s&¢2% Richmond Agenda

City Council

Council Chambers, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Tuesday, February 14, 2017
7:00 p.m.

Pg. # ITEM

MINUTES

1. Motion to:

(1) adopt the minutes of the Regular Council meeting held on January
23, 2017 (distributed previously); and

CNCL-11 (2)  receive for information the Metro Vancouver ‘Board in Brief’ dated
January 27, 2017.

AGENDAADDITIONS & DELETIONS

COMMITTEE OF THE WHOLE

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

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. 19.)

CNCL -1
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Pg. # ITEM

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

= 2017 Health, Social and Safety Grants

= 2017 Child Care Grants

= 2017 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants

= 2017 Arts and Culture Grant Program

= Revenue Anticipation Borrowing (2017) Bylaw No. 9674

=  Development Cost Charges Imposition Bylaw No. 9499

= Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2016 Annual Report and 2017
Work Program

=  Child Care Development Advisory Committee 2016 Annual Report and
2017 Work Program

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

= 9320 Dixon Avenue — Rezone from Single Detached (RS1/B) to
Single Detached (RS2/K) (Ajit Thaliwal and Raman Kooner —
applicant)

= 0851, 9891/9911 Steveston Highway and 10931 Southgate Road —
Rezone from Single Detached (RS1/E) to Low Density Townhouses
(RTL4) (1002397 BC Ltd. — applicant)

=  7140/7160 Marrington Road — Rezone from Two-Unit Dwellings
(RD1) to Single Detached (RS2/B) (Westmark Developments Ltd.
— applicant)

= 11660/11680 Montego Street — Rezone from Two-Unit Dwellings
(RD1) to Single Detached (RS2/C) (Sansaar Investments Ltd. -
applicant)

CNCL -2
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Pg. # ITEM

5. Motion to adopt Items No. 6 through No. 18 by general consent.

Consent 6. COMMITTEE MINUTES

Agenda
Item

That the minutes of:

CNCL-16 (1) the Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee meeting held
on January 24, 2017;

CNCL-21 (2) the General Purposes Committee meeting held on February 6, 2017;

CNCL-29 (3) the Finance Committee meeting held on February 6, 2017; and

CNCL-33 (4) the Planning Committee meeting held on February 7, 2017,

be received for information.

Consent 7. 2017 HEALTH, SOCIAL AND SAFETY GRANTS
Agenda (File Ref. No. 07-3000-01) (REDMS No. 5254911 v. 2)
CNCL-42 See Page CNCL-42 for full report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That, as per the report from the General Manager of Community Services,
dated January 11, 2017:

(1) Health, Social and Safety Services Grants be awarded for the
recommended amounts, and cheques disbursed for a total of
$586,095;

(2) The following applicants be approved for the first year of a three-year
funding cycle, based on Council approval of each subsequent year of
funding, for:

() Big Brothers of Greater Vancouver; and
(b) Big Sisters of BC Lower Mainland; and

(3) The following applicants be approved for the second year of a three-
year funding cycle, based on Council approval of each subsequent
year of funding, for:

(@ Community Mental Wellness Association of Canada

(b) Heart of Richmond AIDS Society

(c) Richmond Mental Health Consumer and Friends Society
(d) Richmond Society for Community Living

CNCL -3
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Consent
Agenda
Item

Pg. #

CNCL-62

5310705

ITEM

(4)

() Richmond Women’s Resource Centre; and

The following applicants be approved for the third year of a three-
year funding cycle:

(@ Chimo Community Services

(b) Family Services of Greater Vancouver

(c) Pathways Clubhouse

(d) Richmond Addiction Services Society

() Richmond Family Place Society

(H  Richmond Multicultural Community Services

(9) Richmond Youth Service Agency; and

(h)  Volunteer Richmond Information Services Society

8. 2017 CHILD CARE GRANTS
(File Ref. No. 07-3070-01) (REDMS No. 5281754 v. 1A)

See Page CNCL-62 for full report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

1)

(2)

That, as outlined in the report from the General Manager of
Community Services, dated January 10, 2017, the Child Care Capital
Grants be awarded for the recommended amounts, and cheques be
disbursed for a total of $8,536.62; and

That, as outlined in the report from the General Manager of
Community Services, dated January 10, 2017, the Child Care
Professional and Program Development Grants be awarded for the
recommended amounts, and cheques be disbursed for a total of
$10,000.
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Pg. # ITEM
Consent 9. 2017 PARKS, RECREATION AND COMMUNITY EVENTS GRANTS
Agenda (File Ref. No. 03-1085-01) (REDMS No. 5223432 v. 6)

CNCL-83 See Page CNCL-83 for full report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants be allocated
and cheques disbursed for a total of $103,250 as identified in
Attachment 1 of the staff report titled “2017 Parks, Recreation and
Community Events Grants,” dated January 11, 2017, from the Senior
Manager, Recreation and Sport Services;

(a) with an additional $500 added to the cheques for the Richmond
City Centre Community Association and the Richmond Fitness
and Wellness Association; and

(b) an additional $1,758 added to the cheque for Kidsport —
Richmond Chapter;

(2) That Sea Island Community Association not be approved for a three-
year funding cycle, but be approved for consideration as a minor
grant application; and

(3) That Steveston Community Society — Richmond Summer Project be
approved for the third year of a three-year funding cycle.

Consent 10. 2017 ARTS AND CULTURE GRANT PROGRAM
A?f;’;fa (File Ref. No. 11-7000-01) (REDMS No. 5280279)
CNCL-93 See Page CNCL-93 for full report

GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the 2017 Arts and Culture Grants be awarded for the recommended
amounts and cheques disbursed for a total of $109,754, as outlined in the
report from the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services, dated
January 10, 2017.

CNCL -5
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Consent
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Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Consent
Agenda
Item

Pg. # ITEM

11.

CNCL-120

12.

CNCL-124

13.

CNCL-306

5310705

REVENUE ANTICIPATION BORROWING (2017) BYLAW NO. 9674
(File Ref. No. 03-0900-01; 12-8060-20-009674) (REDMS No. 5280973 v. 2)

See Page CNCL-120 for full report

FINANCE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

(1) That Revenue Anticipation Borrowing (2017) Bylaw No. 9674 be
introduced and given first, second and third readings; and

(2) That staff be directed to notify Council if credit facilities are utilized.

DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES IMPOSITION BYLAW NO. 9499
(File Ref. No. 03-0900-01) (REDMS No. 4757567 v. 11)

See Page CNCL-124 for full report

FINANCE COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Development Cost Charges (DCC) Imposition Bylaw No. 9499 be
introduced and given first, second and third readings.

RICHMOND SENIORS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2016 ANNUAL

REPORT AND 2017 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 07-3400-01) (REDMS No. 5290445)

See Page CNCL-306 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the staff report titled, ""Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2016
Annual Report and 2017 Work Program'*, dated January 14, 2017, from the
General Manager, Community Services, be approved.
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Pg. #

CNCL-317

CNCL-327

CNCL-343

5310705

ITEM

14.

15.

16.

CHILD CARE DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2016

ANNUAL REPORT AND 2017 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 07-3070-01) (REDMS No. 5285393)

See Page CNCL-317 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That the Child Care Development Advisory Committee’'s 2016 Annual
Report and 2017 Work Program, as outlined in the staff report titled, **Child
Care Development Advisory Committee 2016 Annual Report and 2017 Work
Program," from the General Manager, Community Services, be approved.

APPLICATION BY AJIT THALIWAL AND RAMAN KOONER FOR
REZONING AT 9320 DIXON AVENUE FROM “SINGLE DETACHED

(RS1/B)” TO “SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/K)”
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009624; RZ 16-735119) (REDMS No. 5161511)

See Page CNCL-327 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9624, for the
rezoning of 9320 Dixon Avenue from “Single Detached (RS1/B)” to “Single
Detached (RS2/K)”, be introduced and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY 1002397 BC LTD. FOR REZONING AT 9851, 9891/
9911 STEVESTON HIGHWAY AND 10931 SOUTHGATE ROAD
FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E) TO LOW DENSITY

TOWNHOUSES (RTL4)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009659; RZ 10-552879) (REDMS No. 5243375)

See Page CNCL -343 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9659, for the
rezoning of 9851, 9891/9911 Steveston Highway and 10931 Southgate Road
from the “Single Detached (RS1/E)” zone to the “Low Density Townhouses
(RTL4)” zone, be introduced and given first reading.
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Pg. #

CNCL-375

CNCL-395

5310705

ITEM

17.

18.

APPLICATION BY WESTMARK DEVELOPMENTS LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 7140/7160 MARRINGTON ROAD FROM TWO-UNIT

DWELLINGS (RD1) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/B)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009668; RZ 16-741244) (REDMS No. 5257121)

See Page CNCL-375 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9668, for the
rezoning of 7140/7160 Marrington Road from “Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1)”
to “Single Detached (RS2/B)”, be introduced and given first reading.

APPLICATION BY SANSAAR INVESTMENTS LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 11660/11680 MONTEGO STREET FROM TWO-UNIT

DWELLINGS (RD1) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/C)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009673; RZ 16-741547) (REDMS No. 5256478)

See Page CNCL-395 for full report

PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9673, for the
rezoning of 11660/11680 Montego Street from “Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1)”
to “Single Detached (RS2/C)”, be introduced and given first reading.

*khhhhkhkhkkkhkhkhkhihhikhkhkhkhiik

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE
CONSENT AGENDA

*hkkkkhkhkkkikhkkkhkhkkkikhkkhkikkiikk

PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS
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Pg. #

CNCL-412

CNCL-413

CNCL-414

CNCL-420

CNCL-479

CNCL-481

CNCL-483

5310705

ITEM

NEW BUSINESS

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION

Business Licence Bylaw 7360, Amendment Bylaw No. 9632
Opposed at 1/2"/3™ Readings — None.

DCC Reserve Fund Expenditure (4000 May Drive) Bylaw No. 9643
Opposed at 1/2"/3" Readings — None.

Consolidated 5 Year Financial Plan (2017-2021) Bylaw No. 9663
Opposed at 1%/2"/3" Readings — None.

Note: Please see memorandum, dated February 10, 2017, from the Director,
Finance, titled “Results of the Public Consultation on the Consolidated 5 Year
Financial Plan (2017-2021) Bylaw No. 9663”.

Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9569
(4971/4991 Wintergreen Avenue, RZ 16-724552)

Opposed at 1% Reading — None.

Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.

Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9608
(4720/4740 Larkspur Avenue, RZ 16-731886)

Opposed at 1% Reading — None.

Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.

Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 9614
(110-12500 Horseshoe Way, ZT 16-734106)

Opposed at 1% Reading — None.

Opposed at 2"/3" Readings — None.
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Pg. #

CNCL-485

CNCL-504

5310705

ITEM

19.

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL

RECOMMENDATION

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

1)

)

(3)

That the minutes of the Development Permit Panel meeting held on
January 25, 2017, and the Chair’s report for the Development Permit
Panel meetings held on October 12, 2016, October 26, 2016, January
11, 2017 and January 25, 2017, be received for information; and

That the recommendations of the Panel to authorize the issuance of:

(@) a Development Permit (DP 15-709934) for the property at 4991
No. 5 Road; and

(b) a Development Variance Permit (DV 16-733949) for the
property at 9580 Williams Road (Formerly 9580 & 9600
Williams Road and 10140 Gower Street) and 10060 Gower
Street;

be endorsed, and the Permits so issued; and

That the changes to the design be deemed to be in General
Compliance with the Development Permit (DP 11-564405) issued for
the property at portions of 10111, 10197 and 10199 River Drive
(formerly portions of 10111 and 10199 River Drive).

ADJOURNMENT
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For Metro Vancouver meetings on Friday, January 27, 2017

Please note these are not the official minutes. Board in Brief is an informal summary. Material relating to any of the
following items is available on request from Metro Vancouver. For more information, please contact Greg Valou or
Kelly Sinoski Greg.Valou@metrovancouver.org / Kelly.Sinoski@metrovancouver.org

Greater Vancouver Regional District

Development of a Residential Wood Smoke Regulation for Metro Vancouver APPROVED

The Board authorized staff to start preliminary discussions on potential policies to control wood
smoke emissions from indoor residential wood-burning stoves and fireplaces.

Wood smoke from residential wood-burning appliances contributes about 27 per cent of fine
particulate matter (PM2.5) emissions throughout the region on an annual basis. Metro Vancouver
has had voluntary wood smoke reduction measures since 2009, but more measures are needed
to reduce emissions from existing wood-burning appliances.

Greater Vancouver Regional District Air Quality Management Bylaw — Staff APPROVED
Appointments

The Board appointed Metro Vancouver employees Kristen Beattie, Robert Kemp, Donna
Hargreaves and Maari Hirvi Mayne as air quality officers, pursuant to the Environmental
Management Act and Greater Vancouver Regional District Air Quality Management Bylaw No.
1082, 2008.

2017 Emotive Event Schedule APPROVED

The Board approved the 2017 Emotive Event schedule, which tentatively includes 45 event days
this year.

The Metro Vancouver Emotive Outreach Team attends public events across the region, such as
Burnaby’s Hats Off Day and Surrey’s Party for the Planet, to provide opportunities for outreach
and resident engagement on electric vehicles. The 2017 budget is $25,000, plus staff time for two
auxiliary staff. The costs have been approved in the 2017 operating budget, including Air Quality
and Climate Change, and outreach and communications.

CNCL - 11
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Proposed Amendment to the 2017 Schedule of Regular Board Meetings APPROVED

The Board agreed to amend two 2017 meeting dates in response to a request and a scheduling
conflict. The June 30 Board meeting will be changed to June 23, 2017, while the October Board
Budget Workshop will be held on October 20, 2017 rather than October 18 to ensure a quorum.

Proposed Amendments to the Non-member Attendance at Board and APPROVED
Committee Meetings Policy

The Board approved a revised policy for non-member attendance at board and committee
meetings, as presented in a December 8, 2016 report. The proposed provision authorizes “a non-
member director” to attend a closed meeting, unless they are specifically asked by the Board chair
to leave. A non-member director is a director who is not a member of the Greater Vancouver
Water or Sewage and Drainage districts.

GVRD Internal Financing for MVHC Prepayment of CMHC Section 27 APPROVED
Debentures

The Board approved a financing request by MVHC to prepay the existing Section 27 portfolio
debentures for Semlin Terrace, Grandview Gardens, Kelly Court, Earl Adams and Euclid Square.
The move will allow MVHC to realize maximum potential savings and to set up loan arrangements
with flexible terms.

Homelessness Partnering Strategy Funding Investments: Update on 2015/16 RECEIVED
and 2016-19 Projects

The Board received an update on funding investments in homelessness initiatives made through
the Homelessness Partnering Strategy, including the final report on 2015-2016 projects, which
included funding for 40 projects totalling $12,699,642, and projects currently awarded funding
through the 2016-2019.

The Housing First approach receives a minimum of 65% of the funding and over the 18-month
period more than 300 ‘hardest to house’ clients were placed in housing. As of January 13th, 42
projects have been awarded $22,285,434 in 2016-2019 funding. A final announcement of
awarded projects will be provided at an upcoming meeting.
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2017 Regional Homeless Count RECEIVED

The Board received a description of the process and timeline for undertaking the 2017 Regional
Homeless Count, which is slated for March 8, 2017, with preliminary results to be released on or
near March 31, and a comprehensive report delivered in September. The 2017 Regional Homeless
Count is introducing new methodologies, new partnerships and a waterways count — all of which
require outreach and community development — to flesh out the data.

Metro Vancouver 2017 Appointments to External Agencies APPROVED

The Board appointed 15 representatives to various external agencies to comply with
requirements of those agencies, and to establish and sustain interagency relations.

The representatives are:

e Harold Steves, Richmond, Agriculture Advisory Committee

e Darrell Penner, Coquitlam, Board of Trustees of the Sasamat Volunteer Fire Department

e Bruce McDonald, Delta, Delta Heritage Airpark Management Committee;

e Barbara Steele, Surrey, and Bob Long, Coquitlam, Experience the Fraser Lower Fraser
River Corridor Project Steering Committee

e Lois Jackson, Delta, Dave Murray, Pitt Meadows, and Mae Reid, Coquitlam, Coquitlam to
the Flood Control and River Management Committee of the Lower Mainland Local
Government Association

e Heather Deal, Vancouver, and Richard Walton, North Vancouver District, (alternate),
Fraser Basin Council

e Raymond Louie, Vancouver, Lower Mainland Local Government Association

¢ Malcolm Brodie, Richmond, and Greg Moore, Port Coquitlam (alternate), National Zero
Waste Council

e Heather Deal, Vancouver, and Craig Hodge, Coquitlam, Pacific Parklands Foundation

e Greg Moore and Raymond Louie, Vancouver (alternate), Western Transportation
Advisory Council

Ten representatives, and 10 alternates, were also appointed to the Municipal Finance Authority
for 2017:

e Malcolm Brodie, Richmond/ Harold Steves, Richmond (alternate)

e Derek Corrigan, Burnaby / Colleen Jordan, Burnaby (alternate)

e Greg Moore, Port Coquitlam / Jonathan Coté, New Westminster (alternate)
e Richard Walton, North Vancouver District/ Sav Dhaliwal, Burnaby (alternate)
e Mike Clay, Port Moody/ alternate: Ralph Drew, Belcarra (alternate)

e Raymond Louie, Vancouver/ Tim Stevenson, Vancouver (alternate)
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e Darrell Mussatto, North Vancouver City/ Lois Jackson, Delta (alternate)

e Judy Villeneuve, Surrey/ Mary Martin, Surrey (alternate)

e Michael Smith, West Vancouver/ Wayne Baldwin, White Rock (alternate)
e Richard Stewart, Coquitlam/ Linda Hepner, Surrey (alternate)

GVRD Procedure Amending Bylaw No. 1239 APPROVED

The Board approved the Greater Vancouver Regional District Procedure Amending Bylaw Number
1239, 2016, to respond to changes in the Local Government Act, which came into effect on
January 1, 2016. The amendments to the Procedure Bylaw are expected to better align with the
new Act.

NOTICE OF MOTION REFERRED

The Board referred a motion by West Vancouver Director Michael Smith, made on November 25,
2016, to have the Board Chair and Vice-Chair establish a full-time Finance Committee. The motion
will be heard at a joint meeting with the Finance and Intergovernment and Procurement and Audit
committees.

Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District

Award of Phase B, Construction Engineering Services for the Sapperton APPROVED
Pump Station Replacement Project

The Board authorized an award of $4,372,585 (exclusive of taxes) for Phase B of the Sapperton
Pump Station to consultant AECOM Canada Ltd, bringing the overall contract value to $8,998,556.

The contract was initially awarded in 2012 to AECOM Canada Ltd. As Phase A nears completion,
staff have identified that the anticipated value of the contract, including Phase B, will exceed $5
million. This is the result of additional efforts required for addressing a contaminated site,
incorporating Metro Vancouver park facilities, building a larger and more complex pump station
than originally anticipated and site access improvements.

Metro Vancouver Recycling and Solid Waste Management 2015 Report RECEIVED

The Board was updated on the Metro Vancouver Recycling and Solid Waste Management 2015
Report, which found the overall regional diversion rate increased from 61 per cent to 62 per cent
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-- lower than the ISWRMP target of 70 per cent by 2015. However, it was noted that Metro
Vancouver’s diversion rate continues to increase over time and zero waste programs remain key
priorities.

Metro Vancouver 2016 Waste Composition Monitoring Program RECEIVED

The Board received an update on the results of the 2016 regional waste composition monitoring
program, which found the three largest components of the waste stream last year were
compostable organics (27%), paper (19%), and plastics (19%), consistent with previous years. The
two largest decreases compared with 2015 were a 13%, or 33,000 tonne, reduction in organics
and a 32%, or 43,000 tonnes, reduction in non-compostable organics (mostly painted and treated
wood).

The waste composition monitoring program identifies disposal trends and targets specific
materials for diversion programs to help achieve goals set out in the Integrated Solid Waste and
Resource Management Plan.

Consultation on Potential Disposal Bans for Expanded Polystyrene and APPROVED
Textiles

The Board agreed to start consultation on potential disposal bans for expanded polystyrene
products as well as textiles. Expanded polystyrene and textiles are significant material categories
in the waste disposed by residents and businesses and a disposal ban that targets loads containing
expanded polystyrene could substantially increase recycling rates for this material. However,
given the limited opportunities to divert textiles from disposal, except for reuse, a disposal ban
may not be appropriate at this time.

Metro Vancouver Housing Corporation District

Mortgage Renewal — Maplewood APPROVED

The Board agreed to have the British Columbia Housing Management Commission act on MVHC's
behalf to renew the existing mortgage for Maplewood housing complex, which is located at 4771
Williams Rd, Richmond. The move allows for a competitive interest rate with no constraints on
Metro Vancouver resources and leaves Metro Vancouver financing options open for other MVHC
projects that are better fit with the overall financing strategy. The mortgage for Maplewood is
coming up for renewal on May 1, 2017.
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services Committee

Date: Tuesday, January 24, 2017
Place: Anderson Room

Richmond City Hall
Present: Councillor Harold Steves, Chair

Councillor Ken Johnston
Councillor Carol Day
Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda McPhail
Mayor Malcolm Brodie

Also Present: Councillor Alexa Loo (entered at 4:23 p.m.)
Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4:00 p.m.

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Parks, Recreation and Cultural
Services Committee held on December 21, 2017, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

February 28, 2017, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, January 24, 2017

5297019

COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

2016 RICHMOND FILM OFFICE ANNUAL REPORT
(File Ref. No. 08-4150-09-01) (REDMS No. 5285775)

Jodie Shebib, Film and Major Events Liaison, reviewed Richmond Film
Office activities, noting that 2016 was a record breaking year with respect to
the number of film days and revenue generated and that 2017 is anticipated to
bean active year.

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled, “2016 Richmond Film Office Annual Report”,
dated January 12, 2017 from the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage
Services, be received for information.

CARRIED

CITY OF RICHMOND PRIVATE DEVELOPMENT PUBLIC ART

PROGRAM REVIEW
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-00) (REDMS No. 5223943 v. 8)

Jane Fernyhough, Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services, and Liesl
Jauk, Manager Arts Services, spoke on the City’s Private Development Public
Art Program Review, noting that (i) information on walking tours and
locations of public art in city are available on the City’s website and on
brochures, (ii) in instances where a site is not suitable for public art, or there
are residual funds from a project, those contributions are directed to the City’s
Public Art Reserve, (iii) developers using the City’s Public Art Process are
required to follow the Public Art Process procedures, (iv) the public art
contribution is a voluntary contribution, (v) details on the development’s
public art contributions are included in the development’s rezoning
considerations, and (vi) staff can provide Committee with additional
information on the policies related to the City’s public art approval process.

Discussion ensued with regard to the public art approval process.

In reply to queries from Committee, Ms. Fernyhough noted that the
development’s public art plan would identify details on the project’s budget,
location and themes. She added that Council approval for the actual artwork
on private development is not required.

Cllr. Loo entered the meeting (4:23 p.m.).

Discussion took place regarding representation of Richmond residents in the
Richmond Public Art Advisory Committee and opportunities to include
Council input on art projects in private developments following approval of
the applicant’s public art plan.
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, January 24, 2017

5297019

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

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled “City of Richmond Private Development Public
Art Program Review” dated January 18, 2017, from the Director, Arts,
Culture and Heritage Services be referred back to staff to review adding
Council approval for Projects on Private Land under section 9(a) of the
proposed Richmond Public Art Process.

CARRIED

COMMITTEE STANDING ITEM

i) Garden City Lands

Jamie Esko, Manager, Parks Planning, Design and Construction, briefed
Committee on the Garden City Lands, noting that construction activity on-site
has been minimal due to weather conditions. She added that the Agricultural
Land Commission has approved the City’s application for perimeter trail
development starting on March 2016.

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) composition of the trails, (ii) trail use,
and (iii) the trail construction timeline.

MANAGER’S REPORT

(i)  Britannia Heritage Shipyard and Steveston Interurban Tram
Activities

Dee Bowley-Cowan, Britannia Site Supervisor, spoke on Britannia Heritage
Shipyard (BHS) activities, highlighting that (i) a ship wright was hired to
construct a war canoe on-site, (ii) programming includes interactive exhibits
and demonstrations for children and adults, (iii) visitors are given the
opportunity to complete a survey to provide feedback, (iv) the BHS is
partnering with the UBC faculty of Education to produce a school education
program, (v) the BHS hosts tours run by volunteers, (vi) the BHS is hosting a
Japanese Cultural River tour, where guests are able to tour the Fraser River
and learn about Japanese History, and (vii) BHS marketing will involve a
variety of media platforms such as outdoor signage, social media, the City’s
website and a partnership with Tourism Richmond.

CNCL -18



Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee

Tuesday, January 24, 2017

5297019

Gabrielle Sharp, Museum Coordinator, commented on the Steveston
Interurban Tram activities, highlighting that (i) the site will have
programming for the March 18, 2017 Open House, Doors Open Richmond,
Canada Day, Tram All Aboard, and during the unveiling of the restored tram,
(ii) a mobile exhibit will be available on-site during the tram’s restoration, and
(iii) there will be programming during Halloween and during the winter
season.

Rebecca Forrest, Project Leader, briefed Committee on the Interurban Tram’s
restoration process, noting that the project commenced in the fall of 2016 with
an anticipated completion date of October 2017. She added that the
restoration process will involve City staff and volunteers.

Discussion ensued with regard to BHS programming involving Musqueam
history.

In reply to queries regarding the development status of the gill net loft, Mike
Redpath, Senior Manager, Parks, noted that the Province has responded to the
request by the City for a water lot lease. He added that the City has requested
a 30 year tenure from the Province.

In response to a query from the Chair regarding a missing wagon wheel from
the tram station, Ms. Bowley-Cowan noted that staff will search the Harbour
Authority’s storage locker for the missing wheel.

(i)  Pink Shirt Day

Elizabeth Ayers, Manager, Community Services Planning and Projects, noted
that Pink Shirt Day is scheduled for February 22, 2017 and staff are
encouraged to wear pink that day to support anti-bullying initiatives.

(iii)  Construction Update

Ms. Esko updated Committee on park construction in the city, noting that
(i) Lang Park renovations are nearing completion, (ii) construction of the next
phase of the Middle Arm Waterfront Park is underway, and (iii) Cambie City
Centre Park construction will commence in the spring.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:56 p.m.).

CARRIED
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Councillor Harold Steves
Chair

5297019

Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Parks,
Recreation and  Cultural  Services
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Tuesday, January 24,
2017.

Evangel Biason
Legislative Services Coordinator
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General Purposes Committee

Date: Monday, February 6, 2017

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

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

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

ADDITIONS AND DELETIONS

It was moved and seconded
That “Snow Clearing” be added to the agenda as Item No. 6.

CARRIED

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes Committee held on
January 16, 2017, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

5308983 CNCL - 21




General Purposes Committee
Monday, February 6, 2017

COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

2017 HEALTH, SOCIAL AND SAFETY GRANTS
(File Ref. No. 07-3000-01) (REDMS No. 5254911 v. 2)

It was moved and seconded
That, as per the report from the General Manager of Community Services,
dated January 11, 2017:

(1) Health, Social and Safety Services Grants be awarded for the
recommended amounts, and cheques disbursed for a total of
$586,095;

(2)  The following applicants be approved for the first year of a three-year
Sfunding cycle, based on Council approval of each subsequent year of

funding, for:
(a) Big Brothers of Greater Vancouver; and
(b) Big Sisters of BC Lower Mainland; and

(3)  The following applicants be approved for the second year of a three-
year funding cycle, based on Council approval of each subsequent

year of funding, for:
(@) Community Mental Wellness Association of Canada

(b) Heart of Richmond AIDS Society

(¢) Richmond Mental Health Consumer and Friends Society
(d) Richmond Society for Community Living

(¢) Richmond Women’s Resource Centre; and

(4) The following applicants be approved for the third year of a three-
year funding cycle:

(a) Chimo Community Services
(b) Family Services of Greater Vancouver
(c) Pathways Clubhouse
(d) Richmond Addiction Services Society
(¢) Richmond Family Place Society
(/) Richmond Multicultural Community Services
(g) Richmond Youth Service Agency; and
(h) Volunteer Richmond Information Services Society
CARRIED
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2017 CHILD CARE GRANTS
(File Ref. No. 07-3070-01) (REDMS No. 5281754 v. 1A)

It was moved and seconded

(1) That, as outlined in the report from the General Manager of
Community Services, dated January 10, 2017, the Child Care Capital
Grants be awarded for the recommended amounts, and cheques be
disbursed for a total of $8,536.62; and

(2) That, as outlined in the report from the General Manager of
Community Services, dated January 10, 2017, the Child Care
Professional and Program Development Grants be awarded for the
recommended amounts, and cheques be disbursed for a total of
$10,000.

CARRIED

In accordance with Section 100 of the Community Charter, Councillor Alexa
Loo declared a conflict of interest as she is a member on the Board of Kidsport,
and left the meeting — 4:04 p.m.

2017 PARKS, RECREATION AND COMMUNITY EVENTS GRANTS
(File Ref. No. 03-1085-01) (REDMS No. 5223432 v. 6)

Serena Lusk, Senior Manager, Recreation and Sport Services, confirmed that
although there was an overall grant budget increase, the individual grant
allocations did not experience a uniform increase. Committee discussed the
best allocation for the remainder of the budget.

It was agreed upon that amounts of $500 be allocated to the City Centre
Community Association and to the Fitness and Wellness Association, and the
remainder of $1,758 be allocated to Kidsport.

It was moved and seconded

(1)  That Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants be allocated
and cheques disbursed for a total of $103,250 as identified in
Attachment 1 of the staff report titled “2017 Parks, Recreation and
Community Events Grants,” dated January 11, 2017, from the Senior
Manager, Recreation and Sport Services;

(a) with an additional 3500 added to the cheques for the Richmond
City Centre Community Association and the Richmond Fitness
and Wellness Association; and

(b) an additional $1,758 added to the cheque for Kidsport —
Richmond Chapter.
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(2)  That Sea Island Community Association not be approved for a three-
year funding cycle, but be approved for consideration as a minor
grant application; and

(3)  That Steveston Community Society — Richmond Summer Project be
approved for the third year of a three-year funding cycle.

CARRIED

Councillor Alexa Loo returned to the meeting — 4:12 p.m.

2017 ARTS AND CULTURE GRANT PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-01) (REDMS No. 5280279)

It was moved and seconded

That the 2017 Arts and Culture Grants be awarded for the recommended
amounts and cheques disbursed for a total of $109,754, as outlined in the
report from the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services, dated
January 10, 2017.

CARRIED

FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES DIVISION

In accordance with Section 100 of the Community Charter, Councillor Carol
Day declared a conflict of interest as her husband owns a Bed and Breakfast,
and left the meeting — 4:13 p.m.

SHORT-TERM RENTAL REGULATIONS
(File Ref. No. 03-0900-01) (REDMS No. 5285428 v. 16)

Cecilia Achiam, Director, Administration and Compliance, and Carli
Edwards, Manager, Customer Services and Licencing, provided an overview
of the report and explained the changes made to the proposed regulations as a
result of Council’s instruction to staff.

Ms. Achiam clarified that the proposed regulations, which include restrictions
on parking, will assist in limiting the number of Bed and Breakfasts in
residential areas. Ms. Edwards confirmed that the recommended fines are the
maximum amounts permitted under the Community Charter. Daniel
McKenna, Acting Senior Manager, Community Safety, provided an overview
of the proposed enforcement program and noted that enforcement work will
be funded within the existing bylaws budget.
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Brian Cooper, owner, The Stone Hedge Bed and Breakfast, provided a brief
history on his interactions with the City of Richmond as a result of his Bed
and Breakfast receiving a cease and desist letter, Mr. Cooper explained that
after adhering to the guidelines set out by the City, he was able to operate, and
continue to operate, without any complaints over a 16 year period. It was
noted by Mr. Cooper that the Bed and Breakfast enables him to stay in his
community and keep up with rising costs. Mr. Cooper noted that he has
noticed many illegal operations in Richmond advertised on websites and has
contacted the company and filed various complaints.

Linda Cooper, owner, The Stone Hedge Bed and Breakfast, spoke to a
number of advertisements she noticed online for Bed and Breakfasts in
Richmond which request “cash only” transactions. Ms. Cooper expressed
concern that some Bed and Breakfast operations are not being used by
residents as businesses but rather as lucrative investments. Ms. Cooper
expressed concern regarding enforcement and urged Council to require that
owners reside in homes operated as Bed and Breakfasts.

Kerry Starchuk, 7611 Lancing Place, stated that she has been living beside an
illegal hotel for the past eight years. Ms. Starchuk noted that the house next
door had 19 guests prior to City Bylaws inspecting the home and pointed out
that the high number of rooms in the home allowed for this to occur. It was
suggested by Ms. Starchuk that the regulations restrict the number of guests in
the home regardless of the amount of rooms.

Lynda ter Borg, 5860 Sandpiper Court, voiced her opposition to the
recommendations contained within the report and provided suggestions to
strengthen the proposed regulations. Ms. ter Borg also expressed concern
regarding the BC Tourism program requiring approval of accommodations no
longer being in existence.

Ann Learner, a resident on No. 2 Road, noted her concern for costs of
enforcement and timeframes for enforcement of the proposed regulations.
Ms. Learner questioned if the requirements for proving owner occupancy
were strict enough and urged Committee to require that the regulations focus
solely on Bed and Breakfast operations.

Katherine McCreary, 7560 Glacier Crescent, spoke to the zoning of the
regulation and expressed concerns that a Bed and Breakfast will be an
alternate use for a residential home and will not require a rezoning of the
location as previously required. Ms. McCreary also pointed out that the
proposed regulations do not require the owner to provide breakfast and is
therefore confusing to those seeking a Bed and Breakfast venue.
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Matthew Yeung, a Richmond resident and owner occupier, noted that he has
advertised on online platforms for the past two years and hosted many guests
during that time. Mr. Yeung stated that it would be unwise for the City to
implement stricter regulations on short-term rentals as a result of a few
complaints. Mr. Yeung explained that his business allows him to build
community ties and meet people from different backgrounds. It was noted by
Mr. Yeung that his short-term rental income allows him to provide for his
family and stated that reports have indicated no loss in occupancy to local
hotels as a result of short term rentals.

Ms. Achiam, Ms. Edwards and Mr. McKenna responded to concerns voiced
by delegations by providing the following information:

] An insurance requirement could be implemented as a means of proving
owner legitimacy;

" Operators are not required to be the owner of the residence and at this
time this requirement has not been changed;

. It is possible to regulate homes with a high number of bedrooms,
however, it would require additional resources and effort;

. Some of the requirements which were previously regulated by Tourism
BC have been considered and have remained;

= The proposed regulations do not allow for an entire house to be rented;

" Although complaint driven, staff will be proactively investigating short
term rentals and those properties that are not in compliance will be
targeted first;

. Whistler handles short term rentals differently due to its “destination”
nature, and different housing needs;

n The proposed rules and regulations will address problems and illegal
short term rentals could be shut down via the court process; and

" Currently, there are no cooking facilities allowed in Bed and Breakfast
rooms.

As aresult of the discussion, the following referral motion was introduced:
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It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled, Short-Term Rental Regulations be referred back
to staff for a detailed analysis of the pros and cons of and options relating
to:

(1) implementing a proof of insurance requirement;
(2) amending definition of operator to also include owner operator; and
(3)  establishing a “spot” (site specific) rezoning process;
and report back.
CARRIED

Staff was directed to ensure that the consultation process involves the hotel
industry.

Councillor Carol Day returned to the meeting — 5:35 p.m.

SNOW CLEARING
(File Ref. No. - ) (REDMS No. -)

Robert Gonzalez, Deputy CAO and General Manager, Engineering and Public
Works, reported that the City’s Works Yard currently has all equipment
deployed and that staff are working 24 hours a day, and that priority routes are
being focused on.

Communication with the public is being made through social media and via a
24 hour dispatch hotline — all serving as means to assist with the deployment
of City staff.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (5:39 p.m.).

CARRIED
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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,
February 6, 2017.

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Shaun Divecha
Chair ‘ Legislative Services Coordinator
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Finance Committee

Date: Monday, February 6, 2017

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

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

Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 5:40 p.m.

MINUTES

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

CARRIED

FINANCE AND CORPORATE SERVICES DIVISION

1. 2016 INVESTMENT REPORT
(File Ref. No. 03-0900-01) (REDMS No. 5281001 v. 3)

It was moved and seconded
That the report titled 2016 Investment Report dated January 11, 2017, from
the Director, Finance, be received for information.

CARRIED
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REVENUE ANTICIPATION BORROWING (2017) BYLAW NO. 9674
(File Ref. No. 03-0900-01; 12-8060-20-009674) (REDMS No. 5280973 v. 2)

It was moved and seconded

That Revenue Anticipation Borrowing (2017) Bylaw No. 9674 be introduced
and given first, second and third readings.

CARRIED

It was moved and seconded
That staff be directed to notify Council if credit facilities are utilized.

CARRIED

DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES IMPOSITION BYLAW NO. 9499
(File Ref. No. 03-0900-01) (REDMS No. 4757567 v. 11)

Bruno Fiorvento, Executive Vice President, JLL, Jeff Fisher, Vice President
and Senior Policy Advisor, UDI, Mark Sakai, Director of Government
Relations, GVHBA, and Beth Berry, Development Issues and Government
Relations, NAIOP (Co-Chair), of the building community spoke in opposition
to the proposed bylaw and provided the following points:

. Richmond’s inventory of commercial buildings is 40% less than
Burnaby and 25% less than Delta;

. The cost of doing business is rising and increased development cost
charges (DCCs) could further deter business from locating to
Richmond;

" Developers who have already committed to purchasing sites or other

financial commitments will experience financial difficulty due to the
steep increase in DCCs; and

" Phasing in the increases, as done in neighbouring municipalities, is an
alternative which would reduce a financial burden on developers.

In reply to questions, Jerry Chong, Director, Finance, noted that the phasing
option was not considered because it would delay the funding of projects in
the City of Richmond. Mr. Chong also commented that the DCCs were last
raised in 2009 and that if the funds were not received from development it
would result in the burden falling onto the taxpayers.

Neonila Lilova, Manager, Economic Development, responded to a query on
the loss of business due to an increase in DCCs stating that the City of
Richmond does not track how many businesses have left the City.
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Wayne Craig, Director, Development, confirmed that there are existing lands
which are included in the 2041 Official Community Plan that are allocated for
industrial uses. Mr. Craig stated that the current DCCs are similar to
neighbouring municipalities. It was noted by Mr. Craig that costs of DCCs
are usually 4-5% of market sale costs for commercial properties, and 2-3% for
residential properties. ’

It was moved and seconded
That Development Cost Charges (DCC) Imposition Bylaw No. 9499 be
introduced and given first, second and third readings.

CARRIED

2017 HOME OWNER GRANT ANALYSIS
(File Ref. No. 03-1240-01) (REDMS No. 5284981)

Ivy Wong, Manager, Revenue, responded to questions on the home owner

grant threshold and noted that residents who are ineligible for the grant, and
who are elderly, can apply for a subsidy.

It was moved and seconded
That the report titled 2017 Home Owner Grant Analysis dated January 11,
2017, from the Director of Finance, be received for information.

CARRIED

ANALYSIS OF VARIABLE RATES FOR RESIDENTIAL CLASS

(File Ref. No. 03-1240-01) (REDMS No. 5290608)

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled Analysis of Variable Rates for Residential Class,
dated January 13, 2017, from the Director of Finance, be received for
information.

CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (6:20 p.m.).
CARRIED
3.
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Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Finance
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Monday, February 6,

2017.
Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Shaun Divecha
Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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Planning Committee

Date: Tuesday, February 7, 2017

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

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

Councillor Alexa Loo
Councillor Harold Steves

Also Present: Councillor Carol Day

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

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held on
January 17, 2017, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

February 21, 2017, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room

COMMUNITY SERVICES DIVISION

1. RICHMOND SENIORS ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2016 ANNUAL

REPORT AND 2017 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 07-3400-01) (REDMS No. 5290445)

Committee commended the Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee for their
work in the community.
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It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled, "Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2016
Annual Report and 2017 Work Program", dated January 14, 2017, from the
General Manager, Community Services, be approved.

CARRIED

CHILD CARE DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE 2016

ANNUAL REPORT AND 2017 WORK PROGRAM
(File Ref. No. 07-3070-01) (REDMS No. 5285393)

Committee commended the Child Care Development Advisory Committee for
their work in the community.

It was moved and seconded

That the Child Care Development Advisory Committee's 2016 Annual
Report and 2017 Work Program, as outlined in the staff report titled, " Child
Care Development Advisory Committee 2016 Annual Report and 2017 Work
Program,” from the General Manager, Community Services, be approved.

CARRIED

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DIVISION

APPLICATION BY AJIT THALIWAL AND RAMAN KOONER FOR
REZONING AT 9320 DIXON AVENUE FROM “SINGLE DETACHED
(RS1/B)” TO “SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/K)”

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009624; RZ 16-735119) (REDMS No. 5161511)

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9624, for the
rezoning of 9320 Dixon Avenue from “Single Detached (RS1/B)” to “Single
Detached (RS2/K)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY 1002397 BC LTD. FOR REZONING AT 9851, 9891/
9911 STEVESTON HIGHWAY AND 10931 SOUTHGATE ROAD
FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RSIVE) TO LOW DENSITY

TOWNHOUSES (RTL4)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009659; RZ 10-552879) (REDMS No. 5243375)

Cynthia Lussier, Planner 1, and Wayne Craig, Director, Development,
reviewed the application, highlighting that the proposed Agricultural Land
Reserve (ALR) buffer was reviewed and supported by the Agricultural
Advisory Committee (AAC).
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In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig noted that the proposed drive
aisle will allow access to future adjacent developments. He added that through
the development permit process, any significant revisions to the proposed
landscaping plan will be presented to the AAC.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9659, for the
rezoning of 9851, 9891/9911 Steveston Highway and 10931 Southgate Road
Srom the “Single Detached (RS1/E)” zone to the “Low Density Townhouses
(RTL4)” zone, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY WESTMARK DEVELOPMENTS LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 7140/7160 MARRINGTON ROAD FROM TWO-UNIT

DWELLINGS (RD1) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/B)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009668; RZ 16-741244) (REDMS No. 5257121)

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Craig noted that staff worked with
the applicant to have the proposed corner lot development front both street
frontages. He added that the proposed development will provide a cash-in-lieu
contribution to the City’s Affordable Housing Reserve Fund.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9668, for the
rezoning of 7140/7160 Marrington Road from “Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1)”
to “Single Detached (RS2/B)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY SANSAAR INVESTMENTS LTD. FOR
REZONING AT 11660/11680 MONTEGO STREET FROM TWO-UNIT

DWELLINGS (RD1) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/C)
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-009673; RZ 16-741547) (REDMS No. 5256478)

Steven De Sousa, Planning Technician — Design, reviewed the application,
noting that the proposed development will provide two secondary suites and a
cash-in-lieu contribution for future frontage improvements.

It was moved and seconded

That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9673, for the
rezoning of 11660/11680 Montego Street from “Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1)”
to “Single Detached (RS2/C)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED
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MANAGER’S REPORT

() The Gardens Development

Mr. Craig provided an update on The Gardens development, noting that the
Development Permit application was referred to the upcoming February 20,
2017 Public Hearing. He added that the applicant has scheduled a public
information meeting for February 16, 2017 at The Gardens site and that staff
will be in attendance. He further noted that the applicant is still interested in
pursuing the proposed ten storey building height.

Cllr. Steves left the meeting (4:10 p.m.) and veturned (4:11 p.m.).
(ii)  Public Consultation on House Size on the ALR

Mr. Craig and Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning, provided an update on
the public consultation to introduce potential regulations limiting house size
on the ALR, noting that (i) a consultation session with the AAC and the
Farmer’s Institute is scheduled for March 1, 2017 in City Hall, (ii) a public
information session is tentatively scheduled for March 2, 2017 in City Hall,
and (iii) staff will provide advanced copies of the consultation material to
Council via a memorandum anticipated to be distributed on February 17,
2017.

A newspaper article titled “Pitt Meadows mayor offended by mega home
application on protected farmland” from Metro News was distributed
(attached to and forming part of these minutes as Schedule 1).

Discussion ensued with regard to (i) action taken by other municipalities to
regulate house size on the ALR, (ii) the timeline of the consultation process,
and (iii) public notification of the consultation process.

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:21 p.m.).

CARRIED
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Certified a true and correct copy of the
Minutes of the meeting of the Planning
Committee of the Council of the City of
Richmond held on Tuesday, February 14,

2017.
Councillor Linda McPhail Evangel Biason
Chair Legislative Services Coordinator
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Pitt Meadows mayor offended by mega home
application on protected farmland

Residents says the city can no longer sit by as protected land is exploited by investors targeting lots for massive
real estate projects.

] reddt wis |

JENNIFER GAUTHIER/METRO

The owners of this 33-acre lotin Pitt Meadows, protected under the Agricultural Land Reserve, have applied o build a 31,000
square foot mega home on the property, drawing concern from residents and the city.

By: Matt Kieltyka Metro Published on

An “insulting” application for a mega-structure on Agricultural Land Reserve at the far end of a quiet rural road in
Pitt Meadows has galvanized the community into action, its mayor says.

Mayor John Becker told Metro he expects his council to follow others, like those in Delta and Richmond, looking at
regulating house sizes on protected farmland after residents were shocked to learn of an application for a massive
31,000 square foot estate home on a 33-acre lot on Ford Road.

The property, a former berry farm, was purchased by Sinominco Investment Group in 2011 and has already had '
two large residential structures built on it recently.

Agricultural Land Reserve:

= Farm wedding canceliations not the fault of the ALC: Chair

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the
Planning Committee meeting of
CNCL - 38 Richmond City Council held on
Tuesday, February 7, 2017.

= Farmers forced to cancel weddings amid B.C. land use crackdown



The thought of an even bigger structure built on the same lot has outraged neighbours concerned about valuable
ALR land being taken advantage of during the region’s housing affordability crisis.

One of those concerned neighbours happens to be Paul Kershaw, a professor at the University of British
Columbia’s School of Population Health and founder of Generation Squeeze who has become a prominent voice
in Metro Vancouver’s housing debate.

“That’s not why we have an agricultural land reserve. Something is going crazy now when we're building almost
hotel-sized structures on it,” he said of the application four lots down the road from him. “We already have a
problem with expensive home prices and if the land reserve is being created as this space where you can build
homes more massive than can be built anywhere else, that'’s just contributing to the increase in overall prices
while compromising the quality of the land.”

Kim Grout, the CEO of the Agricultural Land Commission, the independent agency tasked with protecting B.C.
farmland and enforcing ALR legislation, said she is concerned about the growing trend of so-called monster
homes on protected farmland.

But the size of principle residences on ALR land is regulated by municipalities, not the ALC, she said.

“The principle dwelling is covered by the Local Government Act and so we ourselves aren't able to regulate it,”
Grout said. “If it's not in our regulation, we can’t get involved in establishing criteria for it. But, of course, we
encourage municipalities to do so.”

JENNIFER GAUTHIER/METRO

The property, a former berry farm, was purchased by Sinominco Investment Group in 2011 and has already had two large
residential structures built on it.

Grout said the ALC has worked with the Ministry of Agriculture and municipalities in-the past on a bylaw standard
to regulate home sizes on ALR land, but uptake has been “all over the map.” K

Some cities have taken action themselves. CNCL -39



Delta, for example, restricts single-family dwellings on agricultural fand to 5,005 square feet.

The City of Richmond last month adopted a report proposing four possible bylaws that will go to public information
meetings in March. :

“So there will be discussion and public consultation and great debate in Richmond for two months, and then we’ll
make a decision,” said Richmond Coun. Harold Steves, a farmer himself.

Kershaw questioned why his municipality hasn'’t taken the same kind of action as Delta and Richmond.

“What’s frustrating about the Pitt Meadows example is that we're sort of caught in this jurisdictional no-mans land,”
he said. “The ALC says, ‘We don't have any jurisdiction over the size of a home’ and then the municipality says,
‘Well, we don’t really have any bylaws that speak to the size of homes on acreage.”

While Becker said he’d prefer the province to “step up to the plate with some kind of uniform approach” instead of
having municipalities individually tackle it “in some piecemeal fashion”, he said it’s time for Pitt Meadows council to
revisit the issue.

Becker said the city tried to tackle house sizes on ALR land (which makes up 85 per cent of Pitt Meadows) several
years ago, but council’s efforts “went down in flames” due o the lack of public consultation.

JENNIFER GAUTHIER/METRO

The Agricultural Land Commission has worked with the Ministry of Agricuiture and municipalities in the past on a bylaw standard
o regulate home sizes on Agricultural LLand Reserve, but uptake has been “all over the map,” said Kim Grout, CEO ofthe ALC.

This latest application has been the subject of discussion at in-camera council meetings and Becker beleives
there’s now a groundswell of support from residents.

“With respect to the specifics of this monster structure, it really has galvanized people’s attention that this is an
issue,” the mayor told Metro. “Clearly — 31,000 square feet — | don't call this a home. | call it a structure. To
suggest that it [is a residence] is, frankly, an insult t%w&]t_ell_igjace. You can call a horse a cow, but it's not going
to give milk.”



This time around, he’s determined to do a better job engaging landowners, the Indo-Canadian community (which
he said has a tradition of housing multiple generations on one property), investors and other stakeholders.

“lt is certainly my sense that there are sweet spots to be found on this where there is a reasonable restriction on
the structure footprints of residences,” he said. “As a community, we're going to have to deal with this.”

The application for the estate home has not yet gone to council or been approved.
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City of

7 Report to Committee
2 Richmond

To: General Purposes Committee Date: January 11, 2017

From: Cathryn Volkering Carlile File:  07-3000-01/2017-Vol
General Manager, Community Services 01

Re: 2017 Health, Social and Safety Grants

Staff Recommendation

That, as per the report from the General Manager of Community Services, dated January 11,
2017:

1. Health, Social and Safety Services Grants be awarded for the recommended amounts, and
cheques disbursed for a total of $586,095;

2. The following applicants be approved for the first year of a three-year funding cycle,
based on Council approval of each subsequent year of funding, for:

e Big Brothers of Greater Vancouver
e Big Sisters of BC Lower Mainland

3. The following applicants be approved for the second year of a three-year funding cycle,
based on Council approval of each subsequent year of funding, for:

Community Mental Wellness Association of Canada
Heart of Richmond AIDS Society

Richmond Mental Health Consumer and Friends Society
Richmond Society for Community Living

Richmond Women’s Resource Centre

4. The following applicants be approved for the third year of a three-year funding cycle:

Chimo Community Services

Family Services of Greater Vancouver

Pathways Clubhouse

Richmond Addiction Services Society

Richmond Family Place Society

Richmond Multicultural Community Services
Richmond Youth Service Agency

Volunteer Richmond Information Services Society
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Cathryn Volkering Carlile
General Manager, Community Services
Att. 3
REPORT CONCURRENCE
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Finance Department
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Staff Report
Origin

City Council has the authority to provide financial assistance to community organizations under
the Local Government Act. Richmond City Council has provided grants to non-profit societies
for many years. In 2011, with the adoption of the City Grant Policy, three separate programs
were established (Arts & Culture; Health, Social & Safety; and Parks, Recreation & Community
Events). The City also has a Child Care Grant Program.

This report provides information and recommendations pertaining to the 2016 Health, Social and
Safety Grant Program.This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant,
Active and Connected City:

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

Findings of Fact

2017 Health, Social and Safety Grant Budget

The 2017 Health, Social and Safety (HSS) Grant Budget is $589,074, including a 2.1% Cost of
Living increase over last year’s budget, as per the City Grant Policy (3712).

Notice Given and Applications Received

Notices were placed on the City Page/City Notice Board in the Richmond Review and on the
City website in October and November, 2016 advising the community that applications were
being accepted for the 2016 City Grant Programs until November 18, 2016. The notices also
informed the community that a Web-based Application System was available to provide an
integrated and user-friendly on-line system for applicants. A link to the City website was
provided for further information and to access the system. A Grant Application User Guide,
HSS Program Guidelines and the Social Development Strategy were also posted on the City
website. A notice was circulated to the Richmond Community Services Advisory Committee, as
well as by request to other non-profit societies.

In the HSS category, a total of 34 applications were received for a total request of $891,709. A
table outlining requests and recommended 2017 allocations is provided in Attachment 1. Grant
Application Summary Sheets, generated from applicant information provided in the web-based
system, as well as staff recommendations and comments, are found in Attachment 2. As the
contents of the summary sheets are taken verbatim from the applicants’ submissions, they will
replicate any errors or omissions made by the applicant.

As indicated in the HSS Grant Program Guidelines (Attachment 3), all proposals must
demonstrate that primarily Richmond residents will be served to be considered eligible. While
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some applicants serve wider geographic areas (e.g. Family Services of Greater Vancouver;
Canadian Mental Health Association, Vancouver-Burnaby Branch), all requests were to support
operations and programs serving primarily Richmond residents.

Late Applications

The City Grant Policy indicates that no late applications will be accepted. One organization
contacted staff after the deadline to inquire, but as the deadline had passed, did not submit an
application.

New Applications

One application was received from an organization that had not previously applied for a City
Grant: the Muslim Food Bank and Community Services Society.

Application Review Process

A HSS Grant Review Committee, consisting of staff from the Community Services Division,
reviewed the 2017 HSS applications. Recommended allocations were determined by the
committee rather than individual reviewers. The HSS Grant Program Guidelines were used to
determine eligibility and assess applications.

Analysis

Health, Social & Safety Grant Application Information, 2015 — 2017

The following table provides numerical information about applications received, as well as
allocations, over a three-year period, including this year’s applications and recommendations.

__ Applications and Allocations (2015/16)
Total number of applications
New applicants 3 4 1
Late applications 1 0 0
Grants denied (did not meet criteria) 3 4 1
rPea::rct;:qlrﬁglc:jl;r:jt of request 28 29 23
Full amount of request 4 7 8
recommended
Minor request ($5,000 or less) 14 11 12
Total amount requested $822,434 $881,094 $891,709
Total budget available $563,986 $576,958 $589,074
Total HSS allocated $562,449 $566,570 TBD**

*some categories overlap; numbers are not meant to be totalled
**subject to Council approval
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Reasons for Partial or No Funding

Most applicants (67%) are recommended for partial rather than full funding. Principle reasons
for partial funding are:

o the City supports, but is not a primary funder, of non-profit organizations, whose main
sources of support include federal and provincial governments, BC Direct Access
Gaming, foundations, endowments, donations and fundraising efforts, and;

o the total amount requested exceeds the recommended City Grant budget; providing some
assistance to many is considered preferable to providing full assistance to a few.

Other reasons for recommending partial or no funding include, but are not limited to:
e programs previously funded by other levels of government
o funding responsibility lies in other jurisdictions
e other funding partners have not been sought
¢ insufficient community benefit demonstrated
e lack of partnerships
e duplication of service
e unaccounted surplus
o fee-based (user pay) budget should be used
o City provides other forms of support to the organization

e quality, including completeness, of the application

Minor/Major Grant Requests

In response to stakeholder requests to reduce application requirements for those seeking smaller
grants, two streams of applications have been established; one for minor ($5,000 or less) and one
for major (over $5,000) grant requests. If applying for a minor grant, applicants are required to
complete fewer sections of the application. The full application form is required for major grants
or the first year of three-year funding cycle requests. In the Health, Social & Safety category, 12
organizations applied for grants of $5,000 or less (minor), while 22 applied for over $5,000
(major). .

Multi-Year Funding Request

As part of the City Grant Policy, adopted in 2011, applicants receiving City Grants for a
minimum of five of the most recent consecutive years, for the same purpose, have the option of
applying for a maximum three-year funding cycle. In the first year of a cycle, the full application
form is required. For the following two years, fewer sections must be completed. Council
reviews recommendations to fund each year of a cycle. The number of three-year cycles initiated
each year has been staggered to balance yearly intake of full applications.
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On-line Application System

In adopting the City Grant Policy in 2011, Council also requested that:

Staff explore the development of an information technology system whereby City Grant
Program applications, including Attachments, may be submitted on-line.

The Web-based City Grant Application system was launched in September 2013 to receive on-
line applications for 2014 City Grant Programs (Arts & Culture; Child Care; Health, Social &
Safety; and Parks, Recreation & Community Events). The on-line grant system is still being
refined, based on both applicant and administrator experience. Since 2015, applicants have been
able to duplicate information from their previous application and edit as required. This
constitutes a considerable time-saver for those applying for the same purpose. With the support
of one-time additional level funding, further refinements were undertaken for the 2017 Programs,
including linking the previous grant use report to the current application. Each annual application
period, Information Technology staff have assisted applicants with any web-based challenges
encountered. Some challenges were experienced by 2017 applicants on occasions when the City
server was temporarily down.

Financial Impact

The 2017 HSS Grant Program budget is $589,074. A total of $586,095 is recommended for
disbursement (Attachment 1). The remaining balance of $2,979 will be transferred to the Grant
Provision account for future distribution.

Conclusion

The HSS Grant Program contributes significantly to the quality of life in Richmond by
supporting community organizations whose programs and activities constitute essential
components of a livable community. Staff recommend that 2017 HSS Grants be allocated as
indicated for the benefit of Richmond residents.

Lesley Sherlock
Social Planner
(604-276-4220)

Att. 1: Table of Applicant Requests and Recommendations
2: Grant Application Summary Sheets
3: Grant Application Guidelines
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ATTACHMENT 1

Health, Social and Safety Services Recommendations - 2017

APPLICANT NAME 2016 2017 RESIDENTS DRAFT MULTI- |COMMENT SUMMARY ATT 2
GRANT REQUEST TO BE SERVED 2017 REC. YEAR PG
RECOM.
Amyotrophic Lateral Sclerosis This grant will purchase a wheelchair
Society ramp for home use by Richmond

residents. This program provides
costly equipment at no cost to ALS

N/A| § 5,000 171 & 700 N/A|clients. 1
Arthritis Society, BC & Yukon This grant is to support Arthritis
Division Education live webinar programs,

offered at public venues, with
simultaneous translation in English,

$ 1,500 $5,000 700 § 1,532 N/A Mandarin, Cantonese and Punjabi. 3
Big Brothers of Greater This funding is to support matches of
Vancouver Big and Little Brothers in Richmond.

This Multi-Year 1 funding is the same
level as last year, plus a Cost of

3 4,743| § 10,000 55 $ 4,843 Year 1{Living increase. 8
Big Sisters of BC Lower This funding is to support matches of
Mainland Big and Little Sisters in Richmond.

This Multi-Year 1 funding is the same
level as last year, plus a Cost of

$ 4743] $ 10,000 30| § 4843 Year 1|LVing increase. 11
Boys and Girls Clubs of This grant will support an after
South Coast BC school program at Mitchell

Elementary in East Richmond
reaching 75 residents aged 6 to 12
years and ensuring accessibility to
those who cannot afford to pay. This
recommendation is for the full

$ 5,000! $ 5,000 75 $ 5,000 N/A|amount requested. 14

Canadian Mental Health

Association, Vancouver-Fraser This grant will support staff costs of

the Super Fun Groups Kids Program
for children of parents with serious
and persistent mental illness or
addictions. The recommendation is
for the same funding level as 2015
(2016 was missed) plus a Cost of

Living increase.
$ 6,199 § 15,140 56| $§ 6,329 N/A 17

Canadian Red Societ:
ed Cross Society This grant will support the partial cost

of an Equipment Technician working
at the Richmond Health Equipment
Loan Program (HELP) Office. The
program provides costly medical
equipment free of charge to seniors
$ s 4,040 2425 $ 2.000 N/A and those recovering from injury. 20
Children of the Street This request is to fund workshops to
Society educate children and youth about
sexual exploitation. The workshops
will reach 750 children and youth
through 25+ workshops delivered in
Richmond. The recommended level
is the same as last year, plus a cost
$ 4,000 $ 5,000 750] $ 4,084 N/A[of living increase. 23
Chimo Community Services This Multi-Year 3 grant to support
crisis response services, community
engagement, outreach and
advocacy programs, is
recommended for the full amount

$ 48,903 § 49,392 6,500| $ 49,392 Year 3requested. 26
Community Mental Wellness This grant will support mental
Association of Canada wellness education, workshops and

referrals to other community
services. Muiti-Year 2 funding is
recommended at the same level as
last year, plus a Cost of Living

$ 9,352] § 37,000 9,500f $ 9548 Year 2}increase. 28
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Health, Social and Safety Services Recommendations - 2017

APPLICANT NAME 2016 2017 RESIDENTS DRAFT MULTI- [COMMENT SUMMARY ATT 2
GRANT REQUEST TO BE SERVED 2017 REC. YEAR PG
RECOM.
Family Services of This grant will support the
Greater Vancouver Counselling, Support and

Therapeutic Education Program,
available to all residents on a sliding
fee scale. This Multi-Year 3
recommendation is for the full

$ 47,066 $ 47,066 220| $ 47,066 Year 3|amount requested. 31

Heart of Richmond . .
AIDS Society This grant will support program costs

for those with HIV/AIDS and their
families, as well as
education/prevention services. An
increase is recommended to assist
with increasing operating expenses.
$ 10,750 $ 15,000 1,610} $ 11,500 Year 2 33
Minoru Seniors Society This grant will support the Weliness
Connections program for at-risk, frait
and isolated seniors, providing
social, leisure and recreation
opportunities to support a highly

$ 3616 $ 5,000 100 $ 5,000 N/A|vulnerable population. 35

Muliticuttural Helping House

Society Mutticultural Helping House Society

{(MHHS) is seeking funding for a
Health & Weliness Program for
55+sers Club and live-in caregivers
in Richmond. Funding has been
sought from other sources and
partnerships have been developed
throughout the community.

3 8,599 $ 50,383 1,250 $ 8,780 N/A 39
Muslim Food Bank and A grant to the Surrey-based Muslim
Community Services Society Food Bank is not recommended at
this time as only 17% of its clientele
resides in Richmond and no other
municipal grants are being sought.
The applicant has only approached
one other external funder for
support, for a lesser amount than
requested from the City of

N/A] § 90,000 96| $ - N/A|Richmond. 42

Parish of St. Alban's This grant s to support th
i i is to su e
(Richmond) Community Meal, Shower Program,
Hospitality Meal Distribution
(providing meals for the homeless in
the community) and Friday Lunch in
Brighouse Park. As the Extreme
Weather Shelter is now operated by
CHIMO and the Drop-in Centre by
Turning Paint, this grant, for the
same level as last year plus a Cost
of Living increase, constitutes an
increase for these other programs.
$ 15,000 $ 30,000 1,500| $ 15315 N/A 45
Pathways Clubhouse This Multi-Year 3 grant will assist with
the Meal Program and operating
expenses, supporting those with
serious and persistent mental iliness,
recommended for the full amount

$ 34,340| $ 34,340 352| $ 34,340 Year 3|requested. 49
Richmond Addiction Services This Multi-Year 3 grant, including a
Society Cost of Living allowance, will be

used to support RASS' Centre of
Excellence in the prevention of
substance use, misuse, problem
gambling and other addictive

$ 209,068] $ 216,132 6,000{ $213,458 Year 3{behaviours. 51
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Health, Social and Safety Services Recommendations - 2017

APPLICANT NAME

2016
GRANT

2017
REQUEST

RESIDENTS
TO BE SERVED

DRAFT
2017 REC.

MULTI-
YEAR
RECOM.

COMMENT SUMMARY

ATT 2

Richmond Amateur Radio Ciub

1,581

$ 2,200

All

$ 1614

N/A

This grant will assist with equipment
repair and replacement, as well as
volunteer expenses, for amateur
radio operations that, in the event of
emergency, would contribute to the
safety of Richmond residents. The
recommended level is the same as
last year, plus a Cost of Living
increase.

53

Richmond Bethel Mennonite
Brethren Church

2,635

$ 5,000

190

$2,690

N/A

This grant will assist with supplies for
the weekly Food for Life community
meal, recommended for the same
level as last year plus a Cost of
Living increase.

56

Richmond Family Place
Society

25,294

$ 30,000

7,000

$ 25825

Year 3

This Muiti-Year 3 grant, for family
support programs and other
preventative services for families
with children up to 12 years, is
recommended for the same level as
last year plus a Cost of Living
increase.

59

Richmond Food Bank Society
(Poverty Response Cte.)

5,000

$ 5,000

250

$ 5,000

N.A

This grant will support the Poverty
Response Committee's project “Full
Participation - Eliminating Barriers to
Access" to identify and propose
solutions to persistent barriers for
low-income people that prevent full
participation in society. The
recommended grant is for the full
amount requested.

61

Richmond Food Security
Society

5,166

$ 15,000

3,420

N.A

As this application is being
recommended for funding through
the Parks, Recreation and
Community Events Grant Program, it
is not recommended for funding
through this program, aithough
deemed of merit.

65

Richmond Hospice Association

10,000

$ 15,000

300

$ 10,210

N/A

This grant wili support the operating
expenses of volunteer management
and training staff, who support
palliative care volunteers, as well as
a number of grief support and
counselling programs. The same
level is recommended, plus a Cost
of Living increase.

69

Richmond Mental Health
Consumer and Friends Society

3,762

$ 5,016

200

$ 3841

Year 2

This Multi-Year 2 operating grant will
provide support for a peer program
for those with mental lliness and
their families. The recommendation
is for the same level, plus a Cost of
Living increase.

72

Richmond Multicultural
Community Services

10,750

$ 15,000

5,500

$ 10,976

Year 3

This Muiti-Year 3 grant will support
the operating expenses of
immigrant, refugee and welcoming
community programs, recommended
for the same level as last year plus a
Cost of Living increase.

74

Richmond Society for
Community Living

15,000

3 16,000

5,000

$ 15,000

Year 2

This Multi-Year 2 grant will provide
partial funding for the Family
Resource Program, supporting the
families of those with developmental
disabilities. The recommenation is
for the full amount requested.

76

Richmond Stroke Recovery
Centre

$

$ 5,000

50

$ 500

N/A

To support educational, recreational
and therapeutic activities for stroke
survivors, family and caregivers. BC
Gaming Grant also sought. South
Arm provides meeting space.

79
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Health, Social and Safety Services Recommendations - 2017

APPLICANT NAME 2016 2017 RESIDENTS DRAFT MULTI- |[COMMENT SUMMARY ATT 2
GRANT REQUEST TO BE SERVED 2017 REC. YEAR PG
RECOM.
Richmond Women's Resource This Multi~Year 2 grant will support
Centre women's programs and services,

including skills training, English
conversation and peer support
groups designed to empower
women and help them obtain
needed assistance. The
recommendation is for the same
level as last year, plus a Cost of

$ 20000 $ 46,000 7,000 $ 20,420 Year 2|Living increase. 82
Richmond Youth Service This Multi-Year 3 grant will support
Agency the Richmond Youth Centre

Activities Youth Worker position to
facilitate programs including tutors,
homework clubs, community
improvement and pre-employment.
The recommendation includes a

$ 12,915 § 15,000 1,500{ $ 13,186 Year 3|Cost of Living increase. 85
Strait of Georgia Marine This grant will support promotional
Rescue Society materials for two water safety and

marine safety hazard awareness
programs for children, residents and
$ 2,000] § 5,000 7,500 $ 2,042 N/A|Visitors. 87
Touchstone Family Association This grant, to support the Street
Smart Program for at-risk youth,
designed to stop or prevent street
gang involvement, is recommended

$ 5,000{ $ 5,000 40| $ 5,000 N/A|for the full amount requested. 90
Turr.1ing Point Recovery This grant is to support operations of
Society a new Drop-in Centre, previously

operated by St. Alban's, and
temporarily located with the
Salvation Army while a permanent
location is being sought. Funding
has been confirmed from the BC
Ministry of Health and Vancouver

N/A[ $ 25,000 150/ $ 6,000 N/A|Coastal Health. 93
Voluntegr Richmpnd ) This Multi-Year 3 grant, to provide
Information Services Society operating assistance for volunteer,

charitable and information programs,
is recommended for the same level
as last year plus a Cost of Living

$ 39,237 $ 50,000 150,000{ $ 40,061 Year 3|increase. 96
Totals| § 571,219 § 891,709 $586,095
Total Available $589,074
Remaining $ 2979

* New Applicant
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Note: Please refer to the February 6, 2017
General Purposes Committee Agenda for
Attachment 2 (Grant Application Summary
Sheets) of the staff report titled “2017 Health,
Social and Safety Grants”, dated January 11,
2017, from the General Manager of Community
Services.
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1. Overview

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

(v)

City Grant Policy
» City Grant Programs are governed by the City Grant Policy (attached).
¢ These Guidelines pertain to the following City Grant Programs:
o Health, Social & Safety
e Parks, Recreation and Community Events
¢ Separate programs exist for Arts and Culture and Child Care grants. Please see the City website
(www.richmond.ca) for information about these programs.

Purpose
The purpose of these City Grant Programs is to help achieve the City's Corporate Vision, “To be the most
appealing, livable and well managed City in Canada”.

Principles

Support the City’s Corporate Vision
Support non-profit organizations
Benefit Richmond residents
Maximize program benefits
Promote volunteerism

Build partnerships

Increase community capacity

Cost sharing and cost effectiveness
Enhance but not sustain programs and services
Promote user -pay when applicable
Innovation.

Goal

The goal of these Programs is to increase community capacity to benefit Richmond residents by assisting
non-profit community organizations to deliver programs and services.

Objectives

» To assist Council to achieve Term Goals and adopted Strategies

» To improve the quality of life of Richmond residents through a wide range of beneficial community
programs

» To assist primarily Richmond-based community groups to provide beneficial programs to residents

s To build community and organizational capacity to deliver programs

» To promote partnerships and financial cost sharing among the City, other funders and organizations.

2. Program Funding

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

5136190

Base Program Funding
¢ Base funding will be reviewed intermittently, as determined by Council
¢ The amount allocated to the Programs will be based on overall City corporate priorities.

Annual Cost of Living Increase

» To maintain the effectiveness of base funding in light of general rising costs (e.g., the cost of living), an
annual cost of living factor will be automatically added to the base funding of both programs

» The cost of living increase will be based on the Vancouver CPI annual average change as determined by
BC Statistics for the previous year

» Finance Division of the City of Richmond will determine the amount annually and add it to the base
funding.

Unused Program Funds

At the end of each year, unallocated Grant Program dollars are returned to the City’s General Revenue
Account.
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3. Definitions
To clarify terms for applicants, reviewers and Council, the following are defined:

Partnership: A relationship between organizations that have a joint interest and which is characterized
by mutual cooperation and responsibility, often for the achievement of a specified goal. This may be a
formal relationship defined by written agreement outlining the contributions and expectations of each
partner, or an informal relationship dependent on the goodwill of the partners involved with a particular
project, issue or initiative.

Duplication: Two or more agencies offering the same service and/or program for the same target
population during the same hours. Duplication may be desirable when a single agency does not have the
capacity to meet the demand for service.

School (public and private) based programs: “School (public and private) based programs” are those
funded, offered or initiated through regular fiscal, operational, curricular, extra-curricular and social
activities of a school or a school district.

Community based programs in schools: “Community-based programs” offered in public and private
schools or on school grounds are those that do not meet the definition of “school —based” and primarily
benefit the larger community, rather than the school itself, the school district, or its students.

Organizations seeking funding for community-based programs in schools or on school grounds must
provide a statement from the Schoo! Principal or the School District that the proposed use is approved of
and will be accommodated, should funding be received.

4. Eligibility
(i) Who is Eligible

o  Only registered non-profit societies (society incorporation number must be provided)
o The Society's Board of Directors must approve of the application being submitted.

(ii) Who Cannot Apply
For-profit organizations
e Individuals
« Public and private schools including post secondary educational institutions, or societies seeking
funding for school-based programs (see Definitions, p. 5)
e Organizations that primarily fund other organizations (e.g., grants) or individuals (e.g., scholarships).
e  Other, as determined by Council.

(iii) Purposes Eligible for Funding

Grants may be used for the following purposes:

1. Operating Assistance
Regular operating expenses or core budgets of established organizations, including supplies and
equipment, heat, light, telephone, photocopying, rent, and administrative salaries

2. Community Service
Specific programs or projects to deliver services to Richmond residents

3. Community Event
Neighbourhood or community-based events to enhance quality of life for Richmond residents

(iv) Items Eligible For Funding

items eligible for funding are those required to directly deliver the project, including regular operating
expenses or program/project specific expenses, including:
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Professional and administrative salaries and benefits
Consultant services to deliver the project

Office rent

Supplies

Equipment

Rentals [e.g., vehicles, equipment, and maintenance]
Heat

Light

Telephone

Photocopying

Materials

(v) Items Not Eligible For Funding

The following items will not be funded:

Debt retirement

Land and land improvements

Building construction and repairs

Retroactive funding

Operating deficits

Proposals which primarily fund or award other groups or individuals

Political activities including:

¢  Promoting or serving a political party or organization,

e Lobbying of a political party, or for a political cause.

Activities that are restricted to or primarily serve the membership of the organization, unless
membership is open to a wide sector of the community (e.g., women, seniors) and is availabie free-
of-charge or for a nominal fee that may be reduced or exempted in case of need

Expenses that are the responsibility of other government programs or entities

Fund-raising campaigns, form letter requests or telephone campaigns

Expenses related to attendance at seminars, workshops, symposiums or conferences

Public and private school-based programs (see Definitions)

Child care purposes (the City has a separate Child Care Grant Program, see www.richmond.ca)
Travel costs outside the Lower Mainland

Other.

(vi) Grant Limitations

Due to limited funds, applicants may receive only one grant per year

Grant allocations are partially dependent on the annual budget

Not all applicants meeting the Program requirements will necessarily receive a grant

Based on the number of applications, groups may not receive the full grant that they request, but only
a portion of it

Grants are not to be regarded as an entitlement

Approval of a grant in any one year is not to be regarded as an automatic ongoing source of annual
funding.

5. Application Assessment Criteria

(1) Key Assessment Criteria
To be considered eligible, all proposals must demonstrate that:

5136190

Primarily Richmond residents will be served

Funding from sources other than the City and the applicant have been sought, and

Partnerships and/ or collaborative relationships with other organizations to strengthen the proposal
have been established.
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(i)

(iif)

(iv)

(v)

(vi)
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Assessment Considerations

In reviewing grant applications and preparing recommendations, the following factors are considered:
e Quality and credibility of the organization and program (e.g., accreditation, licenses), including
demonstrated organizational efficiency, effectiveness and stability

Sufficient organizational capacity to deliver the proposed service

Demonstrated community need for the proposed service

Financial need to implement the proposal

The number of Richmond residents to be served

Benefits to individuals, families, organizations and the community at large.

The role and number of volunteers

Uniqueness of service

More than one external funding source sought

Partnership roles, and collaborative relationships and community interaction

Value of other City programs, services and financial assistance provided

Evaluation results

Completeness of application - all documents provided and all questions answered

Quality of application - thorough, clear and convincing presentation of information and rationale
Other.

Less Favourably Considered Applications
Less favoured applications are those which:

o Rely only on City and applicant funding

Risk the applicant becoming dependant on City grants
Demonstrate insufficient partnering or collaboration
Unnecessarily duplicate existing services

Are incomplete, unclear or unconvincing

Other.

Financial Statements

Applicants must submit:

. Audited Financial Statements, including a Balance Sheet, for the most recent completed fiscal year,
including the auditors’ report signed by the external auditors OR one of the following alternatives:

o If audited financial statements are not available, submit the financial statements reviewed by the
external auditors for the most recent completed fiscal year along with the review engagement
report signed by the external auditors.

¢ If neither audited nor reviewed financial statements are available, submit the compiied financial
statements for the most recent completed fiscal year along with a compilation report signed by
the external auditors.

+ If none of the above are available, financial statements for the most recent completed fiscal year
endorsed by two signing officers of the Board of Directors.

e  Current fiscal year operating budget.
e  Grant proposal budget

User Pay Principle
Applicants are encouraged to consider applying the “user pay” principle, where appropriate (e.g., users of
the proposed service, program, or project pay some of the cost).

Multl-Year Funding Criteria
Applicants receiving City Grants for a minimum of the five most recent consecutive years for the
same purpose are eligible to apply for a maximum three-year funding cycle for ongoing operations,
services or events.

o  Multi-year requests must be for the same purpose for each of the three years.

e  The full application form must be completed to request year one of a multi-year cycle; once approved,
the short application form must be completed in years two and three, with required documentation
attached. If circumstances change that impact the cycle, compiete information must be provided.

¢  Council reviews the status of multi-year cycles on an annual basis and a Council resolution is
required to fund each year of the cycle. Approval to enter a cycle does not guarantee that subsequent
years will be funded.
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6. The Grant Review Process

(i) The Grant Review Process
There is one intake period per year. Please see the City website for dates (www.richmond.ca). The
following Grant Review stages will be followed (see sections below for further information):
1. Applications submitted by deadline

Staff review applications

Staff prepare recommendations

Council reviews recommendations and make final decisions

Grants distributed

Recipients report on grant use

ooreN

(ii) Program Guidelines and Web-based Application

Program Guidelines and access to the web-based application system will be posted on the City website

(www.richmond.ca).

¢ These Guidelines apply to the Health, Social & Safety and Parks, Recreation and Community Events
Grant Programs

e A simplified application is available for minor requests ($5,000 or less), or year 2 or 3 of a multi-year
funding cycle (see Multi-Year Funding Criteria, p. 6)

¢ A longer application is required of applicants requesting over $5,000, or wishing to be
recommended for a three-year funding cycle.

(iii) Application Deadline
The deadline for submitting City grant applications will be determined annually. Please see the City
website (www.richmond.ca) for dates.

(iv) Late Applications
Applications that miss the deadline will not be accepted, processed or funded from Grant Program
budgets for that application year.

(V) Staff Review

Following the deadline, staff review applications and prepare recommendations for Council’'s

consideration.

o Application reviews are lead by staff in the respective divisions:
¢ Health, Social and Safety (Community Social Development)
¢ Parks, Recreation and Community Events (Parks and Recreation)

e Staff may contact applicants to request further information, documentation and otherwise clarify the
proposals, or applications may be assessed without making such requests. Incomplete or unclear
applications will be less favourably assessed.

e As possible recommendations to Councit are confidential while under review, no such information will
be provided until the staff report is posted on the City website at 5:00 p.m. on the Friday prior to the
General Purposes Committee meeting. Please contact staff to confirm the date.

(vi) General Purposes Committee Review

* Once the application review process is complete, staff recommendations are presented to General
Purposes Committee of Council for consideration. Please contact staff to confirm the date.

e Applicants are welcome to attend the General Purposes Committee meeting to hear the discussion
(please contact staff to confirm the date). The Chair has the discretion of asking if delegations from
the floor would like to speak. Should this occur, those attending will have the opportunity to make a
brief (maximum 5 minutes) presentation.

¢ Recommendations are then either forwarded to the next City Council Meeting, or referred back to
staff for further information, in which case the recommendations would be considered at a future
General Purposes Committee meeting before being forwarded to Council.
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7. Awarding of Grants

(i)

(ii)

(iii)

(iv)

Council Decision

s  City Council reviews recommendations forwarded by the General Purposes Committee and makes
final decisions.

e At the City Council Meeting, attendees will have the opportunity to make a brief presentation
(maximum 5 minutes) at the beginning of the meeting. .

¢  Generally, City Council will decide on grant allocations in the first quarter of the year. Please contact
staff to confirm the date.

Grant Disbursement

e Grants are distributed with a cover letter indicating the amount and purpose of the Grant, a brief
explanation of increase, decrease or denial if applicable, and to contact staff if further information is
required.

Reporting and Acknowledgement of Grant Benefits

« Those receiving a grant must provide evaluation results either at year-end or, if applying again, include
with the new application.

» Mid-year progress and financial reports may be requested from those seeking annual grants.

s City support is to be acknowledged in all information and publicity materials pertaining to the funded
activities. To receive an electronic copy of the City’s logo, please contact staff.

Recuperation of Grant
If the grant will not be used for the stated purpose, the full amount must be returned to the City.

No Appeal
There is no appeal to Council’s decision, due to the high number of applications for limited funding, and as
applicants may apply again the following year.

8. Further Information

For further information regarding the Health, Social & Safety and the Parks, Recreation & Community
Events Grant Programs, please see the City website at www.richmond.ca or contact the Community
Services Department at 604-276-4000.
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CNCL - 60




,‘ ”‘ City of Richmond Policy Manual

Page 1 0of 1

Adopted by Council: July 25, 2011 Policy 3712

Amended by Council: July 9, 2012

File Ref: 03-1085-00 Clty Grant Policy

City Grant Policy
Please note that there is a separate Sport Hosting Incentive Grant Policy (3710) and Child Care
Development Policy, including Child Care Grants (4017).

It is Council Policy that:

1.

10.

11.
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The following City Grant Programs be established, to be designed, administered and
reported by the respective departments:

e Health, Social and Safety (Community Social Services)

e Arts and Culture (Arts, Culture and Heritage)

s Parks, Recreation and Community Events (Parks and Recreation).

Casino funding will be used to create three separate line items for these City Grant
Programs in the annual City operating budget.

Each of the three City Grant Programs will receive an annual Cost of Living increase.

A City Grant Steering Committee consisting of a representative of Community Social
Services, Arts and Culture and Parks and Recreation, will meet at key points in the grant
cycle to ensure a City-wide perspective.

Applications will be assessed based on program-specific criteria that reflect the City’s
Corporate Vision, Council Term Goals and adopted Strategies. Information regarding
assessment criteria and the review process will be provided in Program Guidelines.

City Grant Programs will consist of two streams of grant requests, (1) $5,000 or less and
(2) over $5,000, whereby application requirements may be streamlined for requests of
$5,000 or less.

Only registered non-profit societies governed by a volunteer Board of Directors,
requesting funding to serve primarily Richmond residents, are eligible.

Applicants may receive only one grant per year.

Applicants receiving City Grants for a minimum of the five most recent consecutive years
will have the option of applying for a maximum three-year funding cycle.

Community Partner documents submitted to fulfill annual funding agreements with the
City will be considered as part of grant application requirements.

Due to the high number of applications for limited funding, and as applicants may apply

the following year, no late applications are accepted and there is no appeal process to
Council's decision.

CNCL - 61




Report to Committee

Dot . City of

i .
Richmond
To: General Purposes Committee Date: January 10, 2017
From: Cathryn Volkering Carlile File:  07-3070-01/2017-Vol
General Manager, Community Services 01
Re: 2017 Child Care Grants

Staff Recommendation

1. That, as outlined in the report from the General Manager of Community Services, dated
January 10, 2017, the Child Care Capital Grants be awarded for the recommended
amounts, and cheques be disbursed for a total of $8,536.62; and

2. That, as outlined in the report from the General Manager of Community Services, dated
January 10, 2017, the Child Care Professional and Program Development Grants be
awarded for the recommended amounts, and cheques be disbursed for a total of $10,000.

'7

/é«@éc’uux g

Cathryn Volkering Carlile
General Manager, Community Services
(604-276-4068)

Att. 4
REPORT CONCURRENCE
ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE | CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
Finance Department IQ/ /&@Z"é’&/é
REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT / INITIALS: ' ROVED BY CA
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE D V\) "
\
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Staff Report
Origin

In 2006, the City adopted the Child Care Development Policy 4017 (Attachment 3) which
acknowledges that quality and affordable child care is an essential service in the community for
residents, employers and employees. Policy 4017 directs staff to plan, partner and, as resources
and budgets become available, support a range of quality, affordable childcare including:
facilities, spaces, programming, equipment, and support resources. The Child Care Development
Statutory Reserve and the Child Care Operating Statutory Reserve were established to financially
assist non-profit societies with providing child care grants for minor capital improvements and
support resources for child care providers.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant, Active and Connected City:

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

This report supports the City’s Social Development Strategy Action #10 Support the
establishment of high quality, safe child care services in Richmond through:

Administering the City’s Child Care Grant Program to support the provision of quality,
affordable, accessible child care in Richmond.

Findings of Fact

2017 Child Care Grants Budget

The City has two Child Care Reserve Funds:

e The Child Care Development Reserve Fund (Bylaw No. 6367), established in 1994 for
capital expenses including grants to non-profit societies for capital purchases and
improvements (e.g. equipment, furnishings, renovations and playground development);
and

e The Child Care Operating Reserve Fund (Bylaw No. 8877), established in May 2012 to
assist with non-capital expenses including grants to non-profit societies to support child
care professional and program development within Richmond.

On December 12, 2016, as part of the 2017 Capital Budget, City Council approved the
expenditure of $50,000 from the Child Care Development Reserve to be used for the 2017 Child
Care Capital Grants. On the same date, an expenditure of $10,000 was also approved from the
Child Care Operating Reserve to provide a budget for the 2017 Child Care Professional and
Program Development Grants.

5281754 CNCL = 63



January 10, 2017 -3-

Notice Given and Applications Received

Through October and November 2016, a call for applications for the 2017 Child Care Grants was
posted on the City Page and City Website. An advertisement was placed in the Richmond News
on three separate publication dates to promote the 2017 Child Care Grants. A notice about the
2017 Child Care Grants was also sent to the Richmond Child Care Resource and Referral Centre
to share with their child care operator contacts. The deadline for submissions was November 20,
2016. A total of six applications were received of which two were for Child Care Capital Grants
and four were for Child Care Professional and Program Development Grants. Applicants to the
2017 Child Care Grants Program submitted their proposals using the City’s online web based
grant application system.

Analysis

Application Review Process

The Child Care Development Advisory Committee (CCDAC) convened a Child Care Grants
Subcommittee to review the 2017 Child Care Grant applications and supporting materials. The
subcommittee met on November 30, 2016 with the staff liaison. They discussed the grant
applications and requests from the following organizations:

Capital Grant Applicants and Requests

1. | Little Wings Day Care Centre Society $4,836.62
2. | Richmond Society for Community Living $3,700.00
Total Amount Requested for Capital Grants $8,536.62

Professional and Program Development Grant Applicants and Requests

3. | Child Care Training and Professional Development Society of Richmond $6,000.00
4. | Richmond Society for Community Living $2,000.00
5. | The Perfect Present Daycare and Inter-generational Learning Project $5,000.00
6. | Volunteer Richmond Information Services Society $2,500.00

Total Amount Requested for Professional and Program Development Grants $15,500.00

The Child Care Grants Subcommittee assessed each application for eligibility in compliance with
the Child Care Grant Guidelines (Attachment 3). Applications were also scored by the
subcommittee members using a rating sheet (Attachment 4). The subcommittee prepared
recommendations for consideration by the CCDAC voting members.
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On December 14, 2016, the CCDAC received a report from its Child Care Grants Subcommittee
about the 2017 Child Care Grant applications. The total requests for the 2017 Child Care Grants
amount to $24,036.62.

The two Capital Grant requests amount to $8,536.62. Applicants are seeking funding to replace
furnishings and equipment, and purchase new outdoor play equipment.

The four Professional and Program Development Grant requests amount to $15,500. Two of the
applicants are seeking funding to provide training opportunities for Richmond child care
providers (e.g. Circles of Caring Conference 2017 and Loose Parts 2 Workshops: Inspiring Play
with Infants and Toddlers). One applicant is requesting funding to purchase adaptive equipment
and toys to add to their existing lending library which is used by Richmond-based child care
programs serving children with developmental disabilities. Another applicant is seeking funding
to develop an inter-generational child care program within a seniors centre.

The CCDAC is recommending that the two Child Care Capital Grants be funded as requested for
a total amount of $8,536.62. Staff will explore a second grant intake in 2017 as a way to use the
remaining capital grant funds of $41,463.38.

The Child Care Professional and Program Development Grant requests exceed the available
budget. One application is not eligible as the organization is not a registered society in BC. The
CCDAC is recommending that the available $10,000 budget for this grant stream be allocated to
three organizations with one receiving a lower than requested amount. Staff support the CCDAC
recommendations as proposed in the attached list of 2017 Child Care Grants (Attachment 1).

For reference, summaries of the 2017 Child Care Grant applications are included with this report
(Attachment 2). As the contents of the summary sheets are taken verbatim from the applicants
submissions, they will replicate any errors or omissions made by the applicant.

Financial Impact

The 2017 Child Care Grants budget of $60,000 approved by City Council on December 12, 2016
as part of the 2017 Capital Budget is sufficient to support two grant streams: the Child Care
Capital Grants and the Child Care Professional and Program Development Grants. A total of
$18,536.62 in allocations is being recommended for the 2017 Child Care Grants, subject to City
Council’s approval. Staff will explore providing a second grant intake in 2017 to utilize the
remaining capital grant funds of $41,463.38.

Conclusion

The Child Care Grants will assist with enhancing the provision of quality, affordable and
accessible child care throughout Richmond. Staff recommend approval of the proposed
CCDAC’s recommendations for the 2017 Child Care Capital Grants amounting to $18,536.62
with $8,536.62 allocated to the two Child Care Capital Grant requests and $10,000 allocated to
three of the 2017 Child Care Professional and Program Development Grant requests.
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Child'Care Coordinator
(604-204-8621)

Att. 1: 2017 Child Care Grants
2: 2017 Child Care Grants Summary Reports
3. Child Care Grants Program Guidelines
4: Child Care Development Advisory Committee Grant Review Rating Form
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2017 CHILD CARE GRANTS

ATTACHMENT 1

Applicant Program Purpose Request Recommended Comments Att.2
Amount IConditions Page
Child Care Capital Grants
Little Wings Day | Child Care To purchase $4,836.62 $4,836.62 1
Care Centre Capital Grant | equipment and
Society furnishings for
the centre’s
Group Care 30
Months to
School Age
Program
Richmond Child Care To purchase $3,700.00 $3,700.00 3
Society for Capital Grant | equipment and
Community furnishings of
Living both the indoor
and outdoor
play areas
Total $8,536.62 $8,536.62
Requested/
Recommended
Total Available $50,000
Total $41,463.38* *staff will explore
Remaining a second 2017
child care capital
intake to utilize
these unspent
funds
Child Care Professional and Program Development Grants
Child Care Professional | To provide $6,000.00 $5,500.00 CONDITION: 6
Training and and Program | professional Funds to be used
Professional Development | development for presenters
Development Grant training and cost of the
Society of workshops at venue
Richmond the 2017
Circles of
Caring
Conference
Richmond Professional | To purchase $2,000.00 $2,000.00 8
Society for and Program | adaptive
Community Development | equipment and
Living Grant toys for the
Supported
Child Care
Development
lending library
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Applicant Program Purpose Request Recommended Comments Att.2
Amount IConditions Page
The Perfect Professional | To establish a $5,000.00 $0.00 Comment: The 11
Present and Program | group child application is
Daycare and Development | care within a ineligible
Intergenerationa | Grant seniors centre because the
| Learning organization is
Project not a registered
society in BC
Volunteer Professional | To provide a $2,500.00 $2,500.00 13
Richmond and Program | series of three
Information Development | 2 hour
Services Society | Grant professional
development
workshops on
Loose Parts 2:
Inspiring Play
with Infants
and Toddlers
Total $15,500.00 | $10,000.00
Requested/
Recommended
Total Available $10,000.00
Total $0.00
Remaining
2017 Child Care Grants — Summary of Both Grants
Total $24,036.62 | $18,536.62
Requested!/
Recommended
Total Available $60,000.00
Total $41,463.38 *staff will explore
Remaining a second 2017

child care capital
grant intake to
utilize these
unspent funds
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Note: Please refer to the February 6, 2017
General Purposes Committee Agenda for
Attachment 2 (Grants Summary Reports) of the
staff report titled “2017 Child Care Grants”, dated
January 10, 2017, from the General Manager,
Community Services.
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ATTACHMENT 3

Mnc.d

Child Care Grants
Program Guidelines

City of Richmond - Community Services
Community Social Development
September, 2015
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Child Care Grants - Program Guidelines

Introduction

The City of Richmond provides grants to non-profit societies who provide child care
services within the City’s geographic boundaries. Child Care grants are funded by
voluntary community amenity contributions from developers. These funds are held in
the Child Care Development Reserve or the Child Care Operating Reserve. The ability
to provide grants is subject to available funding and there may be years when the grant
program(s) are not offered. For more information about the City of Richmond’s
approach to supporting child care services, please see the attached City of Richmond’s
Child Care Development Policy.

Eligibility

Non-profit societies that either (1) provide child care services or (2) support the
provision of child care services are eligible. Applicants may be either non-profit child
care providers seeking to improve the quality or capacity of care in their facility, or non-
profit societies supporting quality programming and/or providing professional
development opportunities for the broader child care community in Richmond.

Purpose

Child care grants are available for both: (1) capital and (2) professional and program
development expenses. These purposes are outlined below.

(1) Capital

Capital grants are provided to acquire or upgrade physical assets such as property,
buildings and equipment. Funding is available for a one-time capital expense that will
improve the quality, availability and accessibility of child care in Richmond, such as:
equipment, furnishings, renovations, playground improvements. For equipment to
qualify as a capital expenditure, it must be of long-term use and durability (e.g., an easel
would qualify; art supplies would not).

(2) Professional and Program Development

Non-profit societies developing or providing professional and program development
opportunities (e.g., training, workshops) are eligible to apply for funding. The initiatives
must be of benefit to the broader child care community in Richmond, rather than to a
few specific centres. The need for and benefit to the child care community must be
demonstrated.
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Priorities

Priority will be given to applications supporting infant/toddler and school-age care,
identified as priorities in the 2009 — 2016 Richmond Child Care Needs Assessment and
Strategy.

Online Grant Application Process

The City of Richmond has moved to an online grant application process. Please refer to
the City of Richmond Child Care Grant Program - City Grants Web-based System Grant
Applicant User Guide which is posted on the City’s web site. The guide provides tips
and illustrations for all sections of the grant application. In preparation for submitting an
application, please have electronic documents in a location on your computer so they
can be attached as requested. The user guide lists the preferred file formats for
documents, spreadsheets and pictures. There are also forms posted on the City’s web
site that you can use to provide information on licensed capacity, project budgets and
project timelines. If your Society previously received a child care grant, you will need to
submit a grant use report to explain how the funds were used. This information must be
submitted in order to be considered for a new grant. Here is a list of the items to have
ready for attaching to your application:

e Society Incorporation Certificate, Contact List for the Society’s Board of
Directors, Officers and Executive Director, Most Recent Annual General Meeting
Minutes, Provincial Child Care License(s), Last Year’s Financial Statements or
Audited Statement, Current Year Operating Budget, Itemized Project Budget,
Project Timeline, and Support Letters; and

e If you received a grant in the previous year, you will need to submit a grant-use
report documenting how the awarded funds were used and to what benefit. This
is required in order to be eligible to apply for a grant in the current funding year.

Applications are to include the following:
Step 1 - Applicant Contacts:

a) Society name

b) Society number issued by the BC Registry Services at the time of incorporation

c) Society web site if applicable

d) Contact names for the Society, e.g., an executive director, program manager or
Board member

e) Contact members role in the Society

fy Society’'s address, postal code, phone number, and e-mail address
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Step 2 - Applicant Information:

a)

b)
c)

h)

Briefly outline the Society’s history, mandate, goals and objectives of your

organization.

Describe the programs and services provided in the last 5 years.

If the Society delivers licensed child care programs provide the licensed capacity

and current enrolment by type for each program offered, referred to in the

Society’s Provincial Child Care License(s).

Attach a copy of the Society’s Provincial Child Care License(s) as issued by

Vancouver Coastal Health Community Care Facilities Licensing.

Attach a list of the Society’s Board of Directors, Officers, and Executive Director,

including their addresses and contact information.

Attach minutes of the most recent annual general meeting.

Attach Last Year's Financial Statements or Audited Statement including balance

sheet for the recently completed fiscal year, including the auditor’'s report signed

by external auditors, or one of the following alternatives:

e If audited financial statements are not available, submit the financial
statements reviewed by the external auditors for the most recent completed
fiscal year along with the review engagement report signed by the external
auditors;

o If neither audited nor reviewed financial statements are available, submit the
compiled financial statements for the most recent completed fiscal year along
with a compilation report signed by the external auditors; or

e If none of the above are available, financial statements for the most recently
completed fiscal year endorsed by two signing officers of the Board of
Directors.

Attach an operating budget for the current year.

Step 3 - Grant Program:

Capital Grants or Professional and Program Development Grants

a)

b)

3955623

Capital Grants:

Purpose of the grant - what is the intent of the proposed grant (e.g., for
equipment, furnishings, playground improvements, other?). If you select “other”
please provide a description of what capital project you wish to undertake.
Provide a detailed description of how the funds would be used to enhance the
delivery of Richmond child care services (e.g., improve quality, availability,
accessibility).

Describe who will benefit from the grant if received, e.g., for Capital Grants: the
number and age groups of children who will benefit.

Professional and Program Development Grants:
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d)

9)

h)

)

Purpose of the grant — Describe how the funds will be used to enhance the child
care service delivery, support skill development of early childhood educators, and
benefit the broader Richmond child care community.

Describe who will benefit from the grant, if received (e.g., child care educators).

For both Grants Programs:

List any partners who will be assisting with the project (e.g., any other funders,
volunteers, or companies who will be money, services, in-kind assistance or
other contributions).

Provide a dollar figure for the requested grant amount.

Supporting Documents:

Provide supporting documents - you will be asked to attach copies of the

following:

e An itemized budget for how grant funds will be used,;

e Additional supporting information for the projected costs (e.g., workshop
presenters quotes or 3 quotes from suppliers/trades for Capital projects); and

¢ Additional sources of funding or contributions that will be used to complete
the grant project.

o A timeline for completing the project and using the grant funds.

Documentation to demonstrate the need for funds (this could be a letter from the

Board, a letter from a building consultant/inspector or an inspection report from

Child Care Facilities Licensing).

Letters of support if applicable.

Terms and Conditions

The Terms and Conditions section of the grant application discusses the following
expectations for grant applicants:

Any grant applicant who has awarded funds previously by the City must, if not
already provided, submit a report documenting use of those funds and describe
the benefits received before their current application can be considered.

Funds must be used within one year of receipt by successful applicants.

All grant recipients must provide a photo (for capital grants only) and a report
documenting the use of the funds and the benefits received, as soon as complete
(at the latest, one year following receipt) to the Child Care Development Advisory
Committee.

In addition, the grant received should be mentioned in any newsletter published
by the organization and the City of Richmond logo included in any related
publicity.

Consent to these terms will be requested as part of the application process.

Review Process and Approval Process

3955623
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Grant submissions are first reviewed by City staff from the Community Social
Development Division to determine eligibility and completeness. The City of Richmond'’s
Child Care Development Advisory Committee reviews the grant applications and makes
recommendations to City Council. These are summarized by staff into a report that is
presented to Council for their consideration. All decisions concerning the approval of
Child Care grants are made by Council. These decisions are final and there is no
appeal process.

Submit an Application

The City of Richmond has an online web based grant application. The Child Care
Grants Program Guidelines and the Child Care Web-based System Grant Applicant
User Guide are useful resources to assist you with filing an online grant application.
Only electronic applications will be accepted.

Application Deadlines and Decisions

The deadline for submitting a grant application will be determined annually. Late
applications are not accepted. Please visit the City's grants web site for more
information on the arant nroaram and important application deadlines:

If you have questions about applying for a child care grant, please contact:

Coralys Cuthbert
Child Care Coordinator

City of Richmond — Community Social Development
Phone' AN4-204-8621

E-mail

3955623 6
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File Ref: 3070 Child Care Development Policy
POLICY 4017:

It is Council policy that:

1.

4731429

GENERAL

1.1 The City of Richmond acknowledges that quality and affordable child care is an
essential service in the community for residents, employers and employees.

PLANNING

2.1 To address child care needs, the City will: plan, partner and, as resources and
budgets become available, support a range of quality, affordable child care.

PARTNERSHIPS
3.1 The City of Richmond is committed to:

(a) Being an active partner with senior governments, stakeholders, parents,
the private and non-profit sectors, and the community, to plan, develop
and maintain a quality and affordable comprehensive child care system in
Richmond.

Working with the following organizations and groups to facilitate quality
child care in Richmond:

(i) Community Associations and Societies - to assess whether or not
child care services can be improved in community centres, and
new spaces added to existing and future community centres.

(i) Developers - to encourage developers to provide land and
facilities for child care programs throughout the City.

iii) Employers - to encourage employers’ involvement in advocating
and planning for child care.

(iv) Intercultural Advisory Committee - to investigate and report on
child care concerns, needs and problems facing ethno cultural
groups in the City.

(v) School Board — to continue providing space for child care
programs on school sites; to co-locate child care spaces with
schools where appropriate, and to liaise with the Child Care
Development Advisory Committee,
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(b) Monitoring the need for new child care spaces to support Richmond
residents, employee and student populations.

(c) Providing, when appropriate, new child care spaces and/or facilities to
meet existing needs and future population growth.

(d) Requesting senior governments and other stakeholders to provide
ongoing funding for affordable child care facilities, spaces, operations and
programming.

4, RICHMOND CHILD CARE DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE (CCDAC)

41 The City will establish and support the Richmond Child Care Development
Advisory Committee.

5. CHILD CARE RESERVE FUNDS
5.1 The City has established two Child Care Reserve Funds as described below.

(a) Child Care Development Reserve Fund (established by Reserve Fund
Establishment Bylaw No. 7812)

The City will administer the Child Care Development Reserve Fund to financially
assist with the following capital expenses:

(i) Establishing child care facilities and spaces in:
= City buildings and on City land.
= Private developments.
= Senior government projects.

Community partner projects.
(i) Acquiring sites for lease to non-profit societies for child care; and
(iii) Providing grants to non-profit societies for capital purchases and

improvements, such as equipment, furnishings, renovations and
playground improvements.

(b) Child Care Operating Reserve Fund (established by Child Care Operating
Reserve Fund Establishment Bylaw No. 8827)

(i) The City will administer the Child Care Operating Reserve Fund to

financially assist with non-capital expenses relating to child care
within the City, including the following:

4731429
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¢ Grants to non-profit societies to support child care professional
and program development within the City;

s Studies, research and production of reports and other information
in relation to child care issues within the City; and

¢ Remuneration and costs, including without limitation expenses
and travel costs, for consultants and City personnel to support the
development and quality of child care within the City.

52 Developer cash contributions and child care density bonus contributions to the
City’s Child Care Reserve Funds will be allocated as follows:

(a) 90% of the amount will be deposited to the Child Care Development
Reserve Fund, and

(b) 10% of the amount will be deposited to the Child Care Operating Reserve
Fund, unless Council directs otherwise prior to the date of the developer’s
payment, in which case the payment will be deposited as directed by
Council.

53 All expenditures from the Child Care Reserve Funds must be authorized by
Council.

6. DEVELOPMENT OF CHILD CARE FACILITIES
6.1 To facilitate consistent, transparent and sound planning, the City will:

(a) Undertake periodic child care needs assessments to update its child care
strategy.

(b) Use its powers through the rezoning and development approval processes to
achieve child care targets and objectives.

(c) Prepare Child Care Design Guidelines which articulate the City’s
expectations for the design and development of City-owned or leased child
care facilities, whether they are built as City capital projects or by developers
as community amenity contributions.

(d) Make the Child Care Design Guidelines available to members of the public as
a resource, and to City staff, developers, and architects as a guide for
planning child care spaces in City-owned or leased facilities or developer-built
community amenities being contributed to the City.

4731429
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10.

6.2 The City will further facilitate the establishment of child care facilities by:

(a) Encouraging adequate child care centre facilities throughout the City
where needed, particularly in each new community.

(b) Providing City land and facilities for child care programs in locations
throughout the City.

(c) Encouraging child care program expansion through the enhancement of
existing community facilities.

CHILD CARE GRANTS POLICY
7.1 Through City child care grants, support child care:
(a) Facilities.
(b) Spaces.
(c) Programming.
(d) Equipment and furnishings.
(e) Professional and program development support.
PROFESSIONAL CHILD CARE SUPPORT RESOURCES
8.1 Support resources for child care providers as advised by the Child Care
Development Advisory Committee and as the need requires and budgets
become available.
POLICY REVIEWS

9.1 From time to time, the City will:

(a) Review child care policies, regulations and procedures to ensure that no
undue barriers exist to the development of child care.

(b) As appropriate, develop targets for the required number, type and location
of child care services in Richmond.

AREA PLANS

10.1  The City will ensure that area plans contain effective child care policies.

4731429
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11. INFORMATION
11.1  The City will, with advice from the Child Care Development Advisory Committee:
(a) Generate, consolidate and analyze information to facilitate the
development of child care facilities, programs and non-profit child care

agencies;

(b) Determine if any City land holdings are appropriate to be made available
for immediate use as child care facilities;

(c) Review, update and distribute City produced public information material to
the public on child care.

12. PROMOTION
12.1  The City will:

(a) Declare the month of May "Child Care Month" and support awareness
and fund-raising activities during that month.

4731429
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ATTACHMENT 4

Child Care Development Advisory Committee

Child Care Capital Grant Rating Sheet

Assessment Criteria

Rating Criteria

Facility

Society Name

Society Name

Rating

Comments

Comments

Eligiblity

Complete application (documents provided,

Rating

authorized signature) 0-5
Quality of the application (clear, convincing) 0-5
Designated non-profit & credibility of the 05
organization and program
Licensing requirements are up-to date & itis a 05
licensed program
Evidence of an AGM occuring 0-5
Appropriate board of directors 0-5
Primarily Richmond residents will be served 0-5
Eligibility rating max pts = 35
I“Fur;:oose of Proposal - : ‘ - SR
Grant request fits eligibility criteria 0-5
- 0-5
Supporting documents (letters of support, quotes)
Demonstrated need for the proposal 0-5
implementation plan is demonstrated 0-5
Purpose rating max pts = 20
|Financial Criteria
. . . . 0-5
Project budget (eg. matching funding provided)
Past financial performance 0-5
Operating budget 0-5
Financial stability 0-5
Funding sources other than the City have been 05
sought
Financial need for the proposal is demonstrated 0-5
Financial rating max pts = 30
Previous Grant Use.{if applicable) -
Use of previous grant funding 0-5
Previous grant rating max pts =5
FINAL RATING SCORE max pts =90

* 0= Not sufficient/ ineligible

REDMS 5243753

* 5= Sufficient/ qualified

CNCL - 81




Child Care Development Advisory Committee

Child Care Professional & Program Development Grant

Assessment Criteria

Rating Criteria

Facility

Society Name

Society Name

Rating

Comments

Comments

Eligiblity

Complete application {documents provided,

authorized signature) 0-5

Quality of the application {clear, convincing) 0-5
Designated non-profit & credibility of the 05
organization and program

Evidence of an AGM occuring 0-5
Appropriate board of directors 0-5
Primarily Richmond residents will be served 0-5
Eligibility rating max pts = 30

Rating

Purpose of Proposal

[Grant request fits eligibility criteria

0-5 ‘__P_

. 0-5
Supporting documents (letters of support, quotes)
Demonstrated need for the proposal 0-5
Implementation plan is demonstrated 0-5
Purpose rating max pts = 20
Financial Criteria

-' - i 0-5

Project budget (eg: matching funding provided)
Past financial performance 0-5
Operating budget 0-5
Financial stability 0-5
Funding sources other than the City have been 05
sought

. . ) 0-5
Financial need for the proposal is demonstrated
Financial rating max pts = 30
Previous Grant Use (if applicable)
Use of previous grant funding 0-5
Previous grant rating max pts = 5
FINAL RATING SCORE max pts =90

* 0= Not sufficient/ ineligible

REDMS 5243753

* 5= Sufficient/ qualified
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y City of

Report to Committee

# R chmond
To: General Purposes Committee Date: January 11, 2017
From: Serena Lusk File:  03-1085-01/2016-Vol
Senior Manager, Recreation and Sport Services 01
Re: 2017 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants

Staff Recommendation

That:

1. Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants be allocated and cheques disbursed for
a total of $103,250 as identified in Attachment 1 of the staff report titled “2017 Parks,
Recreation and Community Events Grants,” dated January 11, 2017, from the Senior
Manager, Recreation and Sport Services.

2. Sea Island Community Association not be approved for a three-year funding cycle, but be
approved for consideration as a minor grant application.

3. Steveston Community Society — Richmond Summer Project be approved for the third
year of a three-year funding cycle.

Senior Manager, Recreation and Sport Services
(604-233-3344)

Att. 3
REPORT CONCURRENCE
ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE | CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
. ,r‘) ? -
Finance o (/&/;C (e [«_ (/
Parks Services » - e
REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT/ INITIALS: RDVED BY/EAO
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE \}5 .
D == — ’M
\ —

5223432 C N C L - 83




January 11, 2017

Staff Report
Origin

City Council has the authority to provide financial assistance to community organizations under
the Local Government Act (British Columbia).

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant, Active and Connected City:

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

2.2.  Effective social service networks.

2.3, Outstanding places, programs and services that support active living, wellness and
a sense of belonging.

This report provides information and recommendations pertaining to the Parks, Recreation and
Community Events Grant Program.

Findings of Fact

2017 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants Budget

The 2017 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants budget is $106,008. This includes a
2.1 per cent cost of living increase over the 2016 budget as per the City Grant Policy 3712.

Notice Given and Applications Received

As of September 27, 2016, notices were placed on the City Page and the City website advising
the public that applications were being accepted for the 2017 City Grant Programs until
November 18, 2016. A link to the City website was included, which provided access to the
online application system and reference materials, including a Grant Application User Guide and
the 2017 Grant Program Guidelines for Parks, Recreation and Community Events. Previous
award applicants were also directly notified that the system was open for submissions. This is the
fourth year that the City has employed a web-based system to facilitate a more efficient and
effective application process.

In the Parks, Recreation and Community Events category, a total of 14 applications were
received for a total request of $252,466.60. A table outlining the 2017 grant requests and
recommended grant allocations is provided in Attachment 1. Summary sheets of each grant
applicant, generated directly from information submitted via the online application system, are
provided in Attachment 2, along with staff comments and recommendations. As the contents of
these summary sheets are taken verbatim from the applicants’ submissions, they will replicate
any errors or omissions made by the applicants.
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As per the 2017 Grant Program Guidelines for Parks, Recreation and Community Events, a
proposal must demonstrate that primarily Richmond residents will be served to be considered
eligible. Although some applicants serve wider geographic areas, the majority of requests were
to support operations and programs that primarily serve Richmond residents.

Deadline Extension and Late Applications

Due to technical issues with the online application system, the submission deadline for all City
Grant Programs was extended to November 21, 2016. No applications in the Parks, Recreation
and Community Events category were received after that date. City Grant Policy 3712 indicates
that late applications will not be accepted and the online application system ‘closes’ the ability to
apply after the deadline.

New Applications

There were two new applications in the Parks, Recreation and Community Events category:
e Canadian Association of Russian Jews; and

e Richmond Food Security Society (a previous City Grant applicant under the Health,
Social and Safety category).

Thompson Community Association, a previous recipient of a 2014 Parks, Recreation and
Community Events grant, 2014 Child Care Capital grant and two 2015 Child Care Capital grants,

submitted an application for a 2017 Parks, Recreation and Community Events grant.

Application Review Process

The Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grant Review Committee, consisting of five staff
members from the Community Services Division, reviewed the applications against a set of 23
criteria that were developed based on the 2017 Grant Program Guidelines for Parks, Recreation
and Community Events (Attachment 3). Each application was systematically evaluated on five
dichotomous questions (Yes/No) regarding grant eligibility, and 18 Likert scale statements (9-
point range from Strongly Disagree to Strongly Agree) regarding the applicant, its grant
proposal’s impact on community and engagement, budget and financials and the quality of its
application.

To ensure neutrality, each application was independently assessed by at least three committee
members to form a preliminary evaluation based on the mean scores. Each application was then
assessed by the committee as a whole to reach a consensus on a final score, which was used to
collectively determine a recommendation on funding.

5223432 CNCL - 85



January 11, 2017

Analysis

Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants: 2014-2016 Application History and 2017

Recommendations

Table 1: Number of applications, allocations and recommendations:

Previous Applications, Allocations and :

Recommendations* : Recommendations

2014 2015 2016 2017
Total number of applications 17 10 15 14
New applicants
Late applications
Grants denied (did not meet criteria)
Partial amount of request 15 10 13 11
recommended
Full amount of request 0 0 0 0
recommended
Minor request ($5,000 or less) 7 4 4 6
Total amount requested $259,972 $147,595 $210,974.22 $252,466.60
Total budget $100,489 $101,494 $103,828.00 $106,008.00
Total Parks, Recreation and
Community Events grant funds $100,250 $99,750 $100,700.00 $103,250.00
allocated

*Some categories overlap; numbers are not meant to be totalled.

Financial Impact

Eleven out of 14 applicants are recommended for partial funding. Principal reasons for partial

funding are:

1. The City supports, but is not a primary funder of, non-profit organizations, whose main
sources of support include federal and provincial governments, BC Direct Access

Gaming, foundations, endowments, donations, and fundraising efforts; and

2. As the total amount requested exceeds the recommended City Grant budget, providing
some assistance to many is considered preferable to providing full assistance to a few.

Other reasons for recommending partial funding include, but are not limited to, the following:

Other funding partners have not been sought;

Ineligible funding purpose;

Insufficient community benefit demonstrated;

Lack of partnerships;

Uncommitted, substantial surplus;

Fee-based (user pay) budget should be used;

City provides other forms of support to the organization; and
Quality, including completeness, of the application.
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The Grant Review Committee recommends that the following three applicants not be awarded a
Parks, Recreation and Community Events grant:

1. Canadian Association of Russian Jews;

2. Thompson Community Association; and

3. WildResearch Society.

The Canadian Association of Russian Jews was not recommended for a 2017 Parks, Recreation
and Community Events grant due to insufficient information about the applicant and the
proposed event, lack of demonstrated organizational efficiency, effectiveness and stability, lack
of partnerships and insufficient community benefit demonstrated. The applicant also scored low
on its overall grant application.

Thompson Community Association was not recommended for a 2017 Parks, Recreation and
Community Events grant due to the City’s provision of financial support to the applicant for a
similar purpose (under the City’s Richmond Canada 150 Community Celebration Grants
program) and other funding partners have not been sought. The applicant also scored low on its
overall grant application.

WildResearch Society was not recommended for a 2017 Parks, Recreation and Community
Events grant due to a partial ineligible funding purpose and insufficient community benefit

demonstrated. The applicant also scored low on its overall grant application.

The 2017 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants budget is $106,008. A total of
$103,250 is recommended for disbursement (Attachment 1).

Minor/Major Grant Requests

There are two streams of applications: one for minor ($5,000 or less) and one for major (over
$5,000) grant requests. Although both grant types require financial documents and signatures, a
minor grant application requires fewer sections to be completed. The full application form is
required for major grants or multi-year funding cycle requests.

In the Parks, Recreation and Community Events category, six organizations applied for minor
grants of $5,000 or less:
e Canadian Association of Russian Jews;
Gulf of Georgia Cannery Society;
Richmond Museum Society;
Sea [sland Community Association;
Thompson Community Association; and
WildResearch Society.

Muiti-Year Funding Request

City Grant Policy 3712, which was adopted in 2011, allows applicants whom have received City
Grants for the same purpose for a minimum of the five most recent consecutive years, the option
of applying for a maximum three-year funding cycle. In the first year of a cycle, the full
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application form is required. For the following two years, the applicant is required to complete
fewer questions, but must submit the required documents and signatures with each application.
For each three-year cycle, grants are recommended, rather than assured. Council reviews
recommendations to fund each subsequent year of a cycle.

Two organizations applied for multi-year funding:
1. SeaIsland Community Association; and
2. Steveston Community Society — Richmond Summer Project.

Sea Island Community Association is applying for multi-year funding, but is ineligible as it has
only received City Grants for the same purpose for the past four consecutive years and submitted
an abridged application form (minor) instead of a full application form (major) for the first year.
It is recommended that Sea Island Community Association not be approved for a three-year
funding cycle, but be approved for consideration as a minor grant application.

Steveston Community Society — Richmond Summer Project, which applied for and met the
criteria for multi-year funding in 2015, is in the final year of a three-year cycle. It is
recommended that Steveston Community Society — Richmond Summer Project be approved for
the third year of a multi-year funding cycle.

Conclusion

The Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grant Program contributes significantly to the
quality of life in Richmond by supporting community organizations whose programs and
activities constitute essential components of a livable community. Staff recommend that 2017
Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants be allocated as indicated in Attachment 1 for
the benefit of Richmond residents.

Serena Lusk

Senior Manager, Recreation and Sport Services Park Planner
(604-233-3344) (604-244-1293)

Att. 1: 2017 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants — Outline of Requests and
Recommended Allocations
2: 2017 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants — Application Summary Sheets
3: 2017 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants — Application Scoring Criteria
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ATTACHMENT 1

Appuncant Naine £4ZVU'10 ORKAN I LVU1f RECWULCJ ] |[£V 1/ REWWUIVIL NMIUL 11 TEAR CUIVIIVIEIN | QUIVIIVIAIR T DEC AL &
RECOM. PAGE NO.
Canadian Association of Russian N/A $ 5,000.00 | $ - N/A Shavuot (Festival of Weeks) event, including |Page 1
Jews food vendors, music, entertainment, special
athlete guests and speakers.
Gulf of Georgia Cannery Society $ 500.00 | $ 5,000.00 | $ 750.00 [Single Year Cannery Farmer's Market (12 Sundays from Page 4
Nov. to Apr.) offering locally made products
under the "Make it, Bake it, Grow it, Catch it"
philosophy to promote healthy local eating.
Kidsport - Richmond Chapter $ 19,000.00 | $§ 22,500.00 ) $ 19,000.00 |Single Year Subsidizes costs for organized sport Page 7
experiences for low-income children who may
not otherwise be able to participate.
Richmond Agricultural and $ 7,150.00 | $§ 3528200 $ 7,150.00 |Single Year Steveston Salmon Festival, including children |Page 10
Industrial Society and youth festivals, cultural displays and
demos, entertainment, food vendors, and trade
and art shows.
Richmond Chinese Community $ 1,800.00 | $ 39,800.00 | $ 1,800.00 |Single Year Operating expenses, including expanding Page 13
Society staffing capacity, increasing promotions of
community partners, hiring a Seniors Learning
English program assistant, volunteer
expenses, rent and update technology
equipment.
Richmond City Centre Community | $ 6,500.00 | § 17,39560 | % 6,000.00 |Single Year Asset development program for high-need and {Page 16
Association at-risk children in inner city elementary
schools.
Richmond Fitness and Wellness $ 11,00000 (3% 16,500.00| $ 11,000.00 |Single Year Facilitate free walking programs/opportunities |Page 19
Association in Richmond.
Richmond Food Security Society N/A $ 15,00000 ( $ 9,800.00 [Single Year Core operations, including Community Page 22
Gardens, Seed Library, Fruit Recovery, Stir It
Up Youth Community Kitchen, Get Rooted
Youth Leadership, Local Food Guide, events
and research.
Richmond Museum Society $ 1,600.00 | $ 5,000.00 | 1,600.00 {Single Year Volunteer support, program materials, Page 26
promotion expenses and local artist/musician
fees for Doors Open Richmond.
Sea Island Community Association| $ 750.00 | $ 1,000.00 | $ 750.00 [Single Year Application does not describe proposed event. [Page 30
Offset expenses for bouncy castle-type
activities and entertainment for Burkeville
Days.
Sharing Farm Society $ 18,000.00 | $ 30,000.00 | $ 18,000.00 |Single Year Personnel salaries and supplies related to the |Page 33
applicant's core operations (j.e. food security
and agriculture).
Steveston Community Society - $ 30,00000(% 50,000.00(% 27,500.00 (Multi Year - Wages for City Summer day camp Page 36
Richmond Summer Project Year 3 administrator and 1-3 Roving Leaders.
Thompson Community Association N/A $ 5,000.00 | $ - N/A Community picnic/Canada 150 celebrations, |Page 39
including a community art project, artisan
market, demonstrations and entertainment.
WildResearch Society $ 5,000.00 | $ 4,989.00 | $ - N/A Roof and wall repairs for a banding hut Page 42
(ineligible purpose) at lona Island Regional
Park, and wage rate increases for the
applicant's program coordinator and assistant.
Totals $ 101,200.00 | $§ 252,466.60 | $ 103,250.00
2017 PRCE Grant Budget s 106800800 1 § 106,008.00
Remaining Funds $ 2,758.00
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Note: Please refer to the February 6, 2017
General Purposes Committee Agenda for
Attachment 2 (Grant Application Summary
Sheets) of the staff report titled “2017 Parks,
Recreation and Community Events Grants”, dated
January 11, 2017, from the Senior Manager,
Recreation and Sport Services.
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’ City of

Report to Committee

Richmond
To: General Purposes Committee Date: January 10, 2017
From: Jane Fernyhough File:  11-7000-01/2017-Vol
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services 01
Re: 2017 Arts and Culture Grant Program

Staff Recommendation

That the 2017 Arts and Culture Grants be awarded for the recommended amounts and cheques
disbursed for a total of $109,754, as outlined in the report from the Director, Arts, Culture and

17.

ey e vices
(604-276-4288)
Att. 5

REPORT CONCURRENCE
ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE i MANAGER
Finance Department IZ/
REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT / INITIALS:
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE DV\)
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Staff Report
Origin

City Council has the authority to provide financial assistance to community organizations under
the Local Government Act.

This report provides information and recommendations pertaining to the 2017 Arts and Culture
Grant Program, now in its sixth year.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant, Active and Connected City:

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

2.3.  OQutstanding places, programs and services that support active living, wellness and
a sense of belonging.

2.4, Vibrant arts, culture and heritage opportunities.

Findings of Fact

2017 Arts and Culture Grant Budget

The 2017 Arts and Culture Grant Budget is $109,754 including a 2.1% Cost of Living increase
over last year’s budget as per the City Grant Policy (3712). The program offers two types of
grants:

e Operating Assistance Grants are provided to support the annual programming and
operating activities of eligible organizations, and are awarded up to a maximum of 30%
of the annual operating budget, to a maximum request of $10,000.

e Project Assistance Grants are provided to support organizations working on a project
basis or undertaking a special initiative outside the scope of their normal operations, and
are awarded up to a maximum of 50% of the total project budget, to a maximum request
of $5,000.

Notice Given and Applications Received

Notices were placed on the City Page/City Notice Board in the Richmond News and on the City
website in October and November of 2016, advising the community that applications were being
accepted for 2017 City Grant Programs until November 18, 2016. A link to the City website was
provided for further information and to access the system.
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In October and November, emails were sent to members of the Richmond Artists Directory
(more than 350 individual artists and arts/cultural organizations that have opted to receive
information from the Cultural Development Manager throughout the year) to announce the
grants were online and to remind of upcoming deadlines. On the City website on both the “City
Grant Program” and the “Artists’ Opportunities” pages, downloadable Guideline documents
were available with links to the online form.

A detailed, custom document for budget preparation was provided online. All previous grant
recipients were met with individually over the summer to touch base, review their 2016
application and offer recommendations where appropriate, as well as inform them of updates to
the online system.

Twelve applications were received for Operating Assistance and nine for Project Assistance, for
a total combined request of $143,200. Tables outlining requests and recommended allocations
for the 2017 Arts and Culture Grant Program are provided in Attachment 1 and Attachment 2.
Grant Application Summary sheets, providing key information about each application, are found
in Attachment 3. As the contents of the Grant Application Summary Sheets are taken verbatim
from the applicants’ submissions, they will replicate any errors or omissions made by the
applicant. Staff recommendations and comments are included in the Summary Sheets.

Late Applications

The City Grant Policy indicates that late applications will not be accepted. No late applications
were received after the November 18, 2016 deadline. However, a three-day extension was
provided for applicants who had experienced technical difficulties with their applications due to
the City’s server issues.

New Applications

One new application was received from Vancouver International Sculpture Biennale, an
organization that had not previously applied for a City Grant.

Application Review Process

An Adjudication Panel made up of City staff reviewed the applications. They evaluated the
applications on three key areas: Merit, Organizational Capacity and Impact (described in the
Application Guidelines, Attachments 4 and 5). As per best practices in similar granting
programs, for each application, these three key areas were assigned a numerical ranking to create
a total numeric score out of 50. At the Adjudication Meeting, the combined scores of all four
members of the Adjudication Panel were distilled to an average score to determine a funding
recommendation:

Low 1-20 No funding

Med/Low 21-30 Possible funding at a small contribution or no funding
Medium 31-40 Fund at a modest contribution

High/Med 40-45 Fund at a high contribution

High 46-50 Fund up to request level if possible
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The Grant Application Summary Sheets, found in Attachment 3, indicate the average score of
each applicant.
Analysis

2017 Arts and Culture Grant Program Information

Numbers of applications, allocations and recommendations are:

- , - OPERATING ASSISTANCE S
Applications, Allocations and Recommendations (2012-2017)

. 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017

Total number of

applications 10 9 9 9 9 12
New applicants n/a 2* n/a 1* 0 2
Grants denied 2% 0 0 0 0 0
Partial amount of request 3 1 9 7 5 12
recommended

Full amount of request

recommended 5 8 0 2 7 0
Total amount requested $71,000 $71,700 $77,600 $71,000 $76,300 $106,300
Total amount allocated |

recommended $50,900 $71,200 $62,170 $62,190 $76,000 $89,454

* These applicants were new to the Operating Assistance category, having received Project Assistance previously.
** While these applicants were found ineligible for Operating Assistance, they did receive Project Assistance
funding

. : o - PROJECT ASSISTANCE | ‘
= Applications, Allocations and Recommendations (2012-2017) e

o : 2012 2013 | 2014 2015 2016 ¢ 2017
Total number of 7% 13 14 12 7 9
applications
New applicants n/a 5 6 2 0
Grants denied 4 4 2 1 0 3
Partial amount of request 8 5 12 11 2 6
recommended
Full amount of request 3 5 0 1 5 0
recommended
Total amount requested $58,780 $50,600 $59,736 $53,150 $32,150 $36,900
Total amount allocated |
recommended $31,400 $23,100 $41,870 $42,890 $31,497 $20,300

*16 were received, but one Operating Assistance applicant (for the Children’s Arts and Literacy Centre Society, was
added to this category)
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COMBINED Arts and Culture. -
Appl|catlons, Allocations and Recommendations (2012-2017)
e 2012 2013 2014 2015 ] 2016 2017
Total number of
applications 26 22 23 21 16 21
New applicants n/a 5 6 2 0 1
Grants denied (did
not meet criteria) / 4 2 ! 0 3
Partial amount of
request 18 9 21 18 4 18
recommended
Full amount of
request 8 13 0 3 12 0
recommended
Total amount
requested $133,280 $122,300 $137,336 $124,150 $108,450 $143,200
Total budget $100,000 $102,020 $104,040 $105,080 $107,497 $109,754
Total amount
aliocated | $82,300 $94,300 $104,040 $105,080 $107,497 $109,754
recommended

A lively and engaged cultural community offers many benefits to the city by creating a vibrant,
livable and healthy cultural life for its citizens. Much of the artistic and cultural activity in
Richmond is delivered by not-for-profit organizations. A dedicated funding program helps
achieve a number of goals identified in the City of Richmond’s Arts Strategy, including:

e build capacity within and support for arts organizations;
e strengthen, support and enhance the artistic community; and
e increase the variety and diversity of arts experiences and opportunities.

The establishment of a grant program specific to Richmond Arts and Culture in 2012 was a
landmark advance in the development of the local arts and culture sector. As such, the program
remains understood as not only a source of funding for the applicants — who range from
long-standing professional institutions to fledgling groups of enthusiastic amateur artisans — but
an important opportunity for capacity building, including those who have limited experience
writing grant applications. Moreover, as organizations secure City of Richmond funding, their
potential to leverage funding from other sources improves as evidenced in some of the Grant Use
reports relating to the previous year.

Staff noted continued improvement in the quality of grant applications and an increase in the
number of applications; from 16 total applications in 2016 to 21 applications in 2017. This year,
there were more Operating Applications compared to last year: Richmond Potters’ Club, who
missed the 2016 deadline, re-submitted an application for 2017; and two former Project
Assistance grant clients — Richmond Singers and Canadian Y.C. Chinese Orchestra Association
— were approved to apply to the Operating Assistance stream this year.

In this sixth year of the Arts and Culture Grants Program, staff noted an increased self-awareness

among many of the applicants regarding the value of professional administrative support. Many
also cited increased efforts in financial self-sustainability. Specifically, many are actively
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developing new skills to seek out additional sources of funding through sponsorship and other
grants. There is also a substantial increase in the reported use of social media to help
organizations connect with larger audiences and reduce marketing costs.

This year was notably the first year that the program has received an application for an Artist
Residency. Artist Residencies are eligible for funding under the Project Assistance stream and
are intended to facilitate learning, development and cultural exchange opportunities between
professional artists or artisans, qualified host organizations, and/or the community.

Reasons for Partial or No Funding

Due to the increased number of eligible and worthy applications that totalled requests well over
the $109,754 budget, as well as increased competition among the applications, none of the
applicants were recommended for the full amount requested this year.

As a result, many of the applicants will note a decrease in funding from the previous year. Staff
interprets the increased competition for funding as a reflection of the growing development and
capacity of the Richmond arts community, in part, as a result of the success of the Arts and
Culture grant program.

The majority of applications are recommended to receive funding. The principal reasons for not
recommending funding were a) that the applications were incomplete or ineligible under the
criteria listed in the Guidelines and b) increased competition for funds.

Financial Impact

The 2017 Arts and Culture Grant Program has a budget of $109,754. The 2017 recommended
allocations are itemized in Attachments 1 and 2.

Project Assistance $20,300

Operating Assistance $89.454

Total $109.754

Remaining $0
Conclusion

The 2017 Arts and Culture Grant Program is a vital contribution to the quality of life in
Richmond by supporting community organizations whose programs and activities constitute
essential components of a vibrant and liveable community. Staff is recommending that the 2017
Arts and Culture Grants be allocated as proposed for the benefit of Richmond residents.

%ﬁﬁk,ézgy—‘
Katie Varney
Manager, Community Cultural Development

(604-247-4941)
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Att. 1: Table of Applicant Requests and Recommendations
2: Summary of Recommendations

3: Grant Application Summary Sheets

4: Operating Assistance Grant Application Guidelines
5

. Project Assistance Grant Application Guidelines
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ATTACHMENT 1

2017 Arts and Culture Grant Recommendations

OPERATING ASSISTANCE

Most Recent 2017 2017

Organizatio ity Grant C ts P
rean n CI(;();:)" Request | Recommend ommen &

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this leading organization that strives to
provide high calibre educational
opportunities for youth from ail economic
$ 10,000{$ 10,000 (¢ 9,000 |backgrounds. The applicant is encouraged to | 1
continue to nurture and strengthen its new
and existing partnerships and also continue
to encourage students and faculty to
perform in the community.

Richmond Music
School Society

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this well-established organization that
involves a varied range of musicians, reaches

Richmond diverse audiences, provides education, and
Community partners with a number of charitable

Orchestra and $ 10,000|S$S 10,000 (S 9,200 |organizations and other Richmond-based 3
Chorus performing arts groups. The society is to be
Association congratulated for successfully implementing

a new digital marketing strategy that helped
increase their reach and double their
audience size this year.

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this popular, long-standing community choir
that pursues new partnerships with other
organizations and provides singers with
opportunities to perform in Richmond and
beyond. The society is to be commended for
striving to diversify its fundraising initiatives
and seeking out new partnerships. As first-
time applicants for Operating Assistance,
they are encouraged to increase outreach
and continue to develop their programming
offerings and partnerships.

Richmond Singers| $ 5000]$ 10,000 S 7,000

Document Number: 5264256 Version: 1
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Organization

Most Recent
City Grant
(2016)

2017
Request

22017
Recommend

Comments

Pg

Richmond Delta
Youth Orchestra

S 10,000

$

10,000

S 9,500

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this well-established and forward thinking
orchestra that provides high quality music
education and consistent performance
opportunities for youth age 8 to 25. The
society is to be commended for increasing its
administrative capacity by hiring a part-time
project manager to help them diversify
fundraising efforts, while continuing to
strategically grow its planned enrollment,
which has doubled in the past few years.

Canadian YC
Chinese
Orchestra
Association

S 5,000

$

10,000

S 6,000

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this unique concert group, known for their
presentations of traditional, Chinese
instrumental music in Richmond. The society
is to be congratulated for their ability to
sellout the Gateway for a third time, while
still offering a rich array of free performances
in the community. As first-time applicants for
Operating Assistance, the applicant is
encouraged to develop their community
partnerships with other organizations,
diversify their fundraising efforts, continue to
build their membership and increase their
capacity.

Richmond
Potters' Club

S 5700*

* 2015 amount.
Applicant did not
apply in 2016.

$

10,000

S 5,900

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this long-standing organization that provides
pottery programs and demonstrations in the
community. The club is to be commended
for its growth in membership and is
encouraged to continue to seek out new
partnerships and pursue new outreach
opportunities.

11
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Organization

Most Recent
City Grant
(2016)

2017
Request

2017

Recommend

Comments

Pg

Cinevolution
Media Arts
Society

$ 10,000

$

10,000

$

9,500

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this unique and innovative society that
provides high-quality and multilingual
programming that engages professional and
emerging media artists, as well as new
immigrants and youth. They are to be
commended for helping to establish
Richmond as a hub for media arts and for
expanding their reach through the Digital
Karnival and through their year-round
programming that often invoives community
partnerships and collaborations. This year,
the society exhibited remarkable stability
through the successful handling of their
succession plan when their founding board
member transitioned out of the organization.

13

Richmond Arts
Coalition

S 9,950

$

10,000

$

9,200

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this volunteer-run service organization. The
applicant is commended for growing its
capacity, adjusting operations to reflect their
2016 strategic plan and fostering new
partnerships and projects. The society is
encouraged to continue to develop its online
presence and administrative capacity to
continue to meet the needs of the arts
community.

15

Richmond
Community Band
Society

S 2,900

$

3,000

$

2,704

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this long-standing, volunteer-run
organization that delights audiences at a
wide range of year-round community events.
The saociety is to be commended for their
focus on developing outreach initiatives that
aims to engage youth and for actively
seeking out new members. The applicant is,
once again, strongly encouraged to review
their financial targets and to invest its
significant surplus back into the organization.

17
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Organization &
Project Name

Most Recent
City Grant
(2016)

2017
Request

2017
Recommend

Comments

Pg

Community Arts
Council of
Richmond

S 9,750

$

10,000

S 9,200

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this long-established organization whose goal
is to inspire citizens of all ages and
demographics to participate in the arts. They
are encouraged to reflect on how to address
board fatigue, concerns about dwindling
membership and the self-identified challenge
of maintaining relevancy in the marketplace.

19

Richmond Youth
Choral Society

$ 10,000

$

10,000

S 9,500

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this growing and forward-thinking
organization that provides distinct
opportunities for Richmond youth to share
their talents locally, nationally and
internationally. The society is to be
applauded for establishing partnerships and
for seeking out new sponsorship
opportunities to increase sustainability and
capacity.

21

Textile Arts Guild
of Richmond

S 3,400

$

3,300

S 2,750

Operating Assistance is recommended for
this well-established organization that
promotes textile arts as a means of creative
expression, social engagement and charitable
giving. The applicant is encouraged to invest
its financial surplus back into its marketing
and outreach initiatives, such as the self-
identified need to develop a new website to
help increase exposure, participation and
awareness of its activities.

23
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PROJECT ASSISTANCE

Most Recent

Baroque Canada

Richmond citizens.

Organization & . 2017 2017
Project Name City Grant Request | Recommend Comments Pe
(2016)
Funding is recommended for this local
celebration of Chinese culture that will bring
the unique traditional art form of Cantonese
opera to both Chinese and non-Chinese
audiences at no cost during the 2017
Vancouver Richmond World Festival. The society has a
Cantonese proven track record for working
Opera: S 3,800 S 5,000 | S 3,800 [cooperatively with local artists and cultural | 25
Bamboo Theatre groups and for bringing together diverse
cultural groups that facilitates a cross-
pollination of audiences. In addition to
exposing Richmond residents to this unique
art form, a significant portion of the budget
goes towards creative fees, which will
directly benefit many local artists.
Project Assistance is recommended for this
lively event that seeks to increase the profile
of Filipino performing arts in Richmond and
Philippine provides vital performance opportunities for
Cultural Arts the society’s dancers, musicians and
Society of BC: S 4,447 | S 2,500 | S 2,100 [volunteers. The group is to be commended | 28
Kayamanan ... for establishing new partnerships that have
increased its public reach and exposure. In
future, the project budget should include
more diligent financial accounting.
Greater Funding is not recommended for this project.
vancouver It is recommended that should the society
Historical choose to apply for funding in 2018, that
Performance Soc | n/a $ 2500 | i they |_nvolve more R-lchmc.md artists, as well 30
of BC: as articulate how this project would be
La Grande unique to the community and impact
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Organization &
Project Name

Most Recent
City Grant
(2016)

2017
Request

2017
Recommend

Comments

Pg

Richmond Art
Gallery
Association:
Salon Series

S 4,000

$

5,000

S 3,800

Project Assistance is recommended for this
innovative program that supports, engages
and mentors local artists through free
networking opportunities that meet the
needs of the arts community. Building on the
success of last year’s mentorship program,
the project will enable both Chinese and
English-speaking artists the opportunity to
deepen and strengthen their creative
network. The project falls outside of the
Gallery’s normal operations and fulfills an
important role towards community-building
and supporting the professional
development of Richmond artists.

33

Tickle Me Pickle
Theatre Sports
Improv Society:
TMP Improv
Season

S 5,000

$

5,000

S 4,500

Project Assistance funding is recommended
for this entertaining, award-winning group's
2017 season that will engage youth, adults
and families through affordable theatrical
experiences. The society is to be
congratulated on their wide appeal and
steady audience growth, as well as their
charitable giving through their sold-out
"Laughter is the Best Medicine" event. The
applicant is encouraged to explore new
programming opportunities for their
upcoming season and continue to expand
their reach through social media.

35

Vancouver
Tagore Society:
West Coast
Tagore Festival
2017

S 4,250

s

5,000

S 3,800

Project Assistance is recommended for this
established multicultural and
multidisciplinary festival that attracts large
audiences and integrates a mix of community
and professional artists into its program. The
society is to be commended for increasing its
exposure and extending its reach. The
society is encouraged to continue to seek out
new sources of diversified funding streams
and, in the future, is requested to maintain
more diligent financial recordkeeping.

37
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Residency for
Leanna Brodie

recommended that the project assistance
funds be used to support a portion of the
artist’s commissioning fees, as well as the
public reading and workshop of the new

play.

Organization & M?St Recent 2017 2017
. City Grant Comments Pg
Project Name Request | Recommend
{2016)
Funding is not recommended for this project.
While the proposed project is interesting and
True North innovative, the concept and goals of the
Performance project need to be further developed and
Society _of British n/a ¢ 1,900 | $ ) artic.ulated. It is recommended that'if the 39
Columbia: applicant should choose to reapply in 2018,
UBANTU I am that they could look at engaging a much
because you are higher percentage of Richmond-based artists
and performers, in addition to setting
realistic ticket sales targets.
Funding is not recommended for this project.
The Vancouver-based society is to be
vancouver commended for its ongoing work with young
International people across the Lower Mainland. Should
Sculpture n/a $ 5,000 | $ _|the applicant choose to apply again in 2018, a1
Biennale: they should address how this project would
Big Ideas be unique to the Richmond community and
their application request and budget should
be specific to the Richmond program.
Project Assistance is recommended for this
artist residency project that will support a
nationally-recognized Richmond-based
Richmond playwright to research, develop, script and
Gateway Theatre conduct an initial reading of a new Chinese
Society and English play. The project falls outside of
Artistic n/a $ 5,000 | $ 2,300 [the Gateway’s normal operations and it is 43
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Attachment 2

2017 Arts and Culture Grant Recommendations

OPERATING ASSISTANCE

Organization

2017 Recommend

Richmond Music School Society S 9,000
Richmond Community Orchestra and Chorus Association S 9,200
Richmond Singers S 7,000
Richmond Delta Youth Orchestra S 9,500
Canadian YC Chinese Orchestra Association S 6,000
Richmond Potters' Club $ 5,900
Cinevolution Media Arts Society S 9,500
Richmond Arts Coalition $ 9,200
Richmond Community Band Society $ 2,704
Community Arts Council of Richmond $ 9,200
Richmond Youth Choral Society S 9,500
Textile Arts Guild of Richmond $ 2,750

PROJECT ASSISTANCE

Organization

2017 Recommend

Vancouver Cantonese Opera: Bamboo Theatre S 3,800
Philippine Cultural Arts Society of BC: Kayamanan ... S 2,100
Greater Vancouver Historical Performance Soc of BC: Le Grande Baroque S -

Richmond Art Gallery Association: Salon Series S 3,800
Tickle Me Pickle Theatre Sports Improv Society: TMP Improv Season $ 4,500
Vancouver Tagore Society: West Coast Tagore Festival 2017 S 3,800
True North Performance Society of British Columbia: UBANTU | am because you are S -

Vancouver International Sculpture Biennale: Big Ideas S -

Richmond Gateway Theatre Society: Artist Residency with Leanna Brodie S 2,300
OPERATING ASSISTANCE SUBTOTAL S 89,454
PROJECT ASSISTANCE SUBTOTAL S 20,300
COMBINED TOTAL S 109,754
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Note: Please refer to the February 6, 2017
General Purposes Committee Agenda for
Attachment 3 (Grant Application Summary
Sheets) of the staff report titled “2017 Arts and
Culture Grant Program”, dated January 10, 2017,
from the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage
Services.
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Attachment 4
City of Richmond Arts and Culture Grants Program o
Operating Assistance Guidelines %Chmond

4 N
The City of Richmond allocates grant funding for arts and cultural organizations that provide
programming and activities for the benefit of Richmond residents.

The City’s support acknowledges that the work of these organizations contributes to Richmond’s quality
of life, identity and economy and is extended to recipients who demonstrate vision, accountability and
spirit of community service in their operations.

These guidelines incorporate recognized best practices and are designed to ensure accountability for
use of public funds; read through carefully before you make an application.

If this is your first time making an application to the City of Richmond, or if you require further
assistance, we encourage you contact:

Katie Varney, Manager, Community Cultural Development
TEL 604-247-4941 E-MAIL kvarney@richmond.ca

Grant information and other information about our programs and services are available on the City
website at www.richmond.ca/artists.

\_ J
UPDATED FOR 2017: Arts and Culture Grants Program Objectives and Description

The Arts and Culture Grants program is intended to support a range of artistic and cultural activity
including literary, visual, media, dance, theatre, music, multi-disciplinary, inter-disciplinary, and community-
based arts, reflecting different cultural traditions as well as contemporary art forms and practices.

The program provides grants to support organizational capacity through Operating Assistance as well as
one-time or time-limited initiatives through Project Assistance. Organizations may not apply for more than
one City of Richmond grant per year.

Operating Grants are provided to support the annual programming and operating activities of eligible
organizations, All grants are reviewed on a yearly basis and are not to be viewed by applicants as an on-
going source of funding.

Organizations already receiving City funding that represents the equivalent of operating funds are not
eligible for Operating Assistance. They are eligible for Project Assistance funding if their project is outside
the scope of their normal operations.

Application Forms

New applicants are encouraged to read through the Guidelines first to obtain a general understanding
of the program and then contact the Cultural Development Manager (contact info above) to discuss your
proposal, confirm your eligibility and request approval to apply. Once approved, you may proceed with
the application.

«  The application form is available online at www.richmond.ca/citygrants
Applications must be received on or before the submission date, Late applications will not be accepted.
Answer all the questions on the form concisely, and include all requested supporting materials.
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Operating Assistance Eligibility Criteria

- Operating Assistance is for established organizations that have an ongoing presence in Richmond and
a track record of quality public programs and services. Applicant must be based in Richmond, registered
as a non-profit society in good standing with the Province of BC, having been established legally and
in operation for at leasttwo (2) years prior to the application deadline and have recently received City
Grant funding and successfully completed the projects.

+  Applicants must be based and active in Richmond and provide programming and services that are
open to the public and publicized citywide, or in the case of umbrella organizations, must further the
interests of artists, creators, arts organizations and elements of the arts community. The organization’s
activities can include policy development, advocacy, provision of professional services, and production
of collective projects,

«  Applicants must be independent organizations with clear mandates that include the provision of public
programs and/or services with an arts and culture focus. Presented work must be primarily with and/
or by local artists/performers/artisans (amateur and/or professional); activities may include some artists
who are not Richmond residents.

«  All principal professional artists should be compensated for their participation commensurate with
industry standards. For more information about these standards, please refer to the following
organizations:

« American Federation of Musicians: www.afm.org

« Canadian Actors Equity Association: www.caea.com

- Canadian League of Composers: www.clc-lcc.ca

« Canadian Alliance of Dance Artists: www.cadadance.org

+  Professional Writers Association of Canada: www.pwac.ca

« Canadian Artists Representation/Le front des artistes canadiens/CARFAC: www.carfac.ca

«  Applicants should have stable administration and artistic leadership, directed by recognized arts/culture
professionals and/or experienced volunteers.

«  Applicants must operate year-round in a fiscally responsible manner.

+  Applicants must have other cash revenue sources for their activity that may include self-generated
revenue (ticket sales, concession, memberships), funding from other levels of government (provincial,
federal) and private sector support (fundraising, foundations, sponsorship, cash and in-kind donations).

«  Applicants must provide independently prepared financial statements for the most recently completed
fiscal year: an un-audited statement endorsed by two signing officers (with balance sheet and income
statement, at minimum), review engagement or audit.

+  Operating grants are awarded up to a maximum of 30% of the annual operating budget, to a
maximum request of $10,000.

Ineligible Organizations

+  Organizations which do not meet eligibility criteria and requirements

«  Other City of Richmond departments or branches

< Organizations already receiving City funding that represents the equivalent of operating funds
- Social Service, Religious, Political or Sports organizations

Ineligible Activities

+  Fundraisers

«  Deficitreduction

«  Activity outside of Richmond

+  Activity which was started prior to the application deadline
«  Capital projects

- Activity that is not artistic or cultural
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+  Start-up costs
«  Seed money for projects or events
+  Showecases or recitals for schools/organizations with an educational mandate

Assessment Criteria

There are three key areas of evaluation that are weighted equally: merit, organizational competence and
community impact. The organization’s recent activities (as outlined in the previous year's Grant Use Report,
for example) as well as proposed ones are taken into consideration when assessing an application.

Programming/Merit

+ Quality of the organization’s creation, production, presentation, dissemination and service activities
{strength of intention, effectiveness of how it is put into practice, degree to which it enhances or
develops a form, practice or process and impact on the creative personnel involved)

+ Clear articulation of mandate/vision and degree to which the activity supports their organization’s
mandate/vision

- Distinctiveness of the organization's activities in relation to comparable activities in Richmond. Does
it provide unique opportunities for artists, other arts organizations and the public?

Organizational Capacity

« Evidence of clear mandate, competent administration, functional board and an appropriate
administrative and governance structure

+  Evidence of financial stability and accountability as demonstrated through prior financial
performance, achievable and balanced budgets, and financial management practices and plans

- Evidence of planning in place to support the proposal and/or ongoing organizational capacity (as
per realistic schedules, timelines, planning practices, etc.)

\

Impact
Level of public access to the work, activities or services
« Evidence of growing interest and attendance

« Level of engagement with other arts organizations, artists and community groups from all of
Richmond’s communities

- Evidence of promotional and/or outreach strategies in place to encourage wide public participation,
awareness and engagement

- Demonstrated support from the community as evidenced through partnerships, collaborations,
sponsorship support, in-kind support, volunteers, etc,

Assessment and Awarding of Grants

Complete applications are assessed by an Assessment Committee made up of City staff. A report on the
Assessment Committee recommendations is written and submitted to City Council for their consideration
and approval.

Council will make the final grant decisions, at its sole discretion, based on the program goals, criteria,
policies, requirements and a review of City staff recommendations.

Council may:

+  Approve a funding application:
. intotal, with or without conditions (i.e., subject to a mid-year review)
+ in part, with or without conditions

«  Ask for more information

« Issue dollars in phases with conditions

«  Deny an application

Council has final approving authority.
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Funds will be dispersed as soon as possible after Council approval. The objective is to have all funds
disbursed within 60 days of approval.

Grants are awarded on an annual basis. Applicants must re-apply each year. Continued funding is not
guaranteed.

Conditions of Assistance

Please note that if your organization receives a City Grant, the following conditions will apply:

Grant funds must be applied to current expenses, not used to reduce or eliminate accumulated deficits.
Activities cannot be funded retroactively.

The Society will make every effort to secure funding from other sources as indicated in its application.
it will keep proper books of accounts for all receipts and expenditures relating to its activities and,
upon the City's request, make available for inspection by the City or its auditors all records and books of
accounts.

If there are any changes in the organization’s activities as presented in this application, Arts, Culture
and Heritage Services Division must be notified in writing of such changes immediately. In the event
that the grant funds are not used for the organization’s activities as described in the application, they
are to be repaid to the City in full. If the activities are completed without requiring the full use of the
City funds, the remaining City funds are also to be returned to the City.

The City of Richmond requires organizations receiving a City grant to appropriately acknowledge the
City’s support in all their information materials, including publications and programs related to funded
activities (i.e. brochures, posters, advertisements, websites, advertisements, signs, etc.). Such recognition
must be commensurate with that given to other funding agencies. If the logos of other funders are

used in an acknowledgement, the City should be similarly represented. Acknowledgement is provided
by using the City of Richmond logo in accordance with prescribed standards. City of Richmond logo files
and usage standards will be provided to successful applicants. Failure to acknowledge the City’s support
may result in the inability of an organization to obtain grant support in future years.

Receipt of a grant does not guarantee funding in the following fiscal year.

Successful applicants will complete a Grant Use Report online as a pre-condition for consideration of an
organization’s future grant applications. If the Project has not been completed at that time, an updated
Grant Use Report must be submitted upon completion,

Use of Funds

The following guidelines and limitations are designed to meet best practices and to ensure accountability
for use of public funds:

It is expected that applicants will combine the Operating Assistance support they receive with other
sources of revenue and financial investment (grants, donations, earned revenues) as well as in-kind
support and contributions.

Operating grants are provided to support the annual programming expenses and annual operating
costs of the Society.

Eligible use of Operating Assistance funds include, but are not exclusively limited to:

«  Fees and related expenses for artists, musicians, programming staff, cultural workers

+  Volunteer expenses (recruiting, training, support, etc.)

«  Production expenses (installation of artwork, equipment rental, costumes, sound, lights, etc.)
+  Marketing, community outreach and promotional expenses

< Operating overheads (insurance coverage, rent, etc.)

Ineligible uses of Operating Assistance support include but are not exclusively restricted to:

«  Deficit reduction
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- Capital expenditures (i.e. construction, property renovations, equipment purchase, software, etc.)

«  Organizations that forecast a deficit budget are not eligible for support.

Confidentiality

All documents submitted by Applicants to the City of Richmond become the property of the City. The
City will make every effort to maintain the confidentiality of each application and the information
contained within except to the extent necessary to communicate information to staff and peer members
of the Assessment Committee for the purpose of evaluation and analysis, as wel! as to Council for the
recommendation report. The City will not release any of this information to the public except as required
under the Province of British Columbia Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act or other
legal disclosure process.
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City of Richmond Arts and Culture Grants Program ﬁ
Project Assistance Guidelines "/ ichmona
[ ~

The City of Richmond allocates grant funding for arts and cultural organizations that provide
programming and activities for the benefit of Richmond residents.

This support acknowledges that the work of these organizations contributes to Richmond's quality of
life, identity and economy and is extended to recipients who demonstrate vision, accountability and
spirit of community service in their operations.

These guidelines incorporate recognized best practices and are designed to ensure accountability for
use of public funds; read through carefully before you make an application.

If this is your first time making an application to the City of Richmond, or if you require further
assistance, we encourage you to speak with or meet with a staff member of Arts, Culture and
Heritage Services to ensure that your proposal is eligible and to ask any questions that may assist you
in putting together an application.

Katie Varney, Manager, Community Cultural Development
TEL 604-247-4941 E-MAIL kvarney@richmond.ca

This information and other information on our programs and services are available on the City

website at www.richmond.ca/artists. J

UPDATED FOR 2017: Arts and Culture Grants Program Objectives and Description

The Arts and Culture Grants program is intended to support a range of artistic and cultural activity
including literary, visual, media, dance, theatre, music, multi-disciplinary, inter-disciplinary, and
community-based arts, reflecting different cultural traditions as well as contemporary art forms and
practices.

The program provides grants to support organizational capacity through Operating Assistance as well
as one-time or time-limited initiatives through Project Assistance. Organizations may not apply for more
than one City of Richmond grant per year.

Operating Grants are provided to support the annual programming and operating activities of eligible
organizations, All grants are reviewed on a yearly basis and are not to be viewed by applicants as an on-
going source of funding.

Organizations already receiving City funding that represents the equivalent of operating funds are
not eligible for Operating Assistance. They are eligible for Project Assistance funding if their project is
outside the scope of their normal operations.

Application Forms

New applicants are encouraged to read through the Guidelines first to obtain a general understanding
of the program and then contact staff at Arts, Culture and Heritage Services to discuss your proposal and
confirm your eligibility.

The application form is available online at www.richmond.ca/citygrants
+  Applications must be received on or before the submission date. Late applications will not be accepted.
- Answer all the questions on the form concisely, and include all requested supporting materials.
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Project Assistance Eligibility Criteria

Project Assistance is available for new and/or developing arts and culture organizations, or established
arts and culture organizations working on a project basis or undertaking a special one-time initiative.

Applicants must be registered as a non-profit society in good standing within the Province of BC, having
been legally established and in operation for at least 6 months at the time of application deadline.

Applicants must be active in Richmond and may be based outside of Richmond so long as their project
takes place in Richmond, serves the Richmond community and employs Richmond artists (program may
include some artists that are not local). For example, an art installation in Richmond organized by a
Vancouver-based arts organization that employs Richmond artists and involves community engagement
with Richmond residents would be eligible, but a concert in Richmond presented by a Burnaby-based
organization would not be eligible,

Programming and services must be accessible to the public and publicized citywide, or in the case of
umbrella organizations, must further the interests of artists, creators, arts organizations and elements
of the arts community. The organization’s activities can include policy development, provision of
professional services, and production of collective projects.

Applicants must be independent organizations with clear mandates that include the provision of public
programs and/or services with an arts and culture focus.

All principal professional artists should be compensated for their participation commensurate with
industry standards. For more information about these standards, please refer to the following
organizations:

« American Federation of Musicians: www.afm.org

» Canadian Actors Equity Association; www.caea.com

« Canadian League of Composers: www.clc-Icc.ca

« Canadian Alliance of Dance Artists: www.cadadance.org

+  Professional Writers Association of Canada: www.pwac.ca

- Canadian Artists Representation/Le front des artistes canadiens/CARFAC; www.carfac.ca

Applicants should have stable administration and artistic leadership, directed by recognized arts/culture
professionals and/or experienced volunteers.

Applicants must have other cash revenue sources for their activity that may include self-generated

or earned revenue (ticket sales, concession, memberships), funding from other levels of government
(provincial, federal) and private sector support (fundraising, foundations, sponsorship, cash and in-kind
donations).

Applicants must provide independently prepared financial statements for the most recently completed
fiscal year: an un-audited statement endorsed by two signing officers (with balance sheet and income
statement, at minimum), review engagement or audit.

Project grant funds may be requested for up to 50% of the total cost of the project, to a maximum of
$5,000.

Examples of Eligible Activity

The development of arts and cultural activity that reflects cultural traditions or contemporary artistic
practices that will result in some form of dissemination or presentation to a broad public audience.
Public dissemination may include exhibitions, performance, publications, presentations, video, film, new
media, radio, or web-based initiatives (not the development of organizational/program websites.)

Artisanal projects that include manual work of a high standard to create items that may be functional
and/or decorative, including furniture, clothing, jewellery, watercraft, etc.

Collaborative and creative initiatives between professional artists and community members that will
result in some form of public presentation and which clearly express community interests and issues and
demonstrate a strong collaborative process.

Special requests for audio recordings, publications, film, video or web-based unique initiatives.
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»  Artistic Residencies that facilitate learning, development and cultural exchange between professional
artists or artisans and qualified host organizations. See Artistic Residencies, below.

Ineligible Organizations

+  Organizations which do not meet eligibility criteria and requirements
+  Other City of Richmond departments or branches
+  Social Service, Political, Religious or Sports organizations

Ineligible Activities

«  Core-training, in-class or curriculum-based training, conferences, mentorships
+  Bursaries or scholarships

+  Contests or competitions

+  Activity that is not artistic or cultural

«  Fundraisers

«  Deficitreduction

+  Activity outside of Richmond

«  Activity which has started prior to the application deadline

+  Capital projects

+  Delivery of services and resources by Service Organizations

Individual artists cannot apply on their own but may make an application in partnership with a qualifying
organization for artistic or skill development through an Artistic Residency:

Artistic Residencies

Artistic Residencies facilitate learning, development and cultural exchange opportunities between
professional artists or artisans, qualified host organizations, and/or the community.

- Residency candidates must be Richmond-based professional artists. The City’s definition of a
professional artist is one that has:
« completed basic training (university or college graduation or the equivalent in specialized training,
such as two or three years of self-directed study or apprenticeships);
+ isrecognized as such by peers; and
« is committed to devoting time to artistic activity, if financially feasible.

«  Applications may be made by a non-profit organization to either:
« host a residency, or
« sponsor a Richmond-based artist to be hosted by another organization (which may or may not be
a non-profit but where the residency supports the program objectives and the Artist’s residency
objectives.)

- Applicants may apply to host consecutive residencies in the second year; however, priority will be given
to new applicants each year. An applicant may sponsor more than one artist at a time within the same
project.

«  The organization must demonstrate the capacity to host or sponsor a residency and must meet the
General Eligibility criteria.
- There must be clear artistic development objectives for both the artist and host organization.

- The residency should provide opportunities for development and creation of the artist’s work and if
possible, some form of presentation of the artist’s work either in progress or at completion.

«  There should be some public engagement component of the work during the residency that would
offer learning opportunities for the artist, related staff, the arts and cultural community and/or the
general public,

«  The residency and work created therein must be in addition to the regular activities of the Host
organization,

«  The grant is applicable to project costs: artist fees, materials, presentation costs and project
administration costs born by the host organization.
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Artistic Residencies (cont’'d)

A Residency Agreement should address the points below (4 pages max, min 11 pt font):

Artist Letter of Intent demonstrating the residency objectives and how it will further the
development of the artist or artistic practice

Organization Letter of Intent indicating the residency objectives

A work plan (including timelines, activities, milestone dates, etc.)

Financial obligations of both parties

How the project will be evaluated

A contingency plan (addressing potential changes, conflict or non-compliance)
Signatures of all parties involved agreeing to the terms

Budget of revenues and expenses

Assessment Criteria

There are three key areas of evaluation that are weighted equally: merit, organizational competence and
community impact. The organization's recent activities (as outlined in the previous year’s Grant Use Report,
for example) as well as proposed ones are taken into consideration when assessing an application.

Programming/Merit

Quality of the organization’s creation, production, presentation, dissemination and service activities
(strength of intention, effectiveness of how it is put into practice, degree to which it enhances or
develops a form, practice or process and impact on the creative personnel involved)

Clear articulation of mandate/vision and degree to which the activity supports the mandate/vision

Distinctiveness of the organization’s activities in relation to comparable activities in Richmond. Does
it provide unique opportunities for artists, other arts organizations and the public?

Organizational Capacity

Evidence of clear mandate, competent administration, functional board and an appropriate
administrative and governance structure

Evidence of financial stability and accountability as demonstrated through prior financial
performance, achievable and balanced budgets, and financial management practices and plans

Evidence of planning in place to support the proposal and/or ongoing organizational capacity (as
per realistic schedules, timelines, planning practices, etc.)

Level of public access to the work, activities or services
Evidence of growing interest and attendance

Level of engagement with other arts organizations, artists and community groups from all of
Richmond'’s communities

Evidence of promotional and/or outreach strategies in place to encourage wide public participation,
awareness and engagement

Demonstrated support from the community as evidenced through partnerships, collaborations,
sponsorship support, in-kind support, volunteers, etc.
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Assessment and Awarding of Grants

Complete applications are assessed by an Assessment Committee made up of City staff. A report on the
Assessment Committee recommendations is written and submitted to City Council for their consideration
and approval.

Council will make the final grant decisions, at its sole discretion, based on the program goals, criteria,
policies, requirements and a review of City staff recommendations.

Council may:

«  Approve a funding application:
+ intotal, with or without conditions (i.e., subject to a mid-year review)
« in part, with or without conditions

«  Ask for more information

+ lIssue dollars in phases with conditions

«  Deny an application

Council has final approving authority.

Funds will be dispersed as soon as possible after Council approval. The objective is to have all funds
disbursed within 60 days of approval.

Grants are awarded on an annual basis. Applicants must re-apply each year. Continued funding is not
guaranteed,

Conditions of Assistance
Please note that if your organization receives a civic grant, the following conditions will apply:

«  Grantfunds must be applied to current expenses, not used to reduce or eliminate accumulated deficits.
Activities cannot be funded retroactively.

«  The Society will make every effort to secure funding from other sources as indicated in its application.
It will keep proper books of accounts for all receipts and expenditures relating to its activities and,
upon the City’s request, make available for inspection by the City or its auditors all records and books
of accounts.

« Ifthere are any changes in the organization’s activities as presented in this application, Arts, Culture
and Heritage Services Division must be notified in writing of such changes immediately. In the event
that the grant funds are not used for the organization’s activities as described in the application, they
are to be repaid to the City in full. If the activities are completed without requiring the full use of the
City funds, the remaining City funds are also to be returned to the City.

+  The City of Richmond requires organizations receiving a civic grant to appropriately acknowledge
the City’s support in all their information materials, including publications and programs related to
funded activities (i.e,, brochures, posters, advertisements, websites, advertisements, signs, etc.). Such
recognition must be commensurate with that given to other funding agencies. If the logos of other
funders are used in an acknowledgement, the City should be similarly represented. Acknowledgement
is provided by using the City of Richmond logo in accordance with prescribed standards. City
of Richmond logo files and usage standards will be provided to successful applicants. Failure to
acknowledge the City’s support may result in the inability of an organization to obtain grant support
in future years.

+  Receipt of a grant does not guarantee funding in the following fiscal year.

+  Successful applicants will complete a Grant Use Report online as a pre-condition for consideration of
an organization’s future grant applications. If the Project has not been completed at that time, an
updated Grant Use Report must be submitted upon completion.
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Confidentiality

All documents submitted by Applicants to the City of Richmond become the property of the City, The
City will make every effort to maintain the confidentiality of each application and the information
contained within except to the extent necessary to communicate information to staff and peer
members of the Assessment Committee for the purpose of evaluation and analysis, as well as to Council
for recommdation report. The City will not release any of this information to the public except as
required under the Province of British Columbia Freedom of Information and Protection of Privacy Act
or other legal disclosure process.
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Staff Report

Origin

The City has an existing credit facility agreement with its bank and is seeking Council’s annual
authorization through adoption of Revenue Anticipation Borrowing (2017) Bylaw No. 9674
(Attachment 1). The credit facility will be available in the form of up to $3,000,000 in standby
letters of credit, demand promissory notes or bank overdraft, up to $4,500,000 in leasing lines of
credit and up to $2,000,000 in commercial credit card.

Analysis

The $9,500,000 credit facility arrangement aforementioned meets the definition of revenue
anticipation borrowing as per Section 177 of the Community Charter. Under Section 177,
Council may, by bylaw, provide the authority to borrow money that may be necessary to meet
current lawful expenditures and to pay amounts required to meet the City’s taxing obligations in
relation to other local governments or public bodies. If money is borrowed pursuant to a revenue
anticipation borrowing bylaw, any money to be collected from property taxes must be used to
repay the money borrowed.

The maximum amount of borrowing allowed for revenue anticipation borrowing is the sum of
the unpaid taxes for the current year and the money remaining due from other governments (e.g.
payment in licu of taxes and grants). Therefore, the bylaw amount of $9,500,000 is well below
the limit imposed under Section 177 of the Community Charter.

The purpose of obtaining the $3,000,000 operating lines of credit is to ensure that the City has a
secondary source of credit in place to protect its bank accounts from the unlikely event of going
into an overdraft position. Staff regularly monitors the City’s cashflow position to prevent the
possibility of having to draw down on the credit facility. The purpose of obtaining the
$4,500,000 leasing lines of credit is to ensure that a leasing facility is available in the event it is
required. Both types of credit facilities, if they remain unused, will be free of charge for the City
to maintain. The purpose of obtaining $2,000,000 limit in commercial credit card is to provide a
convenient and cost-effective method of procuring and paying for low value goods and services.
The commercial credit card facility is also free of charge if payment is received within three days
after the statement date.

With the City’s solid financial position, the City has never utilized these credit facilities since
they were established. The purpose of maintaining these credit facilities is to ensure that they
will be available in the unlikely event that funds are required to meet short-term operational cash
flow needs.
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Staff Report
Origin

During the September 26, 2016 Council Meeting, Council endorsed the staff report titled
Proposed City-Wide DCC Capital Programs (2016-2041) and Updated City-Wide DCC Rates
dated August 25, 2016 from the Director of Finance, as the basis for further public consultation
in establishing the updated DCC Bylaw.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goals #3 — A Well-Planned Community:
3.1  Growth and development that reflects the OCP and related policies and bylaws.

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goals #7 — Strong Financial Stewardship:
7.1 Relevant and effective budget processes and policies.
7.2 Well-informed and sustainable financial decision making.

7.3 Transparent financial decisions that are appropriately communicated to the public.
Background

The City’s current Development Cost Charges Bylaw was amended and adopted by Council at
the September 14, 2009 Council Meeting and the amended DCC rate bylaw became effective on
September 15, 2010.

At the February 11, 2014 Council Meeting, Council adopted the following resolution in relation
to the Hamilton Area Plan Update Report:

That staff bring forward amendments to Development Cost Charges Imposition Bylaw
8024, no later than 20135 in order to add Hamilton Area Plan DCCs to the City-wide
DCC review process.

In response to the above Council referral and to follow the DCC Best Practice Guide published
by the Development Finance Review Committee which states that major amendments to the
DCC bylaws should be completed at least once every five years, staff have performed a major
DCC bylaw amendment which involves a full review of the DCC methodology including the
review and update of:

e Underlying DCC assumptions;
Broad policy considerations;
Development projections:
DCC program costs;
Timing of proposed capital projects;
Addition of new projects to the DCC program; and
Deletion from the DCC program of those capital projects that have been completed or are
no longer required.
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The primary concerns expressed by the industry groups were:

1.
2.
3.

The proposed increases in DCC rates are substantial, which affects housing affordability.
They prefer to see the DCC rate increase being phased in over a period of 3 years.

The 1-year in-stream protection provision under the Local Government Act does not provide
enough time for developments to get to the building permit issuance stage for the more
complex developments.

They have concerns that both Metro Vancouver DCC and Municipal DCC increases will put
a large burden on new developments.

Uncertainty of how senior government policies and foreseen changes in the political climate
would affect the housing market.

UDI’s comments and NAIOP’s comments are included in Attachment 3 and Attachment 3.1 of
this report. Staff response is found in Attachment 4 and is summarized as follows:

Staff Response

1.

Proposed increases in DCC rates are substantial.

The costs in the current DCC program were determined prior to 2008. Since then, land and
construction costs have increased significantly. The proposed DCC rates are increasing by
between 17% and 59% for the various development types for the first time in the past 8
years, while in comparison the average home resale value of Richmond has increased by
almost 150% during the same timeframe.

Despite the corresponding market increase in costs components within the City’s DCC
program, no adjustments had been made to either the DCC program or the DCC rates for the
past 8 years. The City therefore has to make this adjustment to truly reflect the current cost
of providing the required capital infrastructure to support growth.

To help mitigate rate increases in future DCC bylaw major amendments, staff will ensure the
DCC bylaw will be updated annually by the consumer price index as set out in the Provincial
Regulation: Development Cost Charge Amendment Bylaw Approval Exemption Regulation
130/2010. The annual DCC update should help mitigate DCC rate increases in future major
DCC amendments.

Proposed DCC rate increase to be phased over a period of 3 years.

UDI has requested that the new DCC rates be implemented in phases over 3 years to allow
the development industry to adjust plans and cost structures of their projects. NAIOP has
made a similar request over phasing of the proposed DCC rates.

Phasing of the DCC rates was proposed as an alternative to Council in the staff report titled
Proposed City-Wide DCC Capital Programs (2016-2041) and Updated City-Wide DCC
Rates dated August 25, 2016 from the Director of Finance. The phasing option was not
recommended on the basis that the administration requirement to implement the immediate
roll out of the proposed rate (without phasing) is far more simplified than a phased approach
for both the City and the development industry. Phasing of the rates will only further
prolong the cost adjustment period, causing the City’s DCC program costs to continue to be

CNCL - 127

4757567



January 23, 2017 -5-

behind the true cost of providing the required capital infrastructure, which is currently over 8
years behind.

In addition, benchmark analysis shows that the resulting cost burden impact (DCC dollar as a
percentage of average home price) to developers will be favourable for both single family
homes and townhouse when compared to historical ratios. The DCC as the percentage of
home sale price ratio for apartments will increase slightly under the proposed rate but it is
still considered favourable when being compared to the same ratio of comparable
municipalities.

To ensure that growth fairly pays for growth, staff recommend no further delay in
implementing the new rates and thus recommend that the proposed DCC rates be rolled out
in full without phasing. This one-time adjustment as proposed is equivalent to an average of
approximately 3.5% annualized rate increase per year for the past 8 years, where DCC rates
paid by developers had remained unchanged despite the substantial increase in market value
of land and construction costs in delivering the DCC capital projects.

3. In-Stream Protection for 12 months is not enough.

The industry was first made aware of the City’s intention to update its DCC rates when
Council made a referral to update the DCC rates upon adoption of the Hamilton Area Plan on
February 11, 2014. Assuming that the final adoption date of the proposed DCC Bylaw No.
9499 (which is still subject to Inspector’s Approval) will be in Spring 2017, the industry has
in essence been given over 3 years of notification period since the DCC rate update referral
was made in early 2014. Along with the 1-year in-stream protection for qualifying
applications under the Local Government Act, this will provide an additional year of
protection to the development industry before the new rates become effective. Thus, it was
determined that further or extended grace period is not warranted.

Staff have reassured thevdevelopment industry that, similar to the previous DCC Bylaw
update in 2009, City staff will form cross functional groups to ensure all qualified in-stream
applications will be processed and expedited within the grandfathering provision period.

4. Both Metro Vancouver DCC and Municipal DCC increases will put a large burden on new
developments.

Metro Vancouver’s DCC program includes capital infrastructure costs for treatment plants
and sewer inceptors that receive flows from municipal trunk sewers. Their collection from
growth is independent from that of the City’s DCC’s and any such changes in Metro
Vancouver’s DCC are mandated by the regional government that is beyond the City’s
control. Both Metro Vancouver and Richmond are required to update their outdated capital
program costs to reflect the true cost of providing the required capital infrastructure to
support growth.
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5. Uncertainty of how senior government policies and foreseen changes in political climate
would affect the housing market.

Should conditions exist in the real estate market that would change and affect future land
values and/or construction costs, any such cost adjustments would be reflected in the annual
DCC update when such market adjustments would be embedded in the referenced consumer
price index. In addition, annually staff will review the impact to the DCC program costs and
if significant events occur that warrant a major DCC review, staff will reflect these market
changes and will present to Council at a minimum once every 5 years or more often as
deemed appropriate.

Next Steps

Once the proposed DCC Bylaw is approved by Council for first, second and third readings, the
DCC Bylaw and all supporting documentation (including the 2016 DCC Update Report in
Attachment 5 which validates that all the works performed by staff to support the proposed
major DCC amendment are done in accordance with legislation) will be submitted to the
Ministry of Community, Sport & Cultural Development (“Ministry”) for review and statutory
approval.

If the Ministry recommends changes to the DCC Bylaw, staff will need to revise the bylaw and
re-present it to Council for approval. The DCC Bylaw, if approved by the Ministry, will be
presented to Council for final adoption.

Implementation Guidelines

Sections 511 and 568 of the Local Government Act that provide in-stream protection to
subdivision applications and precursor applications (e.g. rezoning application, development
permit application, building permit application) for a period of one year from the effective date
of the adopted DCC bylaw.

To qualify for in-stream protection (i.e. in order for the development to be grandfathered to the
current DCC rates instead of the new DCC rates in the amended DCC Bylaw), prior to the
effective date of the DCC bylaw, the subdivision applications or the precursor applications must
have been submitted in satisfactory form to and accepted by the City, and that all application fees
have been paid.

For in-stream applications to be grandfathered, the subdivision must be completed within 12
months after the bylaw is adopted. For in-stream precursor applications, the building permit
related to these applications must be issued within 12 months of the effective date of the bylaw
in order for the grand-fathering provision to be applicable.

Under the legislation, if any of the above applications are submitted to and accepted by the City
after the effective date of the adopted DCC bylaw, the application will be subject to the new
DCC rates (i.e. not eligible for in-stream protection).
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3 City of
222, Richmond Bylaw 9499

DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES IMPOSITION BYLAW NO. 9499

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

PART ONE: GENERAL PROVISIONS

1.1

1.2

4661434

Establishment of Development Cost Areas

1.1.1

For the purposes of imposing development cost charges, the City is not
divided into areas, except in respect of supplementary development cost
charges for development in the Alexandra area as shown on Schedule A.

Imposition of Development Cost Charges

1.2.1

1.2.2

1.2.3

In accordance with Division 19, “Development Costs Recovery”, of the Local
Government Act, development cost charges are imposed for the purpose of
providing funds to assist the City in paying the capital costs of providing,
constructing, altering or expanding sewage, water, drainage and highway
facilities, other than off-street parking facilities, and providing and improving
park land to service, directly or indirectly, the development for which the
charge is being imposed. Subject to the provisions of subsection 1.3.1 of this
Bylaw and in accordance the Local Government Act, development cost
charges are imposed on every person who obtains:

(a) approval of a subdivision of a parcel; or

(b) a building permit authorizing the construction, alteration or extension
of a building or part of a building that will, after the construction,
alteration or extension, contain one or more self-contained dwelling
units, as established in accordance with section 561(6) of the Local
Government Act.

Every person who obtains approval of a subdivision of a parcel or a building
permit must pay development cost charges in accordance with Schedule B
and Schedule C if the supplementary development cost charges apply.

Where a type of development is not identified in Schedule B and Schedule
C, the development cost charges for the most comparable type of
development, as determined by the City, are fo be used to determine the
amount payable.
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1.3

1.4

4661434

1.2.4

For developments with two or more types. of developments, the
development cost charge payable shall be calculated separately for each
portion of the development contained in the building permit or subdivision
application in accordance with the development cost charges for each
development type in Schedule B and Schedule C.

Exemption from Development Cost Charges

1.3.1

The development cost charges imposed under section 1.2 apply only to the
extent specified, and are subject to the restrictions specified the Local
Government Act. In accordance with provisions of Section 561 of the Local
Government Act, development cost charge is not payable if any of the
following applies in relation to a development authorized by a building
permit;

(a) where the permit authorizes the construction, alteration or extension
of a building or part of a building that is, or will be, after the
construction, alteration or extension, exempt from taxation under
Section 220(1)(h) or Section 224(2)(f) of the Community Charter,

(b) where the aggregate value of the work authorized by a building
permit does not exceed $50,000; or

(c) where the area of the self-contained dwelling unit in a building
authorized under a building permit is no larger in area than 29
square metres and the unit is to be put to no other use other than a
residential use in those dwelling units.

Payment of Development Cost Charges

1.4.1

14.2

The development cost charges imposed under subsection 1.2 must be paid
to the City in full as follows:

(a) in the cases of the single family or major industrial subdivision of a
parcel, at the time of the approval of the subdivision;

(b) for all cases other than that described in subsection 1.4.1(a), at the
time of the issuance of the building permit.

Development cost charges that would otherwise be payable in full at the
times specified in subsection 1.4.1 may be paid by instalments in accordance
with all terms and conditions of the Development Cost Charge (Instalments)
Regulation (B.C. Reg. 166/84) of the Local Government Act.
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PART TWO: INTERPRETATION

21 All terms in this bylaw will follow the Richmond Zoning Bylaw, except otherwise

defined herein:

APARTMENT

'BUILDING AREA (BA)

BUILDING PERMIT

4661434

means a residential dwelling unit which is or will be
situated in a building consisting of two or more
dwellings in which the dwellings are arranged in any
horizontal or vertical configuration and have access
from a common interior corridor. This also includes
congregate housing which is a multi-unit residential
building that contains two or more independent or
semi-independent units which shall be supplemented
by professional medical care, lay supervision and care,
communal dining facilities and housekeeping services.

means the total area of all storeys measured to the
outer limits of the building, which is the sum of:

(i) The floor area of the building(s) on-site used'for
Floor Area Ratio caiculations as defined in the
Richmond Zoning Bylaw; plus

(i) All common utility areas provided for the building,
such as mechanical, electrical, telephone, cable
and district energy utility rooms, electrical and
mechanical conduit shafts etc.; plus

(i) Al common service rooms provided for the
building, such garbage and recycling rooms and
storage rooms etc.

But excludes the sum of:
a) Bicycle parking rooms; plus

b) Vehicle parking, circulation and loading areas;
plus

c) Covered open areas of the building(s) on the
site intended to provide public access to
commercial spaces (i.e. covered areas such
as verandas, colonnades etc.)

means permission or authorization in writing by a
building inspector under the current Building Regulation
Bylaw of the City to perform construction regulated by
such bylaw.
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CITY

- COMMERCIAL

CONSTRUCTION

COUNCIL

DEVELOPMENT(S)

INSTITUTIONAL

LIGHT INDUSTRIAL

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT

MAJOR INDUSTRIAL

4661434

means the City of Richmond and includes the land, air
space and surface of water which comprise the City of
Richmond.

means all developments zoned commercial and all
developments having commercial uses undertaken in
buildings or on land where zoning designation is other
than commercial. Commercial use means the carrying
on of any business, including the sale or provision of
goods, accommodation, entertainment, meals or
services, but excludes indusirial uses, as defined in the
Richmond Zoning Bylaw.

means to build, erect, install, repair, alter, add, enlarge,
move, locate, relocate, reconstruct, demolish, remove, |
excavate or shore. '

means the Council of the City.

means approval of a subdivision of a parcel or the
issuance of a building permit for which a development
cost charge may be imposed, as defined in the Local
Government Act.

means development whichis created and that exists
by law or public authority for the benefit of the public in
general, and includes public hospitals, public and
private schools, and facilities used primarily for public
services.

means development zoned industrial, general, except
where the use is other than industrial, general as
defined in the Richmond Zoning Bylaw.

means the Local Government Act, R.S.B.C. 2015 as
amended from time to time.

means development zoned industrial, heavy, except
where the use is other than industrial, heavy, as
defined in the Richmond Zoning Bylaw.
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PARCEL

RESIDENTIAL

RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW

SINGLE FAMILY

SQUARE FOOTAGE OF
DWELLING UNIT
(sq. ft. of DU)

TOWNHOUSE

meané a lot, block, or other area in which land is held, or
into which land is legally subdivided.

means development of a parcel which falls under
residential zoning as defined in the Richmond Zoning
Bylaw, including congregate housing, but excludes
nursing homes and rest homes, which are deemed to be
institutional development.

means Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended
from time to time.

means single residential detached housing that has a
maximum of one principal dwelling unit and a
secondary suite or coach house as defined in the
Richmond Zoning Bylaw. This rate also applies to
each dwelling unit of two-unit dwellings as defined in
the Richmond Zoning Bylaw.

means the total floor area of the building or structure
contained within the exterior face of the structural
system of the exterior and basement walls and, where
applicable, the centre line of the common walls dividing
the dwelling units and shall include all the internal walls
within each dwelling unit excluding parking areas, crawl
spaces, balconies, canopies, terraces and sun decks.

refers to the definition of Housing, town, of the
Richmond Zoning Bylaw.

PART THREE: PREVIOUS BYLAW REPEAL

31 Development Cost Charges Imposition Bylaw 8024 and all amendments thereto is
hereby repealed except to the extent that sections 511 and/or 568 of the Local

Government Act apply.

PART FOUR: SEVERABILITY AND CITATION

4.1 The provisions of this bylaw are severable, and if for any reasons, any part, section,
subsection, clause, or sub-clause, or other words in this bylaw are found to be invalid
or unenforceable by the decision of a Court of competent jurisdiction, such decision
does not affect the validity of the remaining portions of this bylaw.

4661434
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SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 9499

Page 2 of 2
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Metro Vancouver DCC increases:

Metro Vancouver is also in the process of increasing their Development Cost Charges, and are aiming for
board approval in Spring 2017. These charges, when compiled with local municipal charges, will put a
large burden on new developments, and ultimately homebuyers. We ask that all rate increases, such as
affordable housing contributions and district energy costs, be examined holistically to determine their
combined impact on the market.

DCC Rates:

Richmond’s existing DCC rates across all asset classes are already high when compared to other
municipalities, as noted in the presentation slides from the November 3™ DCC public meeting. UDI
members feel the proposed rates are too high and will discourage development, particularly in the
industrial sector. The existing industrial rates were already more than double the rates of most other
municipalities in Metro Vancouver. The proposed increases (to $11.33/sq ft) will make Richmond’s
industrial DCC rates triple what they are in other comparable municipalities.

We ask that the industrial rates be re-examined and adjusted, and would also appreciate a justification
as to why Richmond’s industrial development cost charges already far exceed neighbouring
municipalities. Industrial properties already pay high property taxes, and the City should be carefui not
to overburden and discourage development of this sector which directly provides jobs and stimulates
the local economy.

Finally, we would be interested to see a breakdown of how DCCs collected from various asset classes are
attributed to specific projects in the DCC program. If you could provide a table that indicates which asset
classes fund which projects that would be appreciated.

We look forward to continuing to work with the City of Richmond on this issue and others.

Best Regards,
Anne McMullin

President and CEO
Urban Development Institute.

S:\Public\POLICY\MUNICIPAL LIAISON\Richmond\Letter re Richmond DCCs December 2016.docx
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Director of Finance, but these options were not endorsed by Council. It was determined that
phasing of the rates will only further prolong the cost adjustment period, causing the City’s DCC
program costs continued to be behind the true cost of providing the required capital infrastructure,
which is currently over 8 years behind.

It should be noted that the proposed DCC rates are increasing by between 17% and 59% for the
various development types for the first time in the past 8 years, while in comparison the average
home resale value of Richmond has increased by almost 150% during the same timeframe. This
one-time adjustment as proposed is equivalent to an approximately 3.5% annualized rate increase
per year for the past 8 years, where DCC rates had remained unchanged despite the substantial
increase in market value of land and construction costs in delivering the DCC capital projects,

Three years lapsed since Richmond Council made its first staff referral to update the DCC rates in
February 2014. Also taking into consideration that additional time will be required to obtain approval
from the Province before bylaw adoption, along with the mandatory 12-month in stream protection
available to qualified in-stream applications. This extended notification period of over four years since
2014 represents ample of time for the development industry.

As was discussed during the focus group meeting on October 18, 2016, that similar to the previous
DCC Bylaw update in 2009, City staff will form cross functional groups to ensure all in-stream
applications will be expedited and processed in prioritized manner to ensure the applications that meet
the in-stream protection requirements will be processed within the grandfathering provision period.
Metre Vancouver DCC Increases

Metro Vancouver’s DCC program includes capital infrastructure costs for treatment plants and
sewer inceptors that receive flows from municipal trunk sewers. Metro Vancouver’s collection
from growth is independent from the City’s DCC’s. Any such changes in Metro Vancouver’s DCC
are mandated by the regional government that is beyond the City’s control. Your response also
raises concerns over other municipal rate increases such as affordable housing and district energy
costs. This concern has been forwarded to the appropriate staff in those areas for their
consideration. DCC’s, in accordance with the Local Governiment Act, are calculated based on a
defined formulae and can only be charged and used on specific works such as roads, drainage,
water, sewerage, park acquisition and park development. DCC must be assessed and charged
based on existing DCC legislation to ensure that growth properly pays for growth.

DCC Rates
Staff are aware that commercial and industrial developments play an important role in creating
employment and stimulating the local economy.

During the process in deriving the proposed DCC rates, staff assessed the applicability of parkland
DCC’s to non-residential land use. The assessment has resulted in the non-residential park
acquisition DCC rate and the park development DCC rate being reduced by 82% and 69%
respectively from the current rates, . The decreases in the park DCC rates were offset by the
increases in other DCC components. As mentioned previously, the overall DCC rate increase was
primarily attributed to Richmond’s high land costs (associated with parkland acquisition and road
dedications) and increased DCC project costs, It is worth mentioning that Richmond’s
construction costs of capital infrastructure is typically higher relative to other comparing
municipalities because of its unique soil conditions and dewatering requirements. The proposed
changes in DCC program costs and growth projection assumptions have caused the overall increase
in DCC rates for all development types.

5280191
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City of Richmond
Transportation DCC Program

<ol 2018 Land 2018

_ Benefit to New.

Old Project | New Project oot Dissripon Pioject Lacation Project Location oo | construction 2078 Total Costs ; | Beneit 00Tt 1o Moy Hinicios) ':"““‘ DCC Recaverable 1;:::':““‘;"‘;;‘;;'
Code Code. i Primary Roadway Cross.Sireet of Road Seament thoveands) | Estimatein | (inthousands) ; Factor e P Bl i thaarde) | (n thousands) i & N
S ) thousands) External Net Project {in thousan ’s gn thousans l‘)‘, : {in: thousands).
sl S Funding Costs s i
A9P13 cw.o1  (Roadworks - Local, Residential Cosa-Lyporta Road atsura st ta No 4 Rd 847 547 347 95% 544 $0.44 343.80 277
oW-54 dworks - Left turn bay [Aiderbridge Wey [Akierbridge Way (E/8) at May Drive 5353 343 343 55% 326 5528 $322.98 $20.38
CW-53 |Randworks - Laft tusn bay [Adertridge Way [Atterridge Way (E/8) at MoCleliard Rd $34 343 343 5% 5326 $3.26 $322.28 52035
CW-50__|Traffic Signal - New [Alderbridge Way [Aidarbridgs Way at May Drive $103 193 183 5% 5183 $1.63 $183.28 $11.47
CW48 [Traffic Signal - Naw [Akterbridge Way Way ot MoClefland Road $193 53 153 95% 5183 3182 181,28 51147
TW-55_ [Roadworks - OFf Street bike way idge Way [Aldetbridge Way Bike Lane Niside 3208 209 5208 5% 518 5188 516,60 $12.44
CW-56 - O#f Straet bike way [Atderbridge Way [Aiderbridge Way Bike Lane Sisida 5208 209 5208 5% 3188 BE) $196.60 31244
New cc1 Zm"w‘“k" Urban Greemway inch S/W and |, 1. beidge Way Garden City Rd to Minoru Bivd 4,322 54,322 34322 5% 54,108 541,06 $4,085.28 3257.18
New 22 Sidewalk Wiy fnoru Blvd to Elmbridgs Way 5738 5738 5738 5% 701 F701 654,47 5553
APY - 07 ~Sidewalk [Atdesbridge Way No 4 Rd to Fisher D 5448 S48 $a45 5% 3424 5424 $419.88 52658
GEN-12 Gen-06 ::t:’r‘:’:‘k“d Crouswalk Improvement Arteriat Road Crosswalk Improvement Program various Locatians $7,500 37,500 $7.500 5% 37,125 §71.25 $7,053.75 $448.25
22002 CC-3__ [Roadworks, Widen to 4 lanes Beckwith 5t Gireat Canadian to Major-22-1 s 1%  s49 55,983 35,953 5% 35684 $56.64 35,626.06 35,85
New 1%} Widan to 4 lanes Beckwith 5t [No. 3 Road to Great Canadian Way §3,385 53,265 33,285 55% 3,121 §3t.21 $3,086.64 755,48
A13P29 cw-03 s":;;“;’\"'ks' Collectar, Commercial Cross- g, o1 ra Netson R to Graybar Re $15,007 515,007 57503 7,509 5% 57,128 $71.28 $7.056.83 $448.45
At3P4 CW-04 ::;?ﬂ"r"“’ks‘ Collector, Commercial Cross- 1y o)l pg Savage Road to No 7 Rd $14,955 514,955 514,955 95% 514,208 $14208 5$14,085.50 $889.85
A12P20 Cw- 05 Roadwarks - Arterial, Undivided, Widening {Bridgeport Rd St Edwards to Knight St $1,507 $1,507 31,507 B5% $1,432 51432 $1.417.78 $B9.69
33012 s g‘;:a;’g‘"k" Extension of Major Street, withlp, 1 rd Alderbridge Way to Lestie Rd s 500  siem 56,737 6,797 95% 36,400 384.00 $6,336.11 $400,85
28011 cc6 g‘;:g;’;’“‘ Extension of Major Street, withly o pa Combie Rd to Capstan Way / SexsmithRd | 5 4,000] 54,384 58,474 58,474 5% 38,050 $80.50 $7.969.63 $504.18
31013 ccy  |Roadworks, Widen, Add cycling Lanes, new | gy Cambie Rd to Lestie Rd 5 7,120 $4,459 $11,579 311,579 5% 311,000 $110,00 $10,885.85 $6B5.94
33020 ccg  |Roadworks, Widen, Add cycling Lanes, new . e ko Brown Rd to Hazelbridge Way s 2,450 51,601 54,051 34,051 85% 33,846 $38.48 $3,808.61 $241.01
A1P25 CW- 06 ::;z"’:’"‘s - Local, Residential Crass- Browngste Rd No 3 Rd to Hezelbridge Way 3162 5182 $162 95% 5173 3173 $170.95 $10.81
32001 cc9 5‘:?:;’;2;‘“'3““ Major Strest Segment o neate Rd River Parkway to No. 3 Road 5 8,180 $1,587 59,767 30,787 95% 59,278 $92.79 39,185.86 $581.14
33001 £c-10 gf\:;’w"”"’ Urban Greenwiay ncl /W and 1 i a Garden City Rd to No. 3 Road 5909 5909 3908 95% 5663 $6.69 3854.73 $54.07
32002 et :::‘::::’ks' Major street w/median in new | yie rd River Parkway to No. 3 Raad $ 3,080 5279 53,159 53,350 95% a0t $a1.91 $3,150.57 $199.89
28013 cc2 SR;’;"W“" Widen, Add cycling Lanes, new | way River Parkway to Garden City Re 5 8,300 $3,658 511,958 $11,358 5% 311,360 311360 $11,248.42 $71150
GEN-05 CW- 07 - Sidewalk Way - Sidewalk Alderbridge to Elmbridge Way $519 5519 $519 95% 5483 $4.83 $468.26 $30.89
CC5-2_ [Trafllc Signak- Upgrads City Cantre Trafflc Signal Program [Varlaus tocatlans in City Centre $5,600 55,600 5,500 o5% 35,320 353,20 $5,265.60 $333.20
CCS-1__[Trafic Signak New. City Centre Traffic Signal Program Variaus locations in City Centre $18,095 $18,005 $18,085 5% $17.195 $171.90 $17,016.35 $1,076.65
CCS-3__|Traffic Signak and 4in leg City Centre Traffic signal Upgrade Program Varios tocations in City Centra 3960 3560 3060 85% 3912 58.12 50288 $57.12
9011 CC13__ [Roadworks, Cycling Lanes Cock Rd Garden City Rd to No. 3 Road $3,325 3,308 3,325 o5% 33,169 531,55 $3,127.23 §197.84
4010 cc4 'é;:ﬂ":’;"ks’ Extension of Major Street, with}. ., rd Alderbridge Way to Lansdowne Rd s 0] 52,23 518,506 318,586 5% $17,656 517656 $17,479.80 $1,105.85
New [S4E Cyeling Lanes Cooney Rd Granitie Ave ta Lansdowne Rd 54,193 54,193 $4,193 5% 53,983 53983 $3,.943.49 $249.48
A12P39 cw- 08 ::;:,‘:"r'_ks - Local Residential Cross> |0, way Capstan Way to Sea island Way $1,501 54,501 $1,50¢ 95% $1.426 $14.25 $1,411.37 $89.29
GEN-04 Gen-02 gf::r':‘:“"a“’““““ Improvement Cycling Infrastructure Improvement Program various locations 37,500 57,500 57,500 95% §7,125 $71.25 $7053.75 $446.25
CW-03__ |Roadworks - Overpass Structure over Crossing Pedastrian Ovarpass: No 2 Foad No 2 Raad $500 5500 §500 5% 5475 5475 $470.55 535,75
Roadwarks - Collector, Residantal, Gross- )
A9P12 Q=10 s Ferndals Road Garden City Rd to No 4 Rd 700 5700 sTon 5% s885 $6.65 $658.14 $41.64
ABP5 CW-11 Roadworks - Arterial, Undivided, Widening |Francis Road [No 3 Road to Garden City Road $2,163 $2,163 §2,163 95% §2,055 $20.55 $2,034.25 $128,70
AT3P30 w1z |Roadenes Local, C @l Jeraserwood Way Dyke R to Boundary Rd $10,509 510,509 $10,509 95% 59984 599.84 $9,863.84 362529
GENDS T 13 ~ Sidewalk Garden City Sea Hiand to Camble Rd 853 5853 5853 5% 810 3810 502,37 $5075
Roadworks, Ped/cyc crossing
4020 CC-16  [enhancements, on Garden City, between [Garden City g lderbridge Way to Westminster Hey $300 $300 5300 95% 3285 $2.85 $262.15 $17.65
Atderbridge and Westminster
CW-52__[Roadworks - Left turn bay Gacden City Rd [Garden Ciy {515 at Fulive Lesle Rd $343 §34 5343 5% §326 5326 332228 52038
CW-51__ Roadworks - Left turn bay [Garden City Rd Garden City {5/B) at Orlin Rd 5343 5343 5343 5% $326 53.26 $322.28 $20.35
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Transporiation DCC Program

016

Benefit to New

T

. Total Municipal

, . L 2098 Land | . Muntcipal Assist |
Old Project |:New Project: Project Location Project Location Construction :|2016 Total Costs Benefit: ; DCC Recoverable
Project Discription . Cost{in o - Developmant: Factor 1% 2 Respansibility
= Cod Code’ Primary Roadw: Cross-Street or Road Segmant Estimate (in i thousands] Facto: " (S thiousands N
o i e ; T ey : o mm,’sa,',\d,‘) thnnsnnd(;) ! : ) External - | Net Project - (in u‘,""""d” (in thousands) ! e ! o]/ lin thousands)
Funding Costs’
Roadworks, Ped/cyc crossing
28034 CC-18  [enhancements, on Garden City, between  |Garden City Rl Sea Island Way ta Cambie Rd $300 5300 3300 5% $285 $2.85 $282.15 $17.85
Sea lsland and Cambie
A0PS CW-14__|Roadworks - Adarial, Divided, Widening __|Garden City Ad Westminster Hwy to Granville Ave 33210 3,210 33,210 95% $3,050 $30.50 $3018.33 $191.01
Roadworks, Ped/cyc crossing
9028 cc17 lenhancements, on Garden City, between  [Garden City Rd jWestminster Hwy to Granville Avenue $300 $300 3300 95% $285 52,85 528215 $17.85
and Granvilte
5001 cc9 E‘:::::;’;‘ Upgrade Cycling, Add Urban |\ oy Dinsmore Bridge to River Parkway s151 $151 $151 95% 3144 31.44 $142.10 58.99
5003 cc20 Zﬁ:"”‘"k" Urban Greenway incl S/W and oo, 4 g Elrbridge Way to Westminster Hwy $526 s526 $526 5% $500 35,00 $494.67 $3130
8001 ccat g{’v“:w"rk” Urban Greenwiay incl S/W and o,y pa Granvilte Avenue to Westminster Hiy 1,819 1,819 31,818 5% 31,728 $17.28 5171052 $108.21
Roadwarks, Ped/cyc crosing
5029 cc-22 enhancements, on Gilbert Road at Gitbert Rd Cansdowne Rd $300 $300 5300 85% 3285 3285 3282.15 $17.85
|Lansdowne
Roadviorks, Widen to 4 tanes, Upgr. )
5002 ccz3 ! Gitbert Rd River Parkway to Elmbridge Way s 2910)  $1,704 54,614 84614 95% 34,383 $43.83 $4,339.47 527453
| Cycling, Urban Greenway
9Pt oW- 15 - Arterlal, Undivided {widening} |Granvilie Ave (Garden City Rd to Na 4 Rd 52,854 52,884 52,884 95% $2740 s27.40 8271247 $171.60
New cc4 s:’\:’w"'k" Urban Greenway frct S/W and o e avenue Garden City Rd to Gilbert Rd $3,049 $3,049 53,049 B5% $2,897 52897 $2,867.81 3161.42
71007 CC-25__|Roadwarks, Urban Gresnway Great Canadian Way fchwith SE to River Rd 594 %54 354 55% 530 50.90 566,68 561
ATP3Z_| CW-1B ~Collector, G H Way Cambie Road to Browngate 3126 5126 5128 5% $720 $1.20 511258 $750
28024 cc26 2::::\’:{'5:‘ Extend Minor Street - |Hazelbridge Way Icapstan Rd to Sexsmith Rd $1,948 §1,948 $1.948 95% $1,851 318,51 §1,800.32 $115.92
A3 T 15 Bike Lane Tacombs Rd Hey to Bathgate 564 564 64 5% 360 5060 $50.83 .78
GEN05 W20 Sidevalk Jacombs Road Jacombs Rd: Cambie Rd to Bathgate R $225 225 5225 5% 5214 5214 31154 $13.38
M0 | cweay  [Roadworks - New Local Kenox Rd o & Rd to Ho 7 Rd 59,076 59,076 59,078 a5% sa622 $66.22 $8.535.51 $530.89
A10p26 cW-22  [Roadworks - Local, Commercial, Widening [Kwantien 5t Aldterbridge Way ta Alexandra Rosd 2503 5508 $3,101 $3,101 o5% 52,09 $20.46 $2,816.38 $184.50
4013 77 |Roadworks, Cycling, Urban Greanway _|Lansdowne Ra Garden City Rd to No. 3 Road s 3570]  sa,797 $6,367 $6,367 95% $6,048 $60.48 5,988,017 $378.83
Roadworks, Extend Major Street, Include )
5016 cc-28 Cycing, Urban Greenway Lansdowne Rd Gitbert Rd to Minoru Blvd S 7,540 $3,306 310,846 $10,848 95% $10,303 5103.02 510,200.44 $645.32
7 €25 |Roadworks, Cycling, Urban Gresnway ___ |Lansdowne Ra inoru Bivd to No- 3 Road §  2810] 51060 53,870 $3470 5% 33676 $36.76 $3,639.63 230,25
Rondworks, Extend Major Street, Include
so12 CC30 o g, Uroan Gresmuny Lansdowne Rd [River Parkway ta Gitbert Rd s o310f s457 54,708 34,708 85% 34473 $44.73 5442778 260,12
Roadworks, Widen, new S/W, Bicycle )
33023 cc-31 Friendly Street (Shared Lanet Lestie Rd Brown Rd to Garden City Rd $ 520 $2,352 $2,872 32,872 5% $2,728 $27.28 $2.700.68 $170.86
. Roadwarks, Reatign and upgrade, Bicycle
33021 R ey St (sared ) Lestie Ra Brown Rd to Hazelbridge Way 3 s10)  §,483 51,973 51973 5% $1,875 $18.75 $1,855.76 $117.40
33022 ccaz  |Roadworks, Sidevialk Improvements, Lestie Rd Hazelbridge Way to No. 3 Road $619 5619 3819 95% 3568 3568 3562.28 $38.84
Bicycle Friendly Street - - !
Roadworks, Widen, new 5/W, Bicycle )
012 CE ey Street (Shared Lane) Lestie Rd River Parkway to No. 3 Road s 2,810]  su152 $4,962 4,962 85% 54714 547,14 $4,666.37 $205.21
R4 CW-23__|Rosdworks - New Lowal, Full Lynas Lane Extansion Granville Ave to Lynnwoad Dr 51,621 1,621 1,621 5% $i,540 $15.40 5152462 336,45
Gen-09__|Major on lmp Major on lmp various locations 25,6000 525,000 25,000 9% 523,750 $23750 52351255 $1,487.50
Gen-07__ |Minor Traffic Safety Improvements IMinor Traffic Safety Improvements Various tocations 1,000 $1,000 51,000 95% 3850 §9.50 594050 §55.50
. Roadworks, Extend Major Street, Include ], . .
5021 O | iine, Urbean Creanmey Minoss Bivd blderbridge Way to River Parkway s om0 s188 510,266 $10,286 95% $9,752 567.52 $0,654.95 $610.81
17003 CC-38__[Roadworks, Sidewalk Improvements Minoru Bivd [Blundell Road to Granvilie Avenue 563 5683 3683 5% ) $6.40 $642.11 54062
New ccay Cycling, Urban Greenway inary Bivd Granville Avenus to Alderbridge Way 1,492 $1,452 1,452 5% §1,417 51417 140282 $66.75
Roadworks - New Local, - —
A15P1 W24 et Consiretion Mitchell Rd Tipping Rd ta east 84502 $4,502 4502 95% 4217 $42.77 3423430 5267.67
Neighbourhood Cenfre Active ;
NSC-5 [Transportation Improvements Centre Active Tr City 53,839 $3.638 $3,639 85% $3,457 $34.57 52,422.38 321851
Neighbourhood Centre Active
N5C-7 Transportation improvements Cenlre Aclive Camble $5503 $5,503 35,503 55% §5,228 §52.28 $5,175.37 $327.42
GEN-D | GenD3 _|Neighbourhoad Traffic Calming Program Traffic Calming Program arfous focations 54,000 34,000 4,000 5% $3.600 $36.00 53,762.00 $238.00
Al3p9a | CW-25  [Rosdwaris - Arterial, Undivied, Widening |Nalson Rd Westminster Hwy to Blundelt Rd sa418 54,416 32,208 $2,208 o5% 52,007 52097 $2,078.45 $131.37
A::pi’ Cw-26  [Roadworks - Arterial, Undivided, Widening {No 2 Road Widening Steveston Hwy to Dyke Road 50 95% 30 50.00 $0.00 50,00
A7P2 w127 \I}wo:m:;ks - Minar Arterlal, Commercial, No 5 Rd ;::Dbson Rd {formeriy Hartnelt Rd) to Dyke $2.208 52,249 2,248 05% 52,437 52137 $2.115.45 $120.89
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City of Richmond
Transportation DCC Program

: : o . 2015 o ! |
- o i ' . it tal
Old Project | New:Project Project Discrl fion.. Project Lovation: Project-Logation’ : 22;:‘;:“ Gonstruction ' [2015 Total Gosts: Benefit ’;::3:::::’ M"';:’:'::" :,’:‘s nee 2k
Code’ Code - , : F : Primary.Roadway.: - Cross-Sireef or Road Segment: th d Estimate (in: | (in thousands), e Factor. i th P ds) s {in thousands) | in th
7 it : 2 e : H : ousands) thousands) External Net Project (10 thousands) (in thousands) R [in.thousands)
: Funding Costs’ :
A1P12 cw-28  |Roadworks - Arerlal, Undivided, Widening |No 6 Rd Bricgeport Rd to Cambie Rd 34077 54,017 34,077 5% 3,873 338,73 $3.834.52 524250
A1P13 W29 |Roadworks - Arterial, Undivided, Widening |No 6 Rd Cambie Rd ta Hwy 91 $889 5809 5889 B5% 5845 38.45 $835.56 35292
A1P7 CW-30  {Roadworks - Arterisl, Undvided, Widening |No 6 Rd Triangle Rd to Stevaston Hwy 2,420 $2,429 52,429 5% $2,307 $23,07 $2,284.26 $144.51
Roadworks, Realign and upgrade - Urban
33005 Cco  [Greeoway Incl S/W and Blvd west side. | 4 ooy Alderbridge Way to Cambie Rd 5894 5894 3894 85% 3649 38,49 5840.84 353,19
{include future widening for raised
bikelane on wast sidel
4005 cc4t Urban Greenway fnct S/W and | 5 poag Aderbridge Way to Westminster Hwy 5608 $608 3608 a5% 577 $5.77 571,60 $36.16
Blvd, west side
Roadwarks, Reatign and upgrade - Usban
28002 ccqy  [Oresowayincl S/Wand Bid west side. Y gy Bridgeport Road to Cambie Rd 5 1,700 51,760 53,460 $3,460 95% $3,287 $32.87 $3,253.81 5205.85
{inctude future widening for raised
bikelane on west side}
21011 Ce4y  [Roadworks, Realign and upgrade (Future | 5 p oy Bricgeport Ruad to River Rd s 90| 51,834 52,014 52,814 5% 52473 $28.73 $2.648.10 516740
widening / realignment)
9002 e :‘l":";f:s‘:'s;'e"“" Greenway fncl S/Wand |\ 3 poad Granville Avenue to Westminster Hwy 51,381 1,301 31,381 85% $1312 $taa2 $1,209.18 38219
33025 ccq5  [Roadworks, Realien and upgrade to major o 4 gg Brown Rd to Odlin Cr. s a0 52,938 511,538 $11,538 95% $10,961 $109.61 $10,851.20 $686.49
street with cycling
33026 Cep  |RoRdworks, Realign and upgrade to major |y, py Garden City Rd to Odlin Cr. s 2,00 5300 52,310 52310 95% $2,184 $21.94 $2,472.46 $137.44
street with cycling
MP1D cw-3q  |Roadvorks - Local, Residential Cross- Princess t, Princess Lane, London Rd area Princess St, Princess Lane, London Rd area 3567 5567 35567 5% 3539 3539 $533,14 $33.73
section Construiction
Gen-08__|Project Partnership Funding Project ip Funding various locations $10,000 $10,000 $10,000 5% 59,500 §95,00 $9,405.00 $505.00
28017 cc4s f::y‘i’;",”‘" Major straet w/median in neW |y, parkway Cambie Rd to Capstan Way 5 5,930 54,589 10,519 310518 95% 39,993 509,93 59,893.53 $625.91
New cc49 S;:Z';:’f‘ Road extension to ftertm o, o b toway cambie Rd ta Capstan Way 7,29 $7,290 37,280 95% 56,926 360.26 $5.856.25 $433.76
New CC-50 5:::;;""' Major street w/median 10 new o poriway Cambie Rd to Gilbert Rd 8,414 58,414 38,44 5% 37,004 §79.94 §7.912.70 $500.65
New cc-st f;“"i‘:‘r’z” Road extension tointerim o, - parkway Cambie Rd to Gilbert Rd 11,300 511,300 $11,300 95% $10,738 $107.35 $10,627.65 $672.35
6003 cc-52 ?::‘i’;’:r’k" Major street w/median in new |o. o oo way Gilbert Rd to Hotlybridge Way 52,187 52,187 52,487 95% 52078 32078 $2,056.87 $130.13
6005 ccos3 ﬁ:’:ddl:’:'k" Widen to 4 lanes + cycling + oc o poriway Hottybridge Way to No. 2 Road 53,507 §3,507 53,587 5% 53,408 $34.08 $3,374.03 5213.45
New CW-32__|Land Acq (CP Road) River Parkway No 2 to Capstan Way 515,200 §0 $15,200 §16,200 5% $14,440 514520 $14,205.60 80440
AT2pg TW-33 - Sidewalk River Rd Sidewalk No 4 Ref to Shell Rd 51,751 §1,751 51,751 95% $1,663 51663 §1,646.42 5104.16
- Lozal, Ct
A13P9 .34 [ROEReS savage Rd Knox Way to River Rd $1,401 51,401 1,401 5% 1,331 #1331 51317.35 38334
21014 €54 ecling Widen to 4 lanes, Shared it R Beciwith 5t to Eridgeport Road $1,512 1,512 81512 95% $1,436 51438 $1,422.05 $88.96
21013 cCes5 z;:l‘:“wg"'ks' Extension of Major Street, with|c it Rd Beckwith 5t to Charles 5t $1,139 51,139 $1.139 95% 31,082 $10.82 $1,071.61 $67.79
28021 2 i Widen, Add cyciing Lanes, DeW | vith kd Sea istand Way to Capstan Way s 3,850 $3,321 7,471 $7.471 95% $6,812 368,12 $6,743.88 342665
AlPIS CW-35  [Roadworks - Arterial, Undivided, Widening [Shell Rd Bridgeport Rd to Cambie Rd $11.672 $11,072 11,872 5% $11,279 $112.79 $11,165.83 $706.40
At2p4 cw-36 - Arterial, Undivided, Witening ~[Shell Rd Bricgeport Re to River Rd 84834 54,934 54934 5% 54,687 546,67 $4,640.10 $299.55
A11P16 CW-37  [Roadviorks - Arterial, Undivided, Widening [Shell Rd Cambie d to Alderbridge 3251 $251 $251 95% 5238 $238 $236.12 81494
A8Pa CW-38  |Roadworks - Arterial, Undivided, Widening [Shell Rd (west) Williams Rd to Steveston Hey 85,844 55,844 35,844 a5% 85,551 $85.51 $5,495.89 3347.69
GEN-0S Gen-03 [Sidewalk, annual program Sidewalk, annual progrem :::':;’;“"‘"“ {non-development 5,000 35,000 35,000 95% 34750 $47.50 $4,702.50 5297.50
33035 ccs7 :::z‘;’::‘:l’ Extend Minar Strest - Sorenson Cr [Alexandra Rd to Leslie Rd 5987 $987 3907 5% §338 59.38 $928.45 55874
Roatvworks - Local, Residential Cross- "
A9P19 CWe 30 | oo South MeLennan east-west ring road $3010 33,601 $6,811 38611 5% 8,471 564.71 $6.408.08 $405.28
A3P13 CW-4p  |RoRdworks - Arterlal, Rural Undivided, o, oot Hwy widening iy 99 to Palmberg Road 58,028 58,028 58,028 5% sT827 $78.27 $7550.44 $477.67
Widering 4
GEND3 Gend1 [Traffic signal Program Traffic Signal Program various locations $25,000 525,000 §25,000 §5% $23,750 $237.50 §23512.50 §1,467.50
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CITY OF RICHMOND

DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES IMPOSITION

BYLAW NO. 8024

EFFECTIVE DATE - FEBRUARY 27, 2006
CONSOLIDATED FOR CONVENIENCE ONLY

This is a consclidation of the bylaws below. The amendment bylaws have been combined with
the original bylaw for convenience only. This consolidation is not a legal document. Certified
copies of the original bylaws shouid be consulted for all interpretations and applications of the
bylaws on this subject.

AMENDMENT BYLAW EFFECTIVE DATE
Bylaw 8060 July 24, 2006
Bylaw 8049 July 1, 2007
Bylaw 8396 September 15, 2010

The Revised Schedules B, C, D, and E come
into effect on September 15, 2010 (unless an
applicant agrees in writing that Schedules B, C,
D, and E should come into effect on an earlier
date).

2729228
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City of Richmond , Bylaw 8024

DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES IMPOSITION BYLAW NO. 8024

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:

PART ONE: GENERAL PROVISIONS

1.1 Establishment of Development Cost Areas

1.1.1

For the purposes of imposing development cost charges, the City is not divided into
areas, except in respect of supplementary development cost charges for
development in the Alexandra shown on Schedule A.

1.2 Imposition of Development Cost Charges

1.21

1.2.3

1.2.4

in accordance with the provisions of Section 933(1) of the Local Government Act,
development cost charges are imposed, subject to the provisions of subsection
1.3.1, on every person who obtains:

(a) approval of a subdivision of a parcel; or

{b) a building permit.

Every person who obtains approval of a subdivision of a parcel or a building permit

must pay development cost charges on the following basis:

(@) for residential development in accordance with Schedule B

(b) for commercial development in accordance with Schedule C

{c) for light industrial development in accordance with Schedule D

(d) for major industrial development in accordance with Schedule E,

(e) for development in the Alexandra area, supplementary development cost

charges in accordance with Schedule F.
Where a type of development is not identified in subsection 1.2.2, the development
cost charges for the most comparable type of development are to be used to
determine the amount payable.

Schedules A, B, C, D, E and F are attached and form a part of this bylaw.
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Bylaw 8024 2

1.3 Restrictions on Requirement to Pay Development Cost Charges

1.3.1 The development cost charges imposed under section 1.2 apply only to the extent
specified, and are subject to the restrictions specified in Division 10 of Part 26 of the
Local Government Act.

1.4 Due Date For Payment of Development Cost Charges

1.4.1  The development cost charges imposed under subsection 1.2.1 must be paid:
(a) in the case of the subdivision of a parcel, prior to the approval of the
subdivision; and

(b} in the case of a building permit, prior to the issuance of the huilding
permit.

PART TWO: CALCULATION VARIATIONS

2.1 Parcels Covered By Water

2.1.1 For the purposes of calculating those portions of development cost charges based
on a per acre rate, the acreage to be used in the calculations must include any
portions of the parcel or parcels being subdivided or developed which are covered
by water.

2.2 Combination Developments

2.2.1 In the case of an application for building permit for a combination of both residential
development and commercial development, the development cost charges are to be
calculated as the sum of: h
(a) for the residential development the applicable rate muitiplied by the number of

square feet; plus
(b) for the commercial development the applicable rate multiplied by the number of

square feet.”

2.3 Marinas
2.3.1 Liveaboard Marinas

In the case of a marina designed and intended solely for the moorage of floating
homes, development cost charges are calculated on the basis of the residential
development charge specified in Schedule B, except for the drainage portion of the
development cost charges which are calculated at the rate for commercial
development specified in Schedule C, applied to the total square footage of the land
used in conjunction with the marina.

2729228
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Bylaw 8024

2.3.2 Other Marinas

In the case of a marina other than a marina designed solely for the moorage of
floating homes, development cost charges are calculated as the sum of:

{a) for the water area, the square foot rate for a one storey commercial building
with a building area equal to the total area of all floats, wharves, docks, piers,
and buildings on the water lot being used for the marina; plus

{b) for any land area used in conjunction with such marina, the applicable square
foot rate for commercial development based on the number of storeys
multiplied by the total building area on the land.

PART THREE: INTERPRETATION

31 in this bylaw, unless the context requires otherwise:

BUILDING

BUILDING AREA

BUILDING PERMIT

ciTYy

COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT

CONSTRUCT/CONSTRUCTION

COUNCIL

DEVELOPMENT

DWELLING, ONE-FAMILY

means a structure or portion of a structure, including
foundations and supporting structures for equipment or
machinery or both, which is used or intended to be used for
supporting or sheltering a use, occupancy, persons, animals,

or property.

means the total area of all storeys measured to the outer
limits of the building, but does not include any area of a
building used exclusively for parking.

means permission or authorization in writing by a building
inspector under the current Building Regulation Bylaw of the
City to perform construction reguiated by such bylaw.

means the City of Richmond and includes the land, air space
and surface of water which comprise the City of Richmond.

means development of a parcel which falls within the Class
6 designation in the BC Assessment Authority Prescribed
Classes of Property Regulation and includes institutional
development.

means to build, erect, install, repair, alter, add, enlarge,
move, locate, relocate, reconstruct, demolish, remove,
excavate or shore.

means the Council of the City.

means approval of a subdivision of a parcel or the
issuance of a building permit as specified in Section 932
of the Local Government Act.

means a detached building used exclusively for residential
purpose, containing one dwelling unit only with a maximum
of two kitchens.
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Bylaw 8024

INSTITUTIONAL DEVELOPMENT

LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

MAJOR INDUSTRIAL
DEVELOPMENT

MULTI-FAMILY DWELLING

PARCEL

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

STOREY

STRUCTURE

TOWNHOUSE

27209228

means any development which is created and exists by
law or public authority for the benefit of the public in
general, and includes public hospitals, public and private
schools and churches.

means development of a parcel which falls within the Class
5 designation in the BC Assessment Authority Prescribed
Classes of Property Regulation.

means development of a parcel which falis within
the Class 4 designation in the BC Assessment Authority
Prescribed Classes of Property Regulation.

means a building containing two or meore dwelling units, but
not including a townhouse.

means a lot, block, or other area in which iand is held, or into
which land is legally subdivided.

means development of a parcel which falls within the Class
1 designation in the BC Assessment Authorily Prescribed
Classes of Property Regulation, but excludes nursing homes
and rest homes, which are deemed to be institutional
development.

means that portion of a building which is situated between
the top of any floor and the top of the floor next above i,
and if there is no floor above it, that portion between the
top of such floor and the ceiling above it, provided that for
the purposes of calculation of the number of storeys a
mezzanine is to be considered to be one storey.

means all or part of a construction, whether fixed to,
supported by, sunk into, or located in, land, water or
airspace, and includes freestanding sign structures over
3.0 m in height and supporting structures for such signs, and
includes a sewage holding tank, but excludes landscaping,
paving, a fence, or a retaining wall under 1.0 m in height.

means a building containing two or more dwelling units,
where each unit has a separate entrance at the first level.
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Bylaw 8024

PART FOUR: PREVIOUS BYLAW REPEAL

4.1 Development Cost Charges Imposition Bylaw No. 7676, adopted on May 25, 2004, is
repealed.

PART FIVE: SEVERABILITY AND CITATION

5.1 if any part, section, sub-section, clause, or sub-clause of this bylaw is, for any reason, held
to be invalid by the decision of a Court of competent jurisdiction, such decision does not
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this bylaw.

5.2 This bylaw is cited as “Development Cost Charges Imposition Bylaw No. 8024
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SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 8024

Page 2 of 2
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Bylaw 8024

SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 8024

DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES - RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

Single-Family Dwelling

Servicing Type rate per lot
Road Works $6,183.85
Drainage $3,777.61
Water Works _ $ 71254
Sanitary Sewer $1,811.99
Parks Acquisition $8,715.47
Parks Development $ 3,658.07
TOTAL $24,859.53
Townhouse
Servicing Type rate per square foot of the building area
Road Works $ 2.97
Drainage $ 1.62
Water Works 3 046
Sanitary Sewer § 1.18
Parks Acquisition § 5.67
Parks Development $ 238
TOTAL $14.28
Multi-Family Dwelling
Servicing Type rate per square foot of the building area
Road Works $ 396
Drainage $ 115
Water Works $ 048
Sanitary Sewer § 1.21
Parks Acquisition $ 584
Parks Development § 245
TOTAL $15.09
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SCHEDULE C to BYLAW NO. 8024
DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES - COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT

Servicing Tvpe rate per square foot of the building area
Road Works $ 7.89
Drainage $ 1.13
Water Works $ 0.18
Sanitary Sewer $ 046
Parks Acquisition $ 1.10
Parks Development S 046
TOTAL $11.22

SCHEDULE D to BYLAW NO. 8024

DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES - LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Servicing Type rate per square foot of the building area
Road Works $ 5.64
Drainage $ L12
Water Works $ 0.18
Sanitary Sewer $ 046
Parks Acquisition S L10
Parks Development $ 046
TOTAL $ 8.96

SCHEDULE E to BYLAW NO. 8024

DEVELOPMENT COST CHARGES - MAJOR INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Servicing Type rate per acre of gross site area
Road Works § 29,440.83
Drainage § 34,396.09
Water Works $ 3,932.04
Sanitary Sewer % 999915
Parks Acquisition § 4275.10
Parks Development $ 1,794.35
TOTAL 3 83,837.56

2720228
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Bylaw 8024 10

SCHEDULE F to BYLAW NO. 8024

SUPPLEMENTARY DEVELOPMENT COST
CHARGES IN ALEXANDRA AREA

In addition to the development cost charges applicable city-wide in Richmond, development
in the Alexandra Area shall pay the following development cost charges:

Multi-Family Dwelling

Servicing Type rate per square foot of the building area
Roads $3.14
Storm Drainage $0.36
Water $0.07
Sanitary Sewer $0.15
Parks Acquisition $3.41
Parks Development $0.43
TOTAL $7.56
Townhouse
Servicing Type rate per square foot of the building area
Roads $2.35
Storm Drainage $0.51
Water $0.07
Sanitary Sewer $0.15
Parks Acquisition $3.31
Parks Development $0.42
TOTAL ' $6.81

Commercial Development

Servicing Type rate per square foot of the building area
Roads : $6.26
Storm Drainage $0.35
Water $0.03
Sanitary Sewer $0.06
Parks Acquisition $0.64
Parks Development $0.08
TOTAL $7.42
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7 City of

‘P’ . Report to Committee
¢4 Richmond P

To: Planning Committee Date: January 14, 2017

From: Cathryn Volkering Carlile File:  07-3400-01/2017-Vol
General Manager, Community Services 01

Re: Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2016 Annual Report and 2017 Work
Program

Staff Recommendation

That the staff report titled, “Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2016 Annual Report and
2017 Work Program”, dated January 14, 2017, from the General Manager, Community Services,
be approved.

&LCQ{%C/{:}?/

Cathryn Volkering Carlile
General Manager, Community Services
(604-276-4068)

Att. 2

REPORT CONCURRENCE

CONCUR;?ENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
. -

REVIEWED BY STAFF REPORT/ INITIALS:
AGENDA REVIEW SUBCOMMITTEE D\J J
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Staff Report
Origin

The Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee (RSAC) was formed in 1991 to advise Council
regarding the concerns and future needs of Richmond seniors. The committee studies a range of
matters deemed of concern to seniors and submits information, options and recommendations to
City Council. The City supports the RSAC by providing an annual operating budget, a Council
liaison and a staff liaison.

This report presents the RSAC 2016 Annual Report (Attachment 1) and proposed 2017 Work
Program (Attachment 2).

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #1 A Safe Community:

1.2, Program and service enhancements that improve community safety services in the

City.
1.3.  Improved perception of Richmond as a safe community.

This report also supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant, Active and Connected
City:

2.2, Effective social service networks.

This report also supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #3 A Well-Planned Community:
3.3.  Effective transportation and mobility networks.

Analysis

2016 Annual Report

The RSAC Annual Report (Attachment 1) highlights key activities of the committee during the
past year. Noteworthy examples include:

e Continued to monitor transportation issues. The transportation sub-committee also
worked with Translink and the City to advocate for adequate bus shelters and benches at
transit stops;

e Provided feedback on City strategies that have an impact on seniors. The RSAC
provided valuable input on the Affordable Housing Strategy Update, Age-Friendly
Assessment and Action Plan and the Seniors Service Plan;

e Provided information to Council and respectfully requested that City Council advocate to
the Federal Government to appoint a Minister Responsible for Seniors and Aging. Given
the range and significance of seniors’ issues to be addressed by the Federal Government
through a number of Ministries, a single point of contact for seniors was recommended to
ensure the best possible outcomes for Canadians at all stages of the aging process; and
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e Continued to be actively involved with many committees including Richmond
Intercultural Advisory Committee, Falls Prevention, Isolated Seniors, Richmond
Community Services Advisory Committee, Transportation Committee, Council of
Advisers for the BC Seniors Advocate and other committees concerning seniors.

2017 Work Program

RSAC will continue to provide Council with advice and recommendations on matters affecting
seniors in the community and will respond to Council’s requests as they arise. Highlights of the
proposed RSAC 2017 plan (Attachment 2) include:

e Continue to be actively involved with many committees including Richmond
Intercultural Advisory Committee, Falls Prevention, Richmond Community Services
Advisory Committee, Transportation Committee, Council of Advisers for the BC Seniors
Advocate, and other committees concerning seniors;

e Continue to support the work of the Falls Prevention Network in their efforts to educate
and promote a greater awareness of how seniors might prevent falls; and

e Continue to gather and share information with RSAC members on issues affecting
seniors in order to provide information and relevant advice to City Council.

Financial Impact

The RSAC operating budget of $2,500 reflects the existing funding plan, as budgeted.

Conclusion

The RSAC 2017 Work Program is designed to reflect a number of Council Term Goals (2014~
2018) and address emerging issues impacting seniors in the community. The RSAC continues to
advise Council on matters of concern to Richmond seniors and contributes to initiatives that aim
to improve the quality of life for seniors in the city.

Heather Muter

Coordinator, Seniors Services
(604-238-8459)

Att. 1: RSAC 2016 Annual Report
2: RSAC 2017 Work Program
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Attachment 1

Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2016 Annual Report

2016 Membership

Seemah Aaron, Neil Bernbaum, Peter Chan, Aileen Cormack, Mohinder Grewal,
Hans Havas (Vice-Chair), Joan Haws, Kathleen Holmes (Chair), Shams Jilani,
Corisande Percival-Smith, Sheila Rooney, Jackie Shell, Doug Symons, Daryl
Whiting, Becky Wong.

City of Richmond Liaisons:
Ken Johnston, Council Liaison
Heather Muter, Coordinator, Senior Services

Purpose:

The role of the Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee (RSAC) is to actas a
resource and provide advice to City Council regarding senior’s issues such as
health, transportation and housing as they arise or are referred by City Council.
The RSAC members identify concerns of seniors and work with various community
organizations and agencies, including City staff, to obtain an understanding of the
issues. Information, options and recommendations are then prepared and
submitted to City Council for their consideration.

Membership:

The Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee consists of 15 members. A majority of
our members belong to one or more groups or organizations, and attend
numerous forums and workshops throughout the year. Members also bring to the
RSAC table additional information on a broad range of topics relevant to seniors,
as illustrated in the attached reports and work program.
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Meetings:

The Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee members meet 10 times a year on the
second Wednesday of the month. All meetings are open to the public. Monthly
guest speakers are primarily from the non-profit sector and the provincial or
municipal governments. The guest speaker’s presentations provide committee
members with insight into senior’s issues and resources in the community. In
turn, guest speakers are provided with information about the Seniors Advisory
Committee. Committee members would like to thank all guest presenters that
took the time to provide us with a wealth of information about their
organizations.

In February, 2016 committee members were asked by the City of Richmond to
respond to a survey for the “Richmond Police Services Review”.

In May, 2016 committee members were requested by the City of Richmond to
respond to a survey on “Affordable Housing Strategy Update 2016 — Phase 1”.

The Transportation sub-committee worked closely throughout the year with both
the City and Translink to advocate for improved wheelchair accessibility and
adequate bus shelters and benches.

Heather Muter, Coordinator, Seniors Services, City of Richmond attends RSAC
monthly meetings to keep committee members informed on programs and
services affecting senior’s health and wellbeing in the Richmond community.

Sani Mursalim, RSAC’s volunteer web master does not attend monthly meetings
but ensures minutes and other information supplied to him, are posted on the
RSAC web site. The RSAC web site gives the public access to the committee’s role
with the City and serves as a model for communities wishing to establish a similar
advisory committee. The web site has received over 720 visits since monitoring
commenced.

The Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee would like to thank Mayor Malcolm
Brodie and Councillors for their continuing support of our committee. The
committee would also like to thank Council Liaison Ken Johnston for keeping the
committee members apprised of various items arising at City Council.

5290454 2.
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Monthly Guest Speakers for 2016:
January - Dr. Jack Kliman, Physicians Lead and Marnie Goldenburg, Project Leader
of Richmond Division of Family Practice, A GP for Me

February - Mark Corrado, Senior Manager, Community Safety Policy and
Programs, Ted Townsend, Senior Manager, Corporate Communications,
Richmond Police Services Review

March - Morgan Meloche of Turning Point
April - Sandra Barr, Marketing Manager, Verve Senior Living (Courtyard Gardens)

and Lisa Welbourn, Marketing Manager, Verve Senior Living (Gilmore Gardens)

May - Monica Bennington, Corporate Support, Affordable Housing Strategy and
Rob Innes Affordable Housing Coordinator

June - Colin Wong, Employment and Volunteer Program Manager, Pathways
Clubhouse

Sept - Kevin Smith, Staff Lawyer, BC Centre for Elder Advocacy and Support
Oct. - Stella Au, Community Programmer, Richmond Public Library

Nov.- Kahir Lalji, Provincial Manager and Jody Olsson, Community Impact Planner
from Better at Home

Dec. - Cathy Carlile, General Manager, Community Services, City of Richmond

Correspondence Received:
e Monthly Cosco minutes

Correspondence Sent:
e Letter to Mayor and Council for a “Request for a Federal Minister for
Seniors” letter be sent to the Prime Minister with copies to all federal and
provincial parties

Member Participation in Forums and Conferences:
e Richmond Living Together Symposium (3 attended)

5290454 3.
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o Aging Well Conference (2 attended)
e Friesen Conference (3 attended)
e B. C. Continuing Care Collaborative (1 attended)

Report submitted by:

Kathleen Holmes, Chair
Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee

5290454
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ATTACHMENT 2

Serving Richmond since 1991

Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee
2017 Work Program

In 2017, the RSAC will continue to provide Council with advice and
recommendations on matters affecting seniors in the community and will respond
to Council’s requests as they arise.

This Work Program supports the following Council Term Goals (2014-2018):
1.2 — Program and service enhancements that improve community safety
services in the City.
1.3~ Improved perception of Richmond as a safe community.

2.2 —~ Effective social service networks.
3.3 — Effective transportation and mobility networks.

2017 Budget:

Meeting Expenses $1,000
Memberships & website S 450
Events, conferences and workshops S 900
Misc. Expenses (e.g. Name badges) S 150
Total $2,500

Topics monitored or addressed by the RSAC are outlined in the table below.
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Richmond Seniors-Advisory Committee 2017 Proposed Work Program

: Initiative RSAC Actions/Steps Expected Qutcome lndlcgt;rc(;fs;ESAC Partners Status
Housing g : ‘ ! . gE : . -
Collaborate with the - Continue monitoring Regular - RSAC informed of Developers Ongoing
Affordable Housing developments that communication with affordable and NGOs
Coordinator and include affordable City staff and Council supportive housing Faith Community
Community Services to housing for seniors regarding affordable developments Poverty Response
identify, advance and - Continue to build housing initiatives in - RSAC consulted Committee
support the completion relationship with Richmond regarding seniors Homelessness
housing projects that Affordable Housing affordable and Coalition
meet the spectrum of Coordinator supportive housing Rental Connect
affordable housing developments City Departments
needs - Council advised as
Liaise with community - Participate in the necessary
groups seeking to monthly meetings
establish seniors organized by the Faith
housing Communities, Affordable

Housing Task Force &
others
Liaise with community | - Participate in the
committee regarding meetings organized by
visitability of housing the RCD as requested
Advise the City re: the - Ongoing dialogue with
Affordable Housing the City about the
Strategy Update and Strategy and use of the
use of the Affordable affordable housing fund
Housing Statutory
Reserve Fund
Health . : ; ; s o S
Monitor quality of - Monitor community - Better quality long - RSAC informed of and Vancouver Ongoing
health care services concerns: long term term care consulted about a Coastal Health
care, adult day care - Increased adult day range of seniors health Richmond Health
- Discuss the issue of care care concerns Services
changing demographics | . Community health | - RSAC monitors the Community
in community services services more impact of and response Services
- Continue to monitor any responsive to to changing Levels of
recommendations that changing demographics Government
come from the Office of demographics - Council advised as BC Seniors
the Senlors Advocate - Improved necessary Advocate
- Monitor response to relationship with
Canada Health Accord VCH
concerns raised by
seniors
Raise awareness of - Bring forward speakers - RSAC well - Speakers on health Community Ongoing
seniors’ health issues to RSAC on relevant informed about a issues inform the RSAC Health Advisory
for committee health issues range of health - RSAC participates Committee
members - Work with the issues effectively in well-
Community Heaith - Forums or attended public events
Advisory Committee to workshops reach a
consider joint public wide audience on
forums seniors’ health
concerns
Advocate for increased | - Work with the Medical - Seniors addiction - Medical Health Officer Vancouver Ongoing

and improved seniors’
addiction services

Health Officer on
senijors’ addiction issues

Liaise with the
Community Health
Advisory Committee
(CHAC) on seniors’
addiction issues

issues better
understood and
addressed

RSAC well
informed about
seniors’ addiction
issues

Improved
awareness of
resources

speaks to the RSAC

CHAC and RSAC
mutuaily informed

Council advised as
necessary

Coastal Health

Richmond Health
Services

NGOs

5257462
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‘Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2017 Proposed Work Program

Initiative

Indicator.of RSAC

RSAC Actions/Steps Expected Outcome Success Partners Status
Publicity
Increase the profile of - Attend Community - Greater public - RSAC informs the - Local media Ongoing
seniors issues in Partner/Community awareness of public
Richmond Associations/Societies seniors issues and . .
committee meetings the role RSAC - Council advised as
and/or events to bring plays necessary
awareness of the RSAC
- Organize a Public forum
for seniors to voice their
needs
|
Council of Senior Citizens’ Organizations of BC (COSCO) ; '
COSCO Liaison - Attend meetings, - RSAC informed - RSAC members - COSCOo Ongoing
monitor activities, report about COSCO knowledgeable about
back initiatives seniors issues and
. COSCO activities
- COSCO enriched
with Richmond - RSAC is known to
seniors' perspective COSCO
Intercultural/Multicultural : : '
Richmond Intercultural | - Continue participating - Other members of - Recommendationsand | - RIAC Ongoing
Advisory Committee on RIAC and bring RIAC recognize advice provided by
(RIAC) Liaison senior's perspective, how inter-cultural RIAC have been
including new immigrant issues may, in viewed through a
seniors, to the RIAC particular, impact seniors’ lens.
deliberations seniors - RSAC is, in general,
- Participate in RIAC kept informed of the
subcommittees major initiatives
(e.g. Newcomers Guide undertaken by RIAC
sub-committee arranges - Newcomers to
financing, translation, Richmond are provided
printing, reprinting and with the Newcomers'
distribution of the Guide Guide to assist with
in English and four other settlement
languages)
Multicultural - Liaise with the RIAC on - RIAC includes - RSAC informed about - Faith Groups Ongoing
seniors’ multicultural seniorg’ perspective Committee activities - Community Services
issues Department
- Ongoing dialogue with
the City about cuitural
harmony
Transportation , : o
Seek information and - Arrange subcommittee - Transportation - RSAC informed re: - Richmond Centre for | Ongoing
make meetings with reflects seniorg’ transportation issues Disability
recommendations representatives of needs . ) )
regarding various transportation - RSAC advises re: - Minoru Seniors
transportation issues related agencies, e.g., transportation concerns | Society
affecting seniors Translink, HandyDART - Council advised as - Translink
- Invite speakers to RSAC necessary - HandyDART
meetings
- Advocate for - COSCO
accessibility on transit - Richmond Cares,
Richmond Gives
Falls Prevention - Support the work of the | - Improved safety for | - Walking Groups - Community Partners | Ongoing

Falls Prevention
Network in their efforts
to educate and promote
a greater awareness of
how seniors might
prevent falls.

seniors in the
community

established to identify
trip hazards

- Reduction of falls

- Fall Prevention
Network

5257462
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Richmond Seniors Advisory Committee 2017 Proposed Work Program
Initiative "RSAC Actions/Steps Expected Outcome Indlcgtzrcce)LESAC Partners Status
- Support and promote
the strategies and
programs which are in
place, or being
developed, to assist
seniors.
Seniors Service Plan ' _ ; : :
Seniors Service Plan Work with City Staff to - Seniors Service - Richmond seniors Minoru Seniors Ongoing
identify opportunities for Plan is better served through Society
RSAC to be involved implemented in the new and/or improved
with the Seniors Service community services and Vancouver Coastal
Plan opportunities Health
Non-profit
community
organizations
Isolated Seniors - : - s : : ‘
identify isolated Monthly meetings will be Seniors will be - Increased numbers of Minoru Seniors Ongoing
seniors in Richmond held more aware of and isolated seniors are Society
. ) connected with the being contacted and )
Assist Minoru Place services available made aware of services | - Richmond Health
Activity Centre and in the community available Services
Seniors Wellness
Reduce the isolation of Coordinator with Follow up is now - More seniors \|_/|an|ct:ﬁuver Coastal
. P expansion of Wellness done by hospital connected with the ea
seniors by coordinating 0 .
- utreach programs to staff to elderly community and . .
services . ] . ) Richmond City
offsite locations, senijors after programs available to Council
immigrant groups and release from them such as the
other cultural and non- hospital Minoru Place Activity Richmond Addiction
English speaking groups ) ) Centre programs Services
Seniors with
barriers to Falls Prevention
participation will be Network
able to fully engage
in recreation and
leisure
opportunities
BC Council of Advisors for Seniors Advocate ’ :
Council of Advisers for | - Attend meetings, RSAC informed - RSAC members Office of the Seniors | Ongoing
the Office of the monitor activities, report about initiatives knowledgeable about Advocate
Seniors Advocate BC back from Seniors seniors issues
Liaison Advocate
Age-Friendly Richmond - :
Age-Friendly - Work with City Staff to RSAC members - RSAC members have Vancouver Coastal Ongoing
Richmond identify opportunities for are able to been involved in Health
RSAC to be involved contribute toward developing plans for an i )
with plans for an Age- the implementation Age-friendly Richmond Minoru Seniors
Friendly Richmond of an Age Friendly Society
Plan for Richmond Non-profit
community
organizations

| Matters Affecting Seniors

RSAC will respond to Council requests for all |tems as referred and will provide advice on issues that affect seniors in the Communtty.

5257462
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Staff Report
Origin

The Child Care Development Advisory Committee (CCDAC) was established to provide
Council with advice (e.g. information, options, analysis, and recommendations) regarding the
planning, development, support and promotion of a range of quality, affordable and accessible
child care in the City of Richmond. In addition, the CCDAC responds to Council requests as
they arise. ‘

This report supports Council’s 2014-2018 Term Goal #2 A Vibrant, Active and Connected City:
2.2.  Effective social service networks.

The report also supports the City’s Social Development Strategy’s Strategic Direction 4:
Help Richmond’s Children, Youth and Families Thrive.

Analysis

The mandate of the CCDAC is to provide Council with advice regarding the development of
quality, affordable and accessible child care in Richmond. The City supports the CCDAC by
providing an annual operating budget, a Council liaison and a staff liaison.

Highlights of the CCDAC’s 2016 Annual Report and 2017 Work Program are noted below.

2016 Annual Report

The CCDAC activities undertaken in the previous year are described in the 2016 Annual Report
(Attachment 1). Highlights are as follows:

e Provided feedback throughout the year on new child care development proposals for
future City-owned child care facilities;

e Provided input into the community engagement process for the Child Care Needs
Assessment and offered advice about survey questions;

e Planned and hosted a May Child Care Month Event where nine child care facilities
opened their doors to Richmond’s early childhood educators to tour and learn about how
different programs arranged their spaces and delivered their programs. This provided
professional development training for 125 child care providers;

e Reviewed and offered comments on the final draft of “Creating Child Care Space in
Richmond, May 2016” which describes municipal processes for those seeking to create
child care services in Richmond;

e Expressed concerns through the staff liaison to the local MP Joe Peschisolido about abuse
of temporary foreign workers being brought into Canada as early childhood educators.
Some of the workers had reported to members of CCDAC about their experiences
working in Richmond-based child care businesses (e.g. not being paid, having to
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ATTACHMENT 1

CITY OF RICHMOND CHILD CARE DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY
COMMITTEE 2016 ANNUAL REPORT

The Child Care Development Advisory Committee (CCDAC) had a busy and productive 2016.
Highlights of the Committee’s meetings and events are outlined below:

1.

5285393

Oriented new members in January 2016, The orientation entailed providing new
committee members with binders of past minutes and policy information. The
Committee’s terms of reference and meeting protocol were reviewed.

Reported to City’s Planning Commiittee about the 2015 CCDAC Annual Report and 2016
Work Program.

Established three subcommittees: Advocacy, Child Care Month Event and Child Care
Grants.

Provided feedback throughout the year on new child care development proposals for
future City-owned child care facilities.

Offered input through the staff liaison to the Provincial Ministry of Health review of the
BC Child Care Regulation.

Planned and hosted a May Child Care Month Event which entailed arranging tours of
child care facilities located in various Richmond neighbourhoods. The tours were held for
and by child care providers on Saturday, May 14, 2016. Registration and a reception
breakfast were held at the CCDAC chair person’s facility, Renaissance Kids. Attendees
toured the facility and then proceeded in smaller groups to other facilities on the tour list.
Each host at the child care facilities provided information on their child care program
curriculums, facility setups, and the resources, equipment and materials that worked well
in their programs. Nine centres participated and over 125 child care providers attended.
The event was an opportunity for Richmond child care providers to earn professional
development credits required in order to be in compliance with the BC Child Care
Regulations.

Purchased a table for the annual Child Care Dinner, which several committee members
attended along with the Mayor and some members of Council.

Monitored senior levels of government announcements regarding child care initiatives
such as the Provincial major capital grants for creating new child care spaces.

Expressed concerns through the staff liaison to the local MP Joe Peschisolido about abuse
of temporary foreign workers being brought into Canada as early childhood educators.
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Some of the workers had reported to members of CCDAC about their experiences
working in Richmond-based child care businesses (e.g. not being paid, having to
reimburse their employer for Labour Market Impact Assessment costs, not understanding
their rights, lack of enforcement, etc.). The complainants were too afraid to report this
directly to the Federal authorities. The MP’s staff took the information to share with the
Standing Committee on Human Resources, Skills and Social Development and the Status
of Persons with Disabilities who were in the process of reviewing and making
recommendations for changes to the Temporary Foreign Workers Program.

10. Provided input into the community engagement process for the Child Care Needs
Assessment and offered advice about survey questions.

11. Reviewed and made recommendations on the 2017 Child Care Grants for inclusion in a
staff report to the City’s Planning Committee.

12. Provided input on the City’s new booklet, “Creating Child Care Space in Richmond”.

13. Invited Sharon Gregson of the Coalition of Child Care Advocates of BC to do a
presentation on the $10 day initiative.

MEMBERS OF THE 2016 CHILD CARE DEVELOPMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE

VOTING:

1. Linda Shirley (Chair)
Lori Mountain (Vice Chair)
Maryam Bawa
Kevin Cromie
Olha Fedorenko
Diana Ma
Heather Logan
Kathy Moncalieri
. Shyrose Nurmohamed
10. Fatima Sheriff
11. Ofra Sixto
12. Gordon Surgeson

00N U WL

NON-VOTING:
1. Trustee Jonathan Ho (School Board)
2. Marcia MacKenzie (Richmond Child Care Resource and Referral

COUNCIL REPRESENTATIVE

Councillor Alexa Loo
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STAFF LIAISON:
Coralys Cuthbert

RECORDING SECRETARY:
Jodi Allesia
2016 CCDAC Budget
CCDAC received an operating budget of $5,000 for 2016. The funds were spent as follows:
Item Cost

Recording Secretary Salary $2,374
Meeting and Miscellaneous Expenses $1,876
Child Care Month Event* $ 300
Child Care Month Dinner $450
TOTAL $5,000

*Note: The amount previously anticipated for the Child Care Month Event expenses was less due to in-
kind contributions from the Committee Chair for the Child Care Month event.

CLOSING COMMENTS:

The Committee enjoyed the support of Councillor Alexa Loo and Trustee Jonathan Ho as the
Council and School Board liaisons. Councillor Lou’s comments and input from her perspective
as an elected official, working professional and parent have been stimulating and informative. It
has been a great benefit to the Committee to have regular updates from Trustee Ho particularly
on school district public consultation processes. Our staff liaison, Coralys Cuthbert, has once
again provided excellent support and insight. She continues to be well informed on a variety of
subjects pertaining to child care both in the City and other jurisdictions. We welcome the many
new Initiatives she has helped oversee, including but not limited to, the development of a new
booklet on Creating Child Care Space in Richmond and the community consultation on the
Richmond Child Care Needs Assessment and Strategy. On a personal note, [ would like to say
that I found her support invaluable as 2016 brought with it a huge amount of personal and
business stress for me which hampered my ability to be as effective as [ would have liked in my
role as Chair. She was always there to help pick up the slack and provide words of
encouragement...which was very much appreciated.

Prepared by:
Linda Shirley. Chair, Child Care Development Advisory Committee, December 2016
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ATTACHMENT 2

2017 Child Care Development Advisory Committee’s 2017 Work Program

The proposed 2017 work program is consistent with the Child Care Development Advisory

Committee’s mandate to provide Council with advice (e.g. information, options, analysis, and
recommendations), regarding the planning, development, support and promotion of a range of
quality, affordable and accessible child care in Richmond.

It supports the following Council Term Goals (2014 — 2018):

Goal 2: A Vibrant, Active and Connected City — 2.2 Effective social service networks

o  CCDAC will assist where appropriate with the implementation of the Social Development
Strategy. In particular, those actions related to Strategic Direction 4. Help children, youth and

Sfamilies thrive.

2017 CCDAC Budget

CCDAC annually receives an operating budget of $5,000. In 2017, funds will be used for the

following:
Item Cost
Recording Secretary Salary $2,4OO.OOJ
Meeting and Miscellaneous Expenses $1,600.00
Child Care Month Event $500.00
Child Care Month Dinner $500.00
TOTAL $5,000.00
2017 Work Program
. . Indicator
Initiative CCDAC Action/Steps Expected Outcome Partners
of Success
Advocacy
Make e Monitor child care issues and ¢ Council will be improved e City Council
recommendations emerging trends informed about funding, policy | ¢« Child Care
to Council e Monitor senior government child care issues | and child care Licensing
regarding announcements and changes it may want to licensing (VCH)
advocacy that re: child care policy pursue with o Federal Govt.
could be « Explore the $10/day child care senior levels of * Provincial
undertaken with plan further government Govt.
senior levels of « Discuss, consider roles, and
government to summarize issues that come to
address the the CCDAC'’s attention
funding,  Pass motions or resolutions
bureaucracy, o Prepare letters and briefs
changlng pohmes, o Submit advice to Council
and licensing through Staff Liaison
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Indicator

Initiative CCDAC Action/Steps Expected Outcome Partners
of Success

issues for child
care providers
Liaise with the ¢ At monthly meetings, provide e The Child Care The Child e City Council
Child Care the Child Care Coordinator with Coordinator, as Care ¢ Stakeholders
Coordinator information and CCDAC's the staff liaison to | Coordinator e Caregivers
regarding issues perspective on key child care CCDAC, will be working with
that need further issues informed CCDAC's
attention, action ¢ Provide advice on the future regarding advice and
or clarification City of Richmond Child Care CCDAC's under

Needs Assessment and perspective on Council’'s

Strategy in order to assist key child care direction

understanding of the existing issues addresses

child care landscape in priority child

Richmond and future demands care issues

for child care space

» Provide ideas for
communication materials that
will assist child care operators
and parents

¢ Respond to Council referrals
through the Child Care
Coordinator

for Richmond

Liaison with
CCDAC
assists the
Child Care
Coordinator to
successfully
address the

City’s
objectives
Participate in City | o Continue to participate in e The Plans for e City Council
consultations discussions about the implementation of | future growth | ¢ Stakeholders
implementation of the City's the City's Social will address e Caregivers
Social Development Strategy Development the need for
¢ Provide input into other City Strategy quality,
consultation processes as they incorporates affordable
relate to the CCDAC's mandate CCDAC's childcare
(e.g. Affordable Housing perspective
Update)
s CCDAC's advice
is provided to City
consultation
processes that
are relevant to its
mandate
Advise the City ¢ CCDAC to be consulted atthe e CCDAC is Child care s City Council
regarding the earliest point possible in the consulted facilities and s City Planners
development of development process regarding the early e Developers
new child care * Review proposals for City- planning and childhood « Stakeholders
centres and owned child care facilities and development of development e Caregivers
service models early childhood development new City child hubs are well

hubs, (e.g., minimum size,
location, when to prioritize
monetary contributions)

care facilities
secured through
rezoning
processes

designed and
meet
community
needs
regarding
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Indicator

Initiative CCDAC Action/Steps Expected Outcome Partners

of Success

size, location,

and programs

offered
Child Care Grants '
Recommend » Review child care grant e Council endorses | The quality ¢ City Council
Child Care Grant applications CCDAC’s and capacity + Stakeholders
Allocations * Make grant recommendations recommendations | of child care « Caregivers

to Council and allocates programs will

* Provide advice regarding the
enhancement of the web-
based, on-line application
system

grants to non-
profit societies so
these
organizations will
be able to
undertake capital
projects to
improve the
quality.of their
furnishings,
equipment and
physical space

¢ Richmond’s early
childhood
educators will
receive training
opportunities as a
result of initiatives
funded as a result
of Council's
allocation of
Professional and
Program
Development
Grants

e Grant applications
and their review
will be facilitated
by ongoing
improvements to
the on-line, web-
based application

be enhanced
as a result of
the City’'s
Child Care
Grants
Program

Child Care Month

system

Propose activities
for Child Care
Month in May

¢ Plan for an annual event to
occur in Richmond during May
Child Care Month; e.g.
professional development
opportunities for Richmond
child care providers such as
tours of child care facilities with
hosts explaining their setups

¢ Richmond

residents will
learn about child
care services in
their community

¢ Richmond child

care providers will
have an

May Child
Care Month
activities
enhance the
work of child
care
professionals
in Richmond

o Stakeholders
o Caregivers
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Initiative

CCDAC Action/Steps

Expected Outcome

Indicator
of Success

Partners

and activities, workshops on
specific topics, speakers, child
care toy & equipment swap
meet, or for the general public a
children’s art exhibition
showcasing art created in
Richmond-based child care

programs

Participate in the Annual Child
Care Month Dinner held in May

opportunity to
receive useful
information for
professional
development
Richmond child
care providers will
be supported and
celebrated for
their work
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January 25, 2017 -2- RZ 16-735119

Staff Report
Origin 4
Ajit Thaliwal and Raman Kooner have applied to the City of Richmond for permission to rezone
9320 Dixon Avenue from the “Single Detached (RS1/B)” zone to the “Single Detached
(RS2/K)” zone to permit the property to be subdivided to create two (2) single-family lots with

vehicle access from Dixon Avenue (Attachment 1). The proposed subdivision plan is shown in
Attachment 2. There is an existing home on the property, which would be demolished.

Findings of Fact

A Development Application Data Sheet providing details about the development proposal is |
provided in Attachment 3.

Surrounding Development

Development immediately surrounding the subject site is as follows:
e To the North, across Dixon Avenue: Two (2) single-family dwellings on lots zoned
“Single Detached (RS1/B),” fronting Dixon Avenue.
e To the South: A townhouse complex on a lot zoned “Low Density Townhouses
(RTL1),” with vehicle access from Dayton Avenue.
e To the East and West: Single-family dwellings on lots zoned “Single Detached
(RS1/B),” fronting Dixon Avenue.

Related Policies & Studies

Official Community Plan/Broadmoor Area Plan

The subject property is located in the Broadmoor planning area. The Official Community
Plan (OCP) designation for the subject property is “Neighbourhood Residential” (Attachment 4).
The proposed rezoning is consistent with this designation.

The subject property is located within the area governed by the Ash Street Sub-Area Plan
contained in the OCP. The land use designation for the subject property is “Low Density
Residential” (Attachment 5). The proposed rezoning is consistent with this designation.

The Ash Street Sub-Area Plan permits development of lands outside of designated infill sites
shown on the Land Use Map to be governed by the City’s normal development application
process. Lots fronting Dixon Avenue on this block range from widths of 10.63 m to 22.60 m.
The proposed rezoning and subdivision would result in lots 11.31 m wide; generally consistent
with other properties in the area. There are six (6) existing lots zoned “Single Detached
(RS1/K)” on this block to the east of the subject property. Two (2) additional properties across
Dixon Avenue have similar subdivision potential.
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Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy

The proposed redevelopment must meet the requirements of the Richmond Flood Plain
Designation and Protection Bylaw 8204. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on Title is
required prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw.

Public Consultation

A rezoning sign has been installed on the subject property. Staff have not received any
comments from the public about the rezoning application in response to the placement of the
rezoning sign on the property.

Should the Planning Committee endorse this application and Council grant first reading to the
rezoning bylaw, the bylaw will be forwarded to a Public Hearing; where any area resident or
interested party will have an opportunity to comment. Public notification for the Public Hearing
will be provided as per the Local Government Act.

Analysis
Existing Legal Encumbrances

There is an existing 3.0 m wide statutory right-of-way (SRW) across the entire south property
line for the sanitary sewer; which will not be impacted by this application. The applicant is
aware that encroachment into the SRW is not permitted.

Transportation and Site Access
Vehicle access is proposed from Dixon Avenue via separate driveway crossings to each new lot.
Tree Retention and Replacement

The applicant has submitted a Certified Arborist’s Report; which identifies on-site and off-site
tree species, assesses tree structure and condition, and provides recommendations on tree
retention and removal relative to the proposed development. The Report assesses one (1)
bylaw-sized tree on the subject property.

The City’s Tree Preservation Coordinator has reviewed the Arborist’s Report and supports the

findings of the applicant’s arborist:

e One (1) 59 cm DBH Siberian Elm tree on the subject site (Tag # 999) has structural defects
(linear crack in trunk, cavities developing where limb was removed) and 30% of the upper
canopy is in conflict with an overhead hydro line. In addition, this tree is located 53 cm
below exiting street grade, and will be impacted by required grade changes on City property
for street improvements. The tree will be removed and replaced at a 2:1 ratio.

Tree Replacement

The applicant wishes to remove the one (1) on-site tree (Tag # 999). The 2:1 replacement ratio
would require a total of two (2) replacement trees. Council Policy No. 5032 requires the
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maintenance of at least two (2) trees on each single-family property. The applicant has agreed to
plant two (2) trees on each lot proposed; for a total of four (4) trees. The required replacement
trees are to be of the following minimum sizes; based on the size of the trees being removed as
per Tree Protection Bylaw No. 8057.

No. of Trees Minimum Caliper of Deciduous Minimum Height of Coniferous
i Replacement Tree Replacement Tree
2 10 cm 55m
2 6 cm 3.5m

Prior to approval of the rezoning bylaw, the applicant must submit a $2,000 Landscape Security
to the City to ensure the required replacement trees are planted.

Affordable Housing Strategy

The City’s Affordable Housing Strategy requires a secondary suite or coach house on 100% of
new lots created through single-family rezoning and subdivision applications; a secondary suite
or coach house on 50% of new lots created and a cash-in-lieu contribution to the City’s
Affordable Housing Reserve Fund of $2.00/ft* of the total buildable area of the remaining lots; or
a cash-in-lieu contribution for all lots created in instances where a secondary suite cannot be
accommodated in the development.

To comply with the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy, the applicant proposes to construct a
secondary suite on both of the new lots created. Prior to rezoning, the applicant must register a
legal agreement on Title to ensure that no final Building Permit inspection will be granted until a
secondary suite is constructed on both of the future lots; to the satisfaction of the City in
accordance with the BC Building Code and the City’s Zoning Bylaw.

Site Servicing and Frontage Improvements
At future subdivision and Building Permit stage, the applicant is required to complete the
following:

e Payment of the current year’s taxes, Develepment Cost Charges (City and GVS & DD),
School Site Acquisition Charge, Address Assignment Fees, and the costs associated with the

completion of the required servicing works and frontage improvements as described in
Attachment 7. ‘

e Pay, in keeping with the Subdivision and Development Bylaw No. 8751, a $12,430.00 cash-
in-lieu contribution for the design and construction of frontage upgrades as set out below:

o Concrete Curb and Gutter (EP.0641) $4,520.00
o Pavement Widening (EP.0643) $7,910.00

Financial Impact

This rezoning application results in an insignificant Operations Budget Impact (OBI) for off-site
City infrastructure (such as roadworks, waterworks, storm sewers, sanitary sewers, street lights,
street trees, and traffic signals).
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Conclusion

The purpose of this application is to rezone 9320 Dixon Avenue from the “Single Detached
(RS1/B)” zone to the “Single Detached (RS2/K)” zone; to permit the property to be subdivided
to create two (2) single-family lots.

This rezoning application complies with the land use designations and applicable policies for the
subject site contained within the OCP and Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500.

The list of rezoning considerations is included in Attachment 7; which has been agreed to by the
applicant (signed concurrence on file).

It is recommended that Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9624 be introduced
and given first reading.

(i

Jordan Rockerbie
Planning Technician
(604-276-4092)

JR:blg

Attachment 1: Location Map and Aerial Photo
Attachment 2: Proposed Subdivision Plan
Attachment 3: Development Application Data Sheet
Attachment 4: Broadmoor Area Land Use Map
Attachment 5: Ash Street Sub-Area Plan
Attachment 6: Tree Management Plan

Attachment 7: Rezoning Considerations
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City of
Richmond

Development Application Data Sheet

Development Applications Department

RZ 16-735119 Attachment 3

Address: 9320 Dixon Avenue

Applicant: Ajit Thaliwal and Raman Kooner

Planning Area(s): Broadmoor — Ash Street Sub-Area

Existing Proposed

Owner:

Malhi Construction Ltd.
0754912 BC Ltd.

To be determined

Site Size (m?):

1,012 m?

Lot 1: 506 m”
Lot 2: 506 m?

Land Uses: One (1) single-family home Two (2) single-family homes
OCP Designation: Neighbourhood Residential No change
Sub-Area Plan Designation: Low Density Residential No change

| Zoning:

Single Detached (RS1/B)

Single-Detached (RS2/K)

On Future

Bylaw Requirement

Proposed

Variance

Subdivided Lots

Floor Area Ratio:

Max. 0.55 for lot
area up to 464.5 m?
plus 0.3 for area in
excess of 464.5 m?

Max. 0.55 for lot
area up to 464.5 m’
plus 0.3 for area in
excess of 464.5 m’

None permitted

Buildable Floor Area (m?):*

Lot 1: Max. 267.9 m?
(2,883.9 ft?)

Lot 2: Max. 267.9 m?
(2,883.9 ft?)

Lot 1: Max. 267.9 m?
(2,883.9 ft?)

Lot 2: Max. 267.9 m?
(2,883.9 ft?)

None permitted

Building: Max. 45%

Building: Max. 45%

Lot Coverage (% of lot area): Non-porous Surfaces: Non-porous Surfaces: None
Max. 70% Max. 70%

Lot Size: Min. 315 m? 506 m? None
. . . Width: Min. 10 m Width: 11.31 m

Lot Dimensions (m): Depth: Min. 24 m Depth: 44.73 m None
Front: Min. 6 m Front: Min. 6 m

Setbacks (m): Rear: Min. 6 m Rear: Min. 6 m None
Side: Min. 1.2 m Side: Min. 1.2 m

Height: Max. 9.0 m Max. 9.0 m None

Other. Tree replacement compensation required for loss of bylaw-sized trees.

* Preliminary estimate; not inclusive of garage; exact building size to be determined through zoning bylaw compliance

review at Building Permit stage.

5161511

CNCL - 335




CNCL - 336



CNCL - 337



ATTACHMENT 6

(7 30 2 @S 2223 [TV ( yarcozson d
TVMITVAL LY [[INGTD
GNOWHODIY ‘avod NOXIG 0226 |:Ssaay
NOISIAIQENS 1012 A35040¥d [-LO3roud
ONIMVYYA INIWIOVYNYW 3341 )

ODNILTNSNODJEE i -

YAy VLA D8 "ONOWHOR ‘AVM BOHSISAOH 1S0ZL - giL Alins
- LuBsag s o o} Il

wran st ).

po dnoiBlob

SININWOD| _aiva W AT
NOKSIWENS 1vliN)| 510z sLnnr | 0 |
wS:mmxmGE{Z(Dm.:(EDnED:._Uz_wSNN>Dz _. k

AT

“(sipyep 10} 4sii Jupid a5 - uo)LDO] IpnjdesuoD)
pasodod 33y INIWIDVILIY sojousp

<INIWIDVTdIy 331

*UOISIATANS PUD UOKDUIPIOOD (SHOQUY 153(0/d UM

SAUIAUDV NIOM QIDVNYW 10} fsHOqID oeloid Aq payiads so 1o
Zd¥ WOy {85410 WS"| {SSM) NDOVELIS 3DVS DONIIUOM sejousp
“spUBXe aUldUP O PUD YOMOPIS Lo WL

‘QIND W) W90 O} UoYoajod ool (934 “SUIINYYE J0) luawubyp
: Zd¥ -~ INOZ NOLIDAI0¥d LOOY 33¥] SS|OUSD =Ommmimn

{sjuspxe auydup) 242 —INOZ NOIDILOYd NMOED EE%(

“[1suoquo A paunspaw s 99 wN_m._w.nca MVTAE-NON sojousp - B
“(juswiel Joj Hodal sas) aal A11S-140 sojousp ©)
‘(Pasnbel aq Aow yuiad) 221 TYAOWSY NSI¥ HOIH sejousp @
“(Painbal 6q Abw junad) 21 TYAOWH sajousp x
“{paanbs sainspsl uoyssjoud) sal NOWNILIY sajousp @

«LO3rodd Nj INGWIDVNYW 333l

's581] pauloas jo Bugno so Buiunid pazuoyinoun oN
S80I PAUIDISS 0f 3IASP JAY 10 AUO Jo SRS "sufils ‘sjub) Bupaio oN
*$20[AJSS Jo saInjons Ansodwa) Jo jusweonid oN
| “Juswdinba Jo s3PIYRA JO uoyoiado Jo aBossod oN
*SIOUB[DUS {NJULIDY
uajod Jayio Jo “Juind ‘|IDMAIR ‘03NS *8]8oU0D JO BUIYSDM JO S{SDM ON
*S|OHO}OLT 2{SOM *S|OUBEOLL LOHDMUISUOD 1OADIS *Jods ‘05 0 ICDOISON  «
249 *juawacnid ||y ‘USHIDADDXA USPING-IBA0
10 Buddijs ‘Bupyoua)y MBuipnipul {Yidap Auo of Jo 8DnUNS) SDUDQINISIP IOSON =
ISMOJ0) SO B0 ZdL
DU U} SUOIDLISD) RISUID “PSUOGD §23[0:d ay).Woly uoIAadns JO LoyDaNP J)S-U0 ainbal
Aow pun “spoco joelosd sl Lok [oauddDd SDUDAPD SO4NDSI Z4¥ D JO WQ'T LIUM.
10/PUD 2dD) D UIUHM 2I0M PIDIRI UOLDNISUCD AUy SIDISR Jayng 10§ poday jsHogry 985
*2d1 NI SNOILOIHISTY

*SNOLDILSIY INOZ NOLLOILO¥d 33iL

H

WOWINIY

STUvE WoUO03 ¥
dOL GOOM b

1908 TOOM () 93T K l\ OISO i
SONIH GOOM Ol 03X13Y AWK ZINZT MONS JUSYd Y5 OLION
SOAYANYLS TYIDINAW GFDXT (SO SIONTS

_”E_HEHEHEﬂEE||__ T nlrl_. ﬂl|E“:.q_|_ Lu_ﬂ =l _”_Enlc_lﬂrj.l_._,
TR T T ﬁﬂl# T o =
A== it iy JI= _ F_u_._l_lilﬂEﬂEHEH | g mmyg,eradgy  HuSE 28y
TR VALY ONUNY T IHL :.HF : = & i
“HId0 TIVH JOOY KLV \ NUUOS Ga¥va3sd gvitins Tl = i 117y lof Jung s
O1 S Hid3 310H ONUNVId L = =i=—=1==]1" ==l Auraup oupusop, siEuRpIAXSAUNYY  DuDg A
M=N=T=ET=E === Suog fro
:zﬂml:vwl_(mau:k—m "ONUNYTS 1 ejjoulewns | Dwig Pl
200AO¥d O TIVE 100K 3t GNNONY ATWH GEdWVL B2 NI ONY TIOVE DT M e —— Suog e
38 GINOHS TIXDVE IHLJO OHIHINNG WOLIOE 3HL 9 3HL diwd AUHDN “LaNUEId 4 pngpay SpsuBpRUs S[RE HWS'E 2
ONY NOWSOJWOD “LNVAD
“JHVT N 3HI 4O (SIHONI 8] WW 007 HOANIOOUMORDCOT Y - w 5 - w
NIHIIM O3DY1d 38 1ON QINOKS HINW 3K “HO MW g 1 Stio assundsy STy g &
TIISOINOD 40 ISIHINI 2] )G HIIM O3HIACD > 2 =
815N TIVE JOO¥ ONY JI0H ONUNVI & v i egouiew tasnes euveaduejnoseouTe M WS'E oS
. LO0H3N: 01 ¥31VM i fa EInpU, s dsd
"HIMOND 10O CRIDMMISIOND MOTTY SN NI O1 TS i sphmeq Sung asd
O NMOQ QZNEN! ONY 1D 38 GINOKS YTANE GNY 00N 3H! 0 YN THI 1Y/ Y S wepnoaTpen s a
3NIML HO/GNY 13578 81 AMLAO STH 401 I P AINISNI 8 ISk HOS O (33400 g
W36 Hol) O o) st 16 i aidewzesuns pay Josungpay, wqUIETy  Dung sugy
SEAVHD DNIONJONENS HOIVIV OL 135 30 15w u = et ) UE e
TV JCOU IO (91102 JOO¥) Tuv i SNAHLE i o e, : e ) E..M%EB« ) 2
n v D . ajo plas ansadueimy Jung vav
“C3HID3S FSMETHUC SSTINN SNUNYTY ki anssie ko ; IVeE =T you)
311y IR IN CIAOWE 36 1AW ST ONV SIAVIS SWONTAINVIOR a5 G 560

ST AC4 GATIVISN I8 GINCHS S30 ONV SZNVIS T

ONUNVTd
HLIY FIVIS GNY TYINIA 30 ISOW I3L "}

4O 37I5 HO TTVE 100N JHL DML LY
O1 9NG 36 LAWITOH ONINYH @

A | —

Bupue|d ‘Builpuey "wioy

oLy

1IV13a 9NIINV1d ANV NOLIN313Y 3331
SIHLININI 38)Y STONYLSIA TTY

a =
G962MN N¥T1d YIVILE < 0
0524 IS

HIYON
\

91

CNCL - 338

WY NYINIEIS HEQ wo 9g+es

g -
s a2 666 33Ul
. fo WV
@m/ \%/_ 3eydse 2o afpa um”.,

ANNIAY NOXIA




Attachment 7

City of
y Rezoning Considerations

RlChmond Development Applications Department
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

Address: 9320 Dixon Avenue ~ File No.: RZ 16-735119

Prior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9624, the developer is
required to complete the following: ‘
1. Submission of a Landscape Security in the amount of $2,000 ($500/tree) to ensure the planting of two (2) trees on

each lot proposed, for a total of four (4) trees. The required trees should result in a mix of coniferous and deciduous
species, and be of the following minimum size:

No. of Trees Minimum Caliper of Deciduous Minimum Height of Coniferous
) Replacement Tree Replacement Tree |
2 10cm 55m
2 6cm 3.5m

Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on Title.

3. Registration of a legal agreement on Title to ensure that no final Building Permit inspection is granted until a
secondary suite is constructed on both of the two (2) future lots, to the satisfaction of the City in accordance with the
BC Building Code and the City’s Zoning Bylaw.

Prior to Building Permit* issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements:

1. Obtain a Building Permit (BP) for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily
occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated
fees may be required as part of the Building Permit. For additional information, contact the Building Approvals '
Department at 604-276-4285.

At Subdivision* stage, the developer must complete the following requirements:

1. The following servicing works and off-site improvements are to be completed through a cash contribution based on a
City cost estimate for the City to manage the design and construction of the works:

Water Works

e Using the OCP model, there is 234 L/s of water available at a 20 psi residual at the Dixon Avenue frontage.
Based on your proposed development, your site requires a minimum fire flow of 95 L/s.

e The Developer is required to:

o Submit Fire Underwriter Survey (FUS) or International Organization for Standardization (ISO) fire flow
calculations to confirm the development has adequate fire flow for onsite fire protection. Calculations
must be signed and sealed by a Professional Engineer and be based on Building Permit stage building
designs. '

e At Developer’s cost, the City is to:

o Install two (2) new water service connections, complete with meter and meter box, at the Dixon Avenue
frontage.

o Cut and cap, at main, the existing water service connection.

Storm Sewer Works
e At Developer’s cost, the City is to:

CNCL - 339
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o Install a new storm service connection at the adjoihing property line of the two (2) newly subdivided lots,
complete with inspection chamber and dual service leads.

o Cut, cap, and remove the existing storm service connection and inspection chamber STIC42263.

Sanitary Sewer Works
* At Developer’s cost, the City is to:

o Install a new sanitary service connection at the adjoining property line of the two (2) newly subdivided
lots, complete with inspection chamber and dual service leads.

o Cut, cap, and remove the existing sanitary service connection and inspection chamber SIC1516.

Frontage Improvements
e The Developer is required to:
o Coordinate with BC Hydro, Telus, and other private communication service providers:
*  When relocating/modifying any of the existing power poles and/or guy wires within the property
frontages.
* To determine if above ground structures are required and coordinate their locations (e.g. Vista,
PMT, LPT, Shaw cabinets, Telus Kiosks, etc.). These should be located on-site.
o Pay, in keeping with the Subdivision and Development Bylaw No. 8751, a $12,430.00 cash-in-lieu
contribution for the design and construction of frontage upgrades as set out below:
»  Concrete Curb and Gutter (EP.0641) $4,520.00
* Pavement Widening (EP.0643) $7,910.00

General Items

e The Developer is required to:

o Enter into, if required, additional legal agreements, as determined via the subject development's Servicing
Agreement(s) and/or Development Permit(s), and/or Building Permit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director
of Engineering, including, but not limited to: site investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation,
de-watering, drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading, ground densification or other
activities that may result in settlement displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and private
utility infrastructure.

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 the 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, equitable/rent 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.

Additional legal agreements, as determined via the subject development's Servicing Agreement(s) and/or Development Permit(s),
and/or Building Permit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be required including, but not limited to: site
investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de-watering, drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading,
ground densification or other activities that may result in settlement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and
private utility infrastructure.

Applicants for all City Permits are required to comply at all times with the conditions of the Provincial Wildlife Act and Federal

Migratory Birds Convention Act, which contain prohibitions on the removal or disturbance of both birds and their nests. Issuance

of Municipal permits does not give an individual authgyi contrgvene these legislations. The City of Richmond recommends
ENEC 340
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that where significant trees or vegetation exists on site, the services of a Qualified Environmental Professional (QEP) be secured
to perform a survey and ensure that development activities are in compliance with all relevant legislation.

Signed Date
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ichmond Bylaw 9624

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 9624 (RZ 16-735119)
9320 Dixon Avenue

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

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

P.ID. 003-8950-643

Parcel “644” Section 22 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Reference
-Plan 66597 '

2. This Bylaw may be cited as “Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9624”,

FIRST READING

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON

SECOND READING

THIRD READING

CITY OF
RICHMOND

APPRQ

APPROVED

by Director
or Solicitor

OTHER CONDITIONS SATISFIED

ADOPTED

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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January 10, 2017 -2- RZ 10-552879

Staff Report
Origin

1002397 BC Litd. has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to rezone 9851,
9891/9911 Steveston Highway and 10931 Southgate Road from the “Single Detached (RS1/E)”
zone to the “Low Density Townhouses (RTL4)” zone, to permit the development of 11
townhouses with vehicle access to/from Steveston Highway (Attachment 1). A topographic
survey of the subject site is included in Attachment 2.

Findings of Fact

A Development Application Data Sheet providing details about the development proposal is
attached (Attachment 3).

Surrounding Development

Existing development immediately surrounding the subject site is as follows:
e To the North, are single-family dwellings on lots zoned “Single Detached (RS1/E)”.

e To the South, immediately across Steveston Highway, are large lots zoned “Agriculture
(AG1)” that are in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) at 9660 Steveston Highway and
11111 No. 4 Road; one (1) of which contains a single detached dwelling.

e To the East, immediately across Southgate Road, is a small commercial plaza on lots zoned
“Community Commercial (CC)” and “Gas and Service Station (CG2)” at 10811 and
10991 No. 4 Road; which contain a group daycare/preschool and a carwash/oil change
facility.

o To the West, is an existing dwelling on a lot zoned “Single Detached (RS1/E)” at
9835 Steveston Highway.

Reléted Policies & Studies

Official Community Plan (OCP)

The 2041 Official Community Plan (OCP) Land Use Map designation for the subject site is
“Neighbourhood Residential”. This land use designation allows single-family dwellings,
duplexes, and townhouses. The proposed development is consistent with this land use
designation.

Arterial Road Policy

This rezoning application was originally received in 2010, by a different owner, and involved
only two (2) out of the three (3) properties (i.e., 9851 and 9891/9911 Steveston Highway).

Under the Arterial Road Policy (2006) in place at that time, the subject site was undesignated,
however, it was consistent with the Policy’s location and size criteria under which a townhouse
development could be considered (i.e., within 800 m of a commercial service and has a minimum
50 m frontage on a major arterial road).
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In 2011, the rezoning application was taken over by a new property owner and the scope of the
application increased with the addition of the third lot at 10931 Southgate Road. Due to the lot
configuration, site planning has been a challenge and became more so with changes to the
townhouse design guidelines adopted under the 2012 Arterial Road Policy. The rezoning
‘application was subsequently taken over by the current property owner in 2015 and the applicant
worked with staff to develop and submit an acceptable layout in late 2016.

On December 19™, 2016, City Council adopted an updated Arterial Road Policy. Under the new
Arterial Road Land Use Policy, the subject site is designated as “Arterial Road Town House”.
The rezoning application at the subject site is consistent with the land use designation under the
new Policy.

Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) Buffer

Consistent with the OCP guidelines for multi-family developments adjacent to ALR lands but
separated by a road, the applicant is required to register a covenant on title prior to rezoning to
secure a 4.0 m wide landscaped buffer on-site (as measured from the south property line) along
the Steveston Highway frontage. The covenant is to identify the buffer area and ensure that
landscaping planted within the buffer is maintained and will not be abandoned or removed. The
covenant is also to indicate that the property is potentially subject to impacts of noise, dust, and
odour resulting from agricultural operations.

The conceptual development plans included in Attachment 4 illustrate the proposed off-site
landscaping treatment along Steveston Highway, which will include grass, trees, and a new
sidewalk within the boulevard, as well as the on-site yard on Steveston Highway, which is also
proposed to contain a variety of trees, shrubs and fencing.

An earlier version of this redevelopment proposal was presented to the Agricultural Advisory
Committee (AAC) on March 14, 2013, and was supported unanimously. The revised conceptual
development plans included in Attachment 4 include a reduction of the number of townhouse
units from what was proposed in the earlier version (from 14 units down to 11 units), while
maintaining a similar on-site landscaping buffer treatment along Steveston Highway that is large
enough to accommodate a variety of trees, shrubs, and fencing.

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy

The proposed redevelopment must meet the requirements of the Richmond Flood Plain
Designation and Protection Bylaw 8204. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on Title is
required prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw.

Public Consultation

A rezoning sign has been installed on the subject property. Other than two inquiries about the
status of the rezoning application, received by one of the residents in the immediate surrounding
area, staff have not received any comments from the public about the rezoning application in
response to the placement of the rezoning sign on the property.
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Should the Planning Committee endorse this application and Council grant first reading to the
rezoning bylaw, the bylaw will be forwarded to a Public Hearing where any area resident or
interested party will have an opportunity to comment.

Public notification for the Public Hearing will be provided as per the Local Government Act.
Analysis

Site Planning, Access, and Parking

This proposal is to develop 11 townhouse units on a land assembly of 2,506.59 m* (26,980 %) in
area (after road dedication), located on Steveston Highway and the west side of Southgate Road
in the Broadmoor planning area. Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, the existing three
(3) lots at the subject site must be consolidated. Conceptual development plans proposed by the
applicant are contained in Attachment 4.

The proposed site layout consists of: two (2) buildings containing a total of seven (7) units along
Steveston Highway (three-storeys in height, stepping down to two-storeys at either end), south of
a proposed east-west internal drive-aisle that bisects the site; and two (2) two-storey duplexes to
the north of the internal drive-aisle and along the interface with the adjacent existing single-
family lots. The siting of the buildings enables:

a) the common outdoor amenity space to be provided in a visible and centraily-located
portion of the site opposite the main vehicle access point;

b) easier on-site vehicle manoeuvring; and,

¢) atreed and landscaped yard along Southgate Road, which provides visual interest to the
public realm.

A single vehicle access point to the site is proposed from Steveston Highway, and is positioned

approximately mid-block. The internal east-west drive-aisle on-site is intended to provide shared
access to future developments to the northeast and to the west. Registration of a Statutory Right-
of-Way for public right-of-passage on title is a condition of final adoption of the rezoning bylaw.

Pedestrian access to the site is proposed from Steveston Highway via the internal drive-aisle, and
from Southgate Rd via a walkway. Opportunities to enhance the treatment of the drive-aisle to
highlight its dual-purpose for both pedestrian and vehicle access will be reviewed as part of the
Development Permit application process.

The main pedestrian unit entries for the south buildings are proposed to front onto Steveston
Highway. Secondary pedestrian unit entries for the south buildings, and the main pedestrian unit
entries for the north buildings, are proposed to front the internal drive-aisle. Ground floor garages
are arranged along the east-west internal drive-aisle.

Consistent with the parking requirements in Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, a total of 22 resident
vehicle parking spaces are proposed, all of which are in a side-by-side arrangement. Also
consistent with the Zoning Bylaw, a total of three (3) visitor vehicle parking spaces are proposed
on-site, one (1) of which is identified for use by disabled persons only.
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Also consistent with Zoning Bylaw 8500, a total of 20 resident bicycle parking spaces (Class 1)
are proposed within the townhouse units, and a bicycle rack for three (3) visitor bicycle parking
spaces (Class 2) is proposed within the common outdoor amenity space between the north
buildings.

Future Development Potential — 10911 Southgate Road

The property to the northeast of the subject site, at 10911 Southgate Road is not included in this
redevelopment proposal. The applicant has provided a preliminary concept for how the property
at 10911 Southgate Road could redevelop for townhouses in the future, a copy of which is on
file.

The applicant has provided written confirmation that he has been in contact with the property
owners of 10911 Southgate Road to purchase the property and to advise of their future
redevelopment potential should they wish to redevelop their site for townhouses in the future,
and that they are not interested in redeveloping their property at this time.

To enable potential shared use of facilities at the subject site by 10911 Southgate Rd if it were to
redevelop in the future, the following legal agreements are required to be registered on title of
the subject site prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw:

e a statutory right-of-way for public access over the entire internal drive-aisle for vehicle
access to 10911 Southgate Road.

e alegal agreement for shared access to the garbage and recycling room to enable a single
point of cart storage and collection for both sites.

Amenity Space & Private Outdoor Space

Consistent with the OCP and Council Policy 5041, the applicant proposes a contribution to the
City in the amount of $11,000 ($1,000/unit) prior to rezoning, in-lieu of providing on-site indoor
amenity space.

Common outdoor amenity space is proposed on-site, in a central location between the north
buildings. Based on the preliminary design, the proposed 89.25 m? outdoor amenity space
exceeds the OCP guideline of a minimum 6 m? per unit (66 m?).

In addition to common outdoor amenity space, private outdoor space is proposed on-site for the
use of each unit, which is generally consistent with the minimum size and shape that is
encouraged in the OCP guidelines. Private outdoor space is proposed in the form of yards at
grade, and balconies/decks on upper storeys. The applicant has carefully considered the
proposed size and location of upper balconies/decks to address potent1a1 concerns of overlook
onto adjacent single-family lots, as shown in Attachment 4.

Variances Requested

This redevelopment proposal complies with the Zoning Bylaw, with the exception of the
variances noted below.
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The applicant requests to vary Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to:
e Allow seven (7) small-sized resident parking spaces.

(Staff is supportive of this variance, as it enables all of the required resident parking
spaces to be provided within the garages of each unit, in a side-by-side arrangement).

e Allow a minimum 5.0 m yard front yard and exterior side yard setback along
Steveston Highway and Southgate Road.

(Staff is supportive of this variance request for the following reasons:

- A reduction in the building setback from the south property line along
Steveston Highway enables a wider setback to be provided from the north property
line, resulting in a more desirable interface with the existing single-family housing
to the north.

- A reduction in the building setback from the east property line will create a more
desirable public realm along Southgate Road, By shifting the buildings to the east,
a wider setback can be provided from the west property line along the interface with
the existing adjacent single-family housing, which, in turn, has the added benefit of
accommodating the required visitor surface parking, which will be screened from
public view.

Tree Retention and Replacement

The applicant has submitted a Certified Arborist’s Report; which identifies on-site and off-site
tree species, assesses tree structure and condition, and provides recommendations on tree
retention and removal relative to the proposed development. The Report assesses 14 bylaw-sized
trees on the subject property, and a total of five (5) trees that are either on a neighbouring
property or on shared lot lines with neighbouring properties.

The City’s Tree Preservation Coordinator has reviewed the Arborist’s Report and has the
following comments:

e 12 trees are in poor condition, as they have been previously topped and/or exhibit structural
defects such as cavities at the main branch union and co-dominant stems with inclusions, are
dead, dying (sparse canopy foliage), or have been topped by BC Hydro for line clearance
(Trees#1,2,3,4,5,10, 13 and 3051, 3054, 3055, 3056, 3057). As a result, these trees are
not good candidates for retention and should be removed and replaced.

e Two (2) Spruce trees (# 3058 and 3059) are in fair condition, however, they are located in
the center of the development site and will be impacted by both building conflicts and the
required raising of the finished grade by approximately 1.0 m from the existing lot grade.
These two (2) trees should be replaced with larger caliper coniferous trees (min. 7 m high)
located along the street frontage.

e One (1) tree on the neighbouring property at 9835 Steveston Highway (Tree # 11) and
One (1) tree on the shared lot with the neighbouring property at 10911 Southgate Road
(Tree # 7), are to be protected as per City of Richmond Tree Protection Information Bulletin
TREE-03.
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e One (1) tree (# 9) located on the neighbouring property at 9860 Southgate Place, and two (2)
trees (# 8 and 3061) located on the shared lot line with the neighbouring property at
10911 Southgate Road are recommended for removal in the Arborist report due to their
existing poor condition. Prior to removal of these trees, the applicant must obtain written
permission from the adjacent property owners with whom the trees are shared, and obtain a
valid tree removal permit. If permission to remove the trees is not granted by the adjacent
property owners, these trees must be retained and protected as per City of Richmond Tree
Protection Information Bulletin TREE-03. (Note: Subsequent to the City’s review of the
applicant’s Arborist report, however, the property owner at 9860 Southgate Place obtained a
tree removal permit to remove Tree # 9 from their property).

e Replacement trees should be specified at 2:1 ratio as per the OCP.
The proposed tree retention plan is shown in Attachment 5.

Tree Protection

Two (2) trees on the neighbouring properties at 9835 Steveston Highway and

10911 Southgate Road are to be retained and protected. The applicant has submitted a tree
retention plan showing the trees to be retained (Attachment 5). To ensure that the trees identified
for retention are protected at development stage, the applicant is required to complete the
following items:

¢ Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, submission to the City of a contract with a
Certified Arborist for the supervision of all works conducted within or in close proximity to
tree protection zones. The contract must include the scope of work required, the number of
proposed monitoring inspections at specified stages of construction, any special measures
required to ensure tree protection, and a provision for the arborist to submit a post-
construction impact assessment to the City for review.

¢ Prior to demolition of the existing dwellings on the subject site, installation of tree
protection fencing on-site around the off-site trees to be retained. Tree protection fencing
must be installed to City standard in accordance with the City’s Tree Protection Information
Bulletin TREE-03 prior to any works being conducted on-site, and remain in place until
construction and landscaping on-site is completed.

Tree Replacement & Landscaping

The applicant wishes to remove 16 on-site trees (Trees # 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 8, 10, 13 and 3051, 3054,

3055, 3056, 3057, 3058, 3059, and 3061), two (2) of which are located on the common property
line with 10911 Southgate Road. Consistent with the 2:1 tree replacement ratio specified in the
OCP, a total of 32 replacement trees required.

The preliminary Landscape Plan included in Attachment 4 shows that 23 replacement trees are
proposed to be planted on-site. Through the Development Permit application review process,
opportunities for additional tree planting on-site will be explored. If the total required number of
replacement trees cannot be accommodated in the final Landscape Plan at the Development
Permit application review stage, the applicant will be required to provide a contribution in the
amount of $500/tree to the City’s Tree Compensation Fund in lieu of planting the remaining
required replacement trees on-site.
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Affordable Housing Strategy

Consistent with the City’s Affordable Housing Strategy, the applicant proposes to submita
cash-in-lieu contribution to the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund in the amount of $4.00 per
buildable square foot prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw (i.e., $64,754).

Public Art

Consistent with the City’s Public Art Program (Policy 8703), the applicant is required to submit
a contribution to the City’s Public Art Reserve Fund based on the current rate of $0.81 per
buildable square foot prior to rezoning (i.e., $13,113).

Townhouse Energy Efficiency and Renewable Energy Policy

The applicant has committed to achieving an EnerGuide Rating System (ERS) score of 82 and to
providing pre-ducting for solar hot water heating for the proposed development. The applicant
has submitted an evaluation report by a Certified Energy Auditor (CEA), which provides details
about the construction requirements that are needed to achieve the rating. Specifically, the
CEA’s report identifies that, in addition to using current common building practices and meeting
the minimum requirements of the 2012 BC Building Code, the installation of an Air Source Heat
Pump is required to achieve an EnerGuide 82 rating.

Prior to rezoning, the applicant is required to register a restrictive covenant on Title specifying
that all units are to be built and maintained to ERS 82 or higher, as detailed in the CEA’s
evaluation report, and that all units are to be solar hot water-ready.

Impacts of Traffic Noise

To protect the future dwelling units at the subject site from potential noise impacts generated by
traffic on Steveston Highway, a restrictive covenant is required to be registered on Title prior to
final adoption of the rezoning bylaw to ensure that noise attenuation is required to be
incorporated into dwelling unit design and construction.

Prior to a Development Permit application being considered by the Development Permit Panel,
the applicant is required to submit an acoustical and thermal report and recommendations,
prepared by a registered professional, to comply with the requirements of the restrictive
covenant.

Existing Legal Encumbrances

There are existing statutory right-of-ways for sanitary sewer registered on Title of the subject
lots. Encroachments into the right-of-ways are not permitted. The owner is aware of the charges
on Title and the proposed conceptual plans do not show any encroachments into the right-of-
ways.

There is also an existing restrictive covenant on Title of 9851 Steveston Highway (AB211969)
that requires: a) any dwelling on the land to be designed to enable vehicles to enter and leave the
property without having to reverse onto the street; and b) that the land not be subdivided to
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create lots having a frontage of less than 16 m and that the front yard setback not be less than
9 m. This covenant is required to be discharged from the Title of the lot prior to rezoning.

Site Servicing and Off-Site Improvements

Prior to rezoning, the applicant is required to:

e Provide a 4 m x 4 m corner cut road dedication at the northeast corner of the subject site;
and,

e Submit a contribution in the amount of $20,000 towards the future installation of a special
crosswalk at the intersection of Southgate Road and Steveston Highway.

Prior to Building Permit issuance, the applicant is required to:

e Enter into a Servicing Agreement for the design and construction of off-site improvements,
as well as water, storm and sanitary service connections as outlined in Attachment 6.
Generally, the required upgrades and improvements include boulevard improvements along
both Steveston Highway and Southgate Road, as well as upgrading the existing open ditch
to a storm sewer on Southgate Road and upgrading the storm sewer system on Steveston
Highway.

Rezoning Considerations

The list of Rezoning Considerations is included in Attachment 6, which has been agreed to by
the applicant (signed concurrence on file).

Design Review and Future Development Permit Application Considerations

A Development Permit application is required for the subject proposal to ensure consistency with
the design guidelines for townhouses contained in the OCP, and with the existing neighbourhood
context.

Further refinements to site planning, landscaping, and architectural character will be made as
part of the Development Permit application review process, including:

e Showing conceptual locations for aboveground street light, traffic signal, Shaw cable, and
Telus kiosks, as well as the necessary right-of-way dimensions for these above-ground
structures.

e Addressing transitions in lot grading at the property lines within tree protection zones of
Trees # 7 and 11 on adjacent properties.

¢ Ensuring that landscaping does not conflict with the required clearances next to vehicle
parking locations.

¢ Refinement to the design of the internal drive-aisle to enhance on-site permeability, and to
highlight its” dual-purpose for both vehicle and pedestrian circulation through the use of
varied materials.

e Refinement to landscape design to incorporate larger sized trees on-site and a greater
abundance of shrubs and ground cover within the landscaped ALR buffer along Steveston
Highway.

5243375 CNCL - 351



January 10, 2017 -10- RZ 10-552879

¢ Refinement to the design of the buildings to further articulate fagades and break up the
building mass. -

e Revisions to upper storeys and roof forms of buildings at the transition from three-storeys
down to two-storeys.

e Review of the proposed colour palette and exterior building materials to ensure consistency
with the OCP design guidelines for townhouses.

¢ Demonstrating that all of the relevant accessibility features are incorporated into the design
of the proposed Convertible Unit, and that aging-in-place features can be incorporated into
all units. ‘

e Reviewing the applicant’s design response to the principles of Crime Prevention Through
Environmental Design (CPTED).

Additional items may be identified as part of the Development Permit application review
process. The Development Permit application must be processed to a satisfactory level prior to
rezoning approval.

Financial Impact

The rezoning application results in an insignificant Operational Budget Impact (OBI) for off-site
City infrastructure (such as roadworks, waterworks, storm sewers, sanitary sewers, street lights,
street trees and traffic signals).

Conclusion

This redevelopment proposal is to rezone 9851, 9891/9911 Steveston Highway and
10931 Southgate Road from the “Single Detached (RS1/E)” zone to the “Low Density
Townhouses (RTL4)” zone, to permit the development of 11 townhouses.

The proposal is consistent with the land use designation contained within the OCP, and is
consistent with the location criteria in the OCP for the consideration of townhouses along arterial
roads.

With respect to site planning, vehicle access, and built form, the proposed conceptual
development plans are generally consistent with the design guidelines for townhouses contained
in the OCP. Further design review and analysis will be undertaken as part of the Development
Permit application.

It is recommended that Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9659 be introduced and given
first reading.

==

Cynthia Lussier
Planner 1
(604-276-4108)

CL:blg
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Attachments:

Attachment 1: Location Map

Attachment 2: Site Survey

Attachment 3: Development Application Data Sheet
Attachment 4: Conceptual Development Plans
Attachment 5: Proposed Tree Retention Plan
Attachment 6: Rezoning Considerations
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City of

. Development Application Data Sheet
Richmond P b

Development Applications Department

RZ 10-552879 Attachment 3

Address: 9851, 9891/9911 Steveston Highway and 10931 Southgate Road
Applicant: 1002397 BC Ltd.

Planning Area(s): Broadmoor

Owner:

[ Existing
1002397 BC Ltd.

I ~ Proposed

To be determined

Site Size (m?):

Approx. 2,520 m? (27,125 ft?)

2,506.59 m” (26,980 ft°) after
corner cut road dedication

Land Uses:

Single-family and duplex housing

Townhousing

OCP Designation:

Neighbourhood Residential

No change

Zoning:

Single Detached (RS1/E)

Low Density Townhouses (RTL4)

Number of Units:

4

11

On Future

" 'Subdivided Lots

-Bylaw Requirement. - |

Proposed -

Variance -

. none
Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.60 0.60 permitted
i 2y.% 2 2 2 2 none
Buildable Floor Area (m®). 1503.95 m? (16,188 ft?) 1503.87 m* (16,188 ft?) permitted
Building: Max. 40% Building: Max. 40%
o - SR Buildings, Structures and Non- ‘Buildings, Structures and Non- ‘
Lot Coverage (% of lot area): porous Surfaces: Max. 65% porous Surfaces: Max. 65% none
Live plant material: Max. 25% Live plant material: Max. 25%
4 Width: N/A Width: N/A
Lot Dimensions (m): fhors s 1o i ot vy o  sorer
Depth: 35 m Depth; 67 m
Variance
, Front (east): Min. 6.0 m Front (east): Min. 5.0 m requested
. Rear (west): Min. 3.0 m Rear (west): Min. 3.2t0 4.4 m for5.0m
Setbacks (m): Interior Side (north): Min. 3.0 m Interior Side (north): Min. 4.5 m front yard &
Exterior Side (south): Min. 6.0 m Exterior Side (south): Min.5.0 m exterior
. side yard
Height (m): 12.0m 11.85m none
On-site Vehicle Parking Resident (R): 22 (2 per unit) Resident: 22 none
Spaces: Visitor (V): 3 (0.2 per unit) Visitor: 3
On-site Vehicle Parking ,
Spaces — Total: , 25 25 none
e . : . Class 1 (R): 14 (1.25 per unit) Class 1 (R): 20
On-site Bike Parking Spaces: Class 2 (V). 3 (0.2 per unif) Class 2 (V): 3 none
?gjtl;tj- Bike Parking Spaces 17 23 none

5243375
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January 10, 2017

On Future

RZ 10-552879

- Subdivided Lots

Tandem Parking Spaces:

Bylaw Requirement

Permitted — Maximum of 50%

Proposed

Variance

Total: 66 m?

of required spaces none none

. . Min. 50 m* or Cash-in-lieu at $1,000 per unit
Amenity Space - Indoor. cash-in-lieu at $1 000 per unit Total: $11,000 none
Amenity Space — Outdoor: Min. & m” per umt 89.25 m* none

Other:

Tree replacement compensation required for loss of bylaw-sized trees.

* Preliminary estimate; not inclusive of garage; exact building size to be determined through zoning bylaw compluance
review at Development Permit and Building Permit stage.

5243375
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Citv of ATTACHMENT 6
y Rezoning Considerations

+847 Richmond Development Applications Department

6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

Address: 9851, 9891/9911 Steveston Highway and 10931 Southgate Road File No.: RZ 10-552879

Prior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9659, the applicant is
required to complete the following:

L.

10.

11.

12.

13.

Consolidation of all lots at the subject site (9851, 9891/9911 Steveston Highway & 10931 Southgate Road) into a
single parcel (which will require the demolition of the existing dwellings).

Dedication of a 4 m x 4 m corner cut as road at the southeast corner of the subject site (at the intersection of
Steveston Highway and Southgate Road).

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 off-site trees to be retained (i.e., Trees # 7 and # 11). The
Contract should include the scope of work to be undertaken, including: the proposed number of site monitoring
inspections (at specified stages of construction), and a provision for the Arborist to submit a post-construction
assessment report to the City for review.

Contribution of $1,000 per dwelling unit in-lieu of providing on-site indoor amenity space (i.e. $11,000).
The City’s acceptance of the applicant’s voluntary contribution of $4.00 per buildable square foot to the City’s
Affordable Housing Reserve Fund (i.e. $64,754).

The City’s acceptance of the applicant’s voluntary contribution of $20,000 towards the future installation of a special
pedestrian crosswalk at the intersection of Southgate Road and Steveston Highway. -

Discharge of restrictive covenant (AB211969) from title of 9851 Steveston Highway.
Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on Title.

Registration of a statutory right-of-way (SRW) on Title for public-right-of-passage over the entire internal drive-aisle
to provide legal means of public access to future developments located both northeast and west of the subject site.
(the drive-aisle is to be constructed and maintained by the property owner).

Registration of a legal agreement on title to enable shared use of the garbage and recycling room by any future
townhouse complex at 10911 Southgate Road, to enable a single point of cart storage and collection for both sites.

Registration of a legal agreement on title identifying that the proposed development must be designed and constructed
to meet or exceed EnerGuide 82 criteria for energy efficiency and that all dwellings are pre-ducted for solar hot water
heating.

Registration of a legal agreement on title to ensure that a 4.0 m wide landscaping buffer planted on-site along
Steveston Highway (as measured from the south property line) is maintained and will not be abandoned or removed.
The legal agreement is also to indicate that the property is potentially subject to impacts of noise, dust, and odour
resulting from agricultural operations since it is located across from a lot which is in the ALR.

Registration of a legal agreement on Title identifying that the proposed development must be designed and
constructed in a manner that mitigates traffic noise from Steveston Highway to the proposed dwelling units. Dwelling
units must be designed and constructed to achieve:

a) CMHC guidelines for interior noise levels as indicated in the chart below:

Portions of Dwelling Units Noise Levels (decibels)
Bedrooms 35 decibels
Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels
Kitchen, bathrooms, hallways, and utility rooms 45 decibels

b) The ASHRAE 55-2004 “Thermal Environmental Conditions for Human Occupancy” standard for interior living

spaces.
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14. The submission and processing of a Development Permit* application completed to a level deemed acceptable by the
Director of Development,

Prior to a Development Permit” application being forwarded to the Development Permit Panel for
consideration, the developer is required to:

e Complete an acoustical and thermal report and recommendations prepared by an appropriate registered
professional, which demonstrates that the interior noise levels and noise mitigation standards comply with the
City’s Official Community Plan and Noise Bylaw requirements. The standard required for air conditioning
systems and their alternatives (e.g. ground source heat pumps, heat exchangers and acoustic ducting) is the
ASHRAE 55-2004 “Thermal Environmental Conditions for Human Occupancy” standard and subsequent updates
as they may occur. Maximum interior noise levels (decibels) within the dwelling units must achieve CMHC
standards follows:

Portions of Dwelling Units Noise Levels (decibels)
Bedrooms 35 decibels
Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels
Kitchen, bathrooms, hallways, and utility rooms 45 decibels

e Complete a townhouse energy efficiency report and recommendations, prepared by a Certified Energy Advisor,
which demonstrates how the proposed construction will meet or exceed the required townhouse energy efficiency
standards (EnerGuide 82 or better), in compliance with the City’s OCP.

At Demolition Permit* stage, the applicant must complete the following requirements:

e Installation of appropriate tree protection fencing around all trees to be retained as part of the development (Trees
# 7 and 11) prior to any construction activities, including building demolition, occurring on-site. Tree protection
fencing must be installed to City standard in accordance with the City’s Tree Protection Information Bulletin
TREE-03, and must remain in place until construction and landscaping on-site is completed.

At Building Permit* stage, the applicant must complete the following requirements:

e Enter into a Servicing Agreement* for the design and construction of off-site improvements, as well as water,
storm, and sanitary service connections. Works include, but are not limited to:

Water Works

o Using the OCP Model, there are 518 L./s of water available at 20 psi residual at the hydrant at the south side
of Steveston Highway and 284 L/s of water available at 20 psi residual at the hydrant at the northwest corner
of the Steveston Highway and Southgate Road intersection. Based on the proposed development, the site
requires a minimum fire flow of 220 L/s. At Building Permit stage, the applicant is required to submit Fire
Underwriter Survey (FUS) or International Organization for Standardization (ISO) fire flow calculations to
confirm the development has adequate fire flow for onsite fire protection. Calculations must be signed and
sealed by a Professional Engineer and be based on Building Permit Stage designs.

o At the applicant’s cost, the City will:

- Cut and cap at the main the existing water service connections at the Steveston Highway frontage.

- Install a new water connection to service the proposed development. Connection to the existing 500 mm
diameter watermain along the north side of Steveston Highway is not permitted. Details of the new water
service shall be finalized via the Servicing Agreement design review process.

~  Relocate the existing fire hydrant at the northwest corner of Steveston Highway and Southgate Road
intersection to match the required frontage improvements (as identified by the City’s Transportation
Department).

Storm Sewer Works

o The applicant is required to upgrade the existing ditch along Southgate Road to a single 1050 mm storm sewer
at road centerline. The length of the ditch upgrade shall match the extent of the required frontage
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improvements (as identified by the City’s Transportation Department). Tie-ins of the proposed 1050 mm
storm sewers shall be as follows:

—- The south end of the new 1050 mm storm sewer at Southgate Road centerline shall tie-in to the existing
storm sewer alignment along the north side of Steveston Highway via a new manhole.

—~  The north end of the new 1050 mm storm sewer shall tie-back to the existing drainage systems along the
east and west sides of Southgate Road via new manholes and/or storm sewer inlet structures.

o The applicant is required to upgrade the existing 525 mm diameter storm sewer to 750 mm diameter
(approximately 102 m long) along Steveston Highway from the proposed site’s west property line to the
existing manhole STMH2902 (located at the northeast corner of Steveston Highway and Southgate Road).
The storm sewer upgrade along Steveston Highway shall include (but is not limited to) the following:

-~ Removal of existing manholes STMH2801 and STHMH 2803.

- Provide new manholes at the west property line and at the junction of the proposed 750 mm diameter
storm sewer along Steveston Highway with the proposed 1050 mm diameter storm sewer along Southgate
Road.

o The applicant is required to upgrade the existing 600 mm diameter storm sewer to 1050 mm diameter
(approximately 8 m long) from the new manhole at the junction of Steveston Highway and Southgate Road
and tie-in to the existing manhole STMH2902 via a reducer. Existing manhole STMH2902 shall be replaced
if it is found to be in poor condition.

o The applicant is required to install a new storm sewer connection to service the proposed site. Details of the
new storm service shall be finalized via the Servicing Agreement design review process.

o Atthe applicant’s cost, the City will:

- Extend the existing drainage connections at the Southgate Road frontage of 10811 No. 4 Road to
Southgate Road centerline and connect it to the new 1050 mm storm sewer.

- Plug the existing pipe opening at the north side of manhole STMH2902.

Sanitary Sewer Works

o The applicant is required to provide a sanitary service connection to the proposed site off of the existing
sanitary main at Southgate Road.

o Atthe applicant’s cost, the City will cap at the property line the existing sanitary service connections for 9851
and 9891 Steveston Highway and 10931 Southgate Road.

Frontage Improvements

o The applicant is required to coordinate with BC Hydro, Telus, and other private communication service
providers to:

- Underground the existing overhead service lines along the Steveston Highway frontage.
-~ Pre-duct for future hydro, telephone and cable utilities along all road frontages.

- Locate all above ground utility cabinets and kiosks required to service the proposed development within
the developments site (see list below for examples). A functional plan showing conceptual locations for
such infrastructure shall be included in the Development Permit application design review process.
Please coordinate with the respective private utility companies and the project’s lighting and traffic signal
consultants to confirm the right-of-way dimensions and the locations for the aboveground structures. If'a
private utility company does not require an aboveground structure, that company shall confirm this via a
letter to be submitted to the City. The following are examples that shall be shown in the functional plan
and registered prior to Servicing Agreement design approval:

BC Hydro PMT —4 m W X 5 m (deep) Traffic signal UPS -2 m W X 1.5 m (deep)
BC Hydro LPT —3.5 mW X 3.5 m (deep) Shaw cable kiosk —~ 1 m W X 1 m (deep)
Street light kiosk — 1.5 m W X 1.5 m (deep) = Telus FDH cabinet— 1.1 m W X | m (deep)
Traffic signal kiosk — 1 m W X 1 m (deep)
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o The applicant is required to upgrade the boulevard along Steveston Highway to the ultimate
condition, including (but not limited to) installation of a treed/grass boulevard at the existing curb and
a 1.5 m wide concrete sidewalk at or near the south property line of the subject site.

o The applicant is required to upgrade the road and boulevard along Southgate Road, including (but not
limited to): road widening to achieve a minimum pavement width of 11.2 m (note: examination of the
existing road base is also required to determine if new road base construction is required); installation
of curb and gutter, a 1.5 m wide treed/grass boulevard, and a 1.5 m wide concrete sidewalk at or near
the east property line of the subject site. The curb return at the southeast corner of the subject site is
to have a 9.0 m radius. .

o The applicant is required to provide street lighting along Steveston Highway and Southgate Road
frontages.

General Items

o If pre-load is required, the applicant is required to:

- Provide, prior to pre-load installation, a geotechnical assessment of preload and soil preparation impacts
on the existing utilities fronting or within the development site (e.g., existing sanitary mains along the
north property line and existing 150 mm diameter watermain along Southgate Road frontage), proposed
utility installations, the existing houses along the north property line, and provide mitigation
recommendations. The mitigation recommendations shall be incorporated into the first Servicing
Agreement design submission or prior to pre-load.

o Additional legal agreements, as determined via the subject development's Servicing Agreement(s) and/or
Development Permit(s), and/or Building Permit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be
required, including, but not limited to, site investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de-watering,
drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading, ground densification or other activities that
may result in settlement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and private utility
infrastructure.

Submission of a Construction Parking and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportation Department. The
Management Plan shall include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, application for any .
lane closures, and proper construction traffic controls as per Traffic Control Manual for works on Roadways (by
Ministry of Transportation) and MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570.

Incorporation of accessibility measures in Building Permit (BP) plans as determined via the Rezoning and/or
Development Permit processes.

Incorporation of noise attenuation measures in Building Permit (BP) plans as outlined in the acoustical and
thermal report and recommendations prepared by the appropriate registered professional as part of the
Development Permit application, which demonstrates that the interior noise levels and noise mitigation standards
comply with the City’s Official Community Plan and Noise Bylaw requirements (as per the noise covenant
registered on Title prior to rezoning).

Obtain a Building Permit (BP) for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily
occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, additional City approvals and
associated fees may be required as part of the Building Permit. For additional information, contact the Building
Approvals Department at 604-276-4285.

This requires a separate application.

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn n