 
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• consider vertical posts on the side of the building to provide opportunity for a tent/covered 
space to create nior~ play opportunities for children during the raillY season - Not 
incQI'porated due to gllard rail post structura/limits and bUilding envelope concerns; 

• building more improved than when it was last presented to the Panel; 

• project has been vastly improved with the addition of sloped roof forms and gable ended 
. design; 

• W\'aparound deck helps reduce the bulk of the building when viewed from the street; 

• entry is more identiftable; removal of heavy horizontal banding has made the building look 
more residential in character which is a better fit; 

• columns holding the deck are extremely thin and fragile; columns need to be more robust and 
should match the thickness of the deck- Columns in side yard removed to improve view 
from streetscape and to increase pedestrian and bicycle manoeuvring area; 

• commend the applicant for responses to comments in the previous meeting; 

• appreciate the changes and efforts made by the applicant to make the facility fit into the 
neighbourhood; building is much more friendly to the neighbourhood; 

• relocating deck from the back of the building to the south is a good gesture; gracious 
interface with the neighbour at the south side; 

, 
• front of the building is still a bit harsh as it is a wholly paved parking lot - Parking area 

appearance improved with pel'meable pavers and tree planting at edge; 

• location of the deck on the south side of the building is good; however, might give rise to 
noise issues with the neighbour to the south; consider railing (or other) treatment to mitigate 
noise concern; 

• concern on shape of the toddler rooms; narrow and deep; not ideal; 

• appreciate the changes made by the applicant; a big improvement compared to the previous 
presentation; and 

• consider introducing something at the street level to help identify the project as a daycare 
facility, e.g .. signage, fencing, or other types of identifiers - As noted above, signage wtll be 
incorporated through separate sign permit. . 

Panel Decision 
It was moved and seconded 
That DP 10·538908 move forward to the Development Permit Panel subject to the applicant 
taking into consideration the Panel's discussion points and making the following improvements 
to the project design: 

I. design development to the columns under the decks to make them more robust and 
substantial- Colllmns removedfromfront and south side elevations. Columns in rear ya/'d 
are maintained, but not visible from streetscape; and 

2. design development to carry the unit paving across the driveway to de.fine the entry -
Incorporated. 

CA.RRIED 



City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Department Development Permit 

No. op 10-538908 

To the Holder: DOUG MASSIE ARTHITECT 

Property Address: 8851 HEATHER STREET 

Address: cIa MASSIE CHERCOVER & ASSOCIATES LTD. 
603 - 1200 WEST 73 AVENUE 
VANCOUVER, BC V6P 6G5 

1. This Development Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the Bylaws of the City 
applicable thereto, except as specifically varied or supplemented by this Permit. 

2. This Development Permit applies to and only to those lands shown cross-hatched on the 
attached Schedule "A" and any and all buildings, structures and other development thereon. 

3. The "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500" is hereby varied to: 

a) Reduce.minimum interior side yard from 7.5 m to 1.2 m 

b) Reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 m to 1.5 m 

c) Permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking spaces (8 . 
small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces). 

4. Subject to Section 692 of the Local Government Act, R.S.B.C.: buildings and structures; . 
affcstreet parking ~d loading facilities; roads and parking areas; and landscaping and 
screening shall be constructed generally in accordance with Plans #1 to #8 attached hereto. 

5. Sanitary sewers, water, drainage, highways, street lighting, underground wiring, and 
sidewalks, shall be provided as ryquired. 

6. As a condition of the issuance of this Permit, the City is holding ''!he security in the amount of 
$42,822 to ensure that development is carried out in accordance with the temis and 
conditions of '!his Permit. Should any interest be earned upon the security, it shall accrue to 
the Holder if the security is returned. The condition of the posting of the security is that 
should the Holder fail to carry out '!he developm'ent hereby authorized, according to the terms 
and conditions of this Permit within '!he time provided, the City may use the security to carry 
out '!he work by its servants, agents or contractors, and any surplus shall be paid over to the 
Holder. Should the Holder carry out the development permitted by this permit within the 
time set out herein, the security shall be returned to the Holder. The City may retain '!he 
security for up to one year after inspection of the completed landscaping in order to ensure 
that plant material has survived. . 

. 7. If the Holder does not commence the construction permitted by this Permit within 24 months 
of the date of this Permit, this Permit shall lapse and the security shall be returned in full. 

3193121 



To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

DOUG MASSIE ARCHITECT 

8851 HEATHER STREET 

Qevelopment Permit 

No. DP 10·538908 

c/o MASSIE CHERCOVER & ASSOCIATES LTD. 
603 -1200 WEST 73 AVENUE 
VANCOUVER,BC V6P 6G5 

8. The land described herein shall be developed generally in accordance with the terms and 
conditions and provisions of this Pennit and any plans and specifications attached to this . 
Permit which shall form a part hereof. 

This Permit is not a Building Permit. 

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO; 
DAY OF 

DELIVERED THIS DAY OF 

MAYOR 

ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE 
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City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Department Development Permit 

No. DP 10-538908 

To the Holder: DOUG MASSIE, ARCHITECT 

8851 HEATHER STREET Property Address: 

Address: c/o MASSIE CHERCOVER & ASSOCIATES LTD. 
603 -1200 WEST 73 AVENUE 
VANCOUVER, BC V6P 6G5 

I. This Development Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the Bylaws ofthe City 
applicable thereto, except as specifically varied or supplemented by this Permit. 

2. This Development Permit applies to and only to those lands shown cross-hatched on the 
attached Schedule" A" and any and all buildings, structures and other development thereon. 

3. The "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500" is hereby varied to: 

a). Reduce minimum interior side yard from 7.5 m to 1.2 m 

b) Reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 m to 1.5 m 

c) Permit 54% small car parking spaces on a site with less than 31 parking spaces 
(8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces). 

4. Subject to Section 692 ofthe Local Government Act, R.S.B.C.: buildings and structures; 
off-street parking and loading facilities; roads and parking areas; and landscaping and 
screening shall be constructed generally in accordance with Plans # I to #8 attached hereto. 

5. Sanitary sewers, water, drainage, highways, street lighting, underground wiring, and 
sidewalks, shall be provided as required. 

6. As a condition of the issuance of this Permit, the City is holding the security in the amount of 
$42,822 to ensure that development is carried out in accordance with the terms and 
conditions of this Permit. Should any interest be earned upon the security, it shall accrue to 
the Holder if the security is returned. The condition of the pgsting of the security is that 
should the Holder fail to carry out the development hereby authorized, accordingto the terms 
and conditions of this Permit within the time provided, the City may use the security to carry 
out the work by its servants, agents or contractors, and any surplus shall be paid over to the 
Holder. Should the Holder carry out the development permitted by this permit within the 
time set out herein, the security shall be returned to the Holder. The City may retain the 
security for up to one year after inspection of the completed landscaping in order to ensure 
that plant material has survived. 

7. lfthe Holder does not commence the construction permitted by this Permit within 24 months 
of the date of this Permit, this Permit shall lapse and the security shall be returned in full. 

3360997 



To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

DOUG MASSIE, ARCHITECT 

8851 HEATHER STREET 

Development Permit 

No. DP 10-538908 

clo MASSIE CHERCOVER & ASSOCIATES LTD. 
603 -1200 WEST 73 AVENUE 
VANCOUVER, BC V6P 6G5 

8. The land described herein shall be developed generally in accordance with the terms and 
conditions and provisions of this Permit and any plans and specifications attached to this 
Permit which shall form a part hereof. 

This Permit is not a Building Permit. 

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 
DAY OF 

DELIVERED THIS DAY OF 

MAYOR 

3360997 

ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE 
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• 1.2 m minimum side yard setback 
• 1.5 m minimum public road parking setback 
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• Accessibility features for wheelchair manoeuvring, 
vertical lift, accessible washroom, wider interior doors 

~ and hallways. 
• SustaiDability features: 253 sq.m. permeable paving, 45% 
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Work Order. 
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To: 

From: 

Re: 

City of Richmond Memorandum 
Planning and Development Department 

David Weber Date: December 13, 2011 
Director, City Clerk's Office 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: DP 10-557920 
Director of Development 

Application by - W. T. Leung Architects Inc. on behalf of 
Concord Pacific Developments Inc. for a Development Permit at 
9099 Cook Road 

The attached Development Permit was given favourable consideration by the Development 
Permit Panel at their meeting held on November 30, 2011. 

It would now be appropriate to include this item on the agenda of the next Council meeting for 
their consideration. 

~fE;t:ackson, CIP 
Director of De opment 

BJJ:blg 
Att. 

3430010 
.:-- ~Chmond 



Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

• S01l1e lattice work could be added, some vines planted along the bottom, and as 
vegetation grew, it would provide buffering; and 

• there may be room for a type of evergreen that grows quite narrow to be 
landscaping plan. 

The Chair asked if similar landscaping elements could be added to t south side of the 
subject site where an open deck is planned, and Mr. Singh re nded that the same 
elements could be added there, leaving openings for gate a feature required for 
accessibility. 

The Chair stated that he supports the application but t prior to the application going 
forward to a future Council meeting, he wanted th plicant to address the side yard on 
the landscaping plan, with a combination of st re, plantings, trees, and to ' ensure that 
the changes meet staff s satisfaction. 

Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 

1. Permit the cons ction of a two-storey building for a licensed child care facility 
/?Iy 60 children at 8851 Heather Street on a site zoned Assembly 

2. Val] e provisions of Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

reduce miniitlllm interior side yard from 7.5 metres to 1.2 metres; 

reduce the minimum public road parking setback from 3 metres to 1.5 
metres,' 

c) permit 54% small car parking spaces 011 a site with less than 31 parking 
spaces (8 small car parking spaces of total 15 spaces). 

CARRIED 

3. Development Permit 10-557920 

J4 0S4M 

(File Ref. No.: DP 10-557920) (REDMS No. 3333749) 

APPLICANT: W.T. Leung Architects Inc. 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 9099 Cook Road 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

1. Support' the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan attached to this report; 
and 

6. 



3405464 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

2. Pennit 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, II 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 infonnation for 
the proposed 16-storey high-rise residential tower, the six-storey mid-rise building, and 
the II 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 currently1ivihg 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; 

7. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

• a cOllstruction 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 ~nhanced 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 corner 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. 

Panel Discussion 

A brief discussion ensued between the Chair and Me. Lim regarding two healthy trees 
located at the centre of the subject site that would be relocated within the north-south 
greenway corner, a greenway that is at grade. 

In response to a query regarding the outdoor amenity space, Me. Eckford noted that the 
design is based on the artist Claude Monet's water-themed works, and he provided the 
following details: 

• 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; 

• the primary children's play area is at a central location and includes chalk boards so 
children can be "mini-Monets"; 

• the undulating surface at the far end arched element is a playful element, with a 
tunnel effect; and . 

• 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: 

8. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

• the area for recycling bins is indoors, but bins will be moved to an outdoor loading 
area, screened with landscaping elements, for pick up; 

• 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; 

• design of the electrical outlets used for charging cars is not yet confirmed; and 

• 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, 
arid (ii) 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 by law limits the length oftime 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 (iii) 
staff will ensure that before the permit is issued, the Construction Supervisor' s telephone 
number listed in the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan is accurate. 

9. 
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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 ge 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 
furnished 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 comer 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-opene~ 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 Iloted 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) 

10. 
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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; . 

• the cross-walk at Cook Road is capable of handling the volume of traffic; 

• . sections of the area roads will be completed as a result of this proposed 
development; and 

• 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 
1. Tltat tlte Transportation (Construction) Management Plan attaclted to this report 

be supported; and 

11. 
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2. That a Development Permit be issued which would permit the construction of 
approximately 142 units, of wllich seven (7) will be secured as affordable housing, 
witltin a 16-storey high-rise residential tower, a six-storey mid-rise bllilding, 11 
two-storey townhollse IIl1its with ground level entry, and an enclosed parking 
structure on a site being rezoned to "High Rise Apartment (ZHR9) - North 
McLennan (City Centre). 

CARRIED 

4. Development Permit 11-593370 

3405464 

(File Ref. No.: DP 11-593370) (REDMS No. 3396366) 

APPliCANT: Oval 8 Holdings Ltd. 

PROPERTY LOCATION: PID 028 696174 (Lot 9), PID 028-696-182 (Lot 10) and E 
028-696-191 (Lot II) 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

To permit pre-construction site preparation works on a portion of PID 02 
9), PID 028-696-182 (Lot 10) and PID 028-696-191 (Lot 11) of ASP A 
development which includes an area designated Environmentally Sen . 

6-174 (Lot 
Village Green 

e Area (ESA). 

Applicant's Comments 

Keven Goodearle, Environmental Scientist, Pottinger G y Environmental Consultants 
Ltd., made a brief presentation regarding the prop' approach for managing the 
requirements associated with proposed pre-construc' work on the Oval 8 Holdings site, 
on a portion of the site that is within designated ironmentally Sensitive Areas (ESAs). 
Mr. Goodearle explained that: 

• the site under discussion is tha ASPAC Village Green development, 
bounded by Hollybridge Way t e west, the middle arm of the Fraser River to the 
north, and Gilbert Road to th 

• een identified on the site, and this development permit 
application deals sol ith ESA-I, an area that includes a riparian management 

ed by the Department of Fisheries and Oceans; 

• the developm permit application is for pre-construction site preparation work, 
such as sit earing and preloading, and, future development permit applications 

s actual lot development; 

• eloper, ASPAC, anticipates the development of an extensive waterfront 
, the planting of a· significant number of trees, and an extensive habitat 

estoration adjacent to Gilbert Road and along the Fraser River waterfront; 

. the proposed phased approach to EAS-I 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; 

12. 
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Schedule 3 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel ' 
Meeting held on Wednesday, 
November 30, 2010. 

----.--. 
From: 

Sent: 

Heiko Hansen [h.hansen@yahoo.ca] 

November 22,2011 11 :02 AM 

To: CityClerk 

..-_____ . _ • P:!!£,e I of I 
To Development ~~I!lrmlt Pilnel . 
Dete: &all· 3D!.2'O II 

. "" Item #-"~_ .. ___ . __ ~ 

. Alii: ~ __ .-=--=""'""" ------ ---72EZ(l:::::5;.=ti.ZZ 

Subject: Attention: David Weber Re:Development Permit DP 1'0-557920 

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 riot 
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 ofhand. 
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 Cellne [mallto:celinezhang523@gmail.com] 
Sent: November 20,2011 3:37 PM 
To: MayorandCounciliors 
Subject: The problem in Richmond- written by a resident in Richmond 

Dear Mayor/ Coucillors: 

. I am a resident in Riclunond, and I have been in Richmond for more than I year. I love this country, as 
well as our city. Richniond 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 
lOpm, 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 departnient to investugate the cause 
of this odour, and make Richnlond 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 ofthat terrible 
smell)) 

....... ~ Second, I oppose to build the apartment at the northeastern comer of Cook and Garden City. I 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 comer 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, niy 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 illld 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 offeuesidents 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 

RE: CONSTRUCTION ON 9099 COOK RD 

.' ' . . 

/ ;I);;2tL 

My name is Meng Chun Kong. As a resident of9188 Hemlock Drive I strongly oppose to 
the idea to build another high rise construction at the above location. 

Since ye<lr 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 ha,ve less chance to survive than the. others. I 
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 
tum down the application of this construcyion. 

Yours sincerely . 

MengChun .J: -/./ 
" /~<9~-~r1 

November 25, 2011 
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Schedule 7 to the Minutes of the 
Development Permit Panel 
Meeting held on Wednesday 
November 30, 2010. . , 

To: City of Richmond, Development Permit Panel, 

J/ 

':;1 
Enclosed fax is with;5people 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, 

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 

. Concol'd Pacific. 

The l'easons for this objections are as follow: 

1) On July 26, 2011 public hearingcouncil.ineeting, There were more than 100 people 
showed up and more than 95%.ofthe people are opposing thisrezoningplanandyetyou · 

. council members still approved the tezoning. This is not right. . , 
Also, your staff should not using the " . " the neighbourhood plan, which was adopted by 
COl/llcil. in 1996.," (Page 42 of statT 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 now2Qll. 

2) As we have stated oil July 2il, 20'11, the traffic in the Cook Road, Katsura Street and 
etc al'C a mess nowadays. We do not agree on your statTreport (Page 43) statement: 

"The McLemrall NO/th Sub-A/'ea Plan includes a complete transportatioll network strategy 
designed 10 accolllmodate the deilSitys.upporled by the plan. Interim conditions. which 
lII{lill/{lill adequate width for two-way traffic, are in place ill portions of the 
neighbourhood. Sii/lilar 10 the strategy applied in neighbourhoods ihroughoul the City 
where extensive new road networks are required, the final road width will be achieved 
alld introduced ill association wiih future development. 

Currelll vehicle volullle$ and speeds (on Kalsura Road) were reviewed in a traffic study 
;lIIdertaken by Transportation.stafffo/lowing.the Public Hearing: The results are typical . 
o/'local slreet opera/ion and no traffic calming measures or stop signs are recommended; 
however. monitoring of tire 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, I 
The Undersigned: ( /' 
Name (Printed) . Sig ~tu /1/ ~ate Phone Address 
Leo Kan / 11126/2011 778·388· 1602-9188 Hemlock Dr 

\d 

r. \ 



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 ofthe 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: 

I) On July 26, 20 II 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 stafffollowing the Public Hearing, The results are typical 
of local street openition 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, yciu will feel and see how busy Cook Road and Garden City Road they are. 

Yours Sincerely, 

The Undersigned: 

N arne (Printed) Sign~\1I.!lL Date I Phone I Address 
Bernard Lo ,-,-.~~-' 

~ .. -
11729111 )604-518-6820 ) 1707-9188 Hemlock Dr - -
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Name (Printed) S ill.llature Date Phone Address 
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Ct-IIU CHE:UNL'r (1I\IL( N 01/ :1.'1 'l,ll 
~, (i LUtrfA ,~, " 

-"}-, Lk-- '-r\Vle, I ~.:;;: ""./.co u 

T"."o," L.v ;~ ,? /~::l.'.- - ' (JJ.J i§:? /'1 

.! 

, 

Phone 
IIclt)Rol:,·· tfI'r5 
£N· -1"'1 r- '#1 

L 011. :1.111. >,<;;;! l? 
h(~7-7'S -)300 

Address 
2 -'1180 l/e/fluJ. Po" . «,'c.hmuK 
5 :-1-'7/ /lV If o",Jl..~cA:.. 
tlLODL -q( ~t HIW-ALt>tk 
I/J 07--. 'filf f i-(fP(wu:;. 

. 

. 

d 

C.L,.WI'~'-'~'_~ re-
\,)y. t'l..;:"'~~ 
{)I< , f<!i '-"'- I<-< ,)uJ{ 



Name (Printed) Signature Date Phone Address 
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·Tb : City of Richmond Development Pennit Panel, City Hall (604) 276-4052 (FAX) 
(604) 276-4395 (TEL.) 

Let our voice be heard - Petition against a development pennit 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 pennit to 
Concord Pacific. 

The reasons for this objections are as follow: 

I) 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 sirategy . 
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, thejinal 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 stafffollowing the Public Hearing. The results are typical 
of local street operation and no traffic calming measures or stop signs ate 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 Ann 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: 

nature 



To : City of Richmond Development Pennit Panel, City Hall (604) 276·4052 (FAX) 

. . '. . . (604) 276·4395 (TEl:.) 
Let .our vOIce be heard -- Petition against a develOPment penn it 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 pennit to 
Concord Pacific. 

The reasons for this objections are as follow: 

1) On July 26, 2011 pliblic hearing councilltleeting, There were marc 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" .. . then'e1'ghbourhdod plan. which was adopted by 
Council. in 1996." (Page 42 of staff rep or() 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 20 II. 

2) As we have stated on J u!y 26, 20 II, 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: 

"'nil! McLennan North Sub-Area Plan inclu4~sa 'complete rra.nsportation network str.~tegy 
designed to accommodate (he density suppo,:ted by the plan. Interim conditions. which 
maintain adequate widthJor /IVa-way traffic, are ill place in portions of the 
neighbourhood. Similar to the strategy applied in neighbourhoods throughout the City 
where extensive new road networks are required. the filial road width will be achieved 
and introduced ill association with future development. 

Current vehicle volumes and speeds (on Katsura Road) were reviewed in a traffic study 
undertaken by Transportation stafflal/owing the Public Hearing. The results are typical 
oj local street operation and no traffic calming'iiieasures or stop signs are recommended.: 
however, monitoring of the area will continue . .. 

Everybody in our neighbourhood needs to use Cook Road as rhe only gateway to access 
to West side of Richmond such as Richmond Center, South Arm Community Centre., 
Thompson Community Centre and etc. [fYOif go there during schoo! hours drop off arid 
pick up time, you will feel and see how busy Cook Road and Garden City Road they are. 

Yours Sincerely, ' 

The Undersigned: 

t=aJi;~l~~k~[ E~:~~(~r{:;n:ff~jI:~~(Pi H~~J tf 
. . v I [I"'c?(j . 



To: 

From: 

City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Department 

Development Permit Panel 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

Report to 
Development Permit Panel 

.~ .tJl'fJ HI-~:J : NtlLI ' 30/.;(-0// 
Date: October 17, 2011 

File: DP 10-557920 

Re: Application by W.T. Leung Architects Inc., on behalf of Concord Pacific 
Developments Inc., for a Development Permit at 9099 Cook Road 

Staff Recommendations 

1. That the Transportation (Construction) Management Plan attached to this report be supported; 
and 

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). . 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

DN:blg 
At!. 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

W.T. Leung Architects Inc., on behalf of Concord Pacific Developments Inc., has applied to the 
City of Richmond for permission to develop 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, II two-storey townhouse units with ground level entry directly from the street or 
the north-south greenway, and an enclosed parking structure (Schedule A). The site is currently 
vacant. 

The site is being rezoned from "Single Detached (RS lIF)" to "High Rise Apartment (ZHR9) -
North McLennan (City Centre)" under Bylaw 8782. 

A Servicing Agreement is required in association with the rezoning application (RZ 10-557918). 
Works include but are not limited to a new sanitary sewer, upgrades to an existing sanitary 
sewer, design and construction of frontage works, contribution toward consortium-committed 
upgrades for the North McLennan drainage area, design and construction of the greenway 
adjacent to Garden City Road, installation of a crosswalk across Cook Road, and completion of 
the north side sidewalk on Cook Road west of Garden City Road to Cooney Road. 

Development Information 

Please refer to the attached Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment 1) for a 
comparison of the proposed development data with the relevant Bylaw requirements. 

Background 

Development surrounding the sUDject site is as follows: 

To the north: A large multi-family development ("Hampton Court") consisting offour (4) 
high-rise residential towers and associated townhouse units that incorporates 
east-west linkages to Garden City Road along the northern and southern edges of 
the development, and pedestrian boulevards that connect to the north-south 
pedestrian pathway system in the area. The site is zoned "High Rise Apartment 
(ZHRI)" and designated Residential Area 1 in the McLennan North Sub-Area 
Plan and Urban Centre T5 in the City Centre Area Plan (CCAP); 

To the east: 9233 Cook Road, a.vacant pat'cel zoned "Single Detached (RSlIF)", and 
designated Residential Area I in the McLennan North Sub-Area Plan and Urban 
Centre T5 in the CCAP; 

To the south: Cook Road and a multi-family development ("Garden City Residences") 
consisting of two (2) high-rise towers, townhouse units along Cook Road, Katsura 
Street and Alberta Road, and commercial space fronting Gat'den City Road that is 
occupied by a Montessori Childcare Centre zoned "Residential/Limited 
Commercial (ZMU3)", and designated Mixed Residential/Retail/Community 
Uses in the McLennan North Sub-Area Plan and Urban Centre T5 in the CCAP; 
and 

To the west: Garden City Road and an existing townhouse development zoned "Low Density 
Townhouses (RTLl), and designated General Urban T4 (15 m) in the rCAP 
Brighouse Village Specific Land Use Map. 

3333749 
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Rezoning and Public Hearing Results 

During the rezoning process, staff identified the following design issues to be resolved at the 
Development Permit stage: 

Introduction of more texture to the fayade of the enclosed garbage/recycling area. 

The height of the greenscreen trellis panels have been reduced to align with the 
building's concrete frame and openings to strengthen the visual relationship between 
portions of the building. An additional greenscreen trellis panel has been added to wrap 
around the corner and extend the greenscreen treatment toward the parking overhead 
gate, which introduces texture to the elevation. 

Design development of the roof parapet to declare the termination of the building. 

The 15th and 16th storey are recessed and the balcony design varied to distinguish the top 
of the building and articulate the skyline. 

Design development of the mid-rise roof treatment to minimize overlook concerns. 

Colour gravel that is arranged in a pattern that compliments the design of the landscaped 
outdoor amenity space has been added to the rooftop of the mid-rise building. 

Opportunities for further development of the north parkade elevation, including building 
articulation and introduction of large growing tree species. 

The exposed portion of the parkade elevation is treated with a series of perforated 
aluminum panels that vary in size and are spaced to align with openings associated with 
the townhouse units. European Hornbeam and Serbian Spruce trees, and groundcover 
are proposed between the building edge and property. 

Colour is to be applied to the box-rib corrugated metal siding above the tower lobby entrance, 
the east side of the lobby and the northeast fayade. 

The box rib corrugated metal siding is proposed to be a neutral shade that matches the 
Silver White Metallic colour used for the pre-jinished aluminum window walls. Painting 
the underside of balconies (pastel blue, green, yellow or purple) will introduce colour to 
the elevations. 

Relocation of the children'S outdoor play area with consideration of its relationship to the indoor 
amenity space and amenity terrace. Based on the proportion of two-bedroom to one-bedroom 
units proposed, it is anticipated the development will attract many families and the outdoor 
amenity programming should respond to this need. In addition, any potential safety conflict 
between the children's outdoor amenity area and the water features is to be addressed. 

The primary children's play area has been relocatedfrom the northern end of the podium 
to a more central location with direct access to the outdoor amenity terrace and the 
water feature design has been updated 

Adjustment of landscaping at the podium level to minimize expansion of semi-private space into 
the common outdoor amenity area. 

3333749 

876 m2 (9,436 fr) of common outdoor amenity space is provided, which complies with the 
Official Community Plan (OCP). Programming of the area has been updated to establish 
a balance between active and passive spaces. 
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Details associated with the relocation of on-site trees. 

A Japanese Hiba Arbor- Vitea and a Colorado Spruce are in good condition and will be 
relocated to the north-south greenway. 

Reduction of the width of the hard surface treatment associated with the vehicle entry drive aisle. 

The granite cobble used elsewhere on the site has been extended to demarcate the 
pedestrian access to the parkade on the west side of the drive aisle. This treatment 
contributes toward minimizing the visual prominence of the drive aisle and identifies the 
space as a pedestrian area. Also, the use of Ambleside Granite Cobble has been 
extended to the east side of the drive aisle alongside the garbage/recycling enclosure 
area. 

Minimize the visual and physical impact of the loading space on the north-south greenway. 

The strategic placement of bollards and hard surface material separate the loading space 
from the north-south greenway Right of Way (ROW) area and pathway. 

Details associated with the width and location of the hard surface path within the north-south 
greenway; 

The location, design and pathway width tapers associated with the design of the hard 
surface have been developed (Schedule A) and include r~rerence to ultimate pathway 
width and improvements to be undertaken at the time the eastern adjacent property 
(9233 Cook Road) develops. 

Planning Committee 
At the June 26,2011 Planning Committee meeting, staff were directed to: 

a) Review traffic patterns in the proximity of the development proposed for 9099 Cook Road 
generally and in relation to the existing daycare facility; 

b) Review the steps that can be taken to advise owners and residents in the immediate area 
regarding proposed developments; and 

c) Review the public transit plan to measure the adequacy of bus service in the area. 

A memo has been prepared by the Director of Transportation and the Director of Development for 
consideration by the Mayor and Council. A copy is attached to this repOlt as infonnation 
(AttaclJrnent 6). 

Public Hearing 
The Public Hearing for the rezoning of this site was held on Tuesday, July 26, 201 I. At the 
Public Hearing, the following concerns about rezoning the property were expressed by some area 
residents: 

Concern that too much density is being accommodated both on-site and within the 
neighbourhood. 

Development within the McLennan North Sub-Area neighbourhood is being undertaken 
in accordance with the neighbourhood plan, which was adopted by Council.in j996. 

Opposition to the construction of a high-rise building on-site and the associated impact on the 
views of nearby residences, as well as the shadow effect ofthe proposed development. 

3333749 
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The McLennan North Sub-Area Plan does not restrict height on the subject site. Further, 
the site is within an area in the CCAP where high-rise development is supported. 

The proposed site plan and building design maximizes view corridors and minimizes 
shadow impact on acijacent properties (Attachment 4). The 16-storey tower is proposed 
to be located on the eastern portion of the subject site to maintain a minimum 24 m (78 
fl.) separation from an existing tower within the northern adjacent "Hampton Court" 
development. The City's design guidelines support maintaining a minimum 24m (78 fl.) 
separation between towers. 

The location of the proposed tower also considers the existing residences located on the 
south side of Cook Road. Although the parcels are substantially separated by the width 
of Cook Road and associated public boulevards, the siting and design of the tower' 
minimizes the view corridor impact on residents within the "Garden City Residences" 
development. 

The tower is designed as a rectangular slab with a north-south orientation. The west 
elevation of the tower is angled to maximize view opportunities for residents of 
"Hampton Court" with south facing units. Similarly, the building's angular design 
results in a narrow southern building proflle, which minimizes the building's impact on 
north facing residents of the "Garden City Residences" development. 

Concern related to the impact of development on traffic patterns, congestion, traffic volume, 
speed, access to Garden City Road and the sentiment that there is a general shortage of off-street 
parking within the neighbourhood and a lack of public transit service within the neighbourhood. 
In addition, some residents expressed concern related to the management of vehicles during the 
construction phase and a lack of public transit service within the neighbourhood. 

3333749 

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 stafffollowing 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. 

The development proposed at 9099 Cook Road meets the Zoning Bylaw on-site parking 
requirements and also accommodates loading and garbage/recycling collection on-site. 
Off-street parking along Cook Road will remain. On-street parking is regulated by the 
Traffic Bylaw, which limits parking to three (3) hours between the hours of 8:00 am and 
6:00 pm unless the abutting premises are the property or residence of the individual. 
Further, it is prohibited to park a vehicle at anyone place on any street for a period 
longer than 48 consecutive hours. 

As requested by Council following the Public Hearingfor the rezoning of the site, the 
applicant has provided a Traffic (Construction) Management Plan which outlines the 
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provision of off-site parking for employees, shuttle service, and confirmation that staging 
will be accommodated on-site (Attachment 2). 

The impact of tree removal associated with development. 

42 of the 45 trees on-site are to be removed due to marginal health and/or conflict with 
the proposed building envelope that could not be addressed by minor alterations to the 
building footprint. The removal of these trees will be compensated at a 2,' 1 ratio in 
accordance with the OCP. Two (2) trees will be relocated within the north-south 
greenway and a Douglas Fir, which is located at the northeast corner of the site within 
the north-south greenway, will be retained. The proposed retention and removal of trees 
was assessed by the City Tree Preservation Officer in accordance with the City's Tree 
Protection Bylaw 8057. 

The impact of development on school emolment rates. 

This application was not referred to School District No. 38 (Richmond) as part of the' 
rezoning review process because the proposed development complies with the OCP. The 
referral policy was developed with direct consultation and input from the School District 
who determined the conditions for formal referral. 

Subsequent to the Public Hearing, details associated with the proposed development 
wereforwarded to the School Board as information. 

The inclusion of affordable housing units will create a security issue for others within the 
development and the neighbourhood. 

Richmond City Council adopted the Affordable Housing Strategy, which requires a 
contractual agreement between the property owner and the City of Richmond registered 
on title that ensures affordability terms established by the City remain in effect. 
Developments consisting of 80 or more units must secure units as part of the 
development. The seven (7) affordable units proposed on-site are in accordance with the 
policy and ownership will be retained as a block. 

As a result of the comments heard during the Public Hearing and the correspondence received 
from area residents, Council introduced the following requirements to be associated with the 
subj ect development application: 

The rezoning bylaw (Bylaw No. 8782) was given second and third readings provided the 
following conditions are met prior to fourth reading. The terms include: 

I. Council consideration of a Traffic (Construction) Management Plan. Submission of a 
Traffic (Construction) Management Plan is typically required prior to issuance of a 
Building Permit. However, based on concerns expressed at the Public Hearing related to 
the potential impact of construction traffic and parking on the neighbourhood, the details 
of the plan were required as part of the Development Permit review process and are 
outlined below; and 

2. Registration of a covenant on-site to advise future residents of 9099 Cook Road ofthe 
future development potential of the adjacent eastern lot (9233 Cook Road) and the 
associated potential impacts including construction noise, dust, impact on view corridors 

3333749 
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and building shadow affects and other disturbances or nuisances that may result from 
active development within proximity of the site. 

As a result of discussion during the Public Hearing, it is also required that the Development 
Permit (DP 10·557920) is issued on the same evening as the rezoning bylaw is adopted. 

Traffic (Construction) Management Plan 
A Traffic (Construction) Management Plan (Attachment 2) has been reviewed and accepted by 
Transportation Engineering. Details associated with the plan include the following: 

• Employees will park off·site at 8511 Capstan Way at a site owned by the project 
proponent, or an alternative off·site location will be leased by the applicant for use by 
employees; 

• Approximately 60 parking stalls will be required for employees working at 
9099 Cook Road. 8511 Capstan Way is currently used as a sales centre and has a parking 
surplus of23 stalls. Expansion of the parking area to the east side ofthe property can 
accommodate an additional 106 parking stalls; thereby exceeding the total number of 
required parking spaces; 

• Employees will be transported to and from the project site by two (2) eight (8) person 
shuttle vehicles between the hours of 6:00 am - 10:00 am and 3 :00 pm - 7:00 pm. 
Employees will be dropped off and picked up on~site. The loading area is located 
between the Cook Road curb and the building face of the future mid·rise building; 

• Designated staging areas are indicated on the attached plan and will contain all site 
activities (Attachment 2). A single crane will be located inside the property at the 
project parking entry ramp; 

• An elevated office will be located above construction hoarding along Garden City Road; 
and 

• To ensure a safe separation of uses, temporary fencing will be installed at the edge of the 
road curb. Traffic controllers will be on·site to direct vehicle traffic in and out ofthe site 
and to ensure that vehicles turn around on·site and leave in a forward direction. 

Staff Comments 

The proposed scheme attached to this report has satisfactorily addressed the significant urban 
design issues and other staff comments identified as part of the review of the subject 
Development Permit application. In addition, it complies with the intent of the applicable 
sections of the Official Community Plan (OCP) and is in compliance with the High Rise 
Apartment (ZHR9)·North McLennan (City Centre) zone. 

Advisory Design Panel Comments 

The development proposal was considered by the Advisory Design Panel on August 17, 2011. A 
copy of the relevant excerpt from the Advisory Design Panel Minutes is attached for reference 
(Attachment 3). The design response from the applicant has been included immediately 
following the specific Design Panel comments and is identified in 'bold text'. 

Analysis 

Conditions of Adjacency 
The at grade uses along Garden City Road, Cook Road and the north· south greenway, include 
residential units with ground level street fronting access and building lobbies to effectively 
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screen the building parkade on three (3) of foUl' (4) building frontages. The form and massing of 
the buildings proposed on-site is sensitive to the existing neighbourhood context. 

Garden City Road Frontage 
• A series of four (4) two-storey townhouse units and the mid-rise building lobby effectively 

screen the building parkade from view along Garden City Road. Further, the townhouse unit 
located at the northwest corner of the b1,lilding extends around the corner to minimize the 
visibility of the enclosed parking elevation. 

• The townhouse units are set back a minimUlll 6 m (19 ft.) from Garden City Road. 
Individual unit patios are permitted to encroach into the setback and are less than 1 m (3 ft.) 
above grade; thereby ensuring an active interaction is maintained between the units and the 
extension of the adjacent Garden City Road Greenway that will be undertaken in association 
with the subject application. 

Cook Road Frontage 
• Vehicle access to the site is limited to Cook Road. The Cook Road frontage is anchored by a 

lobby at both ends of the building and includes individual townhouse units with direct 
pedestrian access from Cook Road. The interruption of residential uses at street level by the 
drive aisle is softened by hard and soft surface materials. The garbage/recycling facility, 
located adjacent to the parking drive aisle, is enclosed and the building elevation treated with 
brick -masonry and a greenscreen treHis. 

• Individual townhouse unit patios are elevated approximately 0.5 m (1.6 ft.) from the sidewalk 
and retain a pedestrian scale relationship with Cook Road. 

East FrontagelNorth-South Greenway 
• The eastern edge of the site provides for a north-south pedestrian and cyclist greenway that 

continues the existing north-south pedestrian network that links public open spaces, public 
uses and community focal points within the neighbourhood. Details associated with the 
design of the north-south greenway are discussed in a subsequent section of this report. 

• The required on-site loading space is located between a water feature adjacent to the high­
rise lobby entrance and the north-south greenway. The design and treatment of the loading 
space minimizes its impact on the greenway and is discussed in more detail in the North­
South Greenway section of this report. 

• Four (4) two-storey townhouse units front and have their main entry directly from the north­
south greenway. By limiting the maximum grade separation between the individual patios 
and the greenway to less than 1 m (3ft.), introducing transparent railings and strategic use of 
landscaping, an active relationship between the patios and the public pedestrian corridor is 
established while privacy ofthe individual units is maintained. Similar to the townhouse unit 
at the northwest corner of the site, the northeast end unit wraps around the corner of the 
building reducing the length of the exposed parkade fayade on the north side of the building, 

North Elevation 
• The parkade fayade is visible only on the north elevation of the building. The wrapping of 

residential units and openings around the northwest and northeast corners of the building 
limit the extent of parking fayade that is exposed. The parking structure elevation will 
include strategically placed perforated aluminUlll panels and will be partially screened by 
trees. To maximize the effectiveness of the landscaping, light fixtures will be installed at the 
base of the trees to up-light the trees and create a sense of texture and depth in the evening. 

3333149 
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• An east-west pathway exists along the 'southern edge of the adjacent northern property. The 
safety of this space will be improved with the introduction of units that overlook the area and 
installation of illumination. 

Ul'ban Design and Site Planning . 
The proposed development is responsive to the design guidelines articulated in the McLennan 
North Sub-Area Plan with respect to land uses, site planning, building height and architectural 
elements. Further, the site plan and buildirig design minimize impacts on adjacent uses. 

Mid-rise building 
• The proposed six (6) storey mid-rise building introduces variety along the Garden City Road 

frontage and effectively screens the parking structure. Its height and form distinguishes it 
from the existing public realm and streetscape character along Garden City Road, which 
currently includes the side yard of a low-rise apaltment development, a parking structure that 
is screened using a landscaped berm, ground level tower units, and a Montessori Daycare. 

• As demonstrated in the shadow and view cOlTidor analysis provided by the applicant 
(Attachment 4). The mid rise has been sited to minimize both visual and shadow impacts on 
adjacent properties. 

High-rise building 
• A 16-storey tower is proposed on the eastern portion of the subj ect site. Its location 

considers and responds well to the established pattern of development both nOlth and south 
of the subject site as demonstrated in the shadow and view corridor analysis provided by the 
applicant (Attachment 4). 

• The proposed tower is separated by 24 m (78 ft.) from the residential tower that is located 
adjacent to Garden City Road and forms part of the northern "Hampton Court" development. 
A 24 m (78 ft.) separation is in accordance with the City's OCP design guidelines. 

• The "Hampton Court" development includes a second residential tower that is located at the 
cQrner of Hemlock Drive; the separation between this existing tower and the proposed on-site 
tower is 40.9 m (134 ft.), which substantially exceeds proximity guidelines. 

• The effect of the proposed towel' on the southern "Garden City Residences" residential tower 
is minimized by a substantial physical separation that includes the width of Cook Road and 
associated public boulevards. 

• The tower is designed as a rectangular slab with a north-south orientation. The west 
elevation of the tower is angled to maximize view opportunities for residents of"Harnpton 
COUlt" with south facing units. Similariy, the building'S angular design results in a narrow 
southern building profile, which minimizes the impact of the building on north facing 
residents within the "Garden City Residences" development. 

Two-Storey Townhouse Units 
• Two-storey street fronting townhouse are proposed on the lower levels of the mid-rise 

building and the high-rise building along Garden City Road, Cook Road and the north-south 
greenway. These units respond to McLennan North Sub-Area Plan guidelines that require 
streets capes to be characterized by residential units with individual ground level street 
fronting access and an active relationship with adjacent publicly accessible space. 

3333749 
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Public Space Enhancement 
• The pedestrian realm is enhanced along Garden City Road with the continuation of the 

Garden City Road greenway and the introduction of an extension of the north-south 
greenway along the eastern side of the site. This expansion directly contributes towards the 
enhancement and reinforcement of a safe and efficient transportation network for pedestrians, 
cycl ists and vehicles 

• Further, the "green" park-like character of the neighbourhood is carried up onto the podium 
leveL 

• The Cook Road frontage supports an active pedestrian realm with active uses including 
building lobbies, retention of street parking, and individual unit entrances. 

Parking and Loadillg 
• The site is located within proximity of the City Centre and benefits from being near 

transpoltation options that are available to future residents, including access to the Canada 
Line. 

• Resident and visitor parking is enclosed within a parkade accessed via Cook Road. A total of 
196 residential stalls and 26 visitor off-street parking stalls are proposed on-site, which 
satisfies the bylaw requirements based on consideration of a supportable Transpoltation 
Demand Management (TDM) strategy, which was secured through the associated rezoning 
process (RZ 10-557918),' 

• A loading space that can accommodate medium sized loading trucks, as well as recycling 
trucks is provided on-site. It is located between the eastern edge of the building and the 
north-south greenway. The loading area will remain outside the required public rights-of­
passage (PROP) right-of-way (ROW) that will secure the north-south greenway for public 
use: The loading space is designed to minimize its impact on the function and aesthetic of 
the north-south greenway. 

• . Secure bike storage in excess of the bylaw requirement is provided within the parking 
structure and short-term bicycling parking is located within close proximity of the mid-rise 
and high-rise building lobbies. 

• Garbage and recycling facilities are enclosed within the parking structure. Collection is 
facilitated via a roll-up door that opens onto the drive aisle and an on-site loading space is 
provided. 

Architectural Form alld Character 
The McLennan North Sub-Area Land Use Map designates the site as Residential Area 1, which 
is identified for the highest density development within the neighbourhood area plan. Further, 
the site is designated Urban Centre T5 in the CCAP Generalized Land Use Map, which supports 
higher density development. The proposed design is responsive to the design guidelines 
associated with the site's designation in both plans. 

• The TOM strategy, which is suppOlted by Transportation Engineering, was secured through the associated 
rezoning process (RZ 10-557918) and includes: 
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o A contribution of $22,000 towards a bus shelter; and 
o Completion of the north side sidewalk on Cook Road west of Garden City Road to Cooney Road 

the details of which are in the process of being developed. 
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Building Articulation 
• Varied building setbacks and a range of materials contribute toward establishing a defined 

base, middle and top to the buildings that are responsive to the development's urban 
character. 

o Darker hues, building fayade projections and building materials with more texture 
. are used at the lower building levels. 

o Lighter material colours and building material with less texture are proposed for 
the middle of the building. 

o The mid-rise building consists of six (6) storeys, with the exception of the portion 
of the building that terminates at the 4th storey where the indoor amenity is 
located and establishes variation of the building's roofline. 

o The high-rise building introduces an increased building setback at the 15th storey, 
which is further increased at the 16th storey resulting in a definitive termination of 
the high-rise building that contributes to a varied skyline. 

• The internal west elevation of the high-rise building is well articulated. The angled west side 
of the building minimizes its impact on adjacent views. Incorporating building recesses and 
staggering the location of unit patios further articulates the elevation. At lower levels, the 
effect is a dynamic relationship between the building and the outdoor common amenity area. 

• The corridor space between the elevator and the stairwell on the west side of the mid-rise 
building is recessed and clad in an aluminum window wall, which effectively introduces a 
strong break in the building fayade and facilitates the penetration of light into the corridor. 

• Although the treatment ofthe garage entry and the enclosed garbage/recycling area are 
similar to the exterior treatment ofthe mid-rise and the lower portions ofthe high-rise 
building, the garage opening and recessed podium marks a distinction between the two (2) 
buildings on the Cook Road frontage. 

• The architectural fins on the central portion of the east fayade ofthe high-rise tower have 
been increased in d~pth to maximize the texture of the building face. 

• To add interest to the east elevation of the high-rise building, balconies have been arranged to 
emphasize three (3) vertical components of the elevation. 

Materials and Colour 
Garden City Road Frontage 
• The two-storey townhouse units and mid-rise apartment units fronting Garden City Road are 

characterized by a combination of architectural concrete, brick masonry and aluminum 
window walls in a darker hue (Grey Velvet) that is also present elsewhere on-site. 

• The two-storey townhouse units located at the first two levels of the mid-rise building are 
highlighted by a concrete frame that is painted a darker hue (Durango Brown) than the 
neutral, light (Cloud Cover) hue proposed for the remaining portion of the mid-rise building 
and that used elsewhere within the proposed development. 

• The extensive use of brick masonry on the mid-rise building and inclusion of sunshades 
provides depth to the elevation and strengthens the building's residential character. 

Cook Road Frontage 
• The brick masonry, in a neutral cream hue, wraps around the corner and covers the south 

fayade of the mid-rise building. Brick masonry is also used to frame and strengthen the 
prominence of the two-storey townhouse units fronting Cook Road and on the walls of the 
enclosed garbage and recycling area. 
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• Greenscreen trellis panels are mounted to the exterior fayade of the enclosed 
garbage/recycling area and wrap around the corner to the overhead door that provides direct 
access to the collection area. Climbing native roses and honeysuckle will be planted and will 
introduce texture and colour to the elevation. 

• The enclosed parking' area at the 3rd level is treated with a pattern of alternating perforated 
aluminium panels and pre-finished aluminium wall panel. 

• The indoor amenity space, located at the 4th level in the mid-rise building is characterized by 
an aluminum curtain wall and aluminum sunshades within a neutral coloured concrete frame. 
The building design and the materials used identify the space as distinct from the rest of the 
building. 

• Box rib corrugated metal siding in square frames that follow the pattern ofthe tower 
structural grid, are used on the exterior walls of the second floor bike storage room above the 
tower lobby entrance. 

• To emphasize the high-rise tower's slim south profile, the lighter, neutral hue (Cloud Cover) 
is proposed on architectural concrete building frames that characterize the high-rise tower. 
Window openings are accented by the darker hue (Grey Velvet) pre-finished aluminium 
window wall. 

• On this elevation, the architectural concrete is painted only the neutral, light hue; the darker 
accent colour (Durango Brown) is not used on this elevation. 

East Frontage 
• Colour, building materials and projecting balconies are used to break up the massing of the 

east fayade of the building. 
• Consistent with treatment along the other building elevations, the distinct identity of the 

two-storey townhouse units is highlighted with the use of brick masonry and the darker hue 
(Grey Velvet) is used for the aluminum window wall. 

• Box rib corrugated metal siding, in square frames, is also present on this side ofthe building 
on the 2nd and 3 rd level and maintains a relationship with the south elevation. 

• The neutral colour palate is proposed for the architectural concrete frame and the aluminum 
window wall to keep this elevation light. 

North Elevation 
• The use of brick masonry, the darker hue (Grey Velvet) window wall, and the corrugated 

metal siding treatment wraps around the northeast and northwest corners of the building; 
thereby maintaining a consistent theme for the treatment of the two-story townhouse units on 
the lower levels of the east and west sides of the building. 

• The darker hue (Durango), which is proposed on the Garden City Road fayade to strengthen 
the townhouse unit building frames, wraps around the northwest corner effectively drawing 
attention to the continuation of residential use at this corner. 

• The north elevation of the high-rise building is characterized by the continuation of the 
neutral, light colour scheme used on the building's east elevation frame. Similarly, the mid­
rise building continues the use of brick used on other elevations ofthe building. The 
inclusion of townhouse units bookend the elevation at the ground level and reduce the extent 
of exposed parking fayade. 

• The remaining middle portion of the building consists of an exposed parking enclosure wall. 
Wrapping of the residential uses around the corners of the building elevation and extending 
the diversity of building materials and colour used on the east and west sides minimizes the 
visual prominence of the exposed parking elevation. 
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• FUl1her, the parking elt:vation is treated with a series of perforated aluminum panels in a 
neutral hue that vary in size and relate to the spacing of openings associated with the 
townhouse units. Up-lighting will be installed at the base of European Hornbeam and 
Serbian Sprice trees planted between the edge of the building and the property line to 
develop a sense of depth and add visual interest. 

Accent Colour 
• Generally, in contrast to the darker hues used in adjacent developments, the proposed 

development is characterized by a neutral, light colour palate. Darker, accent colours are 
limited to the lower elevations to strengthen the base ofthe building and to accentuate the 
presence of the two-storey townhouse unit components. 

• Pastel hues of yellow, blue, green or purple are proposed on the balcony soffits to introduce 
colour to the development proposal (Attachment 5). These balcony surfaces will be visible 
from below and will emphasize the depth of the fayade. 

Streetscape 
• In accordance with design guidelines for the area, the proposed development presents a 

coordinated streetwall along the Garden City Road, Cook Road and north-south greenway 
frontages. 

o An enclosed garbage and recycling collection area is provided within the parking 
structure; 

o Individual unit entries and patios are no more than 1 m (3 ft.) above the adjacent 
sidewalk grade elevation. The raised, semi-private patios maintain a relationship 
with the public realm and facilitate casual surveillance of public spaces; 

o Lobby entrances to the mid-rise and high-rise buildings include weather 
protection and are universally accessible; 

o Street edges are landscaped and short-term bicycling parking is provided on-site; 
o Illumination fixtures have been incorporated into the street level landscape design 

along streets and the north-south greenway. 

Indoor ami Ol/tdoor Amenity Space 
• The indoor amenity space is located at the 4th storer and is accessed through the mid-rise 

building or the outdoor amenity space. The 243 m (2,624 ft2) space includes an exercise 
room with a patio space fronting Cook Road, an apparatus room, an entertainment room 
that can be divided into two by a movable partition and a larger amenity room that 
includes a full kitchen. The indoor amenity space opens directly onto the outdoor 
amenity terrace area. 

• Alternating charcoal and natural colour concrete pavers are used on townhouse patios, as 
well as mid-rise and high-rise patios on the podium level. 

• An outdoor amenity space is located at the 4th level above the parking podium and has 
direct access from the mid-rise building, the high-rise building and the indoor amenity 
space. The 846 m2 (9,436 fi2) landscaped podium space extends to the northern edge of 
the parking podium. 

• The outdoor amenity space includes an amenity terrace adjacent to the indoor amenity 
area, children's play areas; a series of terraced pathways, and a centrally located pond 
that incorporates feature landscaping and illumination. 

• The children's play area is provided in two (2) areas. 
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a. The primary children's play area is within close proximity to the outdoor 
amenity terrace. The area will be treated with a rubber surface with 
undulating ripples, mounds, and stepping stones of varying heights to 
encourage active play. An interactive play wall, which includes play panels 
and a chalkboard, has been placed along the west side of the play area, and a 
tunnel is centrally located. 

b. A secondary tot play area, which is also treated with an .undulating rubber 
surface, is located at the southern edge of the outdoor amenity area. 

Instead of proposing free-standing play equipment, the applicant proposes a more 
naturalized play area designed to encourage diverse opportnnities for social interactions 
and physical development including active play, sensory stimulation, exploration and 
creativity (Schedule A). 

• A putting green is proposed to be located adjacent to the water feature on the nOlthern 
pOltion of the podium. This area may be used by residents of all ages . . 

• The subject site is located within close proximity of the Garden City Community Park. 
As patt of the associated rezoning application (RZ 10-557918), the applicant will 
contribute to Garden City Community Park enhancements, which will benefit both 
residents of the proposed development and the neighbourhood generally. 

Lant/scape Design and Ope" Space Design 
• The existing Douglas Fir located at the northeast corner of the site will be retained. Further, 

two (2) trees, a Japanese Hiba Arbor-Vitea and a Colorado Spruce, will be retained and 
relocated to the north-south greenway. 

• Eighty-five (85) trees will be planted on-site, which exceed the OCP 2: 1 tree replacement 
requirement. 

• The ground level along the perimeter of the site is treated with trees, ground cover, water 
. . features with LED lighting, feature hard surface treatment including granite cobble, and short 

term bicycle parking. 
• The podium level is characterized by the centrally located water feature. The water pond and 

garden design is a contemporary abstraction of the artist Claude Monet's many water-themed 
paintings. The pond features include a specimen Weeping Cherry in a planter, water lilies in 
circular steel planters, and submerged illumination fixtures. 

• The mid-rise roof is treated with a river rock and pebble pattern inspired by the work of the 
artist Monet. 

• The indoor amenity roof will be treated as a green roof. The sedum planting pattern will 
similarly be inspired by the work of the artist Monet. Further, the installation of a green roof 
over the indoor amenity space reduces heat gain/loss over an air conditioned space. 

North-Sol/th Greenway 
• The associated rezoning (RZ 10-557918) will secure the nOlth-south greenway with a public 

right-of-passage (PROP) through a privately owned, publicly accessible right-of-way. 
• Introduction of an at grade north-south greenway on the eastern portion of the site is a 

significant feature that contributes to both the quality of the proposed development and the 
McLennan North neighbourhood generally. 

• A right-of-way will be registered on the entire 8 m (26 ft.) width of the greenway, with the 
exclusion of the loading area located along the western edge of the greenway. The ultimate 
desired width ofthe hard surface pathway will be achieved at the time the adjacent eastern 
parcel (9233 Cook Road) develops. At the time the adjacent parcel develops, the north end 
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of the pathway will be widened. The cnrrent design tapers at the north end in order to protect 
the root zone of the retained Douglas Fir; this area will be widened in the futnre. Similarly, 
the southern end ofthe pathway will be widened at the time 9233 Cook Road develops to 
encourage public access and use. The remainder of the pathway achieves the full 3 m (9.8 
ft.) hard surface width desired for the middle section of the pathway. The pathway is 
concrete and treated with brick pavers along the edge. In the futnre, 9233 Cook Road will 
also contribute toward expanding the greenway right-of-way width. 

• The north-south greenway features a range of ground cover that grows in a variety of colours 
and heights, and trees including Canadian Serviceberry, Katsura, and Star Magnolias. 

• Paved walkways will connect townhouse units to the public realm. 
• Due to site-specific constraints, including the restriction of vehicle access via 

Garden City Road and limited frontage on Cook Road, the on-site loading requirement will 
be accommodated along the eastern edge of the building at the southwest corner of the 
greenway. To ensure a safe separation from the public portion of the pathway, bollards are 
placed along the boundary between the greenway path and the loading area to prevent 
vehicles from encroaching into the public realm. In addition, granite cobble is used instead 
of saw cut concrete to identify the loading area as distinct from the rest of the pathway. 

• 3.6 m (12 ft.) high pole light fixtures spaced at 4.5 m (15 ft.) intervals will illuminate the 
pathway to ensure safety. 

Accessibility/Barrier-/ree Access 
• On-site accessibility provisions are depicted in Attachment A, and include barrier-free 

access from the street to the lobby ofthe residential mid-rise and high-rise, and from the 
buildings to the on-site indoor and outdoor amenity space. 

• A one-bedroom unit on the 4th floor on the east side of the high-rise building and 10 
one-bedroom and den units located on the 5th

_14th floors on the east side of the high-rise 
building will be constructed in accordance with the provisions outlined in the City's 
Convertible Unit Featnres Checklist. 

• As a condition of Building Permit, provisions for aging in place will be incorporated into all 
units. Features include backing for grab bars in bathrooms, lever style door handles, and 
tactile numbering of suites. 

Affordable Housing 
• In accordance with the Richmond Affordable Housing Strategy, a minimum of 5% of the 

permitted Floor Area Ratio (FAR) will be secured for affordable housing units as a condition 
of rezoning bylaw adoption. 

• Of the 142 units proposed on-site, seven (7.) units will be secnred as affordable housing units. 
The following will be secnred through a Housing Agreement as affordable housing units: 

o Fonr (4) two-bedroom, two-storey townhouse units fronting Garden City Road; 
and 

o Three (3) apartment units (two (2) two-bedroom units, and a one-bedroom unit) 
within the mid-rise building. The units are located within the first floor of the 
mid-rise apartment and are located on the Garden City Road side of the building. 

Engineering/Servicing 
• All Engineering issues will be addressed through the Servicing Agreement associated with 

the rezoning application (RZ 10-557918). Works include but are not limited to the 
following: 
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o Contribution of $8,032 toward consortium-committed upgrades for the North 
McLennan drainage area. The site service connections must connect the site to 
Cook Road and site analysis will be required on the Servicing Agreement 
drawings; 

o Construction of a new 200 mm diameter sanitary sewer that is' approximately 
90 m in length from a new manhole at the east property line to the existing 
manhole located at the intersection of Cook Road and Katsura Street. The 
applicant is also required to upgrade the existing sanitary 'between two (2) 
manholes fronting 9333 Alberta Road from 200 mm to 250 mm diameter; 

o Design and construction of frontage works including a 2 m (6.5 ft.) wide concrete 
sidewalk along Cook Road adjacent to the property line, and a minimum 1.5 m 
(5 ft.) wide landscaped boulevard; 

o Design of the public greenway along the east side of Garden City Road in 
accordance with the design standards used north of the subject site; 

o To accommodate the increased pedestrian volume anticipated resulting from the 
continuation of the north-south greenway on the eastern portion of the site, a 
marked and signed pedestrian crosswalk is to be introduced to facilitate 
movement across Cook Road that is aligned with the north-south greenway; and 

o Completion of the north side sidewalk on Cook Road west of Garden City Road 
to Cooney Road, the details of which are in the process of being developed. 

Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design (CPTED) 
The proposed development incorporates a range of CPTED design principles that include but are 
not limited to the following: 
• Access to the parkade is secured by an overhead gate. Visitor parking is located within a 

semi-submerged level of parking and entry into the resident parking area is further secured 
by a second overhead gate. 

• The functionality and safety of the visitor parking area benefits from the inclusion of a 
pedestrian corridor to separate pedestrians from vehicle traffic using the ramp. 

• The parkade walls will be painted white, clear glazing will be incorporated at access points 
into vestibules and corridors leading into elevator lobbies. 

• Siting and design of the building facilitates opportunities for passive surveillance of the street 
frontages, outdoor amenity space, and norh-south greenway; 

• Low-level lighting is incorporated in the courtyard and along the north-south greenway to 
maximize safety while minimizing the effect of light pollution on adjacent dwelling units. 

Public Art 
• In association with rezoning of this site (RZ 10-557918), the applicant has committed to a 

voluntary contribution of approximately $77,839 towards the inclusion of public art within 
the development. 

• To strengthen the gateway quality ofthe development at the corner of Garden City Road and 
Cook Road, public art will be introduced close to the entrance to the mid-rise lobby. 

• The details associated with the inclusion of on-site Public Art will be reviewed and 
coordinated with the City Public Art Coordinator. 

Sustainability 
• The applicant has provided a synopsis of the sustainability measures proposed to be 

incorporated into the project. The list includes, but is not limited to the following provisions: 
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~ Projecting slab fins and balcony overhangs on the west fayade of both the tower 
and the mid-rise building, which function as shading devises; 

~ Brise soleils (permanent sun shading architectural features) are incorporated into 
the curtain wall windows qn the south fayade of the amenity space to reduce solar 
heat gain; 

~ Installation of a green roof over the indoor amenity space to reduce heat gain/loss 
over an air conditioned space; 

~ Low-e coatings on glazing to reduce ultraviolet penetration; 
~ Water conserving plumbing fixtures and Energy Star appliances will be 

considered; 
~ Installation of drought tolerant plants to reduce irrigation requirements; 
~ High efficiency irrigation system; and 
~ Soft landscaping at the ground level and at the fourth level outdoor amenity space 

to absorb rainwater and reduce runoffinto the storm system. 
• The applicant has advised that installation of a geothermal system is not viable in this 

context. The applicant expressed concerns associated with maintaining geothermal loops that 
are located beneath a building. Further, the applicant has advised that the maximum benefit 
of a geothermal system is associated with uses, such as retail, commercial or institution, that 
require air conditioning throughout the year and that the costs associated with installation of 
a system in this context are prohibitive. 

Conclusions 

The proposed subject development is responsive to the McLennan North Sub-Area Plan and City 
Centre Area Plan design objectives for thiS area. The proposal's response to context specific 
building massing and design challenges, design details, and expansion of the existing pedestrian 
and cyclist network within the neighbourhood contribute to the development of a desirable 
residential urban neighbourhood. Based on the proposal's design response to its context, staff 
support the proposed development proposal. 

~M 
Planner II (Urban Design) 

DN:blg 

Attachment I: Development Data Sheet 
Attachment 2: Traffic '(Construction) ManagementPlan 
Attachment 3: Advisory Design Panel (ADP) Minutes and Applicant Responses (in bold text) 
Attachment 4: Shadow and View COITidor Analysis 
Attachment 5: Balcony Soffit Colour Legend 
Attachment 6: Memo to Council Regarding Items Identified for Fmther Consideration at the June 
26, 20 II Planning Committee Meeting 
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The following are to be met prior to forwarding this application to Council for approval: 
• Final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8782; and 
• Receipt ofa Lelter-of-Credit for landscaping in the amount of$303,23 1.50 for on-site landscaping and an 

. additional $79,796.09 for landscaping within the north-south greenway, which will be secured with a public 
rights of passage through a right-of-way. 

Prior to future Building Permit' issuance, the developer is required to complete the following: 
• The applicant is required to obtain aBuilding Permit for any construction hoarding associated with the 

proposed development. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily occupy a street, or any part thereof, 
or occupy the air space above a street or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated fees may be 
required as part of the Building Permit. For further information on the· Building Permit, please contact 
Building Approvals Division at 604-276-4285; and 

• Incorporation of accessibility measures for aging in place in Building Pelmit drawings for all units including 
lever handles for doors and faucets and blocking in all washroom walls to facilitate future potential installation 
of grab bars/handrails. 

Note: 

* This requires a separate application, . 
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City of Richmond 
6911 No. 3 Road 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2CI 
www.richmond.ca 
604-276-4000 

. Development Application 
Data Sheet 

Development Applications Division 

DP 10-557920 Attachment 1 

Address: 9099 Cook Road 

Applicant: W.T. Leung Architects Inc. Owner: Concord Pacific Developments Inc. 

Planning Area(s): North McLennan Sub-Area Plan, City Centre Area Plan 

Floor Area Gross: 12,967 m2 (139,583 fe) Floor Area Net: 12,030 m2 (129,494 ft2) 

I Existing I Proposed 

Site Area: 3,863 m2 (41 ,580 ft2) 3,856 m2 (41,505 ft2) 

Land Uses: Vacant lot Multi-family consisting of 
approximately 142 units 
Multi-family residential, which 

OCP Designation: Mixed Use is supported by the Mixed 
Use designation 
High Rise apartment (ZHR9)-

Zoning: Single Detached (RS1/F) North McLennan (City 
Centre) 
Approximately 142 units 

Number of Units: 1 demolished single-family dwelling 
including 11 townhouse units 
and 7 affordable housing - units 

I Bylaw Requirement I Proposed I Variance 

Floor Area Ratio: Max. 3.12 FAR 3.12 FAR none permitted 

Lot Coverage: Max. 70% 68% none 

Setback - Garden City Road: Min.6m 6m none 

Min.3m 3 m to building 

Setback - Cook Road: Building fagade treatment 
2.6 m to building fagade 

none 
may encroach up to 0.4 features 

m 
Min. 10 m 10m to building 

Setback - east lot line: Porches may encroach 2 none 
m 8 m to private patios 

Setback - north lot line: Min.3m 3m none 

Height (m): Max. 47 m geodetic 46.7 m none 
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1.4 per resident unit, 0.9 None required. 
per affordable housing 

Off-street Parking Spaces - unit & 0.2 pert unit for 197 resident and 26 Shortfall 
ResidentialNisitor: visitors visitor addressed 

through TDM 
196 and 29 strategy 

Off-street Parking Spaces -
5 5 none 

Accessible: 

Tandem Parking Spaces permitted 
23 tandem stalls ( provide none 46 parking stalls) 

Amenity Space - lridoor: Min. 100 m2 243 m2 (2,624 fe) 

Amenity Space - Outdoor: Min. 852 m2 876 m2 (9,429 ft2) 
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City of 
Richmond 

ATTACHMENT 2 

Traffic and Parking Plan 
During Construction 

Traffic Operations Section 
6911 No.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

Applicant: Limited Partnership Address: Vancouver, B.C. V6E 2M6 

8 Ph (604) 681-8882 uslness one: ____________ Fax No.: (604) 685-9733 

Site Contact Person: Bernie Baier 

Cellular No.: (604) 834-8635 

Development File No.: RZ 10-557918 

Job Site Phone: .-c.:T.:.BD::..-_________ _ 

Construction Site Location· 9099 Cook Road 

Constructlon Traffic Control Plan - Include sketch of sHe showing area of loading activities: 

• Describe where loading and unloading operations will take place. If cranes need to be erected or large 
concrete pours are planned, Identify where equipment trucks will be staged While waiting to access the site. 
Ensure equipment and construotlon materials are not stored on City rights of way. 

See Attached Site Plan 

• If flag persons are assisting trucks on and off site, ansure they are properly equipped and qualified as per 
Work Safe BC requirements. , Identify the traffic control company that will be working at the site or verify that.the employee(s) who will be 
conductlng traffic control are properly equipped and qualified es per Work Safe BC reqUirements. Traffic 
Control Plans must be based on the BC Ministry of Transportation's Traffic Control Manual for Work on 
Roadways. 

N<lme of traffic control company: Valley Traffic 

Names of qualified employees: To Be Assigned 

Construction Parking Plan - include sketch of site showing parking locations: 

II Describe location for parking for workers: 

No on site worker parking. 
Designated off site parking will be lo~ated for worker parking during 
construction. (as per letter dated October 7, 2011) 

• Describe location for visitors parking to. site and sales offices: . . 

Sales office is located off site. No on site visitor parking. 

IJ Consult with School: Prior to any demolition, preloading or construction within 400 metres of a school, 
applicants are required to consult with the school principal, to minimize the impact of construction and traffic 
on schools. 

Any request for temporary lane closure must be authorized by the City (Traffic Operations Se.ctlon) -
requires a minimum of One working week for City's review of written request. 

If a "Construction Loading Zone" within file City right of way is necessary across the frontage of the site; a pennit 
should be requested through the Trffc Operations Section 14 days in advance, The form Is aV~i~ble at www.richmond.ca . 

Applicant's signature: . ~/ Date: ()W. 1p.o (I . 
:...;;'" ~~-J7"" ~~------

1730513 V2 I TO·21 Aprll 29, 2010 



CONCORD MONET PROJECT LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
9th Floor 1095 West Pender Street 
Vancouver BC Canada 
V6E2M6 

October 7, 2011 

City of Richmond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, B.C. 
V6Y 2C1 

Re: Monet - 9099 Cook Road Construction Traffic Plan 

Dear Sir and Madam, 

At the request of City of Richmond to alleviate the concern of traffic during construction workers for the 
Monet Project at 9099 Cook Road, we will provide an off-site parking for construction at our own 
cornmercial site located at 8511 Capstan Way, Richmond, B.C. or alternatively another leased parking 
site. We trust the off-site parking will alleviate traffic concern al9099 Cook Street during the course of 
construction. 

The lot at 8511 Capstan Way requires 23 parking stalls for Its Intended uses as a sales centre - the site 
has a total of 71 available parking stalls on site leaving a surplus of 48 parking stalls with additional 
expansion to the Eastside of the property to allow for further overflow parking that can accommodate an 
additional of 106 parking stalls. This will make a total of 154 surplus available parking stalls for an 
approximately 60 maximum construction workers for 9099 Cook Road . 

. Transporting workers to and from the parking site to the project location will be by 2 company shuttle 
vehicles between the hours of 8am to 1 Dam and 3pm to 7pm. Shuttle vehicles will be the 8 people 
passenger Van. The drop off will be located between edge of the road curb to building face along Cook 
Road at the future low rise lobby - as per the attached Construction Staging plan. 

Staging areas Inclusive of concrete placing for 9099 Cook Road will be deSignated on the East side of the 
property (the future 8M wide "Green Way" - Right of Way plus the future 2M private patios to be 
constructed later); and also the area between edge of the road curb to building face along Cook Road as 
per areas noted on the attached Construction Staging plan. These designated staging areas will contain 
all site activities. Temporary fencing will be installed at the edge of road curb at all time as required for 
safety. Traffic controllerlfiaggers will be on site to direct all vehicles In and out of the site and control no 
vehicles to back out onto Cook Road. 

The hoarding area on the Westside of the property along Garden City Road - City Sidewalk will be 
designated for elevated Office Trailers, such that the existing sidewalk below will be maintained for 
pedestrian access. The applicant will make application to the City for temporary use of City sidewalk 
during the Building Permit Application for City approval. 

The single crane will be located Inside the property at the project parking entry ramp off Cook Road as 
per the attached Construction Staging Plan for 9099 Cook Road. The crane location is between grid line 7 
and the property line which places it outside of the PL2 foundation wall. This portion of the parking 
entrance ramp will be on compacted structural backfill material and will be placed following the removal of 

. the crane. 

Yours truly, 

RD MONET PROJECT LIMITED PARTNERSHIP 
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Excerpt from the Minutes from 

The Design Panel Meeting 

Wednesday, August 17,2011 - 4:00 p.m. 
RrtI. M.1.003 

Richmond City Hall 

Attachment 3 

2. DP 10-557920 - DEVELOPMENT OF APPROXIMATELY 142 UNITS WITHIN A 
16-STOREY RESIDENTIAL TOWER AND A SIX-STOREY MID-RISE 
BUILDING OVER A PARKING STRUCTURE, AND 11 TWO-STOREY 
TOWNHOUSE UNITS WITH GROUND LEVEL ENTRY 

3333149 

ARCHITECT: W.T. Leung Architects 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 9099 Cook Road 

Panel Discussion 

Comments/rom the Panel were as/allows: 

• well-considered project; fits well with existing towers in the neighbourhood; 
responds successfully to the edges; 

• the mid-rise building is well-designed - like the materiality and punched 
windows; 

• like the expression of the four-storey block; townhomes around the base make 
an excellent edge along the street; 

• corner-turning element is well-designed; 

• the high-rise building is also well-designed; like the form; angled tower 
successful in protecting views of neighbouring towers; 

• like the bridge element and lobby; 

• generally, the project is nicely broken down and materials are well-handled; 

• east elevation of the high-rise building has a large expanse of flat wall and an 
unbroken frame; consider reducing the repetitiveness of that frame by 
introducing other devices ; 

• 

Applicant response: The east elevation has been refined to reduce the 
extents of the concrete frame. Specifically. the frame anchoring the 
southeast corner has been shortened by one bay. In it's place are 
window wall glazing and open balconies. 

good information provided on the sections; good thoughts on the ground plane -
the streetscape, edges and the greenway (which is still evolving); 
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o water feature on the roof deck is extensive; consider i) providing a water 
element in a sustainable way, ii) providing more useful open spaces that can be 
used by families with children and other types of residents; 

Applicant response: The programming and theme of the level 4 garden 
have been reviewed and ' further refined. Please refer to attached 
Landscape Architect responses by Eckford + Associates 

o water elements are expensive to maintain and maintenance costs increase over 
time; consider one key water element and an implied use of water, e.g. sluices 
or having water i'unning down a key feature - the move will i) reduce the 
dominance of water feature, ii) help resolve conflicts on the roof deck, e.g. lack 
of proximity of children's play area to the amenity space and iii) allow the 
landscape architect to set up a more interesting geometry on the roof deck; 

Applicant response: The concept of a focal water feature is inspired by 
the project's name - "Monet". The water pond and garden design is a 
contemporary abstraction of the Artists' many water-themed paintings. 

o reprogram the outdoor amenity space to address the isolation of the children's 
play area and develop its relationship with the amenity area; 

Applicant response: The children's play area was intentially located 
remote from the amenity terrace in order to provide better solar access. 

o consider providing opportunity for scrimmage area in putting green; provide 
more useful areas; 

Applicant response: The area around the putting green has been 
enhanced with a timber deck and a sand box, providing a more diverse 
and functional play area. 

o use bolder theme or stronger device such as introducing aquatic planting and 
carrying off the planting into the water elements; 

Applicant response: Floating "light balls" have been introduced within the 
water pond. Water lilies and a focal cherry tree are also within the water 
pond. 

o consider opportunity to integrate nodes into the path on the north side of the 
roof deck and incorporate overlook opportunities; 

Applicant response: A seating area has been added along the path on 
the north side of the garden. No overlooks are designed in order to 
maintain a level of privacy for the garden. 

o consider consistency and urban design approach on the greenway; should create 
connectivity through the whole community; City needs to be involved; 

Applicant response: Design of the greenway has been further developed 
to include sit lighting, site furnishings, a detailed plant list, and fence 
details. Refer to attached Landscape drawings. 

o overall, high level of planning and detail; 

o a well-resolved project; has a quiet elegance; 
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• children's play area must be closer to the amenity area; 

Applicant response: The children's play area was intentionally located 
remote from the amenity terrace in order to provide better solar access 

• water feature is too dominant; consider a more dynamic geometry; 

Applicant response: The theme of a focal water feature is inspired by the 
project's name - "Monet". The water pond and garden design is a 
contemporary abstraction of the artist's many water-themed paintings. 
We feel that the size of the water pond and the restrained geometry of 
the garden design are appropriate given the scale of the outdoor space. 

• no disconnect between the high-rise tower and the mid-rise as they are 
connected by material elements; 

• southwest corner of the mid-rise is an important corner and a front door to the 
project; needs further resolution; consider introducing a water feature 01' raising 
the parapet; 

Applicant response: Landscaping at this corner has been redesigned to 
provide a pedestrian level open space complete with public seating. A 
project theme-inspired art piece, to be located at this corner, will be 
commissioned and will be coordinated throl-l9h the City's Public Art 
Program. Lighting will be provided under the lobby canopy to highlight 
the building entrance. Currently, the roof parapet of the corner massing 
is already higher than the rest of the mid rise. 

• rendering of trees and five boxes at the north wall are very regular; needs 
further resolution; consider altering the propOltion, e.g. making one narrower 
and others broader to soften and edge and provide visual interest to the 
neighbouring development; 

Applicant response: The north wall has been revised with a pattern of 
smaller, alternating openings. The openings are infilled with the same 
perforated metal panels used on the Cook Road fa9ade to screen the 
parking garage from view. l)plights have been added within the 
landscaping along the north wall to wash the wall with light as well as to 
provide a silhouette affect with the trees in front. 

• great and nice project; 

• well-designed project; fits with the context and the neighbourhood; 

• massing of the mid-rise and the high-rise works very well ; 

• northwest corner is an exposed corner; consider volumetric and texture 
treatment to animate the flush appearance of the corner and make it more 
interesting; 

Applicant response : Currently, the northwest corner has a combination 
of exposed concrete frame (base), glazing, corrugated "box rib" metal 
siding, and brick masonry (mid rise above). We feel the level of texture 
and articulation is appropriate to the scale of the building. 

• site plan is strategic; location of towers is appropriate; 

• concern on increased density and high site coverage; 
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• consider adding more accessible green space on the roof deck and reducing 
paved areas; 

Applicant response: We have reviewed the programming of the garden 
and feel the proportion of paved, green and water areas are appropriate 
given the scale of the outdoor space. 

• concern on the north wall; looks disconnected in relation to the other parts of 
the building in terms of design; consider introducing texture and materials used 
in other parts of the building into the facade; 

Applicant response: The north wall has been revised with a pattern of 
smaller, alternating. openings. The openings are infilled with the same 
perforated metal panels used on the Cook Road fagade to screen the 
parking garage from view. Uplights have been added within the 
landscaping along the north wall to wash the wall with light as well as to 
provide a silhouette affect with the trees in front. 

• like the light colour choices which are in contrast to the neighbouring towers; 

• consider reorienting the lobby entrance along Cook Road into the loading area 
adjacent to the greenway in order to i) widen the plaza on the east side, ii) 
make the water feature entirely up against the street edge, and iii) make the 
corner more prominent; also an opportunity is created to establish a similar 
relationship at the time the eastern adjacent parcel develops and to reinforce the 
public greenway entrance; 

Applicant response: We feel the directionality of the tower entrance 
reinforces the linear form of the tower. Instead of a focal destination, the 
greenway is conceived as one in a series of landscaped connections 
south towards Garden City Park. The widening of the paved walkway at 
the south end serves to open up the corner into a welcoming plaza-like 
setting. 

• consider integrating the expression of the trellises to the west of the lobby with 
the north elevation to unify the treatments; 

Applicant response:We believe the staggered rows of confiers currently 
shown will provide better screening of the north wall. Furthermore, 
plants used on the climbing trellis will likely not survive on a north-facing 
wall because of lack of sunlight. 

• replace planters at the base of the building with landscaping that is established 
in the ground to ensure survival of the plants; 

Applicant response: noted 

• consider illuminating the wall on the north facade to create a sense of volume at 
night; consider less conifers and more deciduous materials in the choice of 
trees; 

Applicant response: Uplights have been added within the landscapiong 
along the north wall to wash the wall with light as well as to provide a 
silhouette affect with the trees in front. Conifers were chosen to provide 
year-round screening. 
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• like the expanse of water on the roof deck; type and volume of trees planted 
will determine the extent of green; like the contrast of hard and soft materials on 
the roof deck; 

• integrate children's play area into the amenity space; consider both safety and 
playfulness; water feature should be integrated to the whole programming ofthe 
roof deck and include provisions for children's play; 

Applicant response: The children's play area was intentionally located 
remote from the amenity terrace in order to provide better solar access. 
A planted edge, complete with hidden fencing, has been incorporated 
along the edge between the water and play area. Broad steps lead from 
the amenity terrace into the water feature, suggesting continuity 
between hardscaplng and water. 

• like the design of the project; fits well with the slUTOunding developments; like 
the use of light-coloured materials which are in contrast to the dark-coloured 
towers in neighbouring developments; 

• the corner at Cook Road and Garden City Road is an important corner and an 
entrance way to the development; consider adding a water featme or public art 

. to make the corner. look like a gateway to the project; will become a 
distinguishing featme of the project; project may need to lose some density in 
order to ensme the south west corner is treated as a feature; . 

Applicant response: Landscaping at this corner has been redesigned to 
provide a pedestrian level open space complete with public seating. A 
project-theme inspired art piece, to be located at this corner, will be 
commissioned and will be coordinated through the City's Public Art 
Program. Lighting will be provided under the lobby canopy to highlight 
the building entrance. Currently, the roof parapet of the corner massing 
is already higher than the rest of the midrise. 

• north wall needs further articulation to provide visual interest to the 
neighbouring tower to the north; and 

Applicant response: The north wall has been revised with a pattern of 
smaller, alternating openings. The openings are infilled with the same 
perforated metal panels used on the Cook Road fac;:ade to screen the 
parking garage from view. Uplights have been added within the 
landscaping along the north wall to wash the wal.! with light as well as to 
provide a silhouette affect with the trees in front. 

• support the large water featme on the roof deck; less need for a large play area 
as the project is close to a park with an award-winning play area; use water in a 
more economic way, i.e. less mechanical; a more prominent water featme is 
more desirable; consider opportunities to integrate use of rainwater to the water 
feature. 

Applicant response: Rainwater needs to be chemically treated prior to 
being used in a water feature. After consideration, it was decided that 
such a treatment system may not be economical to install and maintain 
given the limited size of the water feature in this project. 
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Tom Parker submitted the following comments which were read by the Chair: 

• adaptable/aging-in-place features on drawing AI.OI appeal' to be suitable and 
can be incorporated at a very minimal cost; recommend that aging-in-place 
design features be included in many more units, if possible, in all units; and 

• this project is within walking distance of the No.3 Road shopping area and 
Canada Line, making it ideal to residents without automobiles including aging 
and retired people living independently or with extended family. 

Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat DP .10-557920 move forward to the Development Permit Panel subject to tlte 
applicant addressing tlte items discussed by the Panel, including tlte items higltligltted 
below: 

1. design' development to tlte east elevation of the Itiglt-rise to reduce tlte unbroken 
extent oftlteframe and introduction oftextllre to the north east corner; 

Applicant Response: The east elevation has been refined to reduce the 
extents of the concrete frame. Specifically, the frame anchoring the 
southeast corner has been shortened by one bay. In its place are window 
wall gazing and open balconies. Currently, the area around the northeast 
corner has a combination of brick masonry (podium), glazing, corrugated 
"box rib" metal siding, and exposed concrete fram (tower above). We feel 
the level of texture and articulation is appropriate to the scale of building. 

2. design development to tlte nortlt wall and further articIIlation tltrouglt i) altering 
tlte proportions of tlte boxes, Ii) introducing texture and materials used in otlter 
parts of the building, iii) illum;,wting tlte wall at nig/tt, ivy integrating tlte 
expression 'of the trellises, ami v) using less cOllifers and more deciduolls trees; 

Applicant Response: The north wall has been revised with a pattern of 
smaller, alternating openings. The openings are infilled with the same 
perforated metal panels used on the Cook Road fa9ade to screen the 
parking garage from view. Uplights have been added within the landscaping 
along the north wall to wash the wall with light as well as to provide a 
silhouette affect with the trees in front. Conifers were chosen to provide 
year round screel'!ing. 

3. design development to tlte mid-rise corner at Cook Road and Garden City Road 
and consider i) adding a water feature, ii) raising tlte parapet, alld iii) introducing 
public art; and 

Applicant Response: Landscaping at this corner has been redesigned to 
provide a pedestrian level open space complete with public seating. A 
project-theme inspired art piece, to be located at this corner, will be 
commissioned and will be coordinated through the City's Public Art 
Program. Lighting will be provided under the lobby canopy to highlight the 
building entrance. Currently, the roof parapet of the corner massing is 
already higher than the rest of the mid rise. The midrise entry has been 
redesigned to provide a grade level public seating area and enhanced 
pedestrian experience. A sculptural art piece that will reference the Monet 
theme will be commissioned. Additional lighting will be provided to highlight 
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the entry. 

4. reprogramming of the roof deck and i) integrating the children's play area with 
the outdoor amenity area, ii) integrating sustain ability to the water feature, iii) 
integrating the water feature with the whole programming of the roof deck, and 
ivY adding more greens and reducing paved areas (reconsider proportions). 

Applicant Response: We have reviewed the programming of the roof deck 
and are satisfied that the separation of the children's area from the main 
amenity area is appropriate. The children's space has been moved north to 
increase its size and provide better solar access. Additional detailing of all 
elements will further enhance the range of uses provided. The concept of a 
contemporary abstraction of Monet's water garden using the artist's color 
palate and plant materials integrates the landscape design with the modern 
architectural expression. 

CARRIED 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Mayor and Council 

Victor Wei, P. Eng. 
Director, Transportation 

Brian Jackson 
Director, Development 

ATTACHMENT 6 

Memorandum 
Planning and Development Department 

Date: November 9, 2011 

File: 08-4105-20-AMANDA 
#/2011-Vol 01 

Re: ZONING AMENDMENT BYLAW 8782 - 9099 COOK ROAD 

At the June 26, 2011 Planning Committee meeting, regarding an application by W.T. Leung Architects 
Inc., (on behalf of Concord Pacific Developments Inc.) for permission to rezone 9099 Cook Road from 
Single Detached (RS IIF) to High Rise Apartment (ZHR9) in order to develop approximately 142 units 
within a high-rise residential tower, a six-storey mid-rise building and two-storey townhouse units with 
ground level entry, staff were directed to: 

a) review traffic patterns in the proximity of the development proposed for 9099 Cook Road generally 
and in relation to the existing daycare facility; 

b) review the steps that can be taken to advise owners and residents in the immediate area regarding 
proposed developments; and 

c) review the public transit plan to measure the adequacy of bus service in the area .. 

This memorandum responds to the above items. 

1. Traffic Circulation near Subject Site 

The development pattern within the McLennan North Sub-Area neighbourhood is developing in 
accordance with the neighbourhood plan, which was adopted by Council in 1996. The Sub-Area Plan 
calls for a comprehensive road network with smaller blocks. Based on this plan, the ultimate width 
(ll.2 metres) of Cook Road east of Garden City Road has been achieved as part of development 
abutting the south and in anticipation of development of the land parcels to the north, including the 
subject site. The geometry of this section of Cook Road east of Garden City Road provides sufficient 
capacity to handle traffic volumes entering and exiting the North McLennan area via the traffic signals 
at Cook Road and Garden City Road, for existing and projected traffic. 

Staff have carried out a review of the parking and traffic conditions on Cook Road and confirmed that 
no changes would be needed at this time. Cook Road is a minor street within the City Centre with a 
cross-section designed for vehicle parking on both sides of the street, but not being excessively wide 
for speeding traffic. 

The development proposed at 9099 Cook Road meets the Zoning Bylaw on-site parking requirement 
and also accommodates loading and garbage/recycling collection on-site. Road dedication adjacent to 
this site is not required; however, the application will contribute to the McLennan North road network 
construction costs (Cook Road and Katsura Street), upgrade the traffic signals at the Garden City/Cook 
Road intersection and undertake improvements beyond the property's frontage with construction of a 

3406606 
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sidewalk on Cook Road west of Garden City Road, in addition to contributing to the north-south 
greenway system on the western and eastern side ofthe property. 

With respect to the existing daycare facility at 9188 Cook Road, street parking for drop-off and pick­
up is available on Cook Road and Katsura Street. As well, parking is available at the surface parking 
lot of Garden City Park located adjacent to the south side of the daycare facility off Alberta Road, 
which is within 70 metres fj'OlIl the daycare with a paved pathway connecting to the parking area. 

2. Notification of Potential Future Development 

The high density residential development proposed at 9099 Cook Road is consistent with the site's 
designation in both the North McLennan North Sub-Area Plan, which was adopted by Council in 1996, 
and the City Centre Area Plan (CCAP). Area plans are public documents that ensure clarity regarding 
the City'S objectives .and policies that guide decisions related to planning and land use within a 
specified plan area. The proposal to develop a high-rise building and associated ground level 
townhouse units at 9099 Cook Road is consistent with the site's designation in existing Council 
approved area plans. 

To ensure residents of the proposed development are aware of the development potential of the 
adjacent eastern parcel (9233 Cook Road), as a condition of rezoning bylaw adoption, a covenant will 
be registered on-site to advise future residents of the potential impacts, including construction noise, 
dust, impact on view corridors and building shadow affects and other disturbances or nuisances, that 
may result from active development within proximity of the subject site. 

In addition, the covenant requires that a disclosure statement is distributed with every purchase and 
sale agreement notifying the potential purchaser of the development potential of the adjacent eastern 
parcel. Also, signs are required to be posted within the sales office advising of potential future active 
development and construction activity. 

3. TJ'ansit Service for Subject Site 

Densification in the North McLennan area has been consistent with the City'S objective to encourage 
increased use of alternate modes of trans pOl tat ion, such as public transit, walking and cycling. For. 
example, walking distances to bus stops on Westminster Highway and Garden City (bus routes 30 I , 
401,405 and 407) are within 400 to 500 metres (five to seven minute walk) for residents in the area. 
Current bus service for the area is available on Garden City Road and Ferndale Road, and Cook Road 
just west of Garden City Road. The existing bus routes provide access to the City Centre, Brighouse, 
Lansdowne and Bridgeport Canada Line Stations and Surrey City Centre. 

Z :::? ;..";;";;::. -------
Victor Wei, P. Eng. 
Director, Transportation 
(604-276-4131 ) 

VW:sh 

§~f4hJ 
BnanYflson 
Director, Development 
(604-276-4138) 

pc: Joe Erceg, MCIP, General Manager, Planning and Development 
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City of Richmond 
Development Permit Planning and Development Depaltment 

To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

No. DP 10-557920 

W. T. LEUNG ARCHITECTS INC., 
ON BEHALF OF CONCORD PACIFIC DEVELOPMENTS INC. 

9099 COOK ROAD 

CIO W. T. LEUNG ARCHITECTS INC. 
300 - 973 WEST BROADWAY 
VANCOUVER, BC V5Z 1 K3 

I. This Development Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the Bylaws of the City 
applicable thereto, except as specifically varied or supplemented by this Permit. 

2. This Development Permit applies to and only to those lands shown cross-hatched on the 
.. attached Schedule "A" and any and all buildings, structures and other development thereon. 

3. Subject to Section 692 of the Local Government Act, R.S.B.C.: buildings and structures; 
off-street parking and loading facilities; roads and parking areas; and landscaping and 
screening shall be constructed generally in accordance with Plans #1 to #19 attached hereto. 

4. Sanitary sewers, water, drainage, highways, street lighting, underground wiring, and 
sidewalks, shall be provided as required. 

5. As a condition of the issuance of this Permit, the City is holding the security in the amount of 
$303,231.50 for on-site landscaping and an additional $79,796.09 for landscaping within the 
north-south greenway to ensure that development is carried out in accordance with the terms 
and conditions of this Permit. Should any interest be earned upon the security, it shall accrue 
to the Holder if the security is returned. The condition of the posting of the security is that 
should the Holder fail to calTY out the development hereby authorized, according to the terms 
and conditions of this Permit within the time provided, the City may use the security to carry 
out the work by its servants, agents or contractors, and any surplus shall be paid over to the 
Holder. Should the Holder carry out the development permitted by this permit within the 
time set out herein, the security shall be returned to the Holder. The City may retain the 
security for up to one year after inspection of the completed landscaping in order to ensl.\re 
that plant material has survived. . . 

6. If the Holder does not commence the construction permitted by this Permit within'24 months 
of the date of this Permit, this Permit shall lapse and the security shall be returned in full. 

J1JJ 749 



To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

Development Permit 

No, DP 10-557920 

W. T. LEUNG ARCHITECTS INC., 
ON BEHALF OF CONCORD PACIFIC DEVELOPMENTS INC. 

9099 COOK ROAD 

C/O W. T. LEUNG ARCHITECTS INC. 
300 - 973 WEST BROADWAY 
VANCOUVER, BC V5Z 1K3 

7. The land described herein shall be developed generally in accordance with the terms and 
conditions and provisions of this Permit and any plans and specifications attached to this 
Permit which shall form a part hereof. 

This Permit is not a Building Permit. 

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 
DAY OF 

DELIVERED THIS DAY OF 

MAYOR 

3.'133749 

ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE 
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To: 

City of 
Richmond 

David Weber 
Director, City Clerk's Office 

Memorandum 
Planning and Development Department 

Date: December 12, 2011 

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: DP 11-593370 
Director of Development 

Re: Application by - Oval 8 Holdings Ltd. for Development Permit at PID 028-696-174 
(Lot 9), PID 028·696·182 (Lot 10) and PID 028·696·191 (Lot 11) 

The attached Development Permit was given favourable consideration by the Development 
Permit Panel at their meeting held on November 30, 2011. 

It would now be appropriate to include this item on the agenda of the next Council meeting for 
their consideration. 

aw?:? 
p;i'BriZ. J!JeKS'~ , MCIP 

Dire~fof De lopment 

p(blg 
CA('f."'" 

3428726 -=--
-?~Chmond 



Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30,2011 

2. .Tllat a Development Permit be issued wllich wOlild e construction ·of 
approximately 142 units, of wllicll seven (7 cured as affordable lIousing, 
witllill a 16-storey lIigll-rise res' ower, a six-storey mid-rise hllilding, 11 
two-storey townhous It ground level entry, and an enclosed parking 
structure a eing rezoned to "Higll Rise Apartment (ZHR9) - Nortll 

n (City Centre). 

CARRIED 

4. Development Permit 11-593370 
(File Ref. No.: DP 11·S93370) (REDMS No. 3396366) 

3405464 

APPLICANT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

Oval 8 Holdings Ltd. 

PID 028 696 174 (Lot 9), PID 028-696-182 (Lot 10) and PID 
028-696-191 (Lot 11) 

To pennit 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 qf 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 pennit 
application deals soley with ESA-J , an area that incl~des a riparian management 

. area buffer, as identified by the Department of Fisheries and Oceans; 

• the development pennit application is for pre-construction site preparation work, 
such as site clearing and preloading, and, future development pemlit apprications 
will address actual lot development; 

• the developer, ASP AC, anticipates the development of an extensive waterfront 
park, the planting of a significant number of trees, and an extensive habitat 
restoration adjacent to (Jilbert Road and along the Fraser River waterfrorit; 

• . the proposed phased approach to EAS-I is to ensure that impacts to the 
environment, including trees, will occunt different times; 

• there are to be four phases over a five year span, from 20 II to 2016; 

12. 



3405464 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

• a detailed habitat survey was conducted within ESA-I, 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; 

• 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 Hoi, of Arbortech Consulting Ltd., the project's arborist, 
remarked that: 

• approximately 24 of the trees that have been designated as being in poor condition 
are earmarked for a timber recovery program through milling; . 

• sonie 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. 

13 . 



340S464 

Panel Discussion 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30, 2011 

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·! 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 anyone of the ESAs, an 
application process was triggered, but that a holistic approach is being taken, and despite 
the application referring to just ESA·!, 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 preJoading 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: 

• both the City's Advisory Committee on the Environment; and the City's Heritage 
Commission were presented with the applicant's rezoning plans; and 

• 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 wlliclt 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 wllicll in eludes 
an area designated Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA). 

CARRIED 

14. 



Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, November 30,2011 

5. New Business 

6. Date Of Next Meeting: Wednesday, December 14, 2011 

7. Adjournment 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting be adjoumed at 5:39 p.m. 

Joe Erceg 
Chair 

3405464 

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. 

Sheila Johnston 
Committee Clerk 

IS. 



To: 

From: 

City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Department 

Development Permit Panel 

Brian J. Jackson, Melt=> 
Director of Development 

Report to 
Development Permit Panel 

"70': /J.I'"o Mf/l1/Nt' f/ ,3&1" Z dJ~ 
Date: November 8, 2011 

File: DP 11·593370 

Re: Application by Oval 8 Holdings Ltd. for a Development Permit at 
PID 028·696·174 (Lot 9), PID 028·696·182 (Lot 10) and PID 028·696·191 (Lot 11) 

Staff Recommendation 

That a Development Permit be issued which would permit pre-construction site preparation 
works on a portion ofPm 028-696-174 (Lot 9), pm 028-696-182 (Lot 10) and pm 028-696-191 
(Lot 11) of ASPAC's Village Green development which includes an area designated 
Envil'Onmentally Sensitive Area (ESA). 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

BJJ:dcb 
Att. 13 

3396366 



November 8, 2011 -2- DP 11-593370 

Staff Report 

Origin 

Oval 8 Holdings Ltd. has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to undertake 
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) which contains a designated 
Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA). A location map is provided in Attachment 1. 

The development site currently has an Environmentally Sensitive Area designation across 
significant portions of the site (i.e. across portions of parcels 9, 10, 11 and 13) and a Department 
of Fisheries and Oceans established a 15m wide Riparian Management Area buffer around the 
ditch channel adjacent to the western side of Gilbert Road (i.e. across portions of parcels 11 
and 13) (Attachment 2). 

Pre-construction activities (i .e. site clearing, preloading, dewatering contailUnent) proposed at 
this time will result in impacts to habitat features on a portion of the site within the designated 
Environmentally Sensitive Areas (ESA) as well as impacts to a number of trees associated with 
the historic Samuel Brighouse estate. 

This report outlines a proposed approach for managing and sequencing the impacts and 
compensation requirements associated with the proposed pre-construction works. It also 
recommends the issuance of a ESA Development Permit for the specific areas being impacted in 
this phase of the development based upon the approach outlined in this document. 

Development Information 

The site has recently been Rezoned under RZ 09-460962 (adopted October 24, 2011) to 
accommodate the phased future construction of a high-density, high-rise, mixed 
residential/commercial development, including affordable housing, childcare, new streets and 
public open space. The overall development will ultimately include the following: 

Consolidation and subdivision ofthe subject site to provide for: 
• Five new lots, including three on the north fronting onto the dike and two on the south 

fronting "new" River Road (aligned with the portion of River Road south of the Oval); 
• Public road improvements including the construction of "new" River Road, a new road 

across the subject site, upgrades to Gilbert Road and Hollybridge Way, a temporary road 
linking existing River Road east of Gilbert Road with "new" River Road (if not 
implemented by others), and various traffic signals, pedestrian amenities, and related 
featmes; and 

• Public park and related improvements, including raising the dike to 4.7 m geodetic, a new 
riverfront park and public pier, the restoration and interpretation of the City-owned, 
heritagelESA-designated lot at 6900 River Road, greenway construction, and related 
mitigation and compensation. 

Phased construction of a high-rise, high-density development, including: 
• Residential: 114,821.05 m2 (1,235,964 ttl), including 3,943.6 m2 (42,450 ttl) of affordable 

(low-end market rental) housing secmed by a Housing Agreement; 
• Pedestrian-oriented retail: 3,257.91 m2 (35,069 ft2); and 
• A child care facility: 464.50 m2 (5,000 ttl). 

3396366 



November 8, 2011 - 3 - DP 11-593370 

A Development Application Data Sheet is provided in Attachment 3. Note that future non-ESA 
Development Permits will be submitted by the proponent to address design components 
associated with each lot's buildings and site landscaping. The data provided in Attachment 2 
was drawn from the Rezoning application. Refinements will be made via subsequent design 
related Development Permit applications for each parcel. 

A conceptual site plan is provided in Attachment 4. The site plan shows both the extent of 
development across the subj ect property itself and the associated off-site improvements 
(e.g., a new waterfront pier structure, dike improvements, road realignment and street 
enhancements, public walkways and landscape enhancements, etc.) that will ultimately be 
developed. The scope and scale of the project is such that it will be undertaken over five phases 
(Attachment 5 Phasing Map) spanning more than five years. 

The phased development approach means that impacts to the environmental features and tree 
stands will occur at different times. This fact, coupled with the City's preference to retain 
substantive vegetation and trees until their removal is required, has necessitated an approach that 
responds to the development sequencing both in terms of when impacts will occur and when 
compensation measures will be provided for under this project. 

At this time, pre-construction works affecting environmental features and significant trees on the 
site are as follows: 

• Clearing of Lot 9 to accommodate pre-load works (approx. late 20111early 2012); 
• Partial clearing of Lot 10 for the installation of a dewatering/sediment control pond and 

construction staging areas (approx. Jun. 2012); 
• Tree removal and clearing of Lot II to accommodate pre-load works (approx Aug. 

2016). 

The environmental features and tree stands impacted by these works are generally contained 
within the area shown on the Attachment 5 Phasing Map as "ESA-I". The Analysis section of 
this repOlt provides greater detail on the environmental features within ESA-I and outlines the 
approach for mitigation and compensation efforts that respond to the time sequencing of the 
impacts to this area. 

Background 

Development surrounding the subject site is as follows: 

To the NOlth: The Middle Arm ofthe Fraser River, dike, and related public amenities/park. 

To the East: A City-owned, heritage/ESA-designated lot at 6900 River Road (the restoration 
and interpretation of which is a subject of ASPAC's rezoning), beyond which is 
Gilbert Road and light industrial properties designated under the City Centre Area 
Plan (CCAP) for future use as a major riverfront park. 

To the West: Hollybridge Way and canal, across which are lands zoned "High Rise Apartment 
and Olympic Oval (ZMU4) - Oval Village (City Centre)", including the 
Richmond Oval, ASPAC's riverfront marketing building at "Lot 6" 
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• 6031 River Road ("Lot 2") - ASPAC's first phase of construction, which has 
received approval for 458 residential units in four (4) high-rise buildings 
oriented towards a large water/landscape feature and views ofthe river and 
mountains (DP 08-429756); and 

• 6051 and 6071 River Road ("Lots 3 & 4") - The location of ASPAC's pending 
Zoning Text Amendment application (ZT 09-492885) and the site of a future 
86,445.6 m2 (930,523.1 ft2) high-rise, high-density, multiple-family development. 

To the South: River Road, across which are existing light industrial properties designated under the 
City Centre Area Plan (CCAP) for future high-rise, high-density, mixed use 
development. Recent development activity in this area includes the approved 
development ofOnni's "Ora" project at 6951 Elmbridge Way, including 324 units in 
three towers over ground floor retail (RZ 07-380222, DP 10-520511), and a rezoning 
application for a high-rise, high-density, mixed use development at 
5440 Hollybridge Way (RZ 09-506904), which is under staff review. 

Rezoning and Public Hearing Results 

During the rezoning process, a requirement and terms of reference were established for the 
proponent in consultation with staff to prepare an "Environmental Conservation Plan" for the 
site. Although that Plan was prepared for the overall development, elements within the 
document are directly applicable to this Development Permit application. Notably: 

• A Tree Inventory, Removal & Replacement Plan; 
• An Understorey Inventory, Removal & Replacement Plan; 
• An Impact Assessment & Compensation Enhancement Plan; 
• A Maintenance Plan; 
• Preliminary Costing; and 
• A Development Coordination Schedule. 

Each of these elements have contributed to the solution derived for this application. 

The Public Hearing for the rezoning of this site was held on May 16"\ 2011. At the Public 
Hearing, the following concerns about rezoning the property were expressed: 

• Preservation and re-planting of significant trees, and particularly about the removal and 
replacement plan of trees attributed to the Samuel Brighouse family along the existing 
River Road and on-site given that the site would need to be raised, making it impossible 
to preserve the trees: and 

• Concerns by the Vancouver Airport Authority regarding the appropriateness of this 
development for residential development given high levels of aircraft noise in the area 
and the need for appropriate mitigation measures. 

Staff worked with the applicant to address these issues in the following ways: 

Tree Replacement 
The applicant proposes to remove 56 bylaw sized trees from the area shown as ESA-l in the 
Attachment 5 Phasing Map. Working with the applicant, a replacement ratio of 3 to 1 has been 
defined for these 56 trees. This is consistent with the recommendations provided by the 
Richmond Heritage Commission in respect to the rezoning ofthe subject site (meeting minutes 
of November 17, 2010 - see Attachment 13). 
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The removal of the 56 trees will not trigger a requirement for a Heritage Alteration Permit, as 
these trees are not specifically included within the City's Heritage Inventory. Nevertheless, 
because of the heritage and cultural significance of the trees being removed, in addition to a 3 to 
I replacement ratio (which will result a total of 168 replacement trees being planted on and 
around the subject site), for each tree removed: 

• One replacement tree will be a larger calliper specimen oak tree or equivalt,nt as 
determined to the satisfaction of the City, for a total of 56 specimen trees; and 

• Two replacement trees will be ofthe standard size required by the City (i.e. typically 
about 6 cm in diameter), for a total of 112 trees. 

Aircraft Noise Concerns 
The issue of aircraft noise was addressed through the site's Rezoning requirements which 
included: 

• Requirements for registration of Aircraft Noise Covenants on title; 
• Submission of acoustic reports identifying measures needed to satisfy the Official 

Community Plan "Noise Management" standards; 
• Installation of mechanical ventilation and central air conditioning; and 
• Provision of all required noise mitigation measures to the satisfaction of the City. 

Separate Development Permits for each lot's building designs will address these measures in 
further detail. 

Staff Comments 

The proposed scheme attached to this report has satisfactorily addressed the significant urban 
design issues and other staff comments identified as part of the review ofthe subject 
Development Permit application. In addition, it complies with the intent of the applicable 
sections of the Official Community Plan and is generally in compliance with the "High Rise 
Apartment and Olympic Oval (ZMU4) - Oval Village (City Centre)" zoning schedule. No 
variances are being sought through this ESA Development Permit application. 

Advisory Design Panel Comments 

As the scope of this Development Permit does not involve any building design components, the 
application has not been reviewed by the Advisory Design Panel and no comments will be 
forthcoming. 

Analysis 

Site Assessment and Analysis 
Assessment and analysis of the environmental features on the site were determined by: 

• A site-wide tree inventory and assessment conducted by a registered Arborist; and 
• A detailed environmental assessment conducted by a registered Biologist. 

A preliminary site-wide environmental assessment narrowed the area of greatest environmental 
significance to be primarily located within "ESA-I" as shown on Attachment 5, the 
Development Phasing Map. 
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Trees found inside the existing ESA designation area, but outside ESA-I, were reviewed by the 
consulting biologist and were classified as tertiary habitat corridors from an environmental 
perspective - in effect, these areas are not dissimilar to a row of street trees over manicured grass 
such as can be found along most Richmond urban street. These areas are identified as TRP-2, 
TRP-3 and part ofTRP-4 on Attachment 5. After internal review with the Director of 
Development Applications and the City 's Tree Protection Officer, it was agreed that the trees 
within TRP-2, 3 and 4 could be most efficiently addressed through the City's standard Tree 
Removal Permit process which provides for bonding and replacement trees at a minimum two 
for one ratio. 

Tree Inventory and Assessment 
As noted earlier in this repOlt, approximately 56 bylaw sized tree are located within the area 
shown as ESA-I in the Attachment 5 Phasing Map (see Attachment 6). Of the 56 by-law sized 
trees within ESA-I, the consulting Arborist has rated their condition as follows: 

The overall low quality ofthe existing trees and the proposed grade changes to raise both the site 
and the adjacent dikes means that retention or relocation of these trees is not practical. 

Although not specifically identified in the City's Heritage Registry of Significant Trees, the 
majority of the 56 trees have been noted for their cultural significance as trees planted by the 
family of Samuel Brighouse. The desire to recognize these historical roots was taken into 
account in the 3 to I replacement ratio for these trees and more specifically with one of each of 
the tree replacement trees designated to be a specimen Oak tree or acceptable equivalent. In 
addition, the proponent has committed to attempting a timber recovery program for about 24 of 
the existing Oak trees for value added purposes throughout the development (e.g., furniture, 
finishing, art, etc.). 

ESA-J Detailed Environmental Assessments 
The detailed environmental assessments conducted by the consulting Biologist reviewed the site 
for its Valued Ecosystem Components (VEC). This is a systematic approach typically utilized 
for Canadian Environmental Assessment Agency (CEAA) reviews to assess the important 
environmental characteristics of a site. 

Valued Ecosystem Components (VEC) assessed for ESA-l included the following resources: 
• Fish Habitat 
• Vegetation 
• Wildlife Habitat 
• Species and Ecosystems at Risk 
• Archaeological Resources 
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NEC: Fish Habitat 
Two issues were identified for VEC Fish Habitat: control of sediment discharges through storm 
drains and the need for treatment dewatering systems to control iron levels in any discharges that 
lead to the Fraser River. These issues will be addressed tiu'ough the River Green Construction 
and Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) and parcel-specific soil erosion and 
sedimentation control plans (ESCP) which will be prepared prior to construction and reviewed 
by both the City and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans. 

VEC: Vegetation and Wildlife Habitat 
Fourteen subzones representing similar plant community characteristics were identified within 
ESA-I by the consulting Biologist (Attachment 7). These subzones were used to provide an 
overview of five different habitat types present within ESA-I and as a means of identifying what 
valued vegetation components exist and what contributions they provide as habitat for birds, 
animals and other organisms using the site. 

The habitat types found range from disturbed areas or manicured lawns and gardens to areas with 
significant trees and moderate quality understorey habitat. Within each the range of birds, 
animals, insects and other organisms typically supported and any limitations are identified in the 
Environmental Management Plan submission. 

870 15 

1234 22 

318 6 

1824 32 

As suggested by the above comments, the assessment indicates that the five habitat types are not 
equal in value in terms of their contribution to habitat. The assessment indicates, for example, 
that "more than 50% ofthe understorey within ESA-I is characterized by manicured lawns 
andlor invasive Himalayan blackberry thickets". The isolated and fragmented nature of these 
areas further limits their contributions as viable habitat. Despite these concerns, the assessment 
identifies the fact that their removal will result in a number of impacts including: 

• Loss of wildlife corridors; 
• Loss of or disturbance to active bird nests; 
• Loss of a significant wildlife tree; 
• Loss of trees, including heritage trees; and 
• Potential introduction I promotion of invasive plan populations. 

Valuation of, and compensation for, these losses are addressed later in this section of the report. 
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VEC: Species and Ecosystems at Risk 
The site was assessed for Species At Risk (SAR) from both the Provincial and Federal SAR 
perspectives. No plant SAR species were identified within ESA-I. In addition, the assessment 
indicates that ESA-l's isolation, fragmentation characteristics and lack of critical habitat suitable 
for any ofthe listed SAR species in the broader area make it very unlikely that any of these SAR 
species would regularly frequent this location. 

VEC: Archaeological Resources 
An Archaeological Impact Assessment (AlA) was prepared by Arrowstone Archaeological 
Research and Consulting Ltd. (July 2009) The proponent has committed to implementing all 
mitigation and management strategies recommended in the AlA. 

Phased Mitigation and Compensation Plan 
Phased Impacts 
The overall site development plan indicates that all of ESA-I is proposed to be removed. 
Clearing ofESA-1 is being proposed to occur in four phases as shown in Attachment 9.· The 
timing for each of these phases is generally outlined in Attachment 10 and spans over five years 
from 2011 to 2016. The phasing approach helps address the City's desire to retain trees and 
vegetation as long as practical. 

Tree Removal Phasing and Compensation Securities 
Approximately 38% of the trees within ESA -I will be removed in Phases 1 and 2 with the 
balance to be removed in Phases 3 and 4. Tree removals in Phase 1 and 2 are to be bonded 
through this Development Permit taking into account a replacement ratio of 3 for I with one of 
each of these replacements being a specimen sized Oak (or equivalent as agreed to by the City). 
The total security for tree removals from Phases 1 and 2 will be $52,500. 

Trees removed in Phases 3 and 4 will require a standard Tree Removal Permit but will also 
incorporate replacement at a ratio of 3 for 1. Bonding will be secured to include 1 specimen tree 
and 2 standard calliper sized trees. 

In total, 168 trees will be provided in compensation for the tree removals from ESA-I. 

Landscape Vegetation Removal Phasing and Compensation Securities 
All of the understorey landscape securities for Phases 1 through 4 will be bonded as a condition 
of this Development .Permit although understorey for Phase 3 will not be removed until the Tree 
Removal Permit for Phase 3 has also issued. Protective fencing will be installed between Phase 
2 and Phase 3 prior to the clearing of Phase 2 to ensure that the understorey in Phase 3 is 
retained. Staff have agreed that a dewatering pipe could be placed through the Phase 3 area in a 
location which minimizes any vegetation impacts in order to permit water discharges to the 
Fraser River from the dewatering facility. that will be placed on parcell O. 

Landscape Vegetation Valuation Strategy 
As noted earlier the vegetation and wildlife habitat assessments indicate that significant 
differences exist in the habitat quality between the five habitat types found within ESA-l. In 
consideration of these. differences in quality compensation ratios were assigned to each of the 
different habitat types in order to determine the area oflandscape compensation needed for 
impacts within ESA-l. 
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A summary of the compensation ratios is provided in Attachment 8. In general, the areas with 
greater invasive species present have lower valuations whereas areas with significant trees and 
moderate understorey have higher valuations. 

The recommended compensation approach is being proposed in consideration ofthe other habitat 
enhancements that will take place within the Gilbert Road canal, the City owned property at 
6900 River Road and along the waterfront as part of dike upgrades and bioswale development. 
Although the net impacts to ESA·l will result in a net loss of habitat area of approximately 
1,971m2 net of any Disturbed Area or Manicured Lawn/Garden areas, overall the ASPAC 
developers will be attempting to achieve a habitat net gain of approximately 2.4 to 1. 

In total, bonding for 1,832 m2
, as determined using the compensation ratios provided in 

Attachment 8, will be secured for the impacts to ESA· 1. Valuation for compensation planting 
has been provided by the consulting Biologist who estimated that replacement vegetation and 
installation would cost $8.00/m2

• Because there will be a time lag between the impacts to the 
existing vegetation and when the replacement landscaping can be reinstated, landscape 
compensation is proposed to be bonded at 150%. On this basis, the combined landscape 
compensation bond for all Phases totals $21,984. 

Securities are also proposed for five years 'of landscape maintenance. The bonding for this is 
based upon the estimate provided by the consulting Biologist as one day per year, at $1,500 per 
day, for a total landscape maintenance bond of $7,500. 

In total, a landscape security in the amount of $81 ,984 covering tree removals in Phases 1 and 2, 
understorey landscape removals in all four Phases and landscape maintenance costs over five 
years, will be provided as a condition of approval for this Development Permit. 

Tree removal permits for removals in Phases 3 and 4 will total $87,500 but will not be required 
until 2013 - 2016 per Attachment 10. Encroachments within the Riparian Management Area 
(RMA) will be subject to DFO approval and any requirements thereof. 

Candidate Compensation Locations 
Replacement trees will be located across the development site as determined viaCity·approved 
Development Permits for the development and landscaping of the affected areas. Landscape 
compensation sites will occur in several locations, as indicated in Attachment 11, including: 

• Phase 1 (approximately 30 m2
) landscape compensation will be incorporated into the Gilbert 

Road (road widening) Servicing Agreement area (SA 11·564833). 
• Phases 2 and 3 (approximately 1802 m2

) landscape compensation will be located as follows: 
First priority: Waterfront park between Hollybridge & Gilbert (dike bench & bioswale); 
Second priority: Waterfront park adjacent to Parcel 2 and/or Lot C (dike bench) west of the 

Richmond Oval; and 
Third priority: To be determined to the satisfaction of the City if the first and second 

priority locations are inadequate. 

The timing for installation ofthe landscape compensation areas will be dependent upon the 
approval and construction of dike improvements and the waterfront park development. 
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Landscape compensation vegetation will typically consist of native species to the area. Plans will 
be required to be submitted and approved by the City of Richmond and the Department of Fisheries 
and Oceans (as required). 

Staff will monitor the Servicing Agreements and subsequent Development Permits to ensure that all 
the required compensation is carried across to these subsequent applications and agreements. 

Summary o/Compensation 
The key elements of the compensation plan for ESA-I are as follows: 

• Existing trees and vegetation will be retained until necessary to be removed; 
• Tree protection barriers will be provided by the applicant to protect Phase 3 tmderstorey 

vegetation and trees until they are required to be removed; 
• 1,832 m2 oflandscape vegetation compensation planting will be provided at the applicant's 

sole cost; 
• Landscape benches will be constructed at the developer's sole cost along the raised 

foreshore dike as part of off-site Servicing Agreements and related works (e.g., park, dike) 
to accommodate off-site landscape compensation; 

• 168 trees will be planted in place of the 56 removed (3:1), including 56 larger calliper 
specimen oak trees or equivalent as determined via City-approved Development Permits for 
the subject site; 

• A timber harvest recovery will be undertaken from 24 existing Oak trees for value added 
purposes across the development site; and 

• A Construction and Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) and parcel-specific soil 
erosion and sedimentation control plans (ESCP) will be completed to the satisfaction of both 
the City and the Department of Fisheries and Oceans. 

Conclusions 

Extensive assessments of both the environmental habitat and culturally significant trees have been 
prepared for the ASPAC development site and particularly the area shown as ESA-l on 
Attachment 5. 

A compensation package has been provided that addresses the City's desire to retain trees and 
vegetation as long a possible on the site by phasing the impacts over a period of five years. It also 
provides for compensation planting areas and a net gain in the number and quality of trees over the 
existing conditions. 

On the basis of the compensation package outlined in this report, Staff are recommending support 
for the ESA Development Permit application. 

David Brownlee 
Plalmer 2 

DCB:cas 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

Development Application 
Data Sheet 

Development Applications Division 

5200 Hollybridge Way, 6300, 6380, 6500 & a portion of 6900 River Road, & a portion of the River 
Address: Road right-of-way between Hollybridge Way and Gilbert Road 

Oval 8 Holdings Ltd. Oval 8 Holdings Ltd., Inc. No. BC0805724 & 
Applicant: (AS PAC Developments) Owner: City of Richmond 

Planning Area(s): City Centre Area (Oval Village) 

Floor Area 118,083.0 m', excluding standards zoning exclusions (e.g., parking) 

Existing Proposed 

Existing 2 lots (ASPAC): 38,612.0 m" 

Site Area 
Part of River Road (City): 4,885.5 m' New lots (5): 39,361.0 m' 

Part of 6900 River Road (City): 371.2 m' Road dedication: 4,507.7 m' 
TOTAL: 43,868.7 m' 

Land Uses Vacant & office building 
High-rise, mixed-use over below-grade 

parking & public open space 

• "General Urban T5 (45 m & 25 m): 2 FAR As per existing, EXCEPT: 
City Centre Area max. (100% residential permitted) • "Pedestrian-Oriented Retail Precincts-
Plan (CCAP) • "Village Centre Bonus": 1 FAR (limited to Secondary Retail Streets & Linkages" is 
Designation 100% commercial) removed from the riverfront, internal street, 

• "Pedestrian-Oriented Retail Precincts" and a portion of Hollybridge Way. 

• Residential "buildable square footage 
(BSF)" is limited to 2/3 of total permitted. 

• "Area 2": All aircraft noise sensitive uses are No change: 

Aircraft Noise permitted, provided that: • Based on the proposed rezoning, BSF 

Sensitive a) ANSD covenant is registered on title; shall be calculated "bridge-to-bridge" (Le. 

Development b) Acoustics report is prepared; between No.2 Road and Gilbert Road, 

(ANSD) c) Mechanical ventilation & central air north of "New" River Road): 
conditioning (or a City-approved a) Residential: 296,873.2 m' (65%) 
equivalent) are provided; and b) Non-residential: 161,083.6 m' (35%) 

d) Noise mitigation measures are 
satisfactorily incorporated. 

• "High Rise Apartment and Olympic Oval 
(ZMU4) - Oval Village (City Centre)", as 
amended by both: 
a) Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 8686 

• "Industrial Business Park (IB1)" (ZT 09-492885) for 6051 & 6071 
Zoning • "School & Institutional Use (SI)" 

River Road ("Lots 3 & 4") regarding 
subdivision & related changes 

b) Subject rezoning regarding the 
addition of lands east of Hollybridge 
Way & related use, density & form of 
development considerations 

Number of Units Nil 
+/-944 

(To be confirmed @ DP stage) 



Existing Zoning Proposed Zoning 
Variance (Excluding City Land & Road) @ Net Development Site 

Floor Area Ratio 1,2 FAR • 3 FAR max" regardless of None permitted • subdivision 

Residential: Nil • Residential: 114,821,1 m" 
Max, Permitted • Commercial: 3,261,9 m' 

Office/light industry: 46,334.4 m' • None permitted 
Floor Area • Total: 118,083,0 m' (excluding 

Total: 46,334.4 m' • • child carei 

Lot Coverage 
Buildings: 

• Buildings: 90% • Along riverfront: 45% None anticipated (max,) 
• Along "new" River Road: 90% 

• 3,0 m min" except this may be 

Setback @ Road • 3,0 m min, 
reduced to 0 m along the None anticipated 
HollybridgeWay greenway, as 
per an approved DP 

Setback @ Side • Om min" except 3,0 m min, is 3,0 m min, .None anticipated 
& Rear Yard required adiacent to residential • 

Where a portion of a building is: 

• Greater than 50 m from the dike: 
• 25 m max" except that may be 47 m geodetic 

Height increased to 35 m as per an • 50 m or less from the dike: 25 m None anticipated 
approved DP max" except this may be 

increased to 47 m geodetic as per 
an approved DP 

• "Lot 9": 7,800 m' 

• "Lot 10": 8,100 m' 
Lot Size (min,) • 2,400 m' • "Lot 11 ": 7,400 m' None anticipated 

• "Lot 12": 10,000 m' 

• "Lot 13": 4,900 m' 

• As per Richmond Zoning Bylaw, 
except: 

, 

a) 66 commercial parking for 
"Lot 6" (5111 Hollybridge 
Way shall be provided on 

Off-Street 
HLot 12" 

Parking • As per Richmond Zoning Bylaw b) Residential visitor parking None anticipated 
required for "Lots 9, 10, 11 & 
13" may, in part, be located 
on "Lot 12" in order to 
facilitate its "sharing" with 
commercial parking for "Lot 
12 & 6" 

Satisfies Richmond's Flood 
As per Richmond's Flood Construction Level Bylaw: 

Minimum Construction Level Bylaw: • Typically 2,9 m geodetic, except 
Habitable Floor • For non-residential uses: 0,3 m 0,3 m above the crown of the None anticipated 
Elevation min, above the crown of the fronting road for common lobbies 

fronting road & commercial uses along 
Hollybridge Way 
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ESA 1 TREE INVENTORY LIST 
ASPAC DEVELOPMENTS L TO FILE:09105 
RIVER GREEN: PARCELS 9-13 

NOTE: 
Trees are tagged in the field for identification 
Tree numbers refer to the tree assessment plan prepared by Arbortech. Tree locations provided by surveyor. 
Dbh denotes the diameter of the trunk, measured in cm at 1.4 m above grade. 
Condition Rating scale: Hazardous, Very Poor, Poor, Fair, Good. 

Action Tree Tag Dbh Species Condition Notes 
Remove 302 45 Cherry Hazardous This tree is a 7m high snag tree. 
Remove 394 26 Beech Very poor There is a major wound-cavity with visible decay from base 

to 5m, dead 3m top, and no scaffold limbs. 

Remove 395 45 Beech Very poor Wounds on trunk at 2 to 4m with an asymmetric crown. 
Dead 4m top, and the crown Is mostly dead. 

Remove 396 32 Beech Very poor Dead 6m top, and mostly dead crown. 
Remove 397 43 Beech Very poor Dead 6m top, and mostly dead crown. 
Remove 398 40 Beech Very poor Dead 6m top, and mostly dead crown. 
Remove 399 Multi Japanese Maple Very poor Mostly dead, and all the stems have cavities with decay, and 

dead tops. 
Remove 400 Multi Linden Poor Multi stems attach at basal unions. 
Remove 401 46 English oak Fair Asymmetric crown. 
Remove 402 72 English oak Poor Large dead scaffold limbs. 
Remove 403 39 English oak Poor The crown is sparse. 
Remove 404 44 English oak Poor The crown is sparse. 
Remove 405 60 English oak Poor Dead limbs at the top with 10% die back. 
Remove 406 35 English oak Very poor Kinked stem and die back at the top. 
Remove 407 25 English oak Very poor Damaged top at 6m, with suppressed crown. 
Remove 408 68 English oak Fair Previously headed branch tipS, high % of deadwood 

throughout the crown. 
Remove 409 69 Horsechestnut Very poor There is a cavity and wound at the base on the north side of 

the tree. Approximately 60% of the tree is dead. 

Remove 410 90 Horsechestnut Very poor There is a cavity and wound at the base on the north side of 
the tree. Approximately 60% of the tree Is dead. 

Remove 411 21 English oak Fair The top is slightly bent. 
Remove 412 19+12 English oak Poor Suppressed and asymmetric crown. 
Remove 413 73 English oak Very poor Large wound at 2m above grade, large dead scaffold limbs 

and Topps. 
Remove 414 28 English oak Poor Top is kinked to the north, and the crown is suppressed. 

Remove 415 34x2 White poplar Very poor Twin leaders at the basal union with inclusions with in the 
union. The trunk flare is buried. 

Remove 416 22 White poplar Very poor One sided and leaning to the east. 
Remove 417 70 English oak Fair Growing in a tightly spaced tree row. 
Remove 418 52 English oak Poor Growing in a tightly spaced tree row. 
Remove 419 39 English oak Very poor Dead top and scaffold limbs. 
Remove 420 85 English oak Fair 
Remove 421 25 English oak Hazardous Dead 

ARBORTECH CONSULTING L TO NOVEMBER 20111 



ESA 1 TREE INVENTORY LIST 
ASPAC DEVELOPMENTS LTD FILE:09105 
RIVER GREEN: PARCELS 9-13 

NOTE: 
Trees are tagged In the field for identification 
Tree numbers refer to the tree assessment plan prepared by Arbcrtech. Tree locations provided by surveyor. 
Dbh denotes the diameter of the trunk, measured in cm at 1.4 m abcve grade. 
Condition Rating scale: Hazardous, Very Poor, Poor, Fair, Good. 

Action Tree Ta9 Dbh Seecles Condition Notes 
Remove 302 45 Cherry Hazardous This tree is a 7m high snag tree. 
Remove 394 26 Beech Very poor There is a major wound-cavity with visible decay from base 

to 5m, dead 3m top, and no scaffold limbs. 

Remove 395 45 Beech Very poor Wounds on trunk at 2 to 4m with an asymmetric crown. 
Dead 4m top, and the crown Is mostly dead. 

Remove 396 32 Beech Very poor Dead 6m top, and moslly dead crown. 
Remove 397 43 Beech Very poor Dead 6m top, and mostly dead crown. 
Remove 398 40 Beech Very poor Dead 6m top, and mostly dead crown. 
Remove 399 Multi Japanese Maple Very poor Mostly dead, and ali the stems have cavities with decay, and 

dead tops. 
Remove 400 Multi Linden Poor Multi stems attach at basal unions. 
Remove 401 46 English oak Fair Asymmetric crown. 
Remove 402 72 English oak Poor Large dead scaffold limbs. 
Remove 403 39 English oak Poor The crown is sparse. 
Remove 404 44 English oak Poor The crown is sparse. 
Remove 405 60 English oak Poor Dead limbs at the top with 10% dleback. 
Remove 406 35 English oak Very poor Kinked stem and die back at the top. 
Remove 407 .25 English oak Ver~ poor Damaged top at 6m, with suppressed crown. 
Remove 408 68 English oak F~ir Previously headed branch tips, high % of deadwood 

throughout the crown. 
Remove 409 69 Horsechestnut Very poor There is a cavity and wound at the base on the north side of 

the tree. Approximately 60% of the tree is dead. 

Remove 410 90 Horsechestnut Very poor There is a cavity and wound at the base on the north side of 
the tree. Approximately 60% of the tree is dead. 

Remove 411 21 English oak Fair The top is slightly bent. 
Remove 412 19+12 English oak Poor Suppressed and asymmetric crown. 
Remove 413 73 English oak Very poor Large wound at 2m above grade, large dead scaffold limbs 

and Topps. 
Remove 414 28 English oak Poor Top is kinked to the north, and tlie crown is suppressed, 

Remove 415 34x2 White poplar Very poor Twin leaders at the basal union with inclusions with in the 
union. The trunk flare is buried. 

Remove 416 22 White poplar Very poor One sided and leaning to the east. 
Remove 417 70 English oak Fair Growing in a tightly spaced tree row. 
Remove 418 52 English oak Poor Growing In a tightly spaced tree row. 
Remove 419 39 English oak Very poor Dead top and scaffold limbs. 
Remove 420 85 English oak Fair 
Remove 421 25 English oak Hazardous Dead 

ARBORTECH CONSULTING LTD NOVEMBER 20111 
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ATTACHMENT 10 

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT AND COMPENSATION SEQUENCE AND VALUATION 

Phase 1 Tree Removals: 2 $5,000 

Landscape compensationc
: 

30m2 
$360 

Phase 2 Tree Removals: 19 $47,500 

(construction 2012) Landscafe compensationc
: $18,960 

1,580 m 

5 years Landscape 
Maintenanceb $7,500 

Phase 3 Tree Removals: 13 NIL $32,500 

(construction 2013) Landscape compensationc
: $2,664 

222 m2. 

Phase 4 Tree Removals: 22 NIL $55,000 

(construction 20 16) Landscape compensation: 
Om2 

NIL 

Notes: 

a Valuations for Tree Removal Permit Securities will be reassessed at time of application to 
reflect current cost estimates of tree replacements. Securities are based upon 3 for 1 
replacements with one of the three replacements rated as a specimen tree (current value of 
$1,500/tree) and the remaining two replacements rated as standard trees (current value of 
$500/tree). 

b Five year maintenance based upon one day per year post-implementation estimated at 
$1,500/day. 

c Landscape compensation security values are based upon the RP Biologist'S cost estimate 
of $8.00/m2 for materials and installation, times 150%. . 



RIVER GREEN - WATERFRONT PARK 

CANDIDATE COMPENSATION PLANTING AREAS, ESA DP 11-593370 

Locations Proposed Area of Required Compensation Planting 

1 Gilbert Road Servicing Agreement Area 30m2 

2 
Waterfront park between Hollybridge Way 
& Gilbert Road (dike bench & bioswale) 

1802 m2 

3 
Waterfront pari< adjacent to Parcel 2 andl 
or Lot C (dike bench) 

ASPAC/STAFF 

START-UP MEETING NOV. 7. 1011 

ATTACHMENT 11 



ATTACHMENT 12 
Development Permit Considerations 

PIO 028-696-174 (LOT 9), PIO 028-696-182 (LOT 10) and PIO 028-696-191 (LOT 11) 
(formerly 5200 Hollybridge Way and 6500 River Road) 

OP 11-593370 

Prior to approval of the Development Permit, the developer is required to complete the following: 

I. Submission of Landscape securities in the amount of $81 ,984 based upon the landscape compensation and tree 
replacement ESA-DP Security outlined in the Table ofImpacts and Compensation. 

2. Concurrence that all existing trees and understorey within proposed Clearing Phase 3 as shown in the ESA-I 
Proposed Clearing Phases Map will be not be cleared and will be retained in-situ until such time as a tree removal 
permit has been issued. Tree protection fencing is to be erected between Phase 2 and Phase 3 prior to Phase 2 trees 
and understorey are cleared. Security valuations will be reassessed at the time of application for the Tree Removal 
Permit with regard to the City's standard tree removal/replacement fees, but will not be less than the values provided 
in the Table ofImpacts and Compensation. 

3. Concurrence that all existing trees within proposed Clearing Phase 4 as shown in ESA-I Proposed Clearing Phases 
Map will be not be cleared and will be retained in-situ until such time as a tree removal permit has been issued. 
Security valuations will be reassessed at the time of application for the Tree Removal Permit with regard to the City's 
standard tree removal/replacement fees, but will not be less than the values provided in the Table of Impacts and 
Compensation. 

4. Concurrence that dike bench features to accommodate off-site landscaping commitments as outlined in the Table of 
Impacts and Compensation are to be incorporated into the foreshore dike designs and constructed at the proponent's 
sole cost. 

5. Concurrence that appropriate sediment control measures will be installed along the eastern property boundaty 
between lot II and 6900 River Road prior to excavation, preloading or construction and will be incorporated as part 
of any request for tree removal permit for Lot II. 

6. Submission of a letter of commitment that a Qualified Environmental Profession is to supervise the placement of all 
excavation and preload facilities and structures to ensure that no pOition of these are permitted to encroach into or 
impact trees within 6900 River Road or unless the appropriate authorizations have been obtained from both the City 
of Richmond and the Depaltment of Fisheries and Oceans. 

7. Concurrence that Construction and Environmental Management Plan (CEMP) and parcel-specific soil erosion and 
sedimentation control plans (ESCP) to be completed to the satisfaction of both the City and the Department of 
Fisheries and Oceans prior to excavation, preloading or construction commencing. 

8. Submission of a letter of commitment to implement all mitigation and management strategies recommended in the 
Archaeological Impact Assessment (AIA) as prepared by Arrowstone Archaeological Research and Consulting Ltd. in 
their repOit of July 2009. 

9. Concurrence that all landscape compensation plans are to be submitted and approved by the City of Richmond and the 
Department of Fisheries and Oceans (as required). 

10. Concurrence that ESA compensation-related works required to accommodate the required compensation planting 
(e.g., construction of the dike benches) and representing a cost premium over and above what would otherwise have 
been the cost of the park, dike, and related features shall be the sole responsibility of the developer. Costs to be 
determined via the waterfront park and related design processes. Any Letter of Credit required in this regard shall be 
secured prior to Servicing Agreement approval or permit issuance in respect to the affected areas. 

3405222 



-2-

Prior to Building Permit* Issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements: 

I. Submission of a Construction Parking and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportation Division. Management 
Plan shall include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, application for any lane closures, and 
propel' construction traffic controls as pel' Traffic Control Manual for works on Roadways (by Minishy of 
Transportation) and MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570. 

2. Obtain a Building Permit (BP) for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily 
occupy a public street, the airspace above a public street, 01' any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated 
fees may be required as pall of the Building Permit. For additional information, contact the Building Approvals 
Division at 604-276-4285. 

Note: 

• This requires a separate application. 

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

All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, charges and encumbrances as is 
considered advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the 
Director of Development determines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate 
bylaw. 

The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City including indemnities, warranties, equitablelrent charges, letters of 
credit and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a 
form and content satisfactory to the Director of Development. 

[Signed Copy on File} 

Signed Date 



City of Richmond 

RICHMOND HERITAGE COMMISSION 

Present: 

Also Present: 

Absent: 

AS PAC Team Guests: 
(Presenting) 

Held Wednesday, November 1th 2010 
Room M 2.004 

Richmond City Hall 

Laurie Wozny, Chair 
Andrea Hajdo Forbes 
Ray Froh 
Michael Gurney, Vice-Chair 
Carl Hibbert 
Michele Haapamaki 
Teresa Murphy 

Terence Brunette, Planner 
Jodi Allesia, Committee Clerk 

Councillor Greg Halsey-Brandt, Council Liaison 
Teri Barr 
Jo-Anne Rocque 

Gary Andrishak, Architect, IBI Group 

ATTACHMENT 13 

Minutes 

(Attending) 
Chris Phillipps, Landscape Architect, Phillipps Farevaag Smallenberg 

Lin Lin, Landscape Architect, Phillipps Farevaag Smallenberg 

Jamie Lum, ASPAC 

The Chair called the meeting to order at 6:00 pm. 

1. MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the minutes oj the meeting oj the Richmond Heritage Commission held on 
Wednesday, October zrf" Z010, be adopted. 

CARRIED 

1. 



RICHMOND HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Wednesday, November 17th 2010 

2. DESIGN REVIEW - Oval Village Holdings/ASPAC Rezoning 

3018113 

Since last meeting a Subcommittee of the Commission has been formed and has met with 
staff to assess heritage impacts, proposed mitigation/compensation strategies and formulate 
draft recommendations to Council. Members of ASP AC met today to discuss a variety of 
site issues, in addition to heritage. It was noted that staff is seeking heritage-specific 
comments on the development to address the impacts, compensation, and consistency with 
OCP and City Centre Area Plan (CAP) objectives. 

It was noted that the pW'P0se of this meeting would be to form a resolution incorporating key 
recommendations on heritage conservation measures to be included in the staff report to 
Council. Staff thanked the Subcommittee for their dedicated work and perceptive 
comments. 

ASPAC addressed both the "Draft Recommendation for Consideration by The 
Commission" and questions from the Commission, noting the following points: . 

~ The option of having clusters of trees instead of rows (Sub-Committee Item #2a) is 
an achievable option and they will be looking into ways of doing this. 

~ The replacement of lost trees will exceed a 1: 1 ratio, but is not expected to meet the 
3: 1 ratio recommended by the Sub-Committee. 

~ In regards to the requirement for ongoing maintenance, ASPAC will fully comply 
with monitoring and maintenance requirements set by Department of Fisheries & 
Oceans (DFO) and Richmond Parks. 

~ Interpretive planning and other means of presenting the heritage of the site may be 
both literal and/or analogical. 

~ For The Draft Recommendations - Item B, the ASPAC Team discussed their 
strategies for conserving and interpreting the various heritage resources or features 
onsite. It was noted that they will SUppOlt interpretation of the history of the CPR 
Right of Way (as outlined in Item B). Discussion also ensued on an interpretive 
centre - function, location, form and presentation. A suggestion was made to have a 
series of interpretive panels interpreting the heritage of the site at the termination of 
Hollybridge Way, on the dike. 

Following ASPAC's presentation, an open discussion occurred regarding the project, with 
clarifications and amendments to the draft recommendations. 

~ The Commission briefly reviewed their role as an advisory body with regard to the 
subject application. Staff noted that heritage resources on the onsite would also be 
the subject of a recommendation from the Department of Fisheries and Oceans 
(DFO) and Richmond's Parks and Sustainability staff. Staff assured the Commission 
iliat its recommendations would be attached to the rezoning report, but that it was 
Council that would make the final decision regarding the scope of the developer's 
responsibilities. 

2. 



3078173 

RICHMOND HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Wednesday, November 17th 2010 

~ Discussion ensued on having two interpretive installations to present the onsite 
heritage resources. It was recommended that one would be placed along the dike for 
the walking traffic and one in association with the "heritage" trees near the 
intersection of Gilbert and new River Road. 

~ It was noted that adequate compensation for impacts to or loss of heritage resources 
should be substantive, and that an interpetive installation could serve to enhance the 
presentation and accessibility of Richmond's heritage significantly. 

~ It was noted that new trees and a plaque may not adequately cover the history of 
Samuel Brighouse. Discussion ensued regarding the breadth and substance of 
interpretive materials that should be included along the walkway to enhance the 
effectiveness of the proposed boardwalk as a method of conservation and 
interpretation. An idea was raised to have a design competition in the Public Art 
plan that could speak to the history of Samuel Brighouse. 

~ A small amendment was made to Item B of the Draft Recommendations to change 
"cluster" to "clusters". 

~ It was recommended to change Item C of the Draft Recommendations from 
"gardens" to "community gardens" (as recognition of the area's former farming 
community), and it was noted that such "community gardens" may be provided at 
grade and/or on rooftops. 

~ Commission members further recommended that the interpretive centre needs to be 
put back into the staff resolution document as a "marketing centre that the public 
would be invited in, and would make the public more aware of the amenities they 
have inside." Discussion ensued on the details of the interpretive centre. 

~ Discussion ensued on the ratio of trees replaced, the feasibility of the maximum 
replacement amount, space constraints and Riclunond's Tree Protection Bylaw and 
related OCP policies. 

~ Discussion ensued on having a replica of Samuel Brighouse's house as an adjunct to 
a "community garden". It was noted that the house could be used as interpretive 
space and for various functions. It was noted that this would be a strong, 
recognizable emblem with respect to heritage. 

~ Commission members also recommended acknowledging the history before and after 
Samuel Brighouse (including aboriginal heritage). 

~ Discussion ensued on the maintenance of, and responsibility for the public areas and 
whether or not it would fall to the developer or the City. 

~ It was noted that an item had been omitted from the Draft Recommendations in error 
(Item B) and should read: "An interpretive facility should be provided by the 
developer, preferably located on the dike at the north end of Hollybridge Way, that 
provides for shelter, is easily accessible by the public and is evocative of the 
significance at the site and the heritage ofthe Brighouse homestead and trees." 

3. 
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RICHMOND HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Wednesday, November 17th 2010 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Richmond Heritage Commission supports RZ 09-460962 moving forward to 
Planning Committee of Council taking into account the following considerations: 

A. The following general considerations should be satisfied: 

• 

• 

• 

Any loss of heritage resources must be minimized; 

There should be "no net loss" to heritage as a result of the subject development; 

The subject development should demonstrate a "net gain" to heritage; 

The developer should be responsible for all required heritage compensation and 
enhancement; and 

The applicable Heritage Revitalization Agreement, legal agreements, statements of 
significance, and related information necessary to facilitate and effectively manage 
the subject development's heritage resources, compensation, and enhancement and 
associated City resources should be provided to the Commission for Information. 

B. The following specific considerations should be satisfied: 

WithIn the proposed riverfront park, the mature oak trees removed from River Road 
should be replaced with clusters of large-growIng trees; 

Interpretive walks through and around the subject site should be established 
concurrently with development and include, among other things, at least two 
Interpretive signs commemorating Samuel Brighouse, including one on the dike and 
the other near the corner of Gilbert Road and "new" River Road; 

• Special street tree planting along the Hollybridge Way "greenway" and "new" River 
Road, the latter of which should be oak trees; 

• Existing trees removed as a result of the subject development, both on-site and off­
site, should be replaced at a ratio of at least 3:1; 

The developer should be responsible for monitoring and maintenance of heritage 
features as determined to the satisfaction of the City; and 

• Interpretive features (e.g., signage, public art) related to CP Rail and the Interurban 
line should be incorporated into the design and construction of "new" River Road. 

• An interpretive facility should be provided by the developer, preferably located on the 
dike at the north end of Hollybridge Way, that provides for shelter, is easily accessible by 
the public and is evocative of the significance at the site and the heritage of the 
Brighouse homestead and trees. 

C. The applicant should take into consideration the following comments via the project's 
on-going design review and approval processes: 

. • Interpretive features (e.g., public art, community gardens, hedgerows) should be 
Incorporated Into the design of the subject site that are reminiscent of the Brighouse 
farm. 

CARRIED 

4. 



City of Richmond 
Development Permit Planning and Development Department 

To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

No. 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) 

101 - 6500 RIVER ROAD, RICHMOND, 8C, V6X 4G5 

I. This Development Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the Bylaws of the City 
applicable thereto; except as specifically varied or supplemented by this Permit. 

2. This Development Permit applies to and only to those lands shown cross-hatched on the 
attached Schedule "A" and any and .all buildings, structures and other dev'elopment thereon. 

3. Subject to Section 692 of the Local Govenunent Act, R.S.B.C.: site clearing and 
compensation landscaping shall be constructed generally in accordance with Plans # 1 to #2 
and Table I attached hereto. 

4. As a condition ofthe issuance of this Permit, the City is holding the security in the amount of 
$81,984.00 to ensure that development is carried out in accordance with the terms and 
conditions of this Permit. Should any interest be earned upon the security, it shall accrue to 
the Holder if the security is returned. The condition of the posting of the seclirity is that 
should the Holder fail to carry out the development hereby authorized, according to the terms 
and conditions of this Permit within the time provided, the City may use the security to carry 
au! the work by its servants, agents or coritractors, and any surplus shall be paid over to· the 
Holder. Should the Holder cal1'y out the development permitted by this permit within the 
time set out herein, the security shall be returned to the Holder. The City may retain the 
security for up to one year after inspection of the completed landscaping in order to ensure 
that plant material has survived. 

5. If the Holder does not commence the construction permitted by this Permit within 24 months 
of the date of this Permit, this Permit shall lapse and the security shall be returned in full. 



To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

No. 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) 

101 - 6500 RIVER ROAD, RICHMOND, BC, V6X 4G5 

6. The land described herein shall be developed generally in accordance with the terms and 
conditions and provisions of this Permit and any plans and specifications attached to this 
Permit which shall form a part hereof. 

This Permit is not a Building Permit. 

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 
DAY OF 

DELIVERED THIS DAY OF 

MAYOR 

3396366 

ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE 

j ;, ,, . • ' " 
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TABLE 1: TABLE OF IMPACTS AND COMPENSATION 

Area/Phase 2 Tree Removals: 19 Tree Replacements3
: 57 

Landscape Removals: 2,929 m' Landscape compensationc: 1,580 m2
' 

Area/Phase 3 Tree Removals: 13 

·222 m' 

Area/Phase 4 

Notes: 

-.'J_'': ,-

$5,000 

$47,500 

$18,960 

NIL $32,500 

$55,000 

a Valuations for Tree Removal Permit Securities will be reassessed at time of application to reflect current cost estimates of tree replacements. 
Securities are based upon 3 for 1 replacements with one of the three replacements rated as a larger calliper specimen tree (Oak or altemate to the 

City's satisfaction as determined in coordination with City-approved design for "the subject site; current value of $1,500Itree) and the remaining two 
replacements rated as standard trees (current value of $500/tree). 

b Five year maintenance based upon one day per year post-implementation estimated at $1 , SO~/day/year. 

c Landscape compensation security values are based upon the RP Biologist's cost estimate of $8.00/m2 for materials and installation, times 150%. 

Additional Requirements: 

• Protective fencing is required between ArealPhase2 and 3 prior to the clearing of Phase 2. 

• RMA compensation as required to the satisfaction of DFO and the City for encroachments adjacent to 6900 River Road. 

• ESA compensation planting (Le. 1 ,832m2) to be installed within: 
o Area 1: Gilbert Road Servicing Agreement Area (30 m2) and waterfront park between Hollybridge & Gilbert (dike bench & bioswale, area to 

be determined) 
o Area 2: Waterfront park adjacent to Parcel 2 andlor Lot C (dike bench, balance of 1832 m2 as required) 
.0 Area 3: To be determined to the satisfaction of the City if Area 1 ard Area 2 cannot accommodate the full 1832 m2 requirement 

• ESA compensation-related works required to accommodate the required compensation planting (e.g., construction of the dike benches) and 
representing a cost premium over and above what would otherwise have been the cost of the park, dike, and related features shall be the sole 
responsibility of the developer. Costs to be determined via the watelfront park and related design processes. Any LOC required in this regard shall 
be secured prior to SA approval or permit issuance in respect to the affected areas. 
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RIVER CREEN - WATERFRONT PARK 

CANDIDATE COMPENSATION PLANTING AREAS, ESA DP 11-593370 

Looa""" ProposedArea of Required Compensation Planting , Gibert Road SeNicing Agreement Aiea 30m2 

2 
waterfront park betWeen HOilybridge way 
& Gilbert Road (dike bench & bioswale) 

' 802m2 
3 

Watertront paIt; adjacent to Parte: 2 and! 

,- ~ lot C (dike be~ 
-- - '- -- -- -
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To: 

From: 

City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Department 

David Weber 
Director, City Clerk's Office 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

Memorandum 

Date: December 13, 2011 

File: DV 11-586308 

Re: Application by - Rashpal Walia for Development Variance Permit at 
8200 Claybrook Road 

The attached Development Variance Permit was given favourable consideration by the 
Development Permit Panel at their meeting held on October 26, 2011. 

It would now be appropriate to include this item on the agenda of the next Council meeting for 
their consideration . 

. / 

<f(f4'MCW 
qi{ector /evelopment 

hS:blg ' 
Att. 

3428887 

~""'~hmond 



Gallery Comments 

None. 

Panel Discussion 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, October 26, 2011 

The Chair stated that the applicant had done a good job on a at presented physical 
constraints. He conunended the applicant on the sustainabi' elements and the number of 
landscaping elements. 

Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 
ThaJ a Dellelopment Permltbe i~ 

1. Permit tl,e constTllct of a new Mini Cooper Automobile Dealership at 10600, . 
10700 Cambie and Parcel C (PID 026-669-404) on a site ZOlled "Alllo-
Oriented Co erclat (CA)"; and 

2. Vary t rOllisiollS of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

reduce the minimum aisle width from 7.5m to 7.0m; 

reduce tl,e 3.0m wide landscaped area requirements adjacellt to public roads 
(varies to zero); and . 

c) . reduce the parking setbacks from a lot line whlcll abuts a road from 3m to 
Om. 

CARRIED 

3. Development Variance Permit 11-5.86308 
(FlieR.,. No.: DV 11-586308) (REDMS No. 3311388) 

3377744 

APPLICANT: Rashpal Walia 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 8200 Claybrook Road . 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

To vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to vary the exterior side yard 
setback from 3.0 m to 1.2 m in order to permit the construction of a new single-family 
dwelling at 8200 Claybrook Road on a site zoned Single Detached (RSllE). 

Applicant's Comments 

Applicant Rashpal Walia, 4831 Tilton Road, advised that the single-family dwelling he 
proposes for 8200 Claybrook Road was origlmilly designed to front Cobden Road, but 
when he learned that the City's Parks Department desires to incorporate this road end into 
Grauer Pllrk, the design plans for the proposed residence were changed. The new plan 
calls for the proposed dwc;lling to front onto Claybrook Road. 

5. 
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To: 

From: 

City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Department 

Development Permit Panel 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

Report to 
Development Permit Panel 

70: ,o~/' /1;'A/G. oct· :2hc -?ZJI/ 
Date: October 3, 2011 

File: DV 11-586308 

Re: Application by Rashpal Walia for a Development Variance Permit at 

8200 Claybrook Road 

Staff Recommendation 

That a Development Variance Permit be issued which would vary the provisions of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500 to vary the exterior side yard setback from 3.0 m to 1.2 m in order to permit 
the construction of a new single-family dwelling at 8200 Claybrook Road on a site zoned Single 
Detached (RS1IE). 

Brian . Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

ES:blg 
Att. 

3311399 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Rashpal Walia has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to vary the minimum exterior 
side yard setback from 3.0 m to 1.2 m for a proposed residential dwelling at 
8200 Claybrook Road (Schedule A). The subject lot is currently zoned Single Detached 
(RSIIE). 

Development Information 

Please refer to the attached Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment 1) for a 
comparison of the proposed development data with the relevant bylaw requirements. 

Background 

Development surrounding the subject site is as follows: 

• To the north, is a single·detached dwelling zoned "Single Detached (RS lIE)"; 

• To the east, is a park zoned "School & Institutional Use (SI)"; 

• To the south, immediately across Cobden Road, is a single·detached dwelling zoned "Single 
Detached (RS liE)"; and 

• To the west, immediately across Claybrook Road, is a single·detached dwelling zoned 
"Single Detached (RS liE)". 

Staff Comments 

The applicant is proposing to reduce the exterior side yard setback along Cobden Street from 
3.0 m to 1.2 m for a new single· family dwelling. The Cobden Road end is the pedestrian access 
route for neighbourhood residents to Grauer Park. As this road end is intended to function as a 
pedestrian access route to the Park, the City does not want to permit further vehicle access from 
this road end. The Parks Department has indicated that incorporating this road end into the park 
is desired. As no vehicle access to Cobden Road will be permitted from the two lots that are 
adjacent to Cobden Road and there is no current or future plans for vehicular access to Grauer 
Park, a corner lot setback for 8200 Claybrook Road is unnecessary. Therefore, this side yard can 
be considered an interior side yard, with a minimum 2.0 m setback requirement and provision for 
the portions of the principal building which do not exceed 5.0 m in height to project into the 
required side yard up to 1.2 m from the side lot line. The proposed scheme complies with the 
intent of the applicable sections of the Official Community Plan (OCP) and is generally in 
compliance with the Single Detached (RS liE) zone except for the zoning variance requested 
herein. 

Analysis 

Although the exterior side yard setback is 1.2 m instead of3.0 m, the massing and layout of the 
proposed dwelling is similar to the adjacent single· family dwellings. The proposal is in keeping 
with the design of the neighbouring homes where garage is at the front of the house adjacent to 
the front door. 

3311399 
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Conditions of Adjacency 
• To the south of the proposed reduced side yard setback is Cobden Road therefore there are no 

privacy or shading issues. 

Urban Design ami Site Planning 
• Section 4.7.9 of Zoning Bylaw 8500 permits portions of the principal building which do not 

exceed 5.0 m in height to project into the required side yard up to 1.2 m from an interior side 
lot line where a lot has a width of 18.0 m or more. In consideration of the exterior side yard 
as an interior side yard for the purposes of rationale for the variance requested, the proposed 
site plan and building plans show a projection into the exterior side yard that complies with 
this provision and steps back to 2.0 m for those portions ofthe building above 5.0 m in 
height. 

• The proposed house and garage would maintain a building form and siting that is consistent 
with existing neighbourhood and streetscape conditions. 

Architectural Form and Character 
• The proposed dwelling matches the existing architectural vernacular and materials of the 

majority ofthe surrounding homes. 

Trees & Landscaping 
• Council Policy 5032, adopted in 1995, encourages property owners to plant and maintain at 

least two (2) trees on every lot in recognition of the many benefits derived from trees. 
Consistent with this Policy, the applicant has agreed to plant and maintain two (2) trees on 
the subject property (minimum 6 cm deciduous calliper12.5 m coniferous height). To ensure 
the new trees are planted and maintained, the applicant is required to submit a landscaping 
security in the amount of$I,OOO ($500/tree) prior to final approval of this Development 
Variance Permit. 

Crime Preventioll Through Environmental Design 
• Section 6.8.1 of Zoning Bylaw 8500 restricts fencing height in residential zones to 1.2 m 

(3.937 ft) between the principal building and the front lot line. As such, good sight lines will 
be provided from the subject property to the Cobden Road end to provide a safe pedestrian 
access route to Grauer Park. 

• There are no implications for crime prevention and safety associated with the subject 
proposal. 

33 11399 
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Conclusions 

The proposed variance would enable the property owner to maximize their floor area ratio 
(FAR). The variance is consistent with the side yard setback requirement of the homes in this 
area and consequently, would maintain consistency with the overall character ofthis 
single-family residential neighbourhood. On this basis, staff recommends approval of this 
application. 

tt~w~ 
Erika Syvokas 
Planning Technician 
(604-276-4108) 

ES:blg 

The following are to be met prior to forwarding this application to Council for approval: 
• Submission of a Landscaping Security in the amount of $1 ,000 ($500/tree) to ensure that the proposed number 

of trees are planted and maintained. 
• Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on Title. 
• Registration of a restrictive covenant on Title limiting vehicular access to Claybrook Road. 

Prior to future Building Permit issuance, the developer is required to complete the following: 
• The applicant is required to obtain a Building Permit for any construction hoarding associated with the 

proposed development. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily occupy a street, or any part thereof, 
or occupy the air space above a street or any patt thereof, additional City approvals and associated fees may be 
required as part of the Building Pelmit. FOI'further information on the Building Permit, please contact 
Building Approvals Division at 604-276-4285. 

• Submission of a construction traffic and parking management plan to the satisfaction of the City's 
TranspOltation Division (http://www.richmond.ca/services/ttp/special.htm). 

3311399 



City of Richmond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2Cl 
www.richmond.ca 
604·276·4000 

Development Application 
Data Sheet 

Development Applications Division 

DV 11·586308 Attachment 1 

Address: 8200 Claybrook Road 

Applicant: Rashpal Walia Owner: Beverley, Barry & Randal Hing 

Planning Area(s): _S"'e"'a"'f.:::.ai"-r ________________________ --''--__ _ 

Floor Area Gross: 431.24 m2 Floor Area Net: 431.24 m2 
~~~~---------- -~~~~---~------

I Existing I Proposed 

Site Area: 883.9 m2 No change 

Land Uses: Single·family residential No change 

OCP Designation: Generalized Land Use Map -
Neighbourhood Residential No change 

Zoning: Single Detached (RS1/E) No change 

Number of Units: One (1) No change 

Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance 

Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.55 0.55 none permitted 

Lot Coverage: Max. 45% 37% none 

Setback - Front Yard: Min.6m 6m none 

Setback - Interior Side Yard: Min. 2 m 2m none 

Setback - Exterior Side Yard: Min. 3m 1.2m Variance 
Requested 

Setback - Rear Yard: Min.6m 6m none 

Height (m): Max.2.5,storeys 2 storeys none 

Lot Size: 550 m' 883.9 m2 none 

3311 399 



City of Richmond Development Variance Permit 
Planning and Development Department 

To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

RASHPAL WALIA 

8200 CLAYBROOK ROAD 

5731 MURCHISON ROAD 
RICHMOND BC V7C 2G6 

No. DV 11-586308 

1. This Development Variance Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the Bylaws of 
the City applicable thereto, except as specifically varied or supplemented by this Permit. 

2. This Development Variance Permit applies to and only to those lands shown cross-hatched 
on the attached Schedule "A" and any and all buildings, structures and other development 
thereon. 

3. The "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500" is hereby varied to: 

a) Vary the exterior side yard setback from 3.0 m to 1.2 m 

4. The dimension and siting of buildings and structures on the land shall be as shown on 
Plan #1 attached hereto. 

5. If the Holder does not commence the construction permitted by this Permit within 24 months 
of the date of this Permit, this Permit shall lapse and the security shall be returned in full. 

6. The land described herein shall be developed generally in accordance with the terms and 
conditions and provisions of this Permit and any plans and specifications attached to this 
Permit which shall form a part hereof. 

This Permit is not a Building Permit. 

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 
DAY OF 

DELIVERED THIS DAY OF 

MAYOR 

3311399 

ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE 
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