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City Council 
 

Council Chambers, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Monday, February 27, 2012 
7:00 p.m. 

 
CNCL 
Pg. # 

ITEM  

 
  

MINUTES 
 
 1. Motion to adopt: 

  (1) the minutes of the Regular Council Meeting held on Monday, 
February 13, 2012 (distributed previously); and 

CNCL-15  (2) the minutes of the Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings held 
on Monday, February 20, 2012. 

 

 
  

AGENDA ADDITIONS & DELETIONS 
 
  

PRESENTATION 

  2012 Street Banner Unveiling - Paul Brar, Coordinator, Parks Programs to 
introduce the winning designs.   

 
  

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

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

  (PLEASE NOTE THAT FOR LEGAL REASONS, DELEGATIONS 
ARE NOT PERMITTED ON ZONING OR OCP AMENDMENT 
BYLAWS WHICH ARE TO BE ADOPTED; OR ON DEVELOPMENT 
PERMITS/DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMITS - ITEM NO. 28.) 

 
 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 

  2012/2013 RCMP Annual Performance Plan - Community Priorities 

  Chauffeurs’ Permits 

  2012 Health, Social & Safety Grants 

  2012 Parks, Recreation & Community Events Grants 

  Establishment of the Capstan Station Capital Reserve Fund 

  Housing Agreement Bylaw No. 8853 

  Land use applications for first reading (to be further considered at the 
Public Hearing on Monday, March 19, 2012): 

    9780 Alberta Road – Rezone from (RS1/F) to (ZT60) (Jaing Zhu – 
applicant) 

    10180/10200 Finlayson Drive – Rezone from (RD1) to (RS2/B) 
(Balbir Randhawa & Sarbjit Randhawa – applicants) 

    8631 Francis Road – Rezone from (RS1/E) to (RCH) (Harbinder 
Bahd – applicant) 

    9500, 9520 and 9540 Granville Avenue – Rezone from (RS1/F) to 
(RTM2) (Khalid Hasan – applicant) 

    4771 Duncliffe Road – Rezone from (RS1/E) to (RS2/A) (Pacific 
Coastal Homes Ltd. – applicant) 

  Application by Bastion Development Corporation for Richmond Island 
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   Form & Character Guidelines for Granny Flats & Coach Houses in 
Burkeville & Edgemere (2041 OCP Update) 

   No. 1 Road North Drainage Pump Station Upgrade 

   Toilet Rebate Program 

   Sustainable Green Fleet Policy 2020 

   Public Spaces Recycling Pilot Program - Results 

   4252Q - Award of Contract for Battery-Powered Ice Resurfacers 

 
 5. Motion to adopt Items 6 through 24 by general consent. 

 

 
 6. COMMITTEE MINUTES

 

  That the minutes of: 

CNCL-29  (1) the Community Safety Committee meeting held on Tuesday, 
February 14, 2012; 

CNCL-37  (2) the General Purposes Committee meeting held on Monday, February 
20, 2012; 

CNCL-43  (3) the Planning Committee meeting held on Tuesday, February 21, 
2012; 

CNCL-53  (4) the Public Works & Transportation Committee meeting held on 
Wednesday, February 22, 2012; 

  be received for information. 

 

 
 7. 2012/2013 RCMP ANNUAL PERFORMANCE PLAN – COMMUNITY 

PRIORITIES 
(File No. 09-5000-01)(REDMS No. 3459169)   

CS-57  See Page CS-57 for full report 

  COMMUNITY SAFETY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That the two Community Objectives be selected, as identified in the staff 
report dated January 24, 2012 from the Officer In Charge, Richmond 
RCMP Detachment, for inclusion in the 2012/2013 Annual Performance 
Plan. 

 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 8. CHAUFFEURS’ PERMITS
(File No. 09-5000-01)   

CS-85  See Page CS-85 for full report 

  COMMUNITY SAFETY COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That the requirement for the renewal of Chauffeurs’ Permits be changed 
from an annual to a biennial basis beginning January 1, 2013 as outlined 
in the staff report dated January 31, 2012 from the OIC, RCMP Richmond 
Detachment. 

 

 
 9. 2012 HEALTH, SOCIAL AND SAFETY GRANTS

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3468541) 

GP-9  See Page GP-9 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That, as per the report from the General Manager of Community Services, 
dated January 27, 2012, with an additional $400 to the Family Integration 
and Resource Support Team (FIRST): 

  (1) Health, Social and Safety Services Grants be awarded for the 
recommended amounts, and cheques disbursed for a total of 
$530,637 (additional $400 included); and 

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

   (a) Big Sisters of the Lower Mainland;  

   (b) Canadian Mental Health Association – Richmond Branch;  

   (c) CHIMO Crisis Services;  

   (d) Family Services of Greater Vancouver;  

   (e) Richmond Addiction Services;  

   (f) Richmond Family Place;  

   (g) Richmond Multicultural Community Services; 

   (h) Richmond Youth Service Agency; and 

   (i) Volunteer Richmond Information Services Society. 

CNCL-61  NOTE: See the updated Multicultural Helping House Society 2012 Grant 
Application Summary Sheet which incorporates additional staff 
comments as per Committee direction. 

 

Consent 
Agenda 
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Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 10. 2012 PARKS, RECREATION AND COMMUNITY EVENTS GRANTS

(File Ref. No. 03-1085-01/2012-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3467295) 

GP-79  See Page GP-79 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That: 

   (a) the Richmond Agricultural and Industrial Society be awarded a 
total grant amount of $7,250;  

   (b) KidSport - Richmond Chapter be awarded a total grant amount 
of $6,250;  

   (c) an additional grant of $500 be awarded to the Richmond 
Rockets Speed Skating Club;  

  for a total additional increase of $541;  

  (2) That Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants be allocated 
and cheques disbursed for a total of $94,765 (additional $541 grants 
included); as identified in attachment 2 of the report, Parks, 
Recreation and Community Events City Grants dated February 2nd 
2012, from the Senior Manager, Parks and the Acting Director, 
Recreation; and 

  (3) That the Richmond Summer Programs be recommended for the first 
year of a three-year funding cycle, based on Council approval of each 
subsequent year of funding. 

 

 
 11. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE CAPSTAN STATION CAPITAL 

RESERVE FUND 
(File Ref. No.:  12-8060-01/2011-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 342845) 

GP-111  See Page GP-111 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Capstan Station Capital Reserve Fund Establishment Bylaw No. 8854 
be introduced and given first, second and third reading. 

 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 12. HOUSING AGREEMENT (LEGACY PARK LANDS LIMITED) 
BYLAW NO. 8853 - TO SECURE MARKET RENTAL HOUSING 
UNITS LOCATED IN 14000 AND 14088 RIVERPORT WAY 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8853) (REDMS No. 3424066) 

PLN-13  See Page PLN-13 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8853 be introduced and given first, second, and third 
readings to permit the City, once Bylaw No. 8853 has been adopted, to enter 
into a Housing Agreement substantially in the form attached hereto, in 
accordance with the requirements of s. 905 of the Local Government Act, to 
secure the market rental housing units required by Zoning Text 
Amendment Application No. 11-565675. 

 

 
 13. JAING ZHU HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY OF RICHMOND FOR 

PERMISSION TO REZONE 9780 ALBERTA ROAD FROM SINGLE 
DETACHED (RS1/F) TO TOWN HOUSING (ZT60) – NORTH 
MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE) IN ORDER TO CREATE SIX (6) 
TOWNHOUSE UNITS. 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8812, RZ 11-566870) (REDMS No. 3315070) 

PLN-33  See Page PLN-33 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw 8812, for the rezoning of 9780 Alberta Road from “Single 
Detached (RS1/F)” to “Town Housing (ZT60) – North McLennan (City 
Centre)”. be introduced and given first reading. 

 

 
 14. APPLICATION BY YASEEN GREWAL, BALBIR RANDHAWA AND 

SARBJIT RANDHAWA FOR REZONING AT 10180/10200 
FINLAYSON DRIVE FROM TWO-UNIT DWELLINGS (RD1) TO 
SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/B) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8863, RZ 11-594451) (REDMS No. 3455139) 

PLN-57  See Page PLN-57 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8863, for the rezoning of 10180/10200 Finlayson Drive 
from “Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1)” to “Single Detached (RS2/B)”, be 
introduced and given first reading. 

 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 15. APPLICATION BY HARBINDER BAHD FOR REZONING AT 8631 
FRANCIS ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E) TO COACH 
HOUSES (RCH) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8866, RZ 11-587257) (REDMS No. 345727) 

PLN-71  See Page PLN-71 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8866, for the rezoning of 8631 Francis Road from “Single 
Detached (RS1/E)” to “Coach Houses (RCH)”, be introduced and given 
first reading. 

 

 
 16. KHALID HASAN HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY OF RICHMOND 

FOR PERMISSION TO REZONE 9500, 9520 AND 9540 GRANVILLE 
AVENUE FROM “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)” TO “MEDIUM 
DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTM2)” IN ORDER TO DEVELOP A 16 
UNIT 2 STOREY TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8868, RZ 11-581552) (REDMS No. 3465853) 

PLN-83  See Page PLN-83 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8868 for the rezoning of 9500, 9520 and 9540 Granville 
Avenue from “Single Detached, (RS1/F)” to “Medium Density Townhouses 
(RTM2)”, be introduced and given first reading. 

 

 
 17. APPLICATION BY PACIFIC COASTAL HOMES LTD. FOR 

REZONING AT 4771 DUNCLIFFE ROAD FROM SINGLE 
DETACHED (RS1/E) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/A) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8869, RZ 11-577322) (REDMS No. 3444628) 

PLN-103  See Page PLN-103 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8869, for the rezoning of 4771 Duncliffe Road from “Single 
Detached (RS1/E)” to “Single Detached (RS2/A)”, be introduced and given 
first reading. 

 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 18. APPLICATION BY BASTION DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
FOR RICHMOND ISLAND 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8861) (REDMS No. 3428095) 

PLN-165  See Page PLN-165 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That: 

  (1) Water Service to Richmond Island Bylaw No. 8861, authorizing the 
Service Agreement for the provision of water service by the City of 
Vancouver to lands commonly known as Richmond Island and 
legally described as PID: 025-409-018, Parcel A Section 17 and 18 
Block 5 North Range 6 West NWD Plan LMP53748 (“Richmond 
Island”), be introduced and given first, second and third readings; 

  (2) The Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager, Engineering 
& Public Works be authorized to negotiate and execute an 
indemnification agreement with North Fraser Terminals Inc. and 
Milltown Marina & Boatyard Ltd. relating to possible flooding and/or 
erosion on Richmond Island; 

  (3) Staff be directed to work with FREMP and Port Metro Vancouver to 
amend the FREMP Richmond Area Designation agreement in 
keeping with the proposed marina use at Richmond Island; and 

  (4) Staff be directed to advise the BC Environmental Assessment Office 
that on the basis of the additional work undertaken by the proponent, 
the City of Richmond has no further objections to the proposed 
“waive out” from the BC Environmental Assessment review. 

 

 
 19. FORM AND CHARACTER GUIDELINES FOR GRANNY FLATS 

AND COACH HOUSES IN BURKEVILLE AND EDGEMERE (2041 
OCP UPDATE) 
(File Ref. No. 08-4045-00) (REDMS No. 3440676) 

PLN-199  See Page PLN-199 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That the: 

   (1) Proposed Form and Character Guidelines for Granny Flats and 
Coach Houses in Burkeville and Edgemere (Attachment 1); and 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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   (2) Draft Single Detached Housing Zone with Granny Flats or 
Coach Houses in Burkeville and Edgemere (Attachment 2) 

   be approved for public consultation in the Burkeville and Edgemere 
areas as part of the 2041 OCP Update. 

 

 
 20. NO.1 ROAD NORTH DRAINAGE PUMP STATION UPGRADE

(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.11314) (REDMS No. 3469687) 

PWT-13  See Page PWT-13 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That the design concept for the No.1 Road North Drainage Pump Station 
Upgrade be endorsed. 

 

 
 21. TOILET REBATE PROGRAM

(File Ref. No. 10-6650-02) (REDMS No. 3459822) 

PWT-19  See Page PWT-19 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That $100,000 be allocated from the water levy stabilization provision to 
increase total 2012 Toilet Rebate Program funding to $200,000. 

 

 
 22. SUSTAINABLE GREEN FLEET POLICY 2020

(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01) (REDMS No. 3358139) 

PWT-23  See Page PWT-23 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That Green Fleet Policy 2020 be re-named "Sustainable Green Fleet Policy 
2020" and that the policy be amended by replacing the text of the current 
policy with the text set out in Attachment 4 of the report dated February 7, 
2012 from the Director, Public Works Operations. 

 

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
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Item 
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 23. PUBLIC SPACES RECYCLING PILOT PROGRAM - RESULTS(File 
(Ref. No. 10-6370-01) (REDMS No. 3459612) 

PWT-39  See Page PWT-39 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That the pilot program model be used to further develop and expand 
public spaces recycling in a graduated manner to City facilities, at 
City events, and to other City properties, including streetscapes, open 
spaces and parks; and  

  (2) That Nestlé Waters Canada be thanked for their sponsorship of the 
program and for the donation of the recycling containers to the City 
of Richmond. 

 

 
 24. 4252Q - AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR BATTERY-POWERED ICE 

RESURFACERS 
(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01) (REDMS No. 3442708) 

PWT-79  See Page PWT-79 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That Contract 4252Q, for the Supply and Delivery of Five Battery-
Powered Ice Resurfacers, be awarded to Vimar Equipment Ltd. at a 
total cost of $453,430.00, plus applicable taxes and levies; 

  (2) That the additional required funding of $288,738.50 be approved with 
funding from the Public Works Equipment Reserve and that the 2012 
Capital Budget and the 5-Year Financial Plan (2012-2016) be 
adjusted accordingly. 

 

 
 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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  *********************** 

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE 
CONSENT AGENDA 

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

  NON-CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 
 
 
 25. RECISSION OF THE MOTION TO ADOPT ROAD CLOSURE AND 

REMOVAL OF ROAD DEDICATION BYLAW NO. 8845 (PORTION 
OF ROAD ADJACENT TO 3391 SEXSMITH ROAD) 
(File Ref. No.: ) (REDMS No. 3439972, 3479747) 

CNCL-63  See Page CNCL-63 for full report 

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Resolution No. R12/2-8 with respect to the adoption of Road Closure 
and Removal of Road Dedication Bylaw No. 8845 (Portion of Road 
Adjacent to 3391 Sexsmith Road), be rescinded. 

 

 
 
  

PUBLIC DELEGATIONS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS 
 
 26. Motion to resolve into Committee of the Whole to hear delegations on 

non-agenda items. 

 

 
CNCL-67  Richard Dubras, Richmond Addiction Services (RAS), to speak about the 

current level of funding received from the BC Responsible and Problem 
Gambling Program to support portions of RAS treatment and prevention 
programs.   

 
 27. Motion to rise and report. 

 

 
  

RATIFICATION OF COMMITTEE ACTION 
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PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  

NEW BUSINESS 

 
 
  

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION 
 

CNCL-75  Public Health Protection Bylaw No. 6989, Amendment Bylaw No. 8855 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – Cllr. Au. 

 

 
CNCL-77  Noise Regulation Bylaw No. 8856 

Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – Cllr. Au. 

 

 
CNCL-93  Municipal Ticket Authorization Bylaw No. 7321, Amendment Bylaw No. 

8857 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – Cllr. Au. 

 

 
CNCL-95  Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, 

Amendment Bylaw No. 8858 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – Cllr. Au. 
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CNCL-97  Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8597 
(10071 Williams Road, RZ 07-379075)  
Opposed at 1st Reading – None. 
Opposed at 2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

 

 
 
  

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL 
 
 28. RECOMMENDATION 

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

or Page CNCL-99 in the Council eAgenda 

CNCL-99 
 (1) That the minutes of the Development Permit Panel meeting held on 

Wednesday, January 25, 2012, and the Chair’s report for the 
Development Permit Panel meetings held on January 25, 2012, be 
received for information; and 

CNCL-111 

  (2) That the recommendations of the Panel to authorize the issuance of a 
Development Permit (DP 11-584282) for the property at 9811 Ferndale 
Road (formerly 9791 & 9811 Ferndale Road and 6071, 6091 & 6131 No. 
4 Road) be endorsed, and the Permits so issued. 

 

 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
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Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 

Monday, February 20,2012 

Council Chambers 
Richmond City Hall 
6911 No.3 Road 

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

Gail Johnson, Acting Corporate Officer 

Minutes 

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

3446994 

1. Official Community Plan Amendmen~ Bylaw 8817 and Zoning 
Amendment Bylaw 8818 (RZ 09-466062) 
(Location: 6160 London Road & 13100, 13120, 13140, 13160 and 13200 
No.2 Road; Applicant: Oris Development (Kawaki) Corp.) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

(a) Damian Gorman, #305-6077 London Road (Schedule 1) 

(b) Kathleen Beaumont, 6415 London Road (Schedule 2) 

1. CNCL - 15



PH12/2-1 

3440994 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, February 20,2012 , 

Submissions from the floor: 

Minutes 

Kathleen Beaumont, 6415 London Road stated that she is pleased with the 
overall concept of the proposed development but stated the following 
concerns: (i) there are few places in the neighbourhood where outdoor play 
can take place, and current residents are concerned that basketball games are 
played in laneways; (ii) there should be a reduction in the use of exposed 
concrete, as it gives the appearance of an industrial development, and this 
could be softened by the use of plant material; (iii) utility cables should be 
buried; (iv) a landscape plan that is well-defined and generous with trees 
and shrubs should be considered; and (v) streetscapes should have clear 
design guidelines, and should limit the use of bright white concrete surfaces. 

It was moved and seconded 

That OCP Amefldmeflt Bylaw 8817 afld ZOfliflg Amefldmellt Bylaw 8818 
each be givefl secofld afld third readillgs. 

CARRIED 

2A. Proposed Single-Family Lot Size Policy 5448 (Section 23-5-6) 

2B. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8836 (RZ 11-578325) 

(Location: 10131 Bridgeport Road; Applicant: Harpreet Johal) 

Applicant 's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

2. CNCL - 16



PH 1212-2 

PH12/2-3 

PH12/2-4 

3440994 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, February 20,2012 

It was moved and seconded 

Minutes 

That Single-Family Lot Size Policy 5448 for the area bounded by 
Bridgeport Road on the south, River Drive on the north, Shell Road on 
the east and No. 4 Road on the west (Sectioll 23-5-6), adopted by Coullcil 
on September 16, 1991, be amended to permit properties along 
Bridgeport Road between No. 4 Road and McKessock A venue to rezone 
and subdivide in accordance with the provisions of Compact Single 
Detached (RC2) or Coach Houses (RCH) provided there is lane access. 

CA-RRIED 
It was moved and seconded 

That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8836 be given second and third 
readings. 

CARRIED 

3. Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaws 8837 (Capstan Station) 
& 8838 (RZ 06-349722) and Zoning Amendment Bylaws 8839 (Capstan 
Station) & 8840 i(RZ 06-349722) 
(Location: 8800, 8820, 8840, 8880, 8900, 8920, 8940, and 8960 Patterson 
Road and 3240, 3260, 3280, 3320, and 3340 Sexsmith Road; Applicant: 
0754999 BC Ltd.) 

Applicant's Comments: 
The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 
(a) Anne Murray, Vice President, Community and Environmental Affairs, 

Vancouver Airport Authority, Richmond (Schedule 3) 

(b) Dhama Sahota, 13890 Crescent Road, White Rock (Schedule 4) 
Submissions from the floor: 
None. 

It was moved and seconded 

That OCP Amendment Bylaws 8837 and 8838 and Zoning Amendment 
Bylaws 8839 and 8840 each be given second and third readings. 

CARRIED 

3. CNCL - 17



PH12/2-5 

3440994 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, February 20,2012 

Minutes 

4. Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw 8841 and Zoning 
Amendment Bylaw 8842 (RZ 10-544729) 
(Location: 3391 and 3411 Sex smith Road, together with a portion of 
unopened City lane on the north side of Capstan Way between Sexsmith 
Road and No.3 Road; Applicant: Pinnacle International (Richmond) Plaza 
Inc.) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 
Written Submissions: 

(a) Anne Murray, Vice President, Community and Environmental Affairs, 
Vancouver Airport Authority, Richmond (Schedule 5) 

Submissions from the floor: 

Ms. Cushla Curtis, 9400 Patterson Road, queried: (i) if the pre-loading of 
the site would affect the water table within a kilometre of the proposed 
development; (ii) if pile driving would be done on the subject site; (iii) 
whether mature trees on site would be retained; (iv) if children who live on 
the site, and go to elementary school would have to cross Garden City Road, 
a busy artery; and (v) if there is space within the proposed developmimt for 
a community garden. 

It was moved and seconded 

That OCP Amelldmellt Bylaw 8841 alld ZOlli1lg Amendment Bylaw 8842 
each be givell secolld alld thirt/ reat/illgs. 

CARRIED 

5. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8850 (RZ 11-591646) 
(Location: 10380 Williams Road; Applicant: Rumi Eruchshaw Mistry) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

4. CNCL - 18



City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, February 20, 2012 

Minutes 

PH1212-6 It was moved and seconded 

PH12/2-7 

PH 12/2-8 

3440994 

That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8850 be given second and third readings. 

6. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8851 (RZ 11-581922) 
(Location: 9271 Francis Road; Applicant: Ranjit Pooni) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was not present. 

Written Submissions: 

(a) Rajpal Johal, 8888 Heather Street (Schedule 6) 
Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

It was moved and seconded 

CARRIED 

That ZOllillg Amendment Bylaw 8851 be givell secolld and third readillgs. 

7. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8860 
(Location: City-wide; Applicant: City of Richmond) 

Applicant's Comments: 

City staff was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

It was moved and seconded 

CARRIED 

That ZOlling Amendment Bylaw 8860 be givell second and third readings. 

CARRIED 

5. CNCL - 19



PHI 212-9 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, February 20,2012 

That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8860 be adopted. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Minutes 

CARRIED 

PH1212-10 It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjourn (7:40 p.m.). 

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) 

3440994 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the Regular Meeting for Public 
Hearings of the City of Richmond held on 
Monday, February 20, 2012. 

Acting Corporate Officer 
City Clerk's Office (Gail Johnson) 
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Send a Submission Online (response #624) Page 1 of 1 

To ?IiC Hellring 
D81te:~ 0>, bo rV 

;:::~~~~:;:fCl::;:~~~ ~:~:;;: -;::~~-r~~~i::;~:~::~·~:::; ··-··· --·-- · !:~~aW~ $~ \J _.-
Sent: February 15, 2012 8:53 PM _ k ~l~ 
To: MayorandCounciliors 

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #624) 

Categories: 12-8060-20-8817/8818 

Send a Submission Online (response #624) 

Survey Information 

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, February 20, 2012. 

Site: City Website 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 
, . ......... _ ...• . .... ...•..•.. c ..•. 

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

Submission 2/15/20128:53:07 PM 

Survey Response 

Your Name: 

Your Address: 

Subject Property Address OR 
Bylaw Number: 

Comments: 

02116/2012 

Damian Gorman 

#305 6077 London Road Richmond BC V7E 
OA7 

8817 and 8818. 

#1 When is the anticipated ground breaking 
date? #2 How long will construction take? #3 
Is it anticipated the development will increase 
the residential property values? 

Of RICIi~ 
'c),~ DATE <?~ 

FEB 1 6 2012 
~\ ~j 
\..~ . RECEIVED f<.o/ 

~I:RK'S 0'( 
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Schedule 2 to the Minutes of 
Kathleen Beaumont the Council Meeting for -. __ ~ . ...,...._.., 
6415 London Rd Public Hearing held on To ~/~~ic Helluing . 
Richmond M d F b 20 2012 IJte~:'?01:1&>JP-._ 
V7E 6V5 on ay, e ruary, . am I. ~ _ .• ~. 

Saturday, September 24, 2011 t$! Ma~7 ~~\"1 ~ 
-, . 1'2~\~ ___ ........E. ___ .... _. __ 

Re: Re zone application RZ-09-466062 . ___ ."" •. _ .• _ ..... 
Attn: Francisco Molina 

Dear Francisco, 
Further to our telephone discussion last week on the proposed development at London Road, I 
would like to take this opportunity to summarize my comments in writing in order that you can 
add them to the development file. I also look forward to the opportunity of making a brief 
presentation at the public hearing in the near future. 

In general I am pleased with the development concept and think it will be a great asset to our _-=-:"::--_ 
community. Or RieHM. 
Some of the more specific items I will be looking for in the final design will be: ~4. DATE ~'t: 

G ~ 
I . Outdoor children's play areas. 
2. Limited use of exposed concrete, with veneer stone where possible used to co 

foundations and planters. 
3. Buried Utility Cables 
4. Well-defined and generous landscape plan including mature trees and shrubs. 0,- ' 0«' 
5. Clear design guidelines for streetscapes including street lighting, garbage cans, bencn €HK S 

seating, bike stalls and street pavement, with limited use of bright white concrete surfaces 
and the application of wood finishes wherever possible. 

As discussed my biggest concern lies in the availability of recreational space. 

Some of the Condo/ Townhouses developments on Princess Lane and London Rd have limited 
provision for play areas and those that are available are for very small children. Children who are 
a little more independent around the ages of 8-14 have no play areas at all. Narrow car-lanes 
between our tightly spaced homes have become their playgrounds. Strata Councils are 
continually challenged by noise complaints resulting from children playing basketball under the 
windows and balconies of the residents. Not only is this noise invasive and intolerable but also 
children playing in traffic laneways is also dangerous. Basketball hoops have become the biggest 
generator of noise and many Strata's are looking to prohibit them. We need an alternative for the 
children who are living in tightly packed neighborhoods without front or back yards to play in. 

Densities have increased in the London and No 2 Rd areas but developers and the Ci ty have 
allowed for token amounts of breathing space between buildings. Just because we are within 
walk distance of the river and the dyke doesn't make it any more acceptable to be crammed into 
livings spaces like sardines. 

In contrast, a typical large subdivision blocks within the greater Richmond community has 
playing fields and game courts at the centre of each city block. As far as I am aware the 
community plan for South Steveston makes no such provision. The closest school playground is 
located at Tomekichi Homma Elementary near Britannia Heritage Shipyard, which is more than 
I km from my neighbourhood. 

Developments located in the London Rd, Princess Lane and South No 2 Road areas are all high 
density mixed use buildings. It would be interesting to look at the data to see what exactly the 
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density is for this area; I would speculate that it's generally higher than most neighborhoods. 
Overall, there exists a healthy mix of retired, middle age and young families in the 
neighborhood. More recent developments such as London Landing, Currents and now the 
proposed new development plan come with little no outdoor recreational space for children. 

With an increasing population and densities in this area we have reached a point were we need to 
review our community plan and ask the question as to how we may accommodate play areas 
including a basketball court for active young people in the community. 

Ideally I would like to see some provision made within the rezoning plan and development plan 
for RZ-09-46602 
I am therefore requesting on behalf of my neighborhood that consideration be given to providing 
space with a basket ball court in the proposed plan. 

Regards, 

Kathleen Beaumont 
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hh.16. 2012 '114iAM 

Schedule 3 to the Minutes of 

II~ 
the Council Meeting for 

~ _ ~~:pcg~:£f Public Hearing held on 
• It.: AVTHORITY Monday, February 20, 2012. 

15 February 2012 

Ms. Gail Johnson 
Manager - Legislative Services 
City Clerk's Office 
CITY OF RICHMOND 
6911 No. 3 Road 
Richmond, Be 
V6Y 2C1 

Dear Ms. Johnson: 

No. 1)4U I) ~ . I I I 

Via Fax: 604-278-5139 

RE: Proposed Official Community Amendment Bylaws 8837 and 8838 

This leiter is in regard to Bylaws 8637 and 6638 that propose the rezoning of properties 
located at 8800, 8820, 8840, 8880, 8900, 8920, 8940 and 8960 Patterson Road and 3240, 
3260, 3320 and 3340 Sexsmith Road from Single Detached (RS1/F) to High Rise 
Apartment and Artist Residenlial tenancy Studio Units (ZHR10). 

These properties are located in an area that is deemed incompatible for new residential 
developments according to the Transport Canada land use recommendations due to high 
levels of aircraft noise. 

Vancouver Airport Authority agrees with the Transport Canada recommendations and we 
do not support this rezoning application which would significantly increase the number of 
Richmond residents exposed to high levels of aircraft noise at their home. Aircraft arriving 
and departing from the existing runways at Vancouver Internalional Airport (YVR) affect 
this area now, with the number of operations predicted to grow in the future . 

We know the future success of Richmond and YVR are closely linked. There are 23,600 
jobs at YVR. One quarter of the people who work at the airport live in Richmond and 7% . 
of Richmond households are supported by direct employment at YVR. The Airport 
Authority is working hard to reduce community aircraft noise concerns and want to do so 
in continuing partnerShip with the City of Richmond. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and commen!. 

Sincerely yours, 

~ 
Anne Murray 
Vice President 
Community & Environmental Affairs 

P,O. [lOX 23'150 
AIRPORT POSTAL OUYI.ET 
RICH~OtJO, Be CAUAOA .... 7D JY1 

TH£PHO!<olE 'OU 7t.t soo 
r,lCSJM. llE 'OU~H tliM 
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' FEB-20-2012 12:41 Fr om: 6045948274 To: 6042785139 

I 

To: Mayor and Councillors 
City of Richmnnd 

To Public Hearing 
Date: fi~ -w, "lo IV 

Itam II. ~ 
Ra:&h,''"i't'''~''-s-t?~~'''''~''''''''''--t--

< ~ '3"38 '--" ~~~W 
...... _-------, ~ ~ ~ go 

Public Hearing on F~brll<ITy 20,2012 Re: Q. .... Q. 

Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaws 8837 & 8838 and Zoning Amendment ~ t') Q E. 
Bylaws 8839 & 8840. Properties on Sexsmith & Patterson Road~ & Applicant 0754999 ~ == § : 
Be. Ltd ~ ~ t') _ 

'W ~ _ • ..,.. 

I, Dhama Sahota, authorized signatory of Kaardaman Gurkicod Ltd, the registered owner ~ ~. - ~ 
of3200 Sexsmith. Road, Rich.mond, B.C. which is immediately adjacent and abutting the ~ ~ ~ 
subject proposed development. T have owned the property at 3220 Sexsmith since 1973 ~ =- !§.. ~ 
and was a resident of Richmond until 1980. ~ 5: rIg ~ 

Q .... 

In principle, I support the proposed development as the location and transportation 
network supports such a development, and provides for the much needed renewal of this 
area of Richmond while offering great cconomic benetits to the region. 

1 do, however wish to voice the following concerns as this proposed development impacts 
my property most significantly: 

1. My property at 3200 Sexsmith fronts on both Sexsmith and Patterson Roads, and 
the proposed development abuts my property on two sides. I would prefer if the 
applicant purchases my property and give their developmenl a major added value 
and resolve some of the development issues, It is listed for salc on the MLS. 

2. Should the applicant not purchase my property, and thc proposed development is 
allowed my property's funU'C development need to be protected firstly by way of 
facilitating similar building as proposed by the applicant on its lands, and 
secondly hy regislrati(m of an easements/right of way on the applicants lands for a 
shared driveway for the future development of my property as described in the 
City Staff Report dated January 04,2012. . 

3. J would like to a~k for continued update on this development as it impacts my 
property most critically. 

May I respectfully request the Mayor and Council for en~uring reasonable future 
development of my property and incorporating safeguards Jor same prior to issuance of 
the development pennits to the applicant. 

Thank you for your kind consideration for my concems. 

Yours tfU,z, c:o;:) 
qhamn Sah~ - - . 

13890 Crtscenl Road,While Rock,B.C.,V4P lK8 
CeI: 604-614-1134 
Bus: 604-594-9700 
Yax:604-594-8274 

~ . ~ 
~oO'o = ., .... 

, .. , 
,"r 
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F ~ h . 16. 20 12 11 :41AM 

VANCOUVER 
AIRPoRT 

. AufHORIJ'i' 

15 February 2012 

Ms. Gail Johnson 

Schedule 5 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, February 20, 2012. 

Manager - Legislative Services 
City Clerk's Office 
CITY OF RICHMOND 
6911 NO. 3 Road 
Richmond, BG 
V6Y 2C1 

Dear Ms. Johnson: 

RE: Proposed Official Community Amendment Bylaw 8841 

No. I) 3Y'! P. 

Via Fax: 604-278-5139 

This leiter is regarding Amendment Bylaw 8841 that proposes the rezoning of properties . 
located at 3391 and 3411 Sexsmith Road from Single Detached (RS1/F) to 
Residential/Limited Commercial (RCL4). 

These properties are located in an area that is deemed incompatible for new residential 
developments according to the Transport Canada land use recommendations due to high 
levels of aircraft noise. 

Vancouver Airport Authority agrees with the Transport Canada recommendations and we 
do not support this rezoning application. Aircraft arriving and departing from the existing 
runways at Vancouver International Airport (YVR) affect this area now, with the number of 
operations predicted to grow in the future. 

We know the future success of Richmond and YVR are closely linked. There are 23,600 
jobs at YVR. One quarter of the people who work at Ihe airport live in Richmond and 7% 
of Richmond households are supported by direct employment at YVR. The Airport 
Authority is working hard to reduce community aircraft noise concerns and want to do so 
in continuing partnership with the City of Richmond. 

Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment. 

Sincerely yo s, 

Anne Murray 
Vice President 
Community & Environmental Affairs 

p.O. eox 2;)150 
AIRPMT POSTAL o~)rl F.:T 
fllCHM()/4{1 , !It CAlM"" V?9 IV? 

TfUPHOllt 6CtU1U5f11) 
fA,S,/f.!ll( 60C;a6.'~OS 
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Send a Submission Online (response #626) Page 1 of 1 

. . "-"i-0 ·puWic Hearing 
. . Ollte:..ErP 1.-D 'ZOev 

MayorandCounciliors ItGm II. ~~ 
.-----.- .. ---.-------.~----.--....... -.. -.. - .. -.- ...... --.--- -.. ---" .............. " .... ,.-.-.. - · 1l1l:o-··~5-.. $'("""'~· 
From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.caj -" I. 
Sent: February 20, 20122:52 PM 

To: MayorandCounciliors 

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #626) 

Send a Submission Online (response #626) 

Survey Information 

'- .'- """'-.-.....-.. -, .... - ........ -~ 
- ---,----,--

Schedule 6 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, February 20, 2012. 

r--.. ··---····---· .... · .... -r:------·----· .. -.. ·--··-------.. ·--· ........... -.............. " .... -.. -, 
i Site: ! City Website i 
,._ .....••.•• __ ..... _. __ ._ ....... __ . __ __ ..... __ .. !"~_m_ ..•. _._" _ _ •. H ____ •• H •••• _____ • ______ H •• 0> • •• _ • ••••• _"._ • • _ ••••• " • _____ ." ___ ,' ... _", __ ••••.• _ •• _ •••••• ! 

I Page Title: I Send a Submission Onl ine 
1-- ....-.. .. -. . ..... "' URL:! htt~ :II~;;; ~ , 'ri~;;;;;~'~d '~~/P~g~1 i93~~~P~- ... ... . .....- ............... '1 
t~~~~-~b~~;sT~~ r.i0i/~~t~I2~~o/?~~T~:~L1~~~ · · ·· ~·~:~~ .. ~~ .:.: ... ..... .... ... .......~ ... :~. .. : i 
Survey Response 
r-~ .. · .. · .... · .. ·----·-------··---· ----.-----.--.. ---..... ---........... - .. --.. -------... / 
I Your Name: Rajpal Johal I 
'y~~~ Ad'd~~~~~ ............ _ ....... - - -- ---8~88 ·H~~~~;St;~~~ ---- -... ··-...... ---.. ···1 

! .... ~~I~!~~·~~~:r~;-;d-d·;~;~-O~-I· ···-~~· ~-~·~~~~-;;·;-~~-~··;ra:i~~::~· .. - .. -··------····! 
r-· .... " .... ---.. · ...... · .... "-'" ..... -.. -.... _ ... -t-...... -.............. -.............. _ ... -.......... ................. -.................. __ ... , 
i i i am in favor of the development, as long as a i 
I : solid brick wall be constructed, at least 6 feet ! 
I high and positioned on the north property line, .. 
I reducing the noise to the abutting property 
i from vehicles in the rear alley that is , 
I proposed, In addition, all exterior lights should ! I Comments: be shielded from shinning into the abutting i 
: properties, Also, the ditch on the Heather i 
! street, abutting the project should be filled in i 
I and a sidewalk be added . We would oppose a I 
I multi family zoning if the applicant attempts to i 
I i change their mind, Density in the i 

l neighborhood is a current issue, Thank you, i 
I L Rajpal Johal and Nina Johal i i_, ____ ._. ___ " .• ___ . __ .. • __ ._.~_ ... ____ .0". _ .. _ .. _._0_. _______ . ____ . __ ._._~ ___ . __ ... ~ ____ .. ~ .. _. ____ ._.-.-i 

02/20/2012 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Tuesday February 14,2012 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Derek Dang, Chair 
Councillor Linda McPhail, Vice-Chair 
Councillor Ken Johnston 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Bill McNulty 
Mayor Malcolm Brodie (arrived at 4:45 p.m.) 

Minutes 

Also Present: Councillor Chak Au 

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

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the mill utes of the meetillg of the Commullity Safety Committee held 
011 Tuesday, Deceillber 13, 2011, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Tuesday, March 13,2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room 

LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT 

1. INTRODUCTION OF INSPECTOR SEAN MALONEY 

3472687 

Renny Nesset, OlC, Richmond RCMP, introduced Inspector Sean Maloney 
and spoke briefly about Inspector Maloney's 30 year service and past 
experience with the RCMP. 

J. 
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3472687 

Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, February 14, 2012 

2. RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT - NOVEMBER 2011 ACTIVITIES 
(File Ref. No. 09·5000·01) (REDMS No. 3422437) 

3. RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT - DECEMBER 2011 ACTIVITIES 
(File Ref. No. 09·5000·01) (REDMS No. 3441114) 

OIC Nesset reviewed the RCMP statistics for November and December of 
·2011 and advised that: (i) robberies had increased as a result of street level, or 
curbside, theft of cell phones and tablets; and (ii) break-and-.enters in 
residential homes has increased. 

Discussion ensued regarding pedestrian safety issues and auxiliary constables. 

In reply to a query, Phyllis Carlyle, General Manager, Law & Community 
Safety, advised that she and OIC Nesset had met to discuss activities at the 
City's Community Police Offices, such as South Arm, and Steveston, and that 
staff will come back to Committee with further information. 

In response to the Chair's query regarding the increase in sexual offences, 
OIC Nesset confirmed that, historically, sexual offences occur between 
acquaintances, not strangers. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the 01C's report elltitled "RCMP's MOlltltly Report - November 

2011 Activities" dated December 1,2011, be received/or ill/ormatioll; 
alld 

(2) That the OIC's report entitled "RCMP's MOlltllly Report - December 
2011 Activities" dated J(muary 5, 2012, be received/or ill/ormatioll. 

CARRIED 

4. COMMUNITY BYLAWS - NOVEMBER 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT 
(File Ref. No. 12·8060·01) (REDMS No. 3428370) 

5. COMMUNITYBYLAWS-DECEMBER2011 ACTIVITY REPORT 
(File Ref. No. 12·8060·01) (REDMS No. 3457416) 

In reply to a query Wayne Mercer, Manager, Conmmnity Bylaws, noted that 
it was unusual that two parking meters had been stolen in November, though 
it is not unusual for parking meters to be vandalized. He added that the stolen 
meters were located in a deserted warehouse. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the staff report elltit/e(1 "Commullity Bylaws - November 2011 

Activity Report" dated December 14, 2011, from the General 
Mallager, Law & Commullity Safety, be received/or ill/ormatioll. 

(2) That the staff report elltit/e(l "Commullity Bylaws - December 2011 
Activity Report" dated Jalluary 23, 2012, from tlte Gelleral 
Mallager, Law & Commullity Safety, be received/or ill/ormatioll. 

CARRIED 

2. 
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3472687 

Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, February 14, 2012 

6. 2012/2013 RCMP ANNUAL PERFORMANCE PLAN - COMMUNITY 
PRIORITIES 
(File No. 09-5000-01)(REDMS No. 3459169) 

OIC Nesset provided background information and in response to comments 
made by Committee, he noted that pedestrian safety and the development of a 
community policing presence in the City Centre were identified as objectives 
for the 2012/2013 performance plan. 

Discussion ensued, and in particular regarding: (i) the measured outcomes of 
success for the 20 I 0/20 11 performance plan will be forthcoming soon; (ii) 
police presence, patrolling on foot, in the City Centre will continue; (iii) 
besides the two identified objectives, the RCMP will work to abate property
related crimes, and will work on all objectives to attain desired outcomes. 

The Chair noted that the D.A.R.E. (Drug Abuse Resistance Education) 
Program is valuable to the students who participate. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the two Community Objectives be selected, as identified in the staff 
report dated January 24, 2012 from the Officer In Charge, Richmond 
RCMP Detachment, for inclusion in the 201212013 Annual Performance 
Plan. 

CARRIED 

7. 2011 FOURTH QUARTER REPORT - RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE 
(File No.)(REDMS No. 3432651) 

John McGowan, Fire Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue (RFR), in response to a 
query, stated that when 911 receives a call for assistance for a victim of 
assault, usually the RCMP response first but RFR and ambulance services 
also attend. He added that there is good communication among the attending 
parties. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the report on Fire-Rescue's operations from October 1 to December 
31,2011 be receivedfor information. 

CARRIED 

3. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, February 14, 2012 

8. CANADIAN COAST GUARD AUXILIARY (STATION 10) 
PROPOSED BOATHOUSE LOCATION 
(File No. 06-2345-20-ILANl)(REDMS No. 3355625) 

Mayor Brodie entered the meeting (4:45 p.m.) 

In response to a query regarding the consultation undertaken with the Scotch 
Pond Heritage Cooperative (SPHC) Serena Lusk, Manager, Parks Programs 
and Dave Semple, General Manager, Parks and Recreation, advised that the 
SPHC's Executive Committee has accepted, in principle, the relocation of the 
Station 10, Richmond Coast Guard Auxiliary to Scotch Pond. It was noted 
that the SPHC's Annual General Meeting takes place in March. 

• staff worked with members of Station 10, Richmond Coast Guard 
Auxiliary to review a wide range of potential locations for Station 10 
to moor its vessel, and those potential locations, including Imperial 
Landing, are listed in Attachment 3 of the staff report; , 

• staff would undertake more consultation, and would come back to 
Committee with any financial implications; 

• after the SPHC's Executive Committee takes the idea to its 
membership at the March Annual General Meeting, staff would come 
back to Committee; 

• the agreement for the moorage of the Station 10, Richmond Coast 
Guard Auxiliary is an agreement between the City and the Coast 
Guard; and 

• SPHC operates Scotch Pond under a license from the City and whether 
the relocation of Station 10, Richmond Coast Guard Auxiliary to 
Scotch Pond would modify that license in any way. 

Brian Hobbs, Coxswain, Station 10, Richmond Coast Guard Auxiliary 
advised that he was available to respond to questions Committee might have. 
He noted that Station 10 has waited five years for a relocation site, and that 
another few weeks, to accommodate the SPHC's Annual General Meeting 
would be fine. 

, 
Mr. Hobbs submitted a report that summarized: (i) the work conducted by 
volunteer search and rescue in the City; (ii) cost savings incurred at all levels 
of govemment; and (iii) current support of other volunteer search and rescue 
stations. (The report is on file in the City Clerk's Office). 

In response to a query, Mr. Hobbs advised that Station 10, Richmond Coast 
Guard Auxiliary has not yet had an opportunity to address the SPHC. 

The Chair noted that negotiations have been between the City and SPHC. 

A brief discussion ensued and there was general agreement that further 
consultation with the membership of SPHC should be undertaken, especially 
in light of the Cooperative's impending Annual General Meeting. 

4. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, February 14, 2012 

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

It was moved and seconded 
That: 

(i) tile staff report entitled "Canadian Coast Guard A uxi/iary (Station 
10) Proposed Boathouse Locatioll" be referred back to staff; alld 

(ii) after furtller consultation witll tile Scotcll Pond Heritage 
Cooperative, staff bring furtller information forward to the 
Commullity Safety Committee meeting, tetttatively scheduled to take 
place 011 Wednesday, April 10, 2012. 

9. CHAUFFEURS' PERMITS 
(File No. 09-5000-01) 

CARRIED 

Discussion ensued among OlC Nesset, Lainie Goddard, Manager, RCMP 
Administration, Ms. Carlyle and Committee regarding the process of 
Chauffeurs' Permits being renewed not on an annual basis, but on a biennial 
basis, and in particular on: 

• what are the consequences to a person with a Chauffeurs' Permit who 
commits a criminal offence; 

• the RCMP controls the issuance and approval of Chauffeur Permits; 

• no fee is charged for the Chauffeurs' Permit, but a fee is charged for the 
Criminal Records Check required as part of the application process; 
and 

• Chauffeurs' Permit processes at other municipalities. 

In response to Committee's request that further infonllation regarding the 
mechanism to cancel or suspend a Chauffeurs ' Permit should the permit 
holder commit, and/or be charged with a criminal offence, OlC Nesset 
advised that: (i) further information will be furnished to Council before the 
Monday, February 27, 2012 Council meeting, and (ii) an oral report will be 
given by the OIC at the next meeting of the Community Safety Committee 
meeting, tentatively scheduled to take place on Tuesday, March 13,2012. 

It was moved and seconded 
That tile requirement for tile renewal of Chauffeurs' Permits be cllallged 
from an anllual to a biennial basis begillnillg January 1, 2013 as outlined 
ill tile staff report dated Jalluary 31, 2012 from tile OIC, RCMP Richmond 
Detachment. 

CARRIED 

5. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, February 14, 2012 

10. AIRCRAFT EMERGENCY RESPONSE WITHIN RICHMOND 
(File No.)(REDMS No. 3462128) 

In response to a query Fire Chief McGowan, and Tim Wilkinson, Deputy 
Chief - Operations provided Committee with the following rationale for the 
viability of training RFR personnel to respond to aircraft emergencies: (i) a 
recognition of the need to educate RFR employees on specific hazards, and 
allow RFR personnel to understand the practices specific to aircraft 
emergency response and work more effectively with YVR emergency 
services personnel; and (ii) when incidents of aircraft emergency occur in the 
City, RFR staff will be able to manage these events with greater effectiveness 
and efficiency, thereby providing a safer community for residents. 

Discussion ensued, and in particular with regard to: (i) RFR personnel 
remainirtg in Richmond, while external service and training providers would 
travel to Richmond to deliver the training; and (ii) RFR is working with YVR 
emergency services personnel to align training methods. 

It was moved and seconded 
Tllat tile staff report entitled Aircraft Emergency Response Witllin 
Ricllmond, dated February 3, 2012 from tile Fire Chief, be received for 
information, 

II. FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING 
(Oral Report) 

(i) Pink Shirt Day, February 29, 2012 

CARRIED 

Fire Chief McGowan reported that RFR personnel would wear pink T-shirts 
on February 29,2012, in support ofthe Stop Bullying Campaign. 

(Ii) CPR (Cardio Pulmonary Resuscitation) Saves Lives 

Deputy Chief Wilkinson noted that February is Heart Smart Month, and RFR 
supports programs that encourage the general public to get involved with CPR 
training. A media bulletin this month has reminded the public that CPR saves 
lives. He added that in the last year's last quarter, RFR responded to 24 
cardiac-related calls. 

(iii) Pedestrian Safety Campaign - a joint initiative of RFR, RCMP, British 
Columbia Ambulance Service, ICBC, the City's Corporate 
Communications team, and Transportation 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, February 14, 2012 

OIC Nesset, Fire Chief McGowan, and Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, 
made a brief presentation to Committee and advised that; (i) the campaign is a 
joint initiative with full participation by many parties, including ICBC; (ii) on 
February 23, 2012, the campaign will have a presence at a selection of 
designated high traffic locations; and (iii) the initiative is Citywide, is 
ongoing, and will be directed at both pedestrians and drivers. 

A brief discussion ensued during which comments were made that seniors are 
a vulnerable group of pedestrians, speeding vehicles within the City are a 
hazard, and an enforcement component is being explored. 

[2. RCMP/OIC BRIEFING 

(i) Downtown CPO - Regional IPREM Table Top 

OIC Nesset and Greg Scott, Director, Project Development provided an 
update on the progress of the Downtown Community Policing Office (CPO). 
Mr. Scott briefly noted that it is anticipated construction will be complete by 
the spring, the Office will then be furnished, and after that it will go into 
operation. 

A comment was made that when RCMP headquarters moved out of the City 
Centre, residents could no longer drop into the centrally located building, but 
that the soon-to-be-completed Downtown CPO would provide the opportunity 
to drop in to speak with RCMP personnel. 

(ii) RCMP Deputy Commissioner Peter German 

OIC Nesset advised that Deputy Commissioner Peter German, a resident of 
Richmond, has announced his retirement from the force. 

(iii) Robberies of Cell Phones 

OIC Nesset advised that the RCMP is working on methods to dampen the 
market for stolen cell phones . 

[3. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Mobile Medical - Temporary Placement at Gateway Theatre 

Deborah Procter, Manager, Emergency Programs, reported that British 
Columbia's Mobile Medical Unit, a 100 bed clinic and surgical unit, will be in 
Richmond, at the Gateway Theatre parking lot, during the week of February 
27,2012 for orientation and training of Richmond Hospital Staff. 

Council is invited to tour the facility on Thursday, March 1,2012. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, February 14, 2012 

(ii) Integrated Partnership for Regional Emergency Management 

Ms. Procter advised that 23 local authorities in Metro Vancouver have been 
invited to participate in an Integrated Partnership for a Regional Emergency 
Management tabletop exercise to examine regional emergency management 
Issues. 

The Thursday, February 16,2012 event is a good opportunity for City staff to 
participate in ·the exercise that simulates the scenario of a 7.3 magnitude 
earthquake in the Georgia Strait. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That tile meeting adjoum (5:40 p.m.). 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Community 
Safety Committee of the Council of the 
City of Richmond held on Tuesday, 
February 14,2012. 

Councillor Derek Dang 
Chair 

Sheila Johnston 
Committee Clerk 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Monday, February 20, 2012 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Mayor Malcolm D. -Brodie, Chair 
Councillor Chak Au 
Councillor Linda Barnes 
Councillor Derek Dang 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Ken Johnston 
Councillor Bill McNulty 
Councillor Linda McPhail 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Minutes 

Call to Order: The Chair called the meeting to order at 4 :02 p.m. 

3477551 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That ti,e millUtes of the meeting of the General Purposes Committee held on 
Monday, February 6, 2012, be adopted as circulated. 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

1. 2012 HEALTH, SOCIAL AND SAFETY GRANTS 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3468541) 

CARRIED 

A discussion took place between Lesley Sherlock, Social Planner, and 
Committee members, and the following was noted: 

• applicants had responded favourably to the shorter application form for 
minor grants, as well as the availability of three-year funding; 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, February 20, 2012 

• figures are rounded-up to the nearest dollar as a result of the cost of 
living increase and other factors, therefore some figures may appear to 
be out of sync such as the $1100 amount allocated to the Family 
Integration and Resource Support Team (FIRST). A suggestion was 
then made to round-up the grant amount to $1500 for FIRST; 

• 2012 was the first year in which the grant applicants were requested to 
fill out the Grant Application Summary Sheet, therefore certain pieces 
of information that have been available in previous years, when City 
staff filled out the summary sheets, may have been left out; 

• a grant amount does not necessarily reflect the value of a group or its 
programs, the Grant Review Committee takes into consideration factors 
such as: (i) the length of time a group has been applying for grants, (ii) 
access to other sources of funding; and (iii) the consistency of 
community benefits realized by a group's services; and 

• the Multicultural Helping House Society grant provides operating 
assistance for ongoing activities in partnership with the Chinese Mental 
Wellness Association of Canada. The Helping House Society no longer 
has an office located in Richmond, and the Society's Richmond services 
are not as widely available as previously, therefore the grant amount has 
been reduced accordingly·. 

With respect to future grant applications, staff was requested to review the 
applicants' comments provided in the Grant Application Summary Sheet, and 
provide staff conunents in addition to those of the applicants'. It was also 
noted that it would be helpful if staff provided information relating to the 
number of people served by the programs offered by the groups as well as 
how many of those served are Richmond residents. 

It was moved and seconded 
Tllat, as per tile reportfrom tile General Manager of Community Services, 
dated January 27, 2012, witll an additional $400 to tile Family Integratioll 
and Resource Support Team (FIRST): 

(1) Health, Social and Safety Services Grants be awarded for tile 
recommended amounts, and clleques disbursed for a total of 
$530,637 (additional $400 included); and ' 

(2) Tile following applicants be recomme1lded for tile first year of a 
three-year fIll/ding cycle, based on Council approval of eacll 
subsequent year of funding: 

2. 
CNCL - 38



General Purposes Committee 
Monday, February 20, 2012 

(a) Big Sisters of ti,e Lower Mainland; 

(b) Canadiall Mental Health Associatioll - Richmond Branch; 

(c) CHIMO Crisis Services; 

(d) Family Services of Greater Vancouver; 

(e) Richmond Addiction Services; 

(j) Richmond Family Place; 

(g) Richmond Multicultural Community Services; 

(h) Richmond Youth Service Agency; and 

(i) Volunteer Richmolld Illformatioll Services Society. 

The question on the motion was not called as comments were made about the 
benefits of the City Grant Program realized by the groups, how new groups 
are encouraged to seek partnerships, and funding responsibilities in other 
jurisdictions. 

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

PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT 

2. 2012 PARKS, RECREATION AND COMMUNITY EVENTS GRANTS 
(File Ref. No. 03-1085-01l2012-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3467295) 

Serena Lusk, Manager, Parks Programs, circulated a revised version of 
attachment 2 of the report, attached as Schedule 1, and forming part of these 
minutes. Ms. Lusk noted that the figure under the 2012 Proposed Awards for 
the Total Parks, Recreation and Community Events Requests, had changed to 
$94,224. 

A discussion then ensued about: 

• the feasibility of changing the grant amounts allocated to: (i) the 
Richmond Agricultural and Industrial Society from $7,247 to $7,250; 
and (ii) KidSport - Richmond Chapter from $6,212 to $6,250; 

• the feasibility of awarding a grant to the Richmond Rockets Speed 
Skating Club; 

• the eligibility for a three-year funding cycle. It was noted that an 
applicant must have received a grant in each of the previous five years 
to be eligible; 

• the proposed $3000 grant award to the Steveston Community Society. It 
was noted that the funds would allow the Society to hire staff to plan 
and raise further funding for the Sockeye Spin road race; and 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, February 20, 2012 

• how the grant monies to KidSport are used for registration only. It was 
noted that KidSport receives support and contributions from other 
community organizations, including schools, the Rotary Club, and 
various sports teams. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) Tllat: 

(a) the Ricllmond Agricllltllral and Indllstrial Society be awarded a 
total grant amollnt of $7,250; 

(b) KidSport - Richmond Cllapter be awarded a total grant amollnt 
of $6,250; 

(c) an additional grant of $500 be awarded to the Ricllmond 
Rockets Speed Skating Cillb; 

for a total additional increase of $541; 

(2) That Parks, Recreation and Commllnity Events Grants be allocated 
and cheqlles disbllrsedfor a total of $94,765 (additional $541 grants 
inclllded); as identified in attachment 2 of tile report, Parks, 
Recreation and Commllnity Events City Grants dated Febrllary 2nd 

2012, from tile Senior Manager, Parks and tile Acting Director, 
Recreation; and 

(3) That tile Ricllmond Slimmer Programs be recommende(lfor the first 
year of a three-year fllnding cycle, based on COlin cit approval of eacll 
sllbseqllent year of fllnding. 

CARlUED 

ENGINEERING & PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

3. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE CAPSTAN STATION CAPITAL 
RESERVE FUND 
(File Ref. No.: 12-8060-01/201 I-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 342845) 

It was moved and seconded 
That Capstan Station Capital Reserve Fllnd Establishment Bylaw No. 8854 
be introduced ami given first, second and tllird reading. 

CARRIED 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, February 20, 2012 

CHILD CARE DEVELOPMENT GRANTS 

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt inquired about the status of the follow-up 
on the new Terms of Reference for the Child Care Development Grant 
Program which was revised to expand their ability to recommend grants for 
more than minor capital expenses. 

Staff advised that the Childcare Statutory Reserve fund was originally 
established for capital expenses only, and that the matter must be reviewed to 
expand the uses of the fund. The process may involve a bylaw amendment. 
Staff also advised that a report on the matter is forthcoming to the March 6, 
2012 Planning Committee meeting. 

DELEGATION 

De Whalen, 13631 Blundell Road, stated that she was speaking on behalf of 
the Richmond Poverty Response Committee, and thanked the City for the 
$5,000 grant. Ms. Whalen then spoke about the Rental Connect Project, 
noting that the Project's aim was to connect low income tenants with 
landlords with a social conscience. She also stated that there was a need to 
educate and engage landlords to address the gap in housing for low income 
tenants. Prior to conclusion, Ms. Whalen expressed concerns about how the 
Committee has had difficulties finding City venues at no charge to host 
workshops and educational seminars, and asked if it was possible for the City 
to provide venues for such events in-kind. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjourn (4:53 p.m.). 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Chair 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the General 
Purposes Committee of the Council of the 
City of Richmond held on Monday, 
February 20, 2012. 

Shanan Dhaliwal 
Executive Assistant 
City Clerk's Office 
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City of 
Richmond Minutes 

Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Also Present: 

Call to Order: 

Planning Committee 

Tuesday, February 21, 2012 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Bill McNulty, Chair 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt, Vice-Chair 
Councillor Chak Au 
Councillor Linda Barnes 
Councillor Harold Steves 
Mayor Malcolm Brodie (arrived at 4:32 p.m.) 

Councillor Linda McPhail 

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

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
Tllat tile minutes of tile meeting of tile Planning Committee IIeld on 
Tuesday, February 7. 2012, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Tuesday, March 6, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room. 

It was agreed that the Agenda would be varied and that Item 7. would be 
addressed after discussion of Items I. through 6., and Items 8. and 9., but 
before the Manager' s Report. 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, February 21, 2012 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

.1. HOUSING AGREEMENT (LEGACY PARK LANDS LIMITED) 
BYLAW NO. 8853 - TO SECURE MARKET RENTAL HOUSING 
UNITS LOCATED IN 14000 AND 14088 RIVERPORT WAY 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8853) (REDMS No. 3424066) 

In response to a query, Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development, stated that 
even if the building is sold to another owner, the market rental housing units 
remain as affordable housing units in perpetuity. 

It was moved and seconded 
That Bylaw No. 8853 be introduced and given first, second, and third 
readings to permit the City, once Bylaw No. 8853 has been adopted, to enter 
into a Housing Agreement substantially ill the form attached hereto, in 
accordance with the requiremellts ofs. 905 of the Local GoverlllnentAct, to 
secure the market rental housing units required by Zoning Text 
Amendmeflt Applicatiofl No. 11-565675. 

CARRIED 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

2. JAING ZHU HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY OF RICHMOND FOR 
PERMISSION TO REZONE 9780 ALBERTA ROAD FROM SINGLE 
DETACHED (RSIIF) TO TOWN HOUSING (ZT60) - NORTH 
MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE) IN ORDER TO CREATE SIX (6) 
TOWNHOUSE UNITS. 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8812, RZ 11-566870) (REDMS No. 3315070) 

It was moved and seconded 
That Bylaw 8812, for the rezoning of 9780 Alberta Roml from "Single 
Detached (RSlIF)" to "Town Housiflg (ZT60) - North McLellnan (City 
Celltre)". be introduced and given first reading. 

CARRIED 

3. APPLICATION BY YASEEN GREWAL, BALBIR RANDHAWA AND 
SARBJIT RANDHAWA FOR REZONING AT 10180/10200 
FINLAYSON DRIVE FROM TWO-UNIT DWELLINGS (RDl) TO 
SINGLE DETACHED (RS21B) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8863, RZ 11-594451) (REDMS No. 3455139) 

In response to a query, Mr. Jackson advised that the application met the' fast 
track" criteria and that it was ready for consideration by Committee three 
months after the applicant submitted the complete application to the City. 
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Tuesday, February 21,2012 

It was moved and seconded 
That Bylalll No. 8863, for the rezoning of 10180110200 Filliayson Drive 
from "Tlllo-Unit Dlllelli11gs (RD1)" to "Single Detached (RS2/B)", be 
i11trodllced alld givell first reading. 

CARRIED 

4. APPLICATION BY HARBINDER BAHD FOR REZONING AT 8631 
FRANCIS ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E) TO COACH 
HOUSES (RCH) 
(File Ref. No. 12·8060·20·8866, RZ 11·587257) (REDMS No. 345727) 

In response to queries, Mr. Jackson advised that: 

• the required stonn sewer extension along the entire frontage on Francis 
Road would result in the elimination of the ditch that is currently on that 
frontage; and 

• the coach houses above the garages measure approximately 650 to 700 
square feet. 

In response to a further query, Mr. Jackson advised that staff could look into 
the rental rate for the market rental units. 

A brief discussion took place between staff and Committee with regard to the 
number of affordable housing units in the City, and the following advice was 
provided by Joe Erceg, General Manager, Planning and Development: the 
City has 1,346 affordable units secured through the City'S policies and this 
number includes: (i) 303 market rental units; (li) 352 secondary suites; and 
(iii) 95 coach houses. 

A suggestion was made that the Chair work with the Corporate 
Communications team to draft · a newspaper article, and a press release 
regarding the City'S inventory of affordable housing units. 

It was moved and seconded 
That Bylalll No. 8866, for the rezoni11g of 8631 Frallcis Roadfrom "Sillgle 
Detached (RS1/E)" to "Coach HOllses (RCB) ", be illtrodllced alld givell 
first readillg. 

CARRIED 
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5. KHALID HASAN HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY OF RICHMOND 
FOR PERMISSION TO REZONE 9500, 9520 AND 9540 GRANVILLE 
AVENUE FROM "SINGLE DETACHED (RSIIF)" TO "MEDIUM 
DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTM2)" IN ORDER TO DEVELOP A 16 
UNIT 2 STOREY TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8868, RZ 11.581551) (REDMS No. 3465853) 

Discussion ensued between staff and Committee and especially with regard 
to: (i) parking stalls are side-by-side, not tandem; (ii) .65 floor area ratio is 
being recommended; (iii) the crosswalk at Ash and Granville is being 
upgraded at an approximate cost of $15,000; (iv) a trellis will cover the 
bicycle parking area; and (v) when a strata council can change the 
configuration of a "tot lot" play area without filing a development permit 
application, and when a strata council has to file a development permit 
application. 

The Chair commented that the applicant might want to consider a softer 
surface than asphalt for the outdoor amenity area. 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat Bylaw No. 8868 for tlte rezoning of 9500, 9520 and 9540 Granville 
Avenue from "Single Detaclted, (RSIIF) " to "Medium Density Townltouses 
(RTM2)", be introduced and givellfirst reading. 

CARRIED 

6. APPLICATION BY PACIFIC COASTAL HOMES LTD. FOR 
REZONING AT 4771 DUNCLIFFE ROAD FROM SINGLE 
DETACHED (RSlfE) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/ A) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8869, RZ 11-577322) (REDMS No. 3444628) 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat Bylaw No. 8869,/or tlte rezonil/g of 4771 DUI/cliffe Roadfrom "Sillgle 
Detaclted (RSIIE) " to "Sil/gle Detaclted (RS2IA)", be il/troduced alld givell 
first readil/g. 

CARRIED 

8. APPLICATION BY BASTION DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 
FOR RICHMOND ISLAND 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8861) (REDMS No. 3428095) 

Mr. Jackson gave background information on the application by Bastion 
Development Corporation for water utility services by the City of Vancouver 
for a commercial marina development on Richmond Island, and the adjacent 
Richmond Slough in the North Arm of the Fraser River. 

Mr. Jackson noted that the application has undergone a Federal Canadian 
Environmental Assessment review, and for that reason the Province may 
waive its environment assessment process. 

Discussion ensued between staff and Committee, and especially regarding: 
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• the applicant and staff have worked cooperatively with Port Metro 
Vancouver and the City of Vancouver to address each of the technical 
issues associated with the application; 

• the average height of land on Riclunond Island is six metres geodetic, 
which is higher than the typical height of land in Riclunond; 

• the applicant will pay Riclunond taxes, with police and fire the only 
services provided in return; and 

• no development permit will be filed for the proposed project. 

A brief discussion ensued with regard to police and fire response, and advice 
was provided that discussions have been held with the RCMP, Riclunond Fire 
Rescue apd ECOMM, and it has been determined that the appropriate 
response time for emergencies is achievable. 

Further discussion ensued with regard to the provision of a pump station for 
boaters and their vessels, and advice was provided that the applicant would 
provide that service to any boaters on the river by using a portable pump. 

Matthew Cote of Milltown Marina and Boatyard Ltd. addressed Committee 
and in response to a query regarding archaeological digs on the site, advised 
that a complete archaeological study had been undertaken and the 
archaeological branch of the Provincial government was satisfied that there 
were no archaeological issues involved. 

In response to further queries, he also advised that: (i) a full time caretaker, 
full time staff, and full time security would be located at the site; and (ii) 
plans for a public biking path, a public walking trail and an overlook park are 
in place, and that the general public is encouraged to visit the site and use 
these amenities. 

It was moved and seconded 
That: 

(1) Water Service to Richmond Island Bylaw No. 8861, authorizing tile 
Service Agreemellt for the provision of water service by the City of 
Vancouver to lands commonly known as Richmond Island and 
legally tlescribed as PID: 025-409-018, Parcel A Section 17 and 18 
Block 5 Nortll Range 6 West NWD Plan LMP53748 ("Richmond 
Island'~, be introduced and givenjirst, second and third readings; 

(2) The Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager, Engineering 
& Public Works be authorized to negotiate ami execllte all 
indemnijicatioll agreement witll North Fraser Terminals Inc. and 
Milltown Marina & Boatyard Ltd. relating to possible flooding and/or 
erosion on Richmond Island; 

5. CNCL - 47



)46860) 

Planning Committee 
Tuesday, February 21, 2012 

(3) Staff be directed to work with FREMP and Port Metro Vancouver to 
amend the FREMP Richmond Area Designation agreement in 
keeping with the proposed marina use at Richmond Island; and 

(4) Staff be directed to advise the BC Ellvironmelltal Assessment Office 
that on tI,e basis of the additional work undertaken by the proponent, 
the City of Richmond has no further objections to tI,e proposed 
"waive out" from the BC Environmental Assessment review. 

CARRIED 

(Mayor Brodie arrived at 4:32 p.m.) 

9. FORM AND CHARACTER GUIDELINES FOR GRANNY FLATS 
AND COACH HOUSES IN BURKEVILLE AND EDGEMERE (2041 
OCPUPDATE) 
(File Ref. No. 08-4045-00) (REDMS No. 3440676) 

Discussion ensued among Committee, Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy 
Planning, and Holger Burke, Development Coordinator, regarding the draft 
guidelines and a proposed new granny flat and coach house zone for 
Burkeville and Edgemere neighbourhoods. 

In response to queries, staff advised that: 

• built coach houses would not be asked to meet the guidelines, but 
future coach houses and granny flat applicants would be required to 
meet the guidelines; 

• every resident in the Burkeville and Edgemere neighbourhoods would 
receive infonnation regarding the consultation process; 

• . the draft guidelines propose that each coach house should have some 
living space on the ground level, and not just on the upper level above a 
garage; 

• pitched roof lines are recommended, and flat roofs are not 
recommended; and 

• some yard space is recommended so that the primary home, and the 
coach house/granny flat, do not cover an entire site. 

Joe Erceg, General Manager, Planning and Development, advised that 
Council could have more control over coach houses/granny flats if it chooses 
to modify the draft guidelines with, for example, variances. " 

A brief discussion took place, regarding: (i) design harmonization between the 
primary residential structure and the coach house/granny flat; and (ii) the 
maximum footprint of a coach house/granny flat. 
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It was moved and seconded 
That the: 

(1) Proposed Form alld Character Guidelillesfor GrallflY Flats alld 
Coach Houses ill Burkeville alld Edgemere (Attacllmellt 1); alld 

(2) Draft Sillgle Detaclled Housillg ZOlle witll GrallllY Flats or 
Coacll Houses ill Burkeville alld Edgemere (Attachmellt 2) 

be approved for public cOllsultatioll ill tile Burkeville alld Edgemere 
areas as part of tile 2041 OCP Update. 

CARRIED 

7. APPLICATION BY FIREWORK PRODUCTIONS LTD. FOR A 
TEMPORARY COMMERCIAL USE PERMIT AT 8351 RIVER ROAD 
AND DUCK ISLAND (LOT 87 SECTION 21 BLOCK 5 NORTH 
RANGE 6 WEST PLAN 34592) FOR 2012, 2013 AND 2014 
(File Ref. No. TU 11-595782) (REDMS No. 3468443) 

Addressing the application for a Temporary Commercial Use Permit at River 
Road and Duck Island, by Raymond Cheung, Firework Productions, to 
operate a seasonal night market event Fridays to Sundays, from May to 
October, for 2012, 2013 and 2014, Mr. Jackson stated that the applicant and 
staff had worked together on the components comprising the application. 

Committee raised the following concerns: 

• if the River RoadlDuck Island location is a temporary one, a future 
location should be identified by the applicant before Committee 
considers granting the temporary location for the requested three year 
period; 

• a lack of information regarding the neighbourhood consultation process 
undertaken by the event organizer, what the process was like, who was 
consulted, and the reliability of the results; 

• access to the site; and the routing of vehicles to and from the site, and 
impacts on the traffic pattern in the area with the addition of vehicles 
carrying night market visitors to the proposed site when vehicles 
carrying casino visitors, as well as vehicles carrying shoppers destined 
for Bridgeport Road stores, are added to the road, and the possibility of 
congestion; 

• of the 1,450 off street parking stalls to be maintained on the subject site, 
500 of those are pay parking stalls, and drivers may avoid those pay 
parking stalls in favour of on-street parking in the surrounding streets or 
parking stalls at the parkades owned and operated by the nearby casino; 
and 

• the lack of signage, such as "No Temporary Parking" or "Limited 
Parking" in .the industrial area adjacent to the applicant's "Parking Lot 
A", 
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Discussion ensued between staff and Committee regarding the stated concerns 
and advice was provided regarding: (i) the Traffic Management Plan 
developed by City staff in conjunction with the applicant and their consultant; 
(ii) transportation requirements, including a 20% contingency fund that could 
be utilized to implement additional traffic control and monitoring; (iii) vehicle 
routing, operations and logistics; and (iv) a strategy to mitigate night market 
traffic and parking impacts on surrounding businesses. 

Raymond Cheung addressed Committee and provided background 
information on the application. He remarked that the proposed site has the 
benefit of being located in close proximity to a Canada Line station, and that 
this public transit element has the potential to serve as a means of cutting 
down on the number of cars travelling to the proposed site. , 
Mr. Cheung further noted that: (i) he has undertaken a traffic impact study; 
and (ii) he will undertake a joint promotion with TransLink to encourage 
night market visitors use public transit. 

Discussion ensued and Committee made the following comments: 

• the applicant should try to provide free parking stalls, and eliminate the 
plan for 500 paid parking stalls; 

• a redesign of the site could be undertaken; 

• the "emergency staging" site is Port Metro Vancouver (PMV) land and 
the applicant could speak with PMV to create parking stalls to the west 
ofthe night market; 

• if the applicant expects 14,000 visitors nightly, the number of vehicles 
travelling to the site would turn over more than once and traffic 
congestion could result; and 

• the applicant should try to locate a permanent site for the night market. 

Mr. Cheung responded to each comment, and reiterated that the proposed 
parking plan is sufficient. 

Howard Blank, Vice-President, Great Canadian Gaming Corporation, 
addressed Committee, and stated concerns with the application. He noted that 
the applicant has not shared its traffic study with River Rock Casino, despite 
the casino having asked for the plan, and stated his concern that perhaps a 
minimum of 2,800 cars would try to access the night market site on any given 
evening. Mr. Blank stated other concerns, and in particular: 

• of the 1,450 off street parking stalls cited, 300 are allocated to night 
market vendors and event staff, which further reduces the parking stalls 
for expected visitors to the night market; 

• the proposed off street _parking stalls are on compacted sand, not 
asphalt; 
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• night market visitors who drive to the site will park in the casino 
parking lot, and desire any security measures undertaken by the 
applicant, the casino can only ticket, not tow, vehicles from its 
parkades; 

• the casino primarily draws adults to its theatre shows, conventions, 
gaming rooms and dining facilities, with peak hours on the weekends 
that coincide with the hours that drivers will be trying to attend, and 
park at, the proposed night market, thereby directly impacting the 
casino's operations; 

• the VIP guests the casino hosts would choose to drive to the New 
Westminster casino destination rather than queue in backed up traffic 
near the casino, creating a decline in gaming revenue during the months 
the night market operates; and 

• even a 5% decline in revenue would translate into a $1 million loss to 
the City. 

Mr. Blank commented that he knows Mr. Cheung, and supports the idea of a 
night market, but he underscored the concerns his company has about the 
Casino's guests and the impact on the Casino's business, should the 
application move forward. 

Discussion ensued among Committee members and a suggestion was made 
that the application be referred back to staff for clarification, and especially to 
further examine traffic issues, traffic management, and parking issues. 

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

It was moved and seconded 
That the applicatioll of Firework Productions Ltd. for a Temporary 
Commercial Use Permit for property at 8351 River Road alld Duck Is/mId 
be referred to staff to examine: . 

(1) tmffic issues as they apply to the application; 

(2) traffic mallagemellt in the 8351 River Road and Duck Island area; 
alld 

(3) parking issues as t/ley relate to the proposed nig/tt market. 

CARRIED 
OPPOSED: Cllrs. Evelina Halsey-Brandt 

Harold Steves 
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10. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(a) Building Height in the City Centre 

Mr. Crowe referred to the memo staff submitted to Council regarding 
the possibility of increasing building height in the City Centre. 

(b) School Board Surplus Lands 

Mr. Crowe advised that he was attending a Tuesday, February 21, 2012 
meeting at the School Board where the topic of surplus lands would be 
discussed, and would report back. 

(c) Residential Accessory Structures on Agriculture Lands 

Mr. Jackson advised that staff is reviewing the height of residential 
accessory structures on agriculture lands. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjourll (6:17 p.m.). 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Planning 
Committee of the Council of the City of 
Richmond held on Tuesday, February 21, 
2012. 

Councillor Bill McNulty 
Chair 

Sheila J olmston 
Committee Clerk 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 

Wednesday, February 22, 2012 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

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

Councillor Derek Dang 

Minutes 

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

3479467 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
Tllat tile minutes of tile meeting of tile Public Works & Transportation 
Committee held on Wednesday, January 18, 2012, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Wednesday, March 21, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room 

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

I. NO.1 ROAD NORTH DRAINAGE PUMP STATION UPGRADE 
(File Ref. No. 1O·6340-20-P.11314) (REDMS No. 3469687) 
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With the . aid of artist renderings, John Irving, Director, Engineering, 
accompanied by Milton Chan, Senior Project Engineer, reviewed the 
proposed pump station upgrade. Mr. Irving highlighted that the proposed 
pump station layout has been designed to keep as Iowa profile as possible in 
an effort to preserve view corridors. He commented on the various finishes 
and materials that may be used to enhance the proposed pump station. Also, 
Mr. Irving noted that the proposed pump station maintenance access would be 
appealing and complimentary to the existing trail system. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Irving and Mr. Chan provided the 
following information: 

• the proposed pump functions at a higher efficiency and can pump 
higher volumes than the existing pump; 

• staff are working with a landscape architect in an effort to minimize 
impact to the Fraser River; and 

• the proposed pump station is significantly larger than the Williams 
Road pump station, however pump stations generally appear similar. 

Discussion ensued regarding the potential to install wayfaring signage and 
Mr. Irving advised that interpretive signage could be accommodated. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the design cOllcept for the No.1 Road North Drainage Pump Station 
Upgrade be endorsed. 

CARRIED 

2. TOILET REBATE PROGRAM 
(File Ref. No. 10-6650-02) (REDMS No. 3459822) 

It was moved and seconded 
That $100,000 be allocated from the water levy stabilizatioll provisioll to 
increase total 2012 Toilet Rebate Programfundillg to $200,000. 

3. SUSTAINABLE GREEN FLEET POLICY 2020 
(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01) (REDMS No. 3358139) 

CARRIED 

Suzanne Bycraft, Manager, Fleet & Environmental Programs, reviewed the 
financial aspect of the proposed policy amendment, noting that a funding gap 
was identified in the vehicle/equipment reserve. Staff are proposing several 
amendments to the Green Fleet Policy 2020 in an effort to minimize the 
financial impact to budgets, while simultaneously stabilizing the reserve. 

Ms. Bycraft spoke of how vehicle usage is charged, noting that revenue from 
vehicles vary based on usage. The proposed policy amendment would allow 
that any revenue generated as a result of additional use of a vehicle, be 
populated back to the reserve fund to help offset the cost of that vehicle. 

2. 
CNCL - 54



Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, February 22, 2012 

In reply to a: query from the Committee, Ms. Bycraft advised that in 
accordance with the City's current Green Fleet Policy 2020, staff can review 
alternative acquisition strategies, such as leasing, for vehicles and equipment 
where it provides best value. 

It was moved and seconded 
Tllat Green Fleet Policy 2020 be re-named "Sustainable Green Fleet Policy 
2020" and tllat tile policy be amended by replacing tile text 0/ tile current 
policy witl, tile text set out ill Attacllment 4 0/ the report dated February 7, 
l012/rom tile Director, Public Works Operations. 

CARRIED 

4. PUBLIC SPACES RECYCLING PILOT PROGRAM - RESULTS 
(File Ref. No. 10,6370·01) (REDMS No. 3459612) 

Ms. Bycraft highlighted that this project provided Richmond with the 
opportunity to host the first pilot public space recycling program in British 
Columbia. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Ms. Bycraft advised that (i) scavenging 
remains an ongoing challenge as it often creates a mess, requiring additional 
time to tidy the area, and damages receptacles; and (ii) many receptacles have 
openings that can accommodate an arm reaching inside to remove something 
without damaging the structure. 

Ms. Bycraft commented on the future of the public spaces recycling program 
and advised that staff are fine-tuning modifications to the containers and the 
instructional/promotional signage in an effort to maximize the program's 
overall effectiveness. Also, she noted that a full scale implementation of a 
public spaces recycling program, including both indoor and outdoor 
environments would have a significant financial impact, therefore a gradual 
implementation of the program is preferred. 

Ms. Bycraft spoke of the development of a more formal recycling program for 
events such as easier check-in and check-out processes for event organizers. 
Also, she commented on creating visual consistency of the contain,.rs, so that 
the containers the City lends out for events are similar in appearance to those 
already in the public realm. 

In reply to a query from Committee, Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, 
Engineering and Public Works, advised that an update on the public spaces 
recycling program would be incorporated in the annual recycling initiatives 
update. 

Discussion ensued regarding staff implications of the program and Ms. 
Bycraft advised that it is difficult to determine whether additional staff 
resources would be required as the program grows. Also, in reply to a query 
from Committee, Ms. Bycraft advised that findings of the program are shared 
with other municipalities at the Metro Vancouver Board. 
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Bruce Rozenhart, Richmond resident, advised that John Challinor, Director of 
Corporate Affairs, Nestle Waters Canada, sends his regrets, as he could not 
attend the meeting. Mr. Rozenhart highlighted that this is the first pilot public 
space recycling "program in British Columbia and he believes it attests to 
Richmond's commitment to the environment. Be commented on Encorp 
Pacific Canada's future role in the program and noted that there is lots of 
interest in the program. 

Loren Slye, Chair of the Steveston 20/20 Group (formerly the Steveston 
Group of 8), spoke in favour of the staff report and congratulated Nestle 
Waters Canada for their generosity. In reply to a query from the Chair, Mr. 
Slye remarked that the pilot program was well received by the community and 
by merchants in Steveston. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the pilot program model be used to further develop and expand 

public spaces recycling in a graduated manner to City facilities, at 
City events, and to other City properties, including streetscapes, open 
spaces and parks; and 

(2) That Nestle Waters Canada be thanked for their sponsorship of tile 
program and for the donation of tile recycling containers to tile City 
of Richmond. 

CARRIED 

5. 4252Q - AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR BATTERY-POWERED ICE 
RESURFACERS 
(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01) (REDMS No. 3442708) 

Ms. Bycraft spoke of the City'S current practice for ice resurfacing, noting 
that one resurfacer is utilized for two sheets of ice and three resurfacers are 
utilized for six sheets of ice. She highlighted that the City has been very 
efficient with its equipment and noted that this arrangement is unusual as 
typically each sheet of ice has its own designated resurfacer. 

In reply to queries from Committee, staff advised that the proposed new ice 
resurfacers would likely not require significant staff training. Also, it was 
noted that the Richmond Arenas Community Association did not participate 
in the facilitation of the proposed new ice resurfacers, however an 
interdepartmental staff team consisting of arena and fleet operations staff 
were actively involved throughout the entire process. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) Tllat Contract 4252Q, for tile Supply and Delivery of Five Battery~ 

Powered Ice Resurfacers, be awarded to Vimar Equipment Ltd. at a 
total cost of $453,430.00, plus applicable taxes alld levies; and 
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(2) Tllat tile additional required funding of $288,738.50 be approved with 
funding from tile Public Works Equipment Reserve and tllat tile 2012 
Capital Budget and the 5-Year Financial Plan (2012-2016) be 
adjusted accordingly. 

CARRIED 

6A. OTHER ITEMS 

(i) Long-Term Steveston Harbour Plan 

In reply to a query from the Chair, Mr. Gonzalez provided an update on the 
long-tenn Steveston Harbour Plan, stating that staff have been actively 
meeting with the Steveston Harbour Authority and will be able to provide 
Council with an update in the upcoming months. Also, he stated that staff 
would be recommending some strategies to expedite the processes. 

(ii) MenlOrandum of Understanding witll the Steveston Harbour 
A utflority 

Mr. Gonzalez advised that a draft memorandum of understanding has been 
forwarded to the Steveston Harbour Authority and staff anticipate reporting 
on this matter in conjunction with the Long-Tenn Steveston Harbour Plan. 

Discussion ensued regarding the pay-parking on Steveston Harbour Authority 
lots and the Chair advised that the Authority has agreed to defer further pay
parking measures on two of their other lots until May 1, 2012. The Chair 
urged that staff act in a timely manner on this topic, along with the long-tenn 
Steveston Harbour Plan. Also, it was noted that event parking be included in 
the long-term Steveston Harbour Plan. 

(iii) Fraser Basin Council 

The Chair requested that staff provide Council with an update on the Fraser 
Basin Council's recent activities. 

(iv) Emergency Preparedness 

The Chair made reference to a letter from a Richmond resident regarding 
earthquake preparedness and insurance (copy on file, City Clerk's Office). It 
was noted that the letter be forwarded to the Manager of Emergency Programs 
to provide the author of the letter with infom1ation on emergency 
preparedness. 
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6. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Pedestria1l Safety Campaig1l 

Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, advised that ICBC, Richmond Fire
Rescue and Richmond RCMP will be launching a pedestrian safety campaign 
that will target four key locations in Richmond (No. I Road and Blundell 
Road, No. 3 Road and Cambie Road, No. 3 Road and Saba Road, and 
Lansdowne Road and Garden City Road) in an effort to educate pedestrians 
on road safety. 

It was noted that pedestrian safety information be forwarded to the Richmond 
Community Cycling Committee. 

(ii) Various Correspo1lde1lce 

The Chair made reference to a letter from a Richmond resident regarding the 
safety of the intersection at No.4 Road and Odlin Road (copy on file, City 
Clerk's Office). It was noted that information related to the road network of 
the West Cambie Area would be helpful. 

The Chair made reference to a letter requesting a sidewalk that would run 
along Ash Street from Walter Lee Elementary School to Williams Road (copy 
on file, City Clerk's Office). Mr. Wei advised that although this request is a 
high priority, it would not be possible to complete the project in 2012 due to 
limited funding. However, he noted that the walkway request would be 
submitted for consideration as part of the 2013 capital budget process. 

Discussion ensued regarding the City'S protocol related to such requests and 
Mr. Wei advised that staff are in the process of developing an evaluation 
criteria to help determine priority. 

(iii) BC Buildi1lg Code Amendments 

The Chair commented on the recent amendments to the BC Building Code 
and it was noted that staff report to a future Planning Committee meeting 
what those changes were and how they impact Richmond. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjoufIl (4:55 p.m.). 

CARRJED 
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Councillor Linda Barnes 
Chair 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Public 
Works & Transportation Committee of the 
CowlCii of the City of Richmond held on 
Wednesday, February 22,2012. 

Hanieh Berg 
Committee Clerk 
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28 

12. For Staff Use Only (KRlDKB) 

Recommended Grant: $8000 Staff Commenls/CondlUons: 
Year __ of __ MUlti-year Funding Cycle (n/a) MHHS received a Cily Grant in 2009 for $10,000 to help cover the 
Purpose: To provide operating assistance for on-going operating cost of their Richmond office at the Caring Place, providing 
activities, which include: Individual counselling, peer programs and a drop-in centre for Richmond clients. 
support, mental health education, depression recover and 
24 hourn day a week well ness line for Seniors and As MHHS no longer has a Richmond office, and is requesting funding 
Caregivers. Services offered throughout Ri.chmond and for the' Health & Wellness program rather than a range of services, staff 
include multi-lingual services to the Filipino, Chinese, and recommend a grant of $8,000 for 2012. 
Bangia communities. 

Partnership has been established with the Chinese Mental Wellness 
Association of Canada. Further discussions are recommended w~h the 
City's Seniors Services and Volunteer Richmond to promote 
collaborative programming opportunities . . 

Revised August 2011 
3430568 

Application Deadline: October 14. 2011 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Mayor and Councillors 

Gail Johnson 
Manager, Legislative Services 

Memorandum 
City Clerk's Office 

Date: February 22, 2012 

File: 

Re: Recission of Adoption of Road Closure and Removal of Road Dedication Bylaw 
No. 8845 (Portion of Road adjacent to 3391 Sexsmith Road) 

Following Council's meeting of February 13,2012, it was realized that Road Closure and Removal 
of Road Dedication Bylaw No. 8845 had been adopted prior to completion of statutory 
requirements. 

Accordingly, recission of the motion to adopt the aforementioned Bylaw is required at Council's 
meeting of February 27,2012. Upon approval of the motion to rescind, staffwill then proceed with 
statutory due-diligence, and place the Bylaw on a future Council agenda for adoption, once 
completed. 

cJ!f)~ ~'----
Gail Johnson 
Manager, Legislative Services 

3479747 -:'-- ~Chmond CNCL - 63



City of Richmond Bylaw 8845 

Road Closure and Removal of Road Dedication Bylaw 8845 
(A Portion of Road Adjacent to 3391 Sexsmith Road) 

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

1. The lands legally described as a portion of road dedicated by the deposit of Plan LMP 11315 
Section 28 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District (shown outlined in bold 
on the Reference Plan prepared by J.C. Tanl and Associates attached as Schedule A) shall 
be stopped up and closed to traffic, cease to be a public road and the road dedication shall be 
removed. 

2. This Bylaw is cited as "Road Closure And Removal of Road Dedication Bylaw 8845". 

FIRST READING JAN 23 2012 CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

SECOND READING JAN 23 2012 
APPROVED 

for content by 

THIRD READING 

DUL Y ADVERTISED 

MINISTRY OF TRANSPORTATION APPROVAL 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3439972 

JAN 2.3 2012 

CORPORA TE OFFICER 

originating 
dept. 

APPROVEO 
for legality her; 
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~ richmond addiction services 
20()'7900 Alderbridge Way, Richmond, Be V6X 2M 

Telephone: 604-27()'9220 Fax: 604-27()'9245 
/It, are- leali,.,tel t. /'1'fJ"'''", e.rl"'l'tt~. lir /'~""~tt", IIJII t_tt", .Ia!;,tt;,~ ... lir 0«1" .'_«A'I~. 

February 21,2012 

David Weber 
City Clerk 
City of RiclUllond 
6911 Number 3 Rd. 
Richmond, BC 
V6Y2Cl 

Dear David, 

Thank you for your voicemail message and yes, this letter is confirming my attendance at 
the upcoming Council meeting on February 27· as a delegation on a non-agenda item. 
There is a specific reason for my attendance and it has to do with the current level of 
funding that RiclUllond Addiction Services is contracted to receive from the BC 
Responsible and Problem Gambling Program to support portions of RiclUllond Addiction 
Services treatment and prevention programs. 

I will include tlie letter that has been written to City Council as well as to Minister Coleman 
as information providing background to this non-agenda item for Council. The intention 
in bringing this situation to City Council's attention is that together with the City of 
RiclUllond, Vancouver Coastal Health, and the BC Responsible and Gambling Program 
RiclUllond Addiction Services have been offering a comprehensive Centre of Excellence in 
Prevention of Substance Misuse, Gambling and otller Addictive Behaviours and this 
interdependent partnership is at risk of coming to an end. 

My intention is that" City Council will support Richmond Addiction Services in writing a 
letter and accepting a resolution to communicate the negative impact on tlle community of 
Richmond losing tllis tri-partite funding partnership to tlle detriment of tlle community. It 
would be tlle understanding of City Council tllat tlle current provider of services, 
Riclunond Addiction SerVices, is a respected agency that has been operating in tlie 
community since 1975 and has been effective in providing tlle necessary services and 
programs. Furthermore, tlle community has benefitted from the leadership and innovation 
that Richmond Addiction Services has demonstrated since 1997 when tlle first contract 
witll the Ministry began. Looking at all options to keep Richmond Addiction Services as 
thc contracted provider of services is necessary to ensure that all the work that has been 
done in tllC community especially in tlle Chinese Community, the RiclUllond School 
District and tlll'oughout tlle community will not be lost. 

Thank you for arranging tllis. 

Sincerely, 

Richard L. Dubrai~z~~-""'::'"" 
.? 

Richard Dubras M.Sc., M.Erl., R.C.C. 

lSceftb,fee I';' !fllteRiJ,f Ppe,fH,,fCtiJl( - £riMaRiJ,f, E1fO-1~4f(e,f~ Tpe,aRlle,ft N 
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February-1O-2012 

~ru:<i!~ 

(({; richmond addiction services 
20()' 7900 Alderbridge Way, Richmond, BCV6X 2M 

Telephone: 604-27()'9220 Fax: 604-27()'9245 

Mayor Brodie and City Councillors 
City of Richmond 
City of Richmond, 6911 Number 3 Rd. 
Richmond, BC 
V6Y 2C1 

Dear Mayor Brodie and City Councillors, 

As you all know Richmond Addiction Services has had a long standing relationship with the BC 
Responsible and Problem Gambling Program (BC R&PGPj. RASS has been the contracted 
agency for the BC Responsible and Problem Gambling Program (BCR&PGPj to provide both 
gambling prevention and gambling counselling services in Richmond, Be. 

Despite this long standing and positive relationship, the RASS Board of Directors have decided 
that unless the funding model changes for 2012 - 2013 with respect to the contract with the BC 
R&PGP, RASS will no longer be able to cover the deficit caused by the chronic under-funding of 
the prevention and ciinical contracts associated with the Ministry of Public Safety and Solicitor 
General. This ietter is to ask the City of Richmond for support in helping RASS maintain these 
contracts by urging the BC government to change the funding formula so that the community 
ca-n look forward to the continuation ofthe contracted services that RASS has offered for the 
ciinical and prevention programing in this community since 1997. 

I want to also make sure is that despite this proposed change in funding from the BC R&PGP, it 
does not change the work that the City of Richmond funds RASS to complete through its annual 
grant process. RASS management and staff are committed to the work that is funded by the 
City to complete for the next three years. 

As you are well aware, RASS has worked with the City of Richmond and other stakeholders to 
develop and implement a problem gambling strategy for the City, and this strategy is currently 
being reviewed by City Staff for a renewal of a 5 year strategy. RASS has also worked with 
Chinese organizations such as SUCCESS over many years to address the significant gambling 
issues in the Chinese community. RASS has one of the few Chinese-speaking problem-gambling 
counsellors who is able to successfully connect with Chinese-speaking ciients. Sadly, these 
services will have to change due to inadequate funding from the BC R&PGP. 

Richmond Addiction Services has partnered with SUCCESS in facilitating and helping promote 
the Problem Gambling program in the Chinese community and some rent has been paid to 
SUCCESS per month to support the office space for our Chinese Counsellor. However, not 

IIP agc 
Fj~ .... cell(II"'(! ill Addi ",titJIJ PriJ 1!Clltioll - Ed u c atioll, I i ll,gcl ,gCfJ/() II I . Treat/11 t H! 

CNCL - 68



enough funding has ever been provided so that together RASS and SUCCESS could really create 
a .culturally informed promotion and awareness campaign focused on the Chinese Problem 
Gambler. Recently, RASS committed to renewing the Problem Gambling strategy in Richmond 
for 2012-2017 and with stakeholders have put together a 5 year plan for Council's 
consideration . No commitment has yet been made by BC R&PGP to put resources Into 
supporting such a plan-in spite of this being a significant issue in this community. 

The funding model used by the BC R&PGP operates on a fee-for-service basis that does not fully 
cover our cqsts to deliver services, especially because we are a unionized agency covered by the 
health sector collective agreements. The fee-for service model focuses on a narrow set of 
services and does not cover all of the costs associated with providing a comprehensive range of 
prevention and counselling services. 

Efforts to persuade the BCR&PGP to consider a different funding model, and preferably a 
contract for services similar to how Vancouver Coastal Health contracts for services-based on 
deliverables and covering of all costs-have not been successful. Instead, individual contractors 
will be paid to deliver services on a piece-meal basis as happens in many other communities. 

Here Is what will be lost if RASS is not supported in maintaining the BC R&PGP Contract: 

1. The BC R&PGP will no longer benefit from the long standing community partnerships 
it has developed through Richmond Addiction Services 

2. That any new BC R&PGP contract holders will create confusion and overlap between 
service providers and will cause more work for community coordination 

3. There will no longer be a delivery of services according to best and promising 
practices as there will be uncoordinated prevention efforts happening in the same 
community with little communication and collaboration - similar to many other 
communities in Be. 

4. RASS will have to layoff current staff members 

At provincial planning tables, RASS services have been the envy of many as we offered a one 
stop shop for treatment and prevention services In the community. Vancouver Coastal.Health 
(VCH), the City of Richmond and the Ministry for Public Safety and Solicitor General were 
working together to provide a continuum of services with one provider. Unless a different 
funding model is created this will be lost in a community where specific and targeted 
prevention efforts work and work well. 

We have contacted our local MLA, Linda Reid, and with her assistance have written to the 
Minister responsible of the BC R&PGP, Shirley Bond. The letter is attached. 

We hope this provides you with the necessary information so that together we can urge the 
Provincial government to appropriately fund these gambling prevention and ciinical programs. 

211'a ge 
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Sincerely, 

Richard L. Dubras, M.Sc., M.Ed., R.C.C., 
Executive Director 

CC: Kel)y Ng - Acting COO of SUCCESS 
CC: Linda Reid MLA Richmond East 

CC: Christine Kline - Richmond Addiction Services Board Chair 

CC: Lesley Sherlock - City Planner, City of Richmond 

311'age 
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February-13-2012 

,(e richmond addiction services 

200-7900 Alderbridg.> Way, Richmond, BCV6X 2M 
Telephone: 604-270-9220 Fax: 604-270-9245 

HONOURABLE RICH COLEMAN 
MINISTER OF ENERGY AND MINES AND MINISTER RESPONSIBLE FOR HOUSING 
PO BOX 9060 STN PROV GOVT 
VICTORIA BC V8W 9E3 

Dear Minister Coleman, 

I am the Executive Director of Richmond Addiction Services Society (RASS) and our 
agency has had a long standing relationship with the BC Responsible and Problem 
Gambling Program since 1997. I became the Executive Director in May 2010 and it 
became immediately obvious that the funding of our Problem Gambling treatment anq 
prevention programs was not appropriate given the type of programming that has been 
successful in Richmond incorporating the expense of our staff and the cost of operating 
an agency. 

RASS has been the contracted agency for the BC Responsible and Problem Gambling 
Program (BC R&PGP) to provide both gambling prevention and gambling counselling 
services In Richmond, BC. RASS has played a key role in the community in addressing 
gambling Issues. When the River Rock Casino was developed in Richmond, RASS worked 
with the City of Richmond and other stakeholders to develop and Implement a problem 
gambling strategy for the City, and this strategy was recently updated and renewed. 
RASS has also worked with Chinese organizations such as SUCCESS over many years to 
address the significant gambling Issues In the Chinese community. RASS has one of the 
few Chinese-speaking problem-gambling counsellors who able to successfully connect 
with Chinese-speaking clients. Sadly, these services will have to end due to inadequate 
funding from the BC R&PGP. 

Situation; 

• Richmond Addiction Services is a unionized agency and the clinical counselling 
employee providing the problem gambling counselling is at the highest level and 
grid for a counsellor. He is a member of the Health Science Professionals 
Paramedical CBA. In order to try and solve this funding issue, a lower grid level 
employee was hired to fulfill the majority of the prevention contract however 
even at this level the billable hours Is not enough to cover her staff cost 
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• The fee for service model of contracting has never adequately covered the cost 
of delivering services. 

• The new Intake procedures established in 2010 have resulted in decreased 
referral rate to RASS. Before, RASS could receive referrals directly. Direct 
referrals made it easier for persons to seek help from a trusted provider such as 
RASS. 

• The new tiered levels Introduced for Counsellor's has resulted in our counsellor 
to be classified as a Level II Counsellor despite being an approved problem 
gambling counsellor Counselling since 1997 and being supervised by a Registered 
Clinical Counsellor. This Level II designation does not allow him to assess the 
mental health of English speaking clients but Inconsistently he Is able to offer 
Intake for Chinese speaking clients. (He Is one of the few counsellors who can 
speak Chinese and thus serve the Chinese-speaking community and the 
significant issues affecting that community.) 

• Reduced billing options which no longer Incorporate internal Problem Gambling 
planning meetings, and clinical supervision and therefore again, reduced billing 
of actual time worked 

• Very little support for community based marketing and promotion of clinical and 
prevention services for populations needing language and culturally specific 
information targeting the Chinese, South Asian and Filipino (Tagalog) community 
members 

• The BC R&PGP has taken full responsibility for development and creativity for 
program materials. Recently it was suggested that community agencies are 
supposed to be the experts of their community and should be doing more 
promotion and marketing and know how to do this work. However, RASS is not 
able to bill for this type of strategic and development work. 

• Removing geographical areas in contracts despite our successful work in those 
geographical areas 

Richmond Addiction Services has partnered with SUCCESS in facilitating and helping 
promote the Problem Gambling program in the Chinese community and some rent has 
been palo to SUCCESS per month to support the office'space for our Chinese Counsellor. 
However, not enough funding has ever been provided so that together RASS and 
SUCCESS could really create a culturally informed promotion and awareness campaign 
focused on the Chinese Problem Gambler. Recently, RASS committed to renewing the 
Problem Gambling City strategy in Richmond for 2012-2017 and with stakeholders have 
put together a 5 year plan. No commitment has yet been made by BC R&PGP to put 
resources Into supporting such a plan-in spite of this being a significant issue in this 
community. 

It is clear from the last email received from David Horricks (Manager of BC R&PGP) that 
he believes he has exercised all his options and is ready to let go of this long standing 
contractual relationship. 
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Therefore, I want to be dear about what will be lost if RASS and SUCCESS is not 
supported in maintaining the BC Problem Gambling Contract. 

1. The BC Problem Gambling Program will lose a significant member of the 
team who has been working in the field since 1997 

2. The Problem Gambling Program will no longer benefit from the long standing 
community partnerships It has developed through Richmond Addiction 
Services 

3. The prevention services In Richmond will no longer be a part of the broader 
Strategy that the City of Richmond and Richmond Addiction Services Is 
currently developing 

4. That any new BC Problem Gambling Program contract holders win create 
confusion and overlap between service providers and will cause more work 
for community coordination 

5. There will no longer be a delivery of services according to best and 
promising practices as there will be uncoordinated prevention efforts 
happening in the same community with little communication and 
collaboration - similar to many other communities in BC. 

At provincial planning tables, RASS services have been the envy of many as we offered a 
one stop shop for treatment and prevention services in the community. Vancouver 
Coastal Health (VCH). the City of Richmond and the Ministry for Public Safety and 
Solicitor General were working together to provide a continuum of services with one 
provider. Unless a different funding model Is created this will be lost In a community 
where specific and targeted prevention efforts work and work well. 

I hope this gives you some insight into the commitment of our agency for this work in 
Richmond and which we are currently at risk of losing. 

Sincerely, 

Richard l. Dubras, M.Sc;, M.Ed., R.C.C., 
Executive Director 

CC: Linda Reid MlA Richmond East 
CC: Christine Kline - Richmond Addiction Services Board Chair 
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City of 
Richmond 

Public Health Protection Bylaw No. 6989 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8855 

The Council of the City of Riclnnond enacts as follows: 

Bylaw 8855 

I. The Public Health ProtectIon Bylaw No. 6989, as amended, is further amended by 
deleting SUBDIVISION THREE - NOISE REGULATION entirely and substituting the 
following: 

SUBDIVISION THREE - Intentionally Deleted 

2. The Public Health Protection Bylaw No. 6989, as amended, is further amended at 
SUBDIVISION EIGHT - INTERPRET A TION by deleting the following definitions: 

CONSTRUCTION 

CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT 

CONTINUOUS SOUND 

DAYTIME 

DECIBEL 

NIGHTTIME 

NON-CONTINUOUS SOUND 

NOISE 

POINT OF RECEPTION 

POWER EQUIPMENT 

SOUND 

SOUND LEVEL 

SOUND LEVEL METER 

3. This Bylaw is cited as "P\lblic Health Protection Bylaw No. 6989, Amendment Bylaw 
No. 8855". 

3449890 
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Bylaw 8855 Page 2 

FIRST READING FEB 1 3 2012 CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

SECOND READING rEB 1 3 201£ 

THIRD READING FEB 1 a 2011. 

ADOPTED APPROVED 
for legality 
by Solicitor 

'1L-

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3449890 
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City of 
Richmond 

Noise Regulation Bylaw No~ 8856 

Bylaw 8856 

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

PART ONE: INTRODUCTION 

1.1 Title 

1.1.1 This Bylaw may be cited as the "Noise Regulation Bylaw No. 8856". 

1.1.2 Definitions 

J437828 ' 

In this Bylaw, . 

"Activity Zone" means those areas so described in this Bylaw and so indicated in 
Schedule A, attached to and forming part of this Bylaw; 

"approved sound meter" means an acoustic instrumentation system which: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

is comptised of a microphone, wind. screen and recorder which conforms 
to class 1 or class 2 requirements for an integrating sound level meter as 
defined by IEC 61672-1 [2002); 

has been field calibrated before and after each sound measurement using a 
class 1 or class 2 field calibrator as defined by IEC 60942 (2003); and 

has been calibrated, along with the field calibrator, within the past two 
years by an accredited lab to a traceable national institute standard; 

"City" means the City of Richmond; 

"construction" includes 

(a) the erection, alteration, repair, relocation, dismantling, demolition and 
removal of a building or structure; 

(b t structural maintenance, power-washing, pamtmg, land cleating, earth 
moving, grading, excavating, the laying of pipe and conduit (whether 
above or below ground), street or road building and repair, concrete 
placement, and the installation, or removal of construction equipment, . 
components and materials in any form or for any purpose; or 
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Bylaw 8856 Page 2 

3437828 

(c) any work or activities being done or conducted in connection with any of 
the work listed in paragraphs (a) or (b); 

"Council" means the City Council of Richmond; 

"daytime" means 

(a) from 7:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m. Monday through Saturday; 

(b) from 10:00 a.m. to 6:00. p.m. on a Sunday or holiday; 

"dBA", or A-weighted decibel, means the unit used to measure the sound pressure level 
using the "A" weighting network setting on an approved sound meter; 

"dBC", or C-weighted decibel, means the unit used to measure the sound pressure level 
using the "c" weighting network setting on an approved sound meter; 

"General Manager" means the General Manager of Engineering and Public Works for 
the City of Richmond or his or her designate; 

"holiday" means 

(a) New Years Day, Good Friday, Easter Monday, Victoria Day, Canada Day, 
British Columbia Day, Labour Day, T4anksgiving Day, Remembrance 
Day, Christmas Day and Boxing Day or any other statutory holiday that 
may be declared by the Province of British Columbia; and 

(b) the day named in lieu of a day that is named in paragraph (a) and that falls 
on a Saturday, Sunday or the following Monday; 

"IEC" means the International Electro-Technical Commission; 

"impulsive sound" means specific sound that is characterized by brief bursts of sound 
pressure, with the duration of each impulse usually less than 1 second, including without· 
limitation specific sound containing "bangs", "clicks", "clatters" or "thumps" from 
hammering, banging of doors and metal impacts; 

"impulsive sound adjustment" means a 5 dBA increase applied to specific sound 
classified as impulsive sound and a 0 dBA increase applied to specific sound that is not 
classified as impulsive sound; 

"inspector" includes the Medical Health Officer, the Health Protection Manager, the 
General Manager, a Bylaw Enforcement Officer employed by the City, a Peace Officer, 
and any employee acting under the supervision of any of them; 

"Intermediate Zone" means those areas so described in this Bylaw and so indicated in 
schedule A, attached to and forming part of this Bylaw; 

"ISO" means the International Organization for Standardization; 
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"Lcq", or equivalent continuous sound pressure level, means that constant or steady 
sound level, rounded to the nearest decibel, which, in a specified time period, conveys 
the same sound energy as does the actual time-varying sound level; 

"lawn and garden power equipment" means any equipment or machinery used in lawn 
and garden care, including leaf blowers" edge trimmers, rototillers and lawn inowers; 

"measurement time interval" means the total time over which sound measurements are 
taken, and: 

(a) is chosen to best represent the 'situation causing disturbance; 

(b) is between I minute and 30 minutes; 

( c) is chosen to avoid influence from the residual sound where possible; and 

(d) may consist of a number of non-contiguous, short term measurement time 
intervals that add up to I to 30 minutes; 

"Medical Health Officer" means the Medical Health Officer appointed under the Public 
Health Act, SBC 2008, c. 28 or his/her designate, to act within the limits of the 
jurisdiction of any local board, or within any health district; 

"nighttime" means any period of any day not specifically defmed as daytime; 

"point of reception" means a position within the property line of the. real property 
occupied by the recipient of a sound that best represents the location at which that 
specific sound, emanating from another property, .is received and the resulting 
disturbance experienced and is: 

,. 
(a) at least 1.2 m from the surface of the ground and any other sound 

reflecting surface; and 

(b) outdoors, unless there is no point of reception outdoors because the 
specific sound is within the same building or the wall of one premises is 
flush against another, in which case the point of reception shall be within 
the building where the specific sound is received and the resulting 
disturbance experienced; 

"premises" means 

(a) the area contained within the boundaries of a legal parcel of land and any 
building situated within those boundaries; and 

(b) each unit, the common areas of the building, and the land within the 
apparent boundaries of the legal parcel of land are each separate premises 
where a building contains more than one unit of commercial, industrial or 
residential occupancy; , 
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"Quiet Zone" means those areas so described in this Bylaw and so indicated in Schedule 
A, attached to and forming part of this Bylaw; 

"rating level" means the specific sound level plus the impulsive sound adjustment and 
tonal'sound adjustment; 

"residential occupancy" in respect of premises, means a dwelling unit located within a 
, building, and includes a room for rent in a hotel or motel; , 

"residual sound" means the sowld remaining at a given location in a given situation 
when the specific sound sow'ce is suppressed to a degree such that it does not contribute 
to the total sound; 

"sound" rneans an oscillation in pressure i,n air which can produce the sensation of 
hearing when incident upon the ear; 

"specific sound" means the sound tmder investigation; 

"specific sound level" means the equivalent continuous sound pressure level or Leq at 
the point of reception produced by the, specific sound over the measurement time 
interval; 

"tonal sound" means specific sound which contains one or more distinguishable, 
discrete, continuous tones or notes including, without limitation: 

(a) specific sound characterized by a "whine", "hiss", "screech" or "hwn"; 
and 

(b) musIc; 

"tonal sound adjustment" means a 0 - 6 dBA increase applied to specific sound 
classified as tonal sound as determined using the approach described in ISO 1996-2 
(2007) Annex C and a 0 dBA increase appiied to specific sound that is not classified as 
tonal sound; 

"total sound" means the totally encompassing sound in a given situation at a given 
time, usually composed of sound from many sources near and far; 

"total sound level" means the equivalent continuous sound pressure level or Leq at the 
point of reception produced by the total sound over the measurement time interval; 
and 

"vehicle" means a device in, on or by which a person or thing is or may be transported 
or drawn along a highway, but does not include a device designed to be moved by 
hwnan power or device used exclusively on stationary rails or tracks. 
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PART TWO: SOUND LEVELS 

2.1 Quiet Zone Permitted Sound Levels 

2.1.1 In a Quiet Zone a person must not make, cause or pelmit to be made or caused, any ... sound 
that has a rating level which: 

(a) during the daytime exceeds: 

(i) 55 dBA or 65 dBC when received at a point of reception in a Quiet 
Zone; 

(ii) 60 dBA or 70 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Intermediate Zone; 

(iii) 70 dBA or 80 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Activity Zone; or 

(b) during the nighttime exceeds: 

(i) 45 dBA or 55 dBC when received at a point of reception in a Quiet 
Zone; 

(ii) 50 dBA or 60 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Intermediate Zone; 

(iii) 70 dBA or 80 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Activity Zone. 

2.2 Intermediate Zone Permitted Sound Levels 

2.2.1 In an Intermediate Zone a person must not make, cause or pelmit to be made or caused, 
any sound that has a rating level which: 

3437828 

(a) during the daytime exceeds: 

(i) 60 dBA or 70 dBC when received at a point of reception in a Quiet 
Zone; 

(ii) 60 dBA or 70 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Intermediate Zone; 

(iii) 70 dBA or 80 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Activity Zone; or 
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during the nighttime exceeds: 

(i) 50 dBA or 60 dBC when received at a point of reception in a Quiet 
Zone; 

(ii) 50 dBA or 60 dBC when the prescribed point of reception IS 

outdoors or 55 dBC when the prescribed point of reception IS 

indoors in an Intermediate Zone; 

(iii) 70 dBA or 80 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Activity Zone. 

2.3 Activity Zone Permitted Sound levels 

2.3.1 In an Activity Zone a person must not make~ cause or pennit to be made or caused, any 
sound that has a rating level which: 

(a) during the daytime exceeds: 

(i) 60 dBA or 70 dBC when received at a point of reception in a Quiet 
. Zone; 

(ii) 65 dBA 01' 75 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Intermediate Zone; 

(iii) 70 dBA or 80 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Activity Zone; or 

(b) . during the nighttime exceeds: 

(i) 50 dBA or 60 dBC when received at a point of reception in a Quiet 
Zone; 

(ii) 55 ' dBA or 65 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Intermediate Zone; 

(iii) 70 dBA or 80 dBC when received at a point of reception in an 
Activity Zone. 

2.4 Summary of Permitted Sound Levels by Zone 

2.4.1 For convenience, the outdoor sound level limits set out in sections 2.1 to 2.3 are 
summarized in the table in Schedule B, attached to and forming part oftrus Bylaw. 

3437828 
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2.5 Properties Where Specific Modifications or Exceptions to Rating Levels Apply 

2.5.1 Properties listed in Schedule C of this Bylaw are subject to the rating levels set-out in 
Schedule C. Except as modified or excepted in Schedule C, the rating levels in sections 2.1 
- 2.3 of this Bylaw apply to such propelties. 

2.6 Assessment at Locations Affected by Residual Sound 

2.6.1 Where the total sound level exceeds all of the prescribed sound limits identified in sections 
2.1 to 2.3 and is influenced by the residual sound at the point of reception such that the 
specific sound cannot be accurately measured, the specific sound should be measured at 
distances close to the source and then predicted at the point of reception using an 

. internationally accepted calculation standard such as ISO 9613-2. 

2.7 Role oflnspector 

2.7.1 Any inspector may measure sound levels with an approved sound meter, and may enter 
at all reasonable times upon any real property, to determine compliance with the provisions 
ofPart Two of this Bylaw. 

PART THREE: PROHIBITED TYPES OF NOISE 

3.1 Noise Disturbing Neighbourhood 

3.1.1 Subject to other provisions ofthis Bylaw: 

(a) a person must not make or cause a sound in a street, park, plaza or similar 
public place which, disturbs or tends to disturb the quiet, peace, rest, 
enjoyment, comfort or convenience of persons in the neighbourhood or 
vicinity; 

(b) a person who is the owner or occupier of, or is in possession or control of, 
real property must not make, suffer, or permit any other person to make, a 
sound, on that real property, which can be easily heard by a person not on 
the same premises and which disturbs or tends to disturb the quiet, peace, 
rest, enjoyment, comfort or convenience of persons in the neighbourhood or 
vicinity. 

3.1.2 Subsection 3.1.1 does not apply if a sound level may practically be measured and the sound 
level is in compliance with Part Two of this Bylaw. 

3.2 Prohibited Types of Noise 

3.2.1 The following sounds are prohibited because they are objectionable, or liable to disturb the 
quiet, peace, rest, enjoyment and comfort of individuals or the public notwithstanding that 
such sounds may not constitute a violation of any other provision of this Bylaw: 

3437828 
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the sound made by a dog barking, howling or creating any kind of sound 
continually or sporadically or erratically for any period in excess of one-half 
hour of time; 

the sound made by a combustion engine that is operated without using an 
effective exhaust muffling system in good working order; . 

the sound made by a vehicle or a vehicle with a trailer resulting in banging, 
clanking, squealing or other like sounds due to an improperly secured load 
or improperly secured equipment, or due to inadequate maintenance;· 

the sound made by a vehicle hom or other warning device used except under 
circumstances required or authorized by law; . 

the sound made by amplified music, whether pre-recorded or live, after 2:00 
a.m. and before 8:00 a.m. on any day; and 

sound produced by audio advertising which: 

(i) is directed at pedestrians or motorists on any street or sidewalk; or 

(ii) can be heard on any street or sidewalk. 

> 

PART FOUR: EXEMPTIONS 

4.1 Specific Exemptions 

4.1.1 This Bylaw does not apply to sound made: 

3437828 

(a) by a police, fire, ambulance or other emergency vehicle; 

(b) by a hom or other signalling device on any vehicle, boat or train where such 
sowlding is properly and necessarily used as a danger or warning signal; 

( c) by the use, in a reasonable manner, of an apparatus or mechanism for the 
amplification of the human voice or music in a public park, public facility or 
square in connection with a public meeting, public celebration, athletic or 
sports event or other public gathering, if: 

(i) that gathering is held under a City issued permit or license or similar 
agreement; or 

(ii) that gathering has received prior approval Wlder section 4.2.1; 

(d) by bells, gongs or chimes by religious institutions, or the use of carillons, 
where such bells, gongs, chimes or carillons have been lawfully erected; 

(e) by works and activities authorized by the British Columbia School Board 38 
(Richmond) and conducted by its employees, agents and contractors on 
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property owned or operated by British Colwnbia School Board 38 
(Richmond); 

(f) by a parade, procession, performance, concert, ceremony, event, gathering or 
meeting in or on a street or public space, provided that a permit, licence or 
similar agreement has been granted by the City for the event; 

(g) by outdoor athletic activity that takes place between 8:00 a.m. and 10:30 
p.m.; 

(h) by the use, in a reasonable manner, of the premises of a Community Care 
Facility duly licensed under the Community Care and Assisted Living Act, 
SBC, 2002, Chapter. 75, or from the use of a similar institutioij; 

(i) . by works and activities authorized by the City . and conducted ' by its 
employees, agents and contractors on property owned (including, without 
limitation dedicated roads, parks and other public spaces) or operated by the 
City; 

G) by a garbage collection service during the daytime; 

(k) by municipal works including, but not limited to, the construction and repair 
of streets, sewers lighting and other municipal services,' whether carried out 
during the daytime or during the nighttime by, or on behalf of the City or the 
Greater Vancouver Regional District or any . other public authority, but, 
unless the General Manager approves otherwise, does not ip.c1ude 
construction can·jed out under and agreement to install City works as 
described in section 940 of the Local Government Act; 

(I) by lawn and garden powel' equipment, provided that the use of the lawn 
and garden power equipment takes place: 

(i) between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. Monday.through Friday; or 

(ii) between 10:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on a Saturday, Sunday and 
holiday; 

(m) by construction, provided that it has a rating level which does not exceed 
85 dBA when measured at a distance of 15.2m (50 feet) from that source of 
sound, and only: 

(i) between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. Monday through Friday that is not a 
holiday; 

, 
(ii) between 10:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on a Saturday that is not a 

holiday; and 

(iii) between 10:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on a Sunday or holiday; 
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by the nightly cleaning of streets and sidewalks and the collection of garbage 
from sidewalk refuse bins by or on behalf of the City; 

by public transit or aeronautics; 

by normal farm practices on a farm operation as defined by and protected by 
the Farm Practices Protection (Right to Farm) Act; or 

by an occupant of a strata lot or rental unit used for residential occupancy 
where the source of the sound and the point of reception is within the 
same building. 

4.2 Exemptions and Relaxations by Approval 

4.2.1 A person may submit an application for an exemption or relaxation from the provisions 
of this Bylaw to the General Manager, in a form and with content satisfactory to the 
General Manager who may allow the exemption or relaxation with or without terms and 
conditions or refuse the exemption or relaxation provided that the exemption or 
relaxation is limited to a period of not more than fdrty-eight (48) hours. ' 

4.2.2 With respect to exemptions or relaxations from the limitations imposed by section 4. !.1(m) 
of this Bylaw for construction projects, the General Manager may grant the exemption if 
satisfied that: 

(a) the volume of traffic in the area of the proposed construction is such as to 
cause danger to the workers on the job, or to cause traffic congestion; , 

(b) the impact and inconvenience to residents in the area of the proposed 
construction can be minimized; 

(c) the construction cannot be undertaken efficiently or safely during the normal 
working day; or 

(d) interruption of any service during nomlal working day would cause any 
person undue hardship. 

4.2.3 If an exemption or relaxation is granted by the General Manager the applicant must, at 
least forty-eight (48)' hours before the start of the exemption period, distribute a notice, in a 
form and with content satisfactory to the General Manager, to all residences within a one 
hundred (100) metre radius. Such a notice is to include, but will not be limited to, all times 
and dates, the specific location and general description of the activity. 

3437828 
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4.2.4 An applicant who has been refused an exemption or relaxation by a decision ofthe General 
Manager may ' apply to have Council reconsider that decision in accordance with the 
following procedures: 

(a) the applicant may apply by notice to the City Clerk within 14 days of any 
refusal by the General Manager to grant an exemption or relaxation; 

(b) the applicant may address Council in writing or in person concerning the 
specific exemption or any future exemptions; and 

(c) Council may allow or revise the exemption or relaxation with or without 
terms and conditions or refuse the exemption or relaxation. 

4.3 Modification of Exception of Rating Levels by Bylaw Amendment 

4.3.1 A person may, in respect to a specific property or specific properties, submit an application 
for a modification ofthis.Bylaw in respect to a rating level set out in section 2.1 - 2.3 of this Bylaw 
to the General Manager in a form and with a content satisfactory to the General Manager who 
shall refer the application to Council for consideration with recommendations. 

PART FIVE: GENERAL 

5.1 Severability 

5.1.1 No provision oftms Bylaw depends for its validity on the validity of any other provision. 

5.2 Offences and Penalties 

5.2.1 (a) 

(b) 

a vioiation of any of the provisions identified in this Bylaw shall result in liability 
for penalties and late payment amounts established in Schedule A of the Notice of 
Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122; and 

a violation of any of the provisions identified in this Bylaw shall be subject to"the 
procedures, restrictions, limits, obligations and rights established in the Notice of 
Bylaw Violation Dispute Ac{judication Bylaw No. 8122 in accordance with the 
Local Government Bylaw Notice Enforcement Act, SBC 2003, c.60. 

5.2.2 Every person }'Vho contravenes any provision of this Bylaw is considered to have committed 
an offence against this bylaw and is liable on suinmary conviction, to the penalties provided 
for in the Offence Act, and each day that such violation is caused, or allowed to continue, 
constitutes a separate offence. . 
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Category 

1. Standard Zoning 

(subject to Category 4) 

2. Site Specific Zoning 

(subject to Category 4) 

, 
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SCHEDULE A TO BYLAW 8856 

NOISE ZONES 

QuietZoue Intermediate Zone 

• Residential • Mixed Use Zones 
Zones commencing with 
commencing with CDT 
RS, RC, RD, RI, 
RT,RA • Commercial Zones 

commencing with CL, 
• Residential / CC, CA, CEA, CG, 
Limited CP, CV, CR 
Commercial 
Zones • Marina Zones 
commencing with commencing with 
RCL MAl,MA2 

• Institutional • Institutional 
Zones Zones commencing 
commencing with with AIR, SI 
ASY,HC 

• Agriculture & 

• Mixed Use Golf Zones 
Zones commencing with 
commencing with AG,GC 
CN,CS 

• Residential • Mixed Use Zones 
Zones commencmg with 
commencing with ZMU 
ZS, ZD, ZT, ZLR, 
ZHR • Commercial 

Zones commencing 
• Residential withZC 
(Other) Zones, 
commencing with • Public Zones 
ZR commencing with ZIS 

• Agricultural 
Zones commencing 
withZA 

Pagel3 

Activity Zone 

• Industrial Zones 
commencing with I, 
IL, IB, IR, IS 

• Industrial Zones 
commencing with 'ZI 

, 
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Category Quiet Zone Iutermediate Zone Activity Zone 
. 

3. Land Use Contracts • 001'009,011- • 010, 022, 028, • 039,091, 127, 
021,023-027, 051, 062, 064, 070, 139 

(subject to Category 4) 029-037,040-050, 078,079,087,092, 
052-061,063, 119,122, 126,128 
065-069,071-077, 
081-086, 088-090, 
093-102,104-117, 
120-121,123-125, 
129-138,140-165 

4. Additional Designations • All parcels that • All roadways 
would otherwise be 
classified as a Quiet • All railroad 
District that are in rights-of-way 
Areas IA or 2 'as 
outlined in the OCP 
Aircraft Noise 
Sensitive . 
Development Table 
contained in Section 
5.4 - Noise 
Management in the 
Richmond Official 
Community Plan 
Bylaw No 7100 

• All parcels 
, bordering a municipal 

4-lane roadway, 
Highway 91 or 
Highway 99 
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SCHEDULE B TO BYLAW 8856 

SUMMARY OF PERMITTED OUTDOOR SOUND LEVELS BY ZONE · 

Sound Receiver Zone 

Quiet . Intermediate Activity 

Day Night Day Night Day Night 

55 dBA 45dBA 60dBA 50 dBA 70dBA 70dBA 
Quiet . 

65 dBC 55 dBC · 70 dBC 60 dBC 80dBC 80 dBC 
Sound 60dBA 50dBA 60dBA 50dBA 70 dBA 70dBA 
Source Intermediate 
Zone 70 dBC 60dBC 70dBC 60dBC 80 dBC 80dBC 

60dBA 50dBA 65 dBA 55 dBA 70dBA 70dBA 
Activity 

.70dBC 60dBC 75 dBC 65 dBC 80dBC 80 dBC , 
, 

Note: the permitted outdoor dBC sound level is 10 d¢3 higher than the pelmitted dBA sound 
level. 

34]7828 

CNCL - 91



Bylaw 8856 Page 16 

SCHEDULE C TO BYLAW 8856 

SPECIFIC MODIFICATIONS/EXCEPTIONS TO PART TWO: SOUND LEVELS 

Property specific modifications / exceptions to the rating levels in Part Two: "Sound Levels" of 
the Bylaw are set-out below. Except as modified or excepted below, the rating levels in Part 
Two: "Sound Levels" apply. 

Civic Address of Civic Address of Permitted Sound Level 
Sound Source Point of Reception 
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'Cityof 
Richmond ByJaw 8857 

Municipal Ticket Information Authorization Bylaw No. 7321, 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8857 

The Council ofthe City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

1. Muriicipal Ticket Information Authorization Bylaw No. 7321, as amended, is further 
amended at Schedule 9 by deleting the following: 

Subdivision Three - Noise Regulation 

Making noise which disturbs 31. 1.1 (a) $100 

Permitting noise which disturbs 3.1.1.I(a) $100 

Equipment noise which disturbs 3.1.l.I(b) $100 

Ailimal noise which disturbs 3.1.1.I(b) $250 

Vehicle noise which disturbs 3.1.1.I(b) $100 

Machinery noise which disturbs 3. 1. 1.1 (b) $)00 

2. This Bylaw is cited as "Municipal Ticket Information Authorization Bylaw No. 7321, 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8857". 

FIRST READING 

SECPND READING 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3450618 

FEB 1 3 2012 

FEB 1 3 2012 

FEB 1 3 2012 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
for conlent by 

originating 

>::) C ::---~ 
APPROVED 
for legality 
by Solicitor 

---p.l..-

I---
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8858 

Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, 
Amehdment Bylaw No. 8858 

. The COlUlCil of the City ofRichm:ond enacts as follows: 

1. Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, as amended, is further 
amended at Part One - Application by adding the following after section 1.1(j): 

"(k) Noise Regulation Bylaw No. 8856, as amended," 

2. Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, as amended, is further 
amended by adding to the end of the table in Schedule A of Bylaw No. 8122 the content of 
the table in Schedule A attached to and forming part of this bylaw. 

3. This Bylaw is cited as "Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 8122, 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8858". 

FEB 1 3 2012 CITY OF 
RICHMO~D 

APPROVED 

FIRST READING 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

FEB 1 a 2012 for content by 
originating 

FEB 1 3 2012 
Division 

IC':"'-, 
APPROVED 
for legality 
by Solicitor 

~ 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

) 45.5 ]50 
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 8597 (RZ 07-379075) 

10071 WILLIAMS ROAD 

Bylaw 8597 

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

I. The Zoning Map of the City of RicJunond, which accompanies and. fOlms part of 
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation 
of the following area and by designating it COMPACT SINGLE DETACHED (RC2). 

P.I.D.000-937-274 
Lot 4 Block 17 Section 26 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
18549 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 
8597". 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

2931925 

JUL 26 2010 

SEPO 7 2010 
SEP .07 Z010 

SEP 07 Z010 
FEB j 7 2012 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

&~ 
APPROVED 
by Dlntelor 
or 5~cltor 

~ ;lY , 
\J 
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Time: 

Place: 

City of 
Richmond 

Development Permit Panel 

Wednesday, January 25,2012 

3:30 p.m. 

Council Chambers 
Richmond City Hall 

Minutes 

Present: Joe Erceg, Chair 
Robert Gonzalez, General Manager, Engineering and Public Works 
Dave Semple, General Manager, Parks and Recreation 

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

1. Minutes 

It was moved and seconded 
Tllat tile m;lIutes of tile meetlllg of tile Developmmt Permit Pallet held 011 Wedllesday, 
Jalluary II, 2012, be adopted. 

2. Development Permit 10-545013 
(FII. R.I. No. : DP 10-546013) (REDMS No. 3362494) 

APPLICANT: Western Dayton Homes Ltd. 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 8540 No. 3 Road 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

CARRIED 

I. Permit the construction of eight (8) townhouse units at 8540 No. 3 Road on a site 
zoned Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2); and 

2. Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) reduce the minimum lot width from 30 m to 27.6 m; 

b) reduce the minimum exterior Jnorth) side yard setback .along BowcockRoad 
from 6.0 m to 3.0 m for Building 1 and from 6.0 m to 4.6 m for Building 2; 

c) reduce the minimum interior side yard setback from 3.0 m to 2.09 m for the 
single storey garages along the south property line; and 

d) to allow tandem parking spaces in four (4) of the townhouse units and five (5) 
small-car parking stalls in five (5) of the townhouse units. 
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3442970 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25, 2012 

Applicant's Comments 

Mr. Fougere, Fougere Architecture, Inc., spoke on behalf of the applicant and provided 
the following details regarding the proposed eight townhouse units at 8560 No. 3 Road, 
near"Bowcock Road. 

Using an iPad, Mr. Fougere drew the Panel's attention to: (i) a view of the exterior of the 
proposed townhouse units from the east, along Bowcock Road; (ii) a view looking west, 
and including the individual entrances of the units; and (iii) a view of the units taken from 
the standpoint of the No. 3 Road bus stop. 

Mr. Fougere then noted the following details: (i) the two-storey building form includes a 
gable end to address. the half-storey; and (ii) there is a window on the half-storey tucked 
into the roof form, where the attic family room is located. 

Panel Discussion 

Discussion ensued between the Panel and Mr. Fougere, and especially with regard to: 

• the roof design is " sloped but the architectural rendering perspective indicates a 
steeper slope than the roofs will have when they are completed; 

• the fenced children's play area is adjacent to the sidewalk and includes: (i) play 
equipment for children aged two to six years old; (ii) a bench; (iii) an open grass 
area that is fenced; and (iv) includes a 'fall zone'; 

• fences, some planting material and a sidewalk separate the proposed development's 
structures from the single-family residence to the east of the subject site; 

• the subject site is at a higher elevation than the surrounding sites, but the design 
includes stepping the grade up and does not include a change in grade at the 
property line; 

• the applicant agreed to erect a new fence along the property lines, and not just 
refurbish existing fencing; and 

• the design includes: (i) a side-by-side double car garage in each of the end units; (ii) 
four outdoor tandem parking spaces in front of four of the townhouse units; and (iii) 
five small-car parking stalls in five of the townhouse units. 

The Chair commented that the play area's location at the north perimeter appeared to be 
hemmed in between the proposed development with just a fence separating it from the 
sidewalk. Discussion ensued with regard to the play area's location, and when asked if an 
alternative location was considered, Mr. Fougere remarked that in an earlier iteration of 

" the design, the play area was sited at the back of the subject site, but the design had been 
changed to relocate it to its present location to address neighbour concerns. 

Discussion continued regarding whether there was enough width for some landscaping 
elements to buffer the sidewalk from the play area, and advice was provided that the 'fall 
zone' precluded any landscaping. 
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3442970 

Staff Comments 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25, 2012 

Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development, stated that staff supports the application, and 
the variances. He noted that the application is a small townhouse project, and that the 
architect has taken into account the concerns raised at the September, 20 II Public Hearing 
where the rezoning of the site was discussed. 

Regarding the location of the play area, Mr. Jackson advised that the move to the north 
side of the subject site met with staff s support, and that perhaps a trellis with climbing 
vines could be incorporated at the edge of the play area. 

With respect to the requested parking variance, Mr. Jackson noted that the request is 
reasonable, especially in light of the small size of the proposed development. In addition, 
two significant trees are being retained on the site. 

Mr. Jackson remarked that the applicant has worked hard on how the project appears, 
from a No.3 Road vantage point, and that the units' appearance is appropriate, given the 
character of the area. 

1?he Chair commented that Mr. Jackson's idea to incorporate a trellis, with climbing vine, 
into the edge of the play area, was something the Panel would like to see. 

In response to a query regarding the design of the play area, Mr. Jackson advised that the 
piece of active play equipment included in the design requires the inclusion of a fall zone, 
and that if the applicant had chosen a 'touch element' play area not an active play area, 

. there was no requirement for the fall zone. 

Gallery Comments 

None. 

Correspondence 

Four residents, 8600 No.3 Road (Schedule I) 

Mr. Jackson advised that the authors of the letter: (i) stated their desire that the tree at the 
comer of No. 3 Road and Bowcock Road be retained, and that the applicant will be 
retaining that tree; and (ii) requested that Smart Meters not be located along the subject 
site's southern boundary, but that the location of Smart Metres is out of the control of the 
City and the applicant. Mr. Jackson added that the City and the applicant, through the 
building permit process, would do what they could, so that the metres are situated in a 
location other than that addressed by the variances. 

Panel Discussion 

The Panel agreed that the active play area is preferable to a 'touch element' play area, and 
staff were aS,ked to investigate provision of a landscaping treatment or vine planting with 
the applicant to lessen the exposure of the play area to the sidewalk, prior to proceeding to 
Council. 
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Panel Decision 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25, 2012 

It was moved and seconded 
That a Developmetlt Permit be issued which would: 

1. Permit the constructioll of eight (8) towllhouse ullits at 8540 No.3 Road on a site 
zoned Medium Dellsity Townhouses (RTM2); and ' 

2. Vary the provisiolls of Richmolld Z?"illg Bylaiv 8500 to: 

a)' reduce the minimum lot width from 30 m to 27.6 m; 

b) reduce the minimum exterior (llorth) side yard setback alollg Bowcock Road 
from 6.0 m to 3.0 mfor Building 1 alldfrom 6.0 mto 4.6 mfor Building 2; 

c) reduce the millimllm interior side yard setback from 3.0 m to 2.09 mfor the 
single storey garages alollg the sOllth property line; alld 

d) to allow talldem parkillg spaces ill four (4) of the townhouse ullits alld Jive 
(5) small-car parking stalls ill five (5) of the townhouse IIl1itS. 

CARRIED 

3. Development Permit 11-584276 
(File Ref, No,: 'DP 11-584276) (REDMS No, 3361487) 

3442970 

APPLICANT: Southann Lands Ltd, 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 8691,8711,8731,8751,8771 and 8791 Williams Road 

INTENT OF PERMIT: . 

L Permit the construction of31 townhouse units at 8691, 8711, 8731, 8751, 8771 and 
8791 Williams Road on a site zoned Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2); and 

2, Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to allow 30 tandem parking 
spaces in 15 of the 31 townhouse units. 

Applicant's Comments 

Taizo Yamamoto, Yamamoto Architect Inc" advised that the subject site is surrounded by 
single-family dwellings to the north, the east and the west, and that the architectural 
design of the proposed 31 townhouse units on Williams Road is in response to this 
context He provided the following design details: 

• the two-storey duplex units are proposed on the northern portion of the site, in 
recognition of the adjacent existing single-family rear yards, to minimize privacy 
and overlook concerns; 

• roof form on the townhouse units along the back edge is a 'hip form', to minimize 
shadowing on surrounding single-family dwellings; 

• upgrading of the buffer along the rear property line includes a line of fence/trellis, 
to protect the privacy to the neighbouring homes to the north; 
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3442970 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25, 2012 

• tree. preservation, including a large Cherry tree, will guide the amenity area 
strategy; the amenity area enjoys a central location; 

• at the northwest corner of the subject site, there is a a cluster of red Cedar, along 
with large deciduous trees; 

• the whole entry feature has been unified as one permeable paved area; 

• the central drive aisle creates an open feeling at the entry; there is some depth, as 
well as the introduction of some trees; 

• there is potential for development to the east, and a garage feature at that end of 
the site provides cross-access, to minimize the number of people coming onto and 
leaving the subject site; -

• a quiet open play area includes a slide and a climbing element, with mature trees 
as a backdrop to the area; 

• there are two convertible units incorporated into the design; 

• accessibility features that allow for aging in place have been incorporated into all 
units in the proposed development; 

• energy efficient appliances and low water use plumbing fixtures are incorporated 
to conserve energy and water; 

• materials include Hardi-Plank siding, not vinyl siding, and Hardi-Plank cement; 
and 

• a thythm of identity to the project is achieved by each unit having its own defined 
entrance. 

Panel Discussion 

In response to queries, Mr. Yamamoto provided the following information: 

• retention trees include a cluster on the west side of the subject site in a passive 
amenity area, including Cedar, Maple and Weeping Birch, a transplanted Japanese 
Maple tree located along Williams Road, a large Cherry tree in the active amenity 
space, and a Norwegian Spruce tree in the northeast of the site; 

• the play area includes permeable paving, as well as benches on the perimeter; and 

• to create a buffer along the rear property line, a five metre rear yard, a fence, an 
added trellis, hedge and spot tree planting will be employed. 

The Chair noted that the applicant had addressed the subject of privacy concerns, raised at 
the June, 2011 Public Hearing. 

Staff Comments 

Mr. Jackson noted the tight nature of the subject site and commended the architect for 
having done everything possible to address privacy concerns expressed by neighbours. 
The roof form was lowered and a generous five metre rear yard setback was provided. 
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3442970 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25,2012 

Mr. Jackson stated that the size of the outdoor amenity area is double the required size, as 
outlined in the Official Community Plan requirements. 

He noted that there are three locations where mature trees are to be retained on the subject 
site, and added that instead of the required 32 replacement trees, the applicant is providing 
64 replacement trees. 

Gallery Comments 
Mr. Tsang, resident of Pigott Road, asked it neighbours would have a say in whether the 
construction permit would be issued to the applicant. He stated his concern with the same 
issues that had been raised at the June 2011 Public Hearing, su<:h as townhouse 
construction, shadowing, noise, and setback between the proposed townhouse units, and 
residences on Pigott Road. 

The Chair advised that: (i) the decision to permit townhouse units had been made during 
the rezoning process; (ii) the Development Permit Panel was charged with issues related 
to architectural character and form; and (iii) the bylaw requirement for a minimum three 
metre setback had been exceeded, with some proposed townhouse units sited at a five 
metre setback, and other units exceeding that distance. 

Ms. Jen Chao, 8740 Pigott Road, expressed her concern with the 30 tandem parking 
spaces in 15 of the proposed townhouse units, and queried whether an exception was 
being made for the applicant. 

The Chair advised that each townhouse unit has two parking spaces, some tandem, some 
side-by-side, in addition to seven visitor parking stalls provided throughout the site, and 
that these numbers meet the requirements of the by law. 

Ms. Chao expressed concern that the proposed townhouse units would create more traffic 
in the neighbourhood. 

Correspondence 

None. 

Panel Discussion 

The Panel acknowledged concerns raised by neighbours and extended appreciation to staff 
and the architect, and in addition expressed support for the design, and noted that the 
architect and applicant had responded to the concerns raised during the Public Hearing. 
Support was also expressed for the way the rooflines were oriented, how the buildings 
were pulled back from shared property lines, and the plans for fencing to ensure the 
privacy of neighbours. 
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Panel Decision 

Development.Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25,2012 

It was moved and seconded . 
That a Development Permit be issued which would: 

1. Permit the construction of 31 townhouse units at 8691, 8711, 8731, 8751, 8771 
and 8791 Williams Road on a site zoned Medium Density Townllouses (RTM2); 
and 

2. Vary the provisions of Ricltmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to allow 30 tandem parking 
spaces in 15 of tlte 31 townhouse units. 

CARRIED 

4. Development Permit 11·584282 
(File Ref. No.: DP 11·584282) (REDMS No. 3414815) 

3~429?O 

APPLICANT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

AM-PRI Construction Ltd. 

9811 Ferndale Road (formerly 9791 & 9811 Ferndale Road 
and 6071,6091 &6131 No. 4 Road) 

I. Permit the construction of 24 Townhouse Units at 9811 Ferndale Road (formerly 
9791 and 981 1 Ferndale Road and 6071, 6091 and 6131 No.4 Road) on a site zoned 
"Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2)"; and 

2. Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) reduce the required side yard setback along the north property line from 3.0 
meters to 2.69 meters to allow the projection of an electrical room outside Unit 
Clb; and 

b) pennit resident parking to be provided in a tandem parking configuration for 
15 units (30 stalls). 

Applicant's Comments 

Taizo Yamamoto, Yamamoto Architect Inc., advised that the proposed 24 townhouse 
units an; on a left over comer of Ferndale Road and No. 4 Road, and that they are 
surrounded by single-family detached dwellings to the east, and multi-unit townhouse 
developments to the north, south and west. He provided the following design details: 

• originally, access to the subject site was provided by access from the townhouse unit 
complex to the west, at 9751 Ferndale Road, but through the pub1ic process, 
residents of the complex to the west expressed a desire that residents of the proposed 
townhouse unit complex not use this access; the architect created as robust a buffer 
as possible between the two sites to provide some meandering, and to allow large 
plants and some depth; 
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3442970 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25,2012 

• the planned three-storey townhouse units are stepped down to two stories to respond 
to the lower density single-family residents to the east, across No.4 Road; 

• the tight nature of the subject site dictated different unit styles, thus allowing some 
afford ability , and with some units allowing parking for only one vehicle; 

• one of the proposed two-storey units is adaptable, with living areas closer to grade; 

• all proposed townhouse units have aging-in-place measures; 

• the overall architectural character is that of a subdued appearance, mirroring a 
similar form of the residences across the street, including more of a hip roof; 

• the entry area is increased by allowing paving; the public space is located at the 
centre of the subject site, at the intersection of the drive aisle; 

• a seating area with permeable .paving and a climbing structure is also located at the 
centre ofthe subject site; 

• each unit has a patio, trees, some lawn space where possible, and sun exposure; 

• easy pedestrian access to the No.4 Road transit stop is provided; and 

• materials include Hardi-Board siding for the first floor and the intermix of vinyl 
siding and Hardi-Plank panels for the upper floors; 

Panel Discussion 

In response to Panel queries, Mr. Yamamoto provided further information: 

• the end unit facing No.4 Road has gables that address the street, large wrap porches 
to provide depth, and a bay window starting at the second story that comes down to 
ground level, and each unit facing No.4 Road has a punched-in entry; and 

• the amenity area at the northwest corner of the subject site is paved, includes 
benches, includes a small climbing play structure for children aged two through six 
years, as well as a lawn area on its south side, and some trees along its west side. 

Staff Comments 

Mr. Jackson advised that staff supports the application, and the applicant's request for 
variances. He stated that the application: 

.• respects the Agricultural Land Reserve to the east of the subject site, by providing a 
six metre setback and quite dense landscaping, which was reviewed and supported 
by the City'S Agricultural Advisory Committee; 

• in terms of architectural fonn, it provides low pitched roof forms that are low in 
provile; 

• in terms of the central location of the amenity space it provides· "eyes" on the play 
space and play equipment; and 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25,2012 

• in terms of the proposed development's relation to the neighbour to the 'west, it 
provides landscaping buffering that breaks down what could have been an 
unattractive "bowling lane" design. 

Mr. Jackson summarized his remarks by saying that the architect has done much to 
address issues of adj!\cencies, and for this, and the other listed reasons, the best term to 
apply to the proposed design is "respectfuP'. 

In response to the Chair' s query regarding whether staff is advising applicants with regard 
to Council' s preference to see side-by-side parking stalls in-townhouse unit developments, 
Mr. Jackson advised that staff promotes that idea over tandem stalls, and attempts to steer 
applicants and architects in the direction of side-by-side stalls for new development 
applications. 

GallerY Comments 

None. 

Correspondence 

None. 

Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 
That a Development Permit be issued which would: 

1. Permit the construction of 24 Townhouse Units at 9811 Femdale Road (formerly 
9791 and 9811 Femdale Road and 6071, 6091 and 6131 No.4 Road) on a site 
zoned "Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2}"; ancl 

2. Vary the provisions of Richmond ZOllillg Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) reduce the required side yard setback along the north property liile from 3.0 
meters to 2.69 meters to allow the projection of an electrical room outside 
-Unit C1 b; alld 

b} permit resident parkillg to be provided ill a tandem parking configuration for 
15 ullits (30 stalls). 

CARRIED 

5. New Business 

3442970 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Developmellt Permit Panel meeting tentatively scheduled for Wednesday, 
February 15,2012 be cancelled, a~ld that the next meeting of the Development Permit 
Panel be tentatively scheduled to take place ill the COllncil Chambers, Richmond City 
Hall, at 3:30 p.m. on Wednesday, February 29, 2012. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25, 2012 

6. Date C;>f Next Meeting: Wednesday, February 29, 2012 

7. Adjournment 

It was moved and seconded 
That tlie meeting be adjoumed at 4:31 p.m. 

Joe Erceg 
Chair 

3442970 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the 
Development Permit Panel of the Council 
of the City of Richmond held on 
Wednesday, January 25, 2012. 

Sheila Johnston 
Committee Clerk 
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January 16,2012 

To: Edwin Lee 
Planning Depmtment, 
Riclunond City Hall, 

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of 
the Development Permit 
Panel Meeting of Wednesday, 
January 25, 2011. 

6911 No 3 Rd, Richmond, BC, 
V6Y 2CI, Canada 

Concerns on the Smart Power Meter House at 8540 No.3 Road 

Hi Edwin, 

Thank you foJ' the info that you gave to me on the development of development at 8540 
No.3 Road. 

we $i! writing to you to address the concerns of the power meter house, or so called 
smart meter house. I am really concern about its radioactive leak. Please do not put these 
power meter house along its southem boundary which is the too close to its neighbours at 

. 8600 No.3 Road. 

Thank you for your help! 

Best Regards, 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Richmond City Council 

Joe'Erceg, MCIP 
Chair, Development Permit Panel 

Report to Council 

Date: 

File: 

February 22, 2012 

01 00-20-DPER 1 

Re: Development Permit Panel Meeting Held on January 25, 2012 

Panel Recommendation 

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

i) a Development Permit (DP 11-584282) for the property at 9811 Ferndale Road 
(formerly 9791 & 9811 Ferndale Road and 6071, 6091 & 6131 No.4 Road) 

be endorsed, and the Permit so issued. 

A&MCW 
Chair, Developme t Permit Panel 

SB:blg 
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February 22, 2012 - 2 - 0100-20-DPERI 

Panel Report 

The Development Permit Panel considered the following item at its meeting held on January 25, 2012. 

DP 11·584282 -AM-PRI CONSTRUCTION LTD. - 9811 FERNDALE ROAD 
(FORMERLY 9791 & 9811 FERNDALE ROAD AND 6071. 6091 & 6131 NO.4 ROAD) 
(January 25,2012) 

The Panel considered an application to permit the construction of 24 townhouse units on a site zoned 
"Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2)". Variances are included in the proposal for a reduced north 
side yard for an electrical room and tandem parking. 

Architect, Taizo Yamamoto, Yamamoto Architect Inc., provided a brief presentation of the proposal, 
including: 

• As a result of neighbourhood concerns, a new access was provided and the proposed 
development would not use the existing access through the townhouse complex to the west. 

• There is one (I) two-storey adaptable unit, and all units have aging-in-place measures. 

• The character is subdued with detached home elements, including more of a hip roof and 
stepping three-storey height down to two (2) storeys at No.4 Road. 

• Each unit has a patio, trees, some lawn space where possible, and sun exposure. 

• Materials include Hardi-Board siding and panels, and some vinyl siding for the upper floors. 

In response to Panel queries, Mr. Yamamoto provided further information: 

• The units facing No.4 Road feature gables, large porch and bay window to provide depth, and 
each unit has a punched·in entry. 

• The paved amenity area includes benches, lawn area, some trees, and a small climbing play 
structure for children aged two through six years. 

• Staff advi~ed that staff supports the application and the requested variances, and advised: 

• The Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) on the east side of No. 4 Road is respected with a 
landscaped 6 m setback, which was supported by the City's Agricultural Advisory Committee; 

• The proposed development is buffered from the neighbouring driveway to the west with 
landscaping that breaks down what could have been an unattractive "bowling lane" design; and 

• The proposal addresses adjacencies with stepped building massing, low profile pitched roofs and 
landscaping, and for this, the best term to apply to the proposed design is "respectful". 

In response to a query from the Chair, staff confirmed that they attempt to steer applicants and 
architects in the direction of side-by-side stalls for new development applications. 

No public input was received regarding the application. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 
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 City of Richmond Agenda
   

 
 

Community Safety Committee 
 

Anderson Room, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Tuesday, February 14, 2012 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
CS-7  Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Community Safety 

Committee held on Tuesday, December 13, 2011. 

 

 
  

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 
 
  Tuesday, March 13, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room 

 

  LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT 
 
 1. INTRODUCTION OF INSPECTOR SEAN MALONEY 

 

 
CS-15 2. RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT – NOVEMBER 2011 ACTIVITIES 

(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3422437) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-15 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Supt. Renny Nesset



Community Safety Committee Agenda – Tuesday, February 14, 2012 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

CS – 2 
3436965 

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the OIC’s report entitled “RCMP’s Monthly Report – November 2011 
Activities” dated December 1, 2011, be received for information. 

 
CS-27 3. RCMP'S MONTHLY REPORT – DECEMBER 2011 ACTIVITIES 

(File Ref. No. 09-5000-01) (REDMS No. 3441114) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-27 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Supt. Renny Nesset

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the OIC’s report entitled “RCMP’s Monthly Report – January 5, 2012 
Activities” dated January  5, 2012, be received for information. 

 
CS-43 4. COMMUNITY BYLAWS - NOVEMBER 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT 

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-01) (REDMS No. 3428370) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-43 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Wayne Mercer

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the staff report entitled “Community Bylaws – November 2011 Activity 
Report” dated December 14, 2011, from the General Manager, Law & 
Community Safety, be received for information. 

 
CS-51 5. COMMUNITY BYLAWS - DECEMBER 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT 

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-01) (REDMS No. 3457416) 

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-51 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Wayne Mercer



Community Safety Committee Agenda – Tuesday, February 14, 2012 
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  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the staff report entitled “Community Bylaws – November 2011 Activity 
Report” dated January 23, 2012, from the General Manager, Law & 
Community Safety, be received for information. 

 
CS-57 6. 2012/2013 RCMP ANNUAL PERFORMANCE PLAN – COMMUNITY 

PRIORITIES 
(File No. 09-5000-01)(REDMS No. 3459169)   

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-57 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Supt. Renny Nesset

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the two Community Objectives be selected, as identified in the staff 
report dated January 24, 2012 from the Officer In Charge, Richmond 
RCMP Detachment, for inclusion in the 2012/2013 Annual Performance 
Plan. 

 
CS-63 7. 2011 FOURTH QUARTER REPORT – RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE 

(File No.)(REDMS No. 3432651)   

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-63 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Fire Chief John McGowan 

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the report on Fire-Rescue’s operations from October 1 to December 
31, 2011 be received for information. 

 
CS-71 8. CANADIAN COAST GUARD AUXILIARY (STATION 10) 

PROPOSED BOATHOUSE LOCATION 
(File No. 06-2345-20-ILAN1)(REDMS No. 3355625)   

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

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

  Designated Speaker:  Serena Lusk 
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  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That: 

  (1) Scotch Pond be approved as the location for the Canadian Coast 
Guard Auxiliary Pacific Region - Station 10 to moor its boathouse; 
and 

  (2) Agreement terms for the moorage of the Canadian Coast Guard 
Auxiliary – Station 10 be drafted and brought back to Council for 
approval no later than March 30th 2012. 

 
CS-85 9. CHAUFFEURS’ PERMITS 

(File No. 09-5000-01)   

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-85 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker: Supt. Renny Nesset  

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the requirement for the renewal of Chauffeurs’ Permits be changed 
from an annual to a biennial basis beginning January 1, 2013 as outlined 
in the staff report dated January 31, 2012 from the OIC, RCMP Richmond 
Detachment. 

 
CS-91 10. AIRCRAFT EMERGENCY RESPONSE WITHIN RICHMOND 

(File No.)(REDMS No. 3462128)   

  TO VIEW eREPORT CLICK HERE 

  See Page CS-91 of the Community Safety agenda for full hardcopy report  

  Designated Speaker:  Deputy Chief Tim Wilkinson

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the staff report entitled Aircraft Emergency Response Within 
Richmond, dated February 3, 2012 from the Fire Chief, be received for 
information. 
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 11. FIRE CHIEF BRIEFING 
(Oral Report)   

  Designated Speaker:  Fire Chief John McGowan 

  Items for discussion: 

  (i) Pink Shirt Day, February 29, 2012 – in support of the Stop Bullying 
Campaign 

  (ii) CPR (Cardio Pulmonary Resuscitation) Saves Lives 

  (iii) Pedestrian Safety Campaign – a joint initiative of RFR, RCMP, BCAS, 
ICBC, the City’s Corporate Communications team, and Transportation  

 
 
 12. RCMP/OIC BRIEFING 

(Oral Report) 

  Designated Speaker:  Supt. Rendall Nesset

  Items for discussion: 

  (i) Downtown CPO - Regional IPREM Table Top 

 
 13. MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
  (a) Mobile Medical – Temporary Placement at Gateway Theatre 

 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
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City of 
Richmond Minutes 

Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

Also Present: 

Call to Order: 

Community Safety Committee 

Tuesday, December 13,2011 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

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

Councillor Derek Dang, Chair 

Councillor Chak Au 

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

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

MINUTES 

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

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Tuesday, January 10, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room 

I. CS - 7



3428627 

Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT 

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

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

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

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

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

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

It was moved and seconded 
That Ihe OIC's report entitled "Marine Patrol Program - Post Patrol Report 
2011" dated October 13, 2011, be received/or in/ormatioll, 

CARRIED 

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

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

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

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

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the OIC's report entitLed "RCMP's Monthly Report - September 

2011 Activities" dated October 7, 2011, be received/or in/ormation,' 
and 

(2) That the OIC's report entitled "RCMP's MOllthly Report - October 
2011 Activities" dated November 22, 2011, be received for 
in/ormation. 

CARRIED 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

3. 2011 THIRD QUARTER REPORT - FIRE-RESCUE 
(file Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3390376) 

It was moved and seconded 
That the report on Fire-Rescue's operations jor the 3,d Quarter eliding 
September 30,2011 be received/or ill/ormatioll. 

CARRIED 

4. COMMUNITY BYLAWS - SEPTEMBER 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-(1) (REDMS No. 3392348 v3) 

COMMUNITY BYLAWS - OCTOBER 2011 ACTIVITY REPORT 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-(1) (REDMS No. 3414106) 

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

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

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated October 

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

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

CARRIED 

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

In reply to queries from Committee, John McGowan, Fire Chief, Richmond 
Fire·Rescue and Tim Wilkinson, Deputy Chief - Operations, advised the 
following: 

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

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

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

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

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

It was moved and seconded 
(1) Thai the Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager of Law 

and Community Safety be authorized to negotiate and execute on 
behalf of the City Q licence agreement between Lafurge Canada Inc. 
and tire City for the use of Q portion 0/ 7611 No. 9 Road as a fire 
fighter training facility, on the terms and conditions outlined in the 
staff report entitled "Training Site at 7611 No. 9 Road - Richmond 
Fire Rescue" and daled November 29, 2011; 

(2) Thai the capital and operating costs for the training facility be 
considered as part of the 20l2-budget process; and 

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

6. REGULA nON OF PRIVATE PARKING OPERA nONS 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8801 /8802) (REDMS No. 3318239) 

Mr. Mercer provided background infonnation. 

It was moved and seconded 

CARRIED 

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

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

7. FIRE ClflEF BRIEFING 
(Oral Report) 

(i) Update on the Airplane Crash 

CARRIED 

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

Councillor McNulty left the meeting at 4:35 p.m. and returned to the meeting 
at 4:36 p.m. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

(ii) Update on New Recruits 

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

(iii) Officer Development Training 

Fire Chief McGowan spoke of officer development trammg, noting that 
Richmond Fire-Rescue CRFR) works closely with the Justice Institute to 
develop fire-fighters wishing to progress into senior positions within RFR. 

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

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

(v) EFSIT Customer Service Performed at reside"ce 011 Gilley Road 

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

8. RCMP/OIC BRIEFING 
(Oral Report) 

Item for discussion: 

(i) Operatioll Red Nose 

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

(ii) British Columbia Associatioll of Chiefs of Police 

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

(iii) Officer Transfers a"d Retirements 

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

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

(iv) Partnership with Delta Police Departme"t 

Please see Page 2 for discussion on this matter. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, December 13, 2011 

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

9. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Deborah Procter, Manager, Emergency Programs, to play Q clip from 
Ihe CA USE video 

Deborah Procter, Manager, Emergency Programs, distributed a memorandum 
dated December 8, 201 1 (copy on file, City Clerk 's Office) regarding 
Council ' s role during an emergency. 

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

10. NOISE BYLAW UPDATE 

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

ADJOURNMENT 

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

CARRIED 

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

Councillor Linda McPhai l 
Vice-Chair 

Hanieh Floujeh 
Committee Clerk 

6. 
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October 24, 2011 

Conclusion 

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

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

Wayne G. Mcrcer 
Manager, Community Bylaws 
(604.247.4601) 

ML:ml 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Rendall Nesset 

Report to Committee 

Date: December 1, 2011 

File: 09-5000-01 /2010-Vol 
Officer In Charge, Richmond RCMP Detachment 01 

(11 .61 ) 

Re: RCMP's Monthly Report - November 2011 Activities 

Staff Recommendation 

That the OIC's report entitled "RCMP's Monthly Report - November 2011 Activitiesn dated 
December 1, 2011 , be received for information. 

~erintendent 
Officer in Charge, Richmond RCMP Detachment 
(604-278-1212) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

EONCy-RRE~ OF GENERAL MANAGER 

) /'-Y(~v1 
/ 

REVIEWED BY TAG Ej NO 

0 6) / 
REVIEWED BY CAO t!J!) ~ NO 

0 
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December 1, 20 11 - 2 -

Origin 

At the request of the Community Safety Committee, the OIC will kccp Council informed on 
manees pertaining to policing in the conununity and has developed a framework to provide 
regular reporting cycles. 

Analysis 

Below is the RCMP's Monthly Report - November 20 11 Activities. 

Noteworthy Files: 

Richmond Re M P Promotes Pedestrian Safety 

The concern for Pedestri an Safety increases with the changing weather conditions and reduced 
daylight hours that the winter season brings. Extra care is requi red during the darker, wet days 
that make driving conditions and visibility more difficult to see pedestrians. The Detachment 
considers pedestrian safety a priority and has partnered with reBe to increase education, 
enforcement and initiatives in an effort to save lives and make the communi ty a safer place 10 be. 

The Detachment RCMP officers and volunteers from the South Arm and Steveston Community 
Police Offices participated in a Pedestrian Road Safety Campaign along with ICBC's Road 
Safety Team. Richmond's high volume foot traffic areas were targeted , where passers by were 
provided with pedestrian safety tips and reflective armbands in order to increase visibility in the 
dark. The next campaign is planned for early spring. 

Some tips for pedestrians ' safety are as follows: 

• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Remove headphones and refrain from using cell phone and electronics when crossing the 
street. 
Make eyc contact with drivers and never assume that drivers sec pedestrians . 
Be cautious and pay attention to traffic as some drivers may not stop or obey traffic 
control devices. 
Wear bright or light coloured clothing especially in bad weather or in low light, wear 
reflective clothing. 
If there are no sidewalks, use the outside edge or shoulder of the roadway and walk 
facing traffic to see vehicles coming towards you. 
While crossing the street, look in all directions and keep an eye out for approaching 
vehicles. This includes checking over the shoulder for any vehicles that may be turning. 
Listen for approaching vehicles that may not yet be visible and could be approaching a 
pedestrian from a driveway, around a comer or from over a hill. 
Use crosswalks wherever possible and don ' t cross on the "do not walk" signal. 
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Fatal Pedestrian Collision 

On November 22 at approximately 7:30 pm an RCMP officer was on patrol when he came across 
a collision on Steveston Highway near Southdale Road. A pedestrian had been crossing 
Steveston Highway between intersections and was struck by a west bound vehicle. At the time 
of the collision it was raining heavily and visibility was poor. The pedestrian was wearing dark 
clothing and was not seen by the driver until he was struck. 

Richmond Fire Rescue and Emergency Health Services were at the scene of the collision. The 
driver received minor injuries and was tTansported to Richmond General Hospital for treatment. 
The pedestrian, a 31 year old Richmond resident, was transported to Vancouver General Hospital 
in critical condition and passed away the next morning. Officers from the Integrated Collision 
Analysis and Reconstruction Services assisted the Detachment's Road Safety Unit, and the 
investigation is continuing. 

Plane Diverted to YVR 

On November 28tll at approximately 6:30 pm the Detachment received a report that an Air 
Canada flight was being diverted to the Vancouver International Airport after two unruly 
passengers had to be restrained by the airline crew. The flight was en-route to Beijing from 
Toronto with an expected arrival time of 10:00 pm. 10 the Vancouver Airport. Upon touchdown 
RCMP officers boarded the flight and escorted the two passengers off the plane. Two men ages 
38 and 45 from Ontario have been arrested and charged after consuming too much alcohol and 
disobeying the directions of the flight crew on board the flight. Both men plead guilty to 
mischief and received suspended sentences and probation for one year. They have been ordered 
to pay restitution in the amount of$71,757. 

Auxilian' Constables 

From January to November 2011 , Richmond Detachment Auxil iary Constables recorded 6,597 
volunteer hours as indicated in the following table: 

Community Training and Patrol Ride- Total 

Time Period Policing Duties Administrative Duties Along Duties Hours 

Jan - Nov 2,754 2,191 1,652 6,597 

Summary of Auxiliary Constable Duties for September - November 201 1: 

Auxiliary Constables have concentrated on community policing programs, such as: 
• Bike, foot and Kubota patrols 
• Home Security Checks 
• Block Watch meetings 
• SAFE School Program 
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Auxiliary Constables also attended several communi ty events to support a po lice presence, 
including: 

• Lingycn Temple Festival 
• Police and Peace Officers' Memorial 
• 
• 

Remembrance Day Ceremonies 
Christmas in Steveston Village 

In addition, Auxiliary Constables assisted regular members with: 
• General Duty shi fts 
• Marine Patrols 
• Liquor/Bylaw Enforcement Teams 
• Road Safety Unit 
• Youth Section 

On October 27, Auxiliary Constables assisted regular members at the plane crash on Sea Is land. 
Within an hour of being called out, 9 Auxiliary Constables were on scene, providing traffic 
control, scene security and remained on duty until the site was cleared by Transport Canada the 
following morning. 

Auxiliary Constables provided significant support during Richmond Detachment's move to the 
new Community Safety Building and assisted in operation of the Command Vehicle as a 
temporary Conununity Policing Office at the Detachment on Minoru. Other duties included 
providing escorts, which, allowed regular members to return to their assigned duties. 

Five Auxiliary Constables were trained and certified to perform Transport Canada Boat Safety 
Checks. During the boating season this has provided significant value to marine patrols as 
Auxiliary Constables are able to conduct checks under the Small Vessel Regulations. Twenty
five Auxiliary Constables have been trained to assist with the Speed Watch and Lock It or Lost 
It campaigns and wi ll now be able to provide a uniformed presence to these initiatives in 
targeted areas of the city. 

Road Safety Unit 

Richmond Detachment Traffic S tatistics 

Name Act Exa mple Sep Oct Nov 
Provi ncia l Act 

Violation Tickets Offences Speeding 1208 1196 1209 

Notice & Orders Eq uipment Violations Broken Tai l-light 419 473 S14 
Driving 24 hour driving proh ibition for 
Suspension Motor Vehicle Act alcohol or drugs 13 S4 47 

On or off the street Municipal 
Parking Offences Municipal Bylaw parking offences 22 17 19 

Municipal Tickel Any other Municipal Bylaw 
MTl's Information offence 3 4 3 
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South Arm Community Police Office 

Richmond Detachment Stolen Auto Recovery and Lock out Auto Crime Statistics for 2011 

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

Month Crime Only Recovery (SAR)" Notice2 Hours 
January 4,898 4,368 530 96 
February 2,265 1,657 608 60 
March 3,261 1,630 1,082 80 
Apri l 3,356 2,529 828 54 
May 3,681 2,39 1 1,290 82 
June 2,197 1,342 855 58 
July 1,825 1,289 536 48 
August 1,898 989 909 51 
September 2,329 1,48 1 848 52 
October 3,55 8 2,258 1,300 70 
November 4,046 2,894 1,152 74 
TOTAL 33,314 22,828 9,938 725 

Richmond Detachment Speed Watch Statistics for 2011 

Month # Of Speed Total Over 10 Admin Number of 
Watch Vehicles Km/h Hours For Warning 

Deployments Checked Office Duties Letters 
Issued 

January 6 2,728 375 54 204 
February 13 6,281 950 76 390 
March 13 6,207 1,098 80 3 11 
April 12 6,32 1 1,060 92 347 
May 21 12,956 2,358 134 778 
June 20 7,633 1,076 132 572 
July 15 8,532 2,3 71 114 551 
August 7 3,679 1,024 54 157 
September 16 8,957 1,233 102 403 
October 16 8,029 682 108 456 
November 9 6,007 1,444 68 21 3 
TOTAL 148 77,330 13,671 1014 4,382 

I A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthly Acti vity Report. 
1 Ibid 
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Richmond Detachment Distracted Drivers Statistics for 2011 3 

Month Deployments Number of Letters Sent 
January Started Feb. 1st 
February 7 50 
March 10 73 
April 7 64 
May 9 57 
June 10 52 
July 14 78 
Aue:ust 10 70 
September 7 37 
October 9 40 
November 3 9 
TOTAL 86 530 

Voluntecr Bike Patrol 

Month Deployments Hours 
January 2 54 
February " 102 , 
March 4 102 
April 5 123 
May 9 188 
June 8 136 
July 19 163 
August 18 116.5 
September 17 152 
October 4 36.5 
November 3 52.5 
TOTAL 92 1,225.5 

Victim Services 

In November of 2011, Victim Witness Services provided support to 43 new clients in addition to 
an active caseload of over 122 ongoing files. Victim Services assisted 12 crime and trauma 
scenes over this time period. Medical related sudden deaths and serious motor vehicle collisions 
dominated the calls for service. Of note, Richmond Victim Services responded to two co llis ions 
where pedestrians were struck by vehicles. In both of these incidents the weather was extremely 
bad, visibility was poor, and the victims were wearing dark clothing. Victim Services continues 
to support the families of the deceased and the drivers of these collisions. Victim Services is 
continuing support to the families of the deceased pilots from the plane crash at YVR in late 
October. 

3 A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthly Activity Report. 
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Crime Statistics 

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

Financial Impact 

- 7 -

There is no financial impact associated with this report. 

Conclusion 

The Officer in Charge, Richmond Detachment has developed a framework and will continue to 
provide a monthly reporting cycle to the Community Safety Committee. 

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

NOVEMBER 2011 STATISTICS 

This chart identifies the monthly totals for all founded Criminal Code offences, excluding Traffic Criminal Code. 
Based on Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) scoring, there are three categories: (1) Violent Crime, (2) Property 
Crime, and (3) Other Criminal Code. VVithin each category, particular offences are highlighted in this chart. In 
addition , monthly totals for Controlled Drugs and Substances Act (CDSA) offences are included. 

The Average Range data is based on activity in a single month over the past 5 years. The only exception is Metal 
Theft, which only has 4 years of available data. If the current monthly total for an offence is above average, it will 
be noted in red , while below-average numbers will be noted in blue. 

Year-to-Date percentage increases of more than 10% are marked in red , while decreases of more than 10% are 
blue. Please note that percentage changes are inflated in categories with small numbers (e.g. : Sexual Offences). 

CURRENT 
5-YR 

MONTH 
AVERAGE YEAR-lO-DAlE TOTALS 

RANGE 

Nov-11 November 2010 YTO 2011 YTO '/0 Change 

VIOLENT CRIME 
(UCR l 000-Seties onences) 

113 132-153 1591 1417 -10.9% 

Robbery I. 5-1 2 103 12' 20.4% 

Assault .4 44-59 590 505 -14.4% 

Assauft wi Weapon 8 7-20 128 136 6.3% 

Sexual Offences 9 4-9 66 74 12.1% 

PROPERTY CRIME 587 585-846 7680 6982 -9.1% 
(UCR 2O()()..Sertes Oft'ences) 

Business B&E 24 31-69 503 335 -33.4% 

Residential B&E 92 38-72 503 678 34.8% 

MV Theft 13 22-64 440 277 -37.0% 

Theft From MV 117 150-248 2211 1724 -22.0% 

Theft 108 81-135 1136 1254 10.4% 

Shoplifting 56 35-56 623 652 4.7% 

Metal Theft 4 3-15 58 39 -32.8% 

Fraud 50 32-54 SSg 523 -6.4% 

OTHER CRIMINAL CODE 205 156-193 2307 2142 -7.2% 
(UCR 3QOO.Series Offences) 

Arson - Property 8 5-10 89 64 -28.1% 

SUBTOTAL 90S 889-1176 11578 10541 -9.0% 
(UCR l00Q. to 3OOO-Sefies) 

DRUGS 
(UCR -<4000-Series Oft'ences) 

128 68-104 1092 1059 -3.0% 

-Metal Theft only has 4 years of available data. 

Prepared by Richmond RCMP. 
Data colleded ffom PRIME on 2011·12·14. Published 2011 ·12·1 4. 
This data Is opera~onal and subject to change. This documenl is not to be copied. reproduced. used in whole or part or disseminated to any 
other person or agency without the consent of the originator(s). 
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City of 
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Re: RCMP's Monthly Report - December 2011 Activities 
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Origin 

At the request of the Community Safety Committee, the Ole will keep Council informed on 
matters pertaining to po licing in the community and has developed a framework to provide 
regular reporting cycles. 

Analysis 

Below is the RCMP's Monthly Report - December 201 1 Activities. 

Noteworthv Files: 

Movember comes to an End at Richmond Detachment 

Movembcr is an annual campaign, which strives to rai se awareness of mcn's health issues, 
including prostate cancer. It has received worldwide support since its inception in Australia, in 
2003. Richmond Detachment' s 20 11 Movember campaign received great support from its 
employees and was successful in raising $ 1,735.00 for the cause. The Detachment fundraising 
efforts included a " moustache" donation jar and bake sales. In add ition, there were twenty faces, 
which had grown new moustaches to show their support . 

Prolific Offender C:lught in Stolen Vehicle 

On December 5, 20 11 a 34 year old male was charged with Possession of Stolen Property over 
$5000, Possession of Break and Entering Tools, Flight from Peace Officer, and Dangerous 
Driving, all stemming from an incident which had occurred earlier that morning. 

At 4:20 a.m. a resident of the 8000 Block of Colonial Drive, Richmond, reported that his truck 
had been taken from (he front of hi s residence. In order to attempt to locate the stolen vehicle, the 
Richmond RCMP immediately broadcasted the auto-theft to on-duty officers. An hour later, the 
vehicle was seen by police heading towards the Dinsmore Bridge into Vancouver. The 
Vancouver Police Department (V PO) was subsequently contacted fo r assistance. 

The RCMP stopped traffic on the bridge in order to facilitate the deployment of a spike belt, 
which was successful in deflating the tires of the stolen vehicle. However, the vehicle continued 
to travel with flat tires towards Vancouver. The driver abandoned the vehicle at the Cambie 
Street Sky Train station and fled on foot. The area was then cordoned off and a VPO dog handler 
tracked the suspect. At about 6:30 a.m. the suspect was located hiding under a retaining wall next 
to the Fraser River. He was taken onboard a nearby Coast Guard hovercraft and transported to 
Emergency Health Services on Mitchell Island for treatment of hypothermia. 

The man, who is a prolific offender with no fixed address, is well known 10 po li ce. He was taken 
into custody by VPD officers and turned over to the Richmond RCMP. He was has been 
remanded in custody. awaiting hi s next court appearance on January 17, 20 12. 
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Volunteer Appreciation Dinner 

On December 2, 20 11 , the Richmond RCMP and the City of Richmond's Law and Community 
Safety Department hosted the annual Volunteer Appreciation Dinner to recognize the police 
volunteers who give tirelessly of themselves in service of their community. The event was 
anendcd by two Detachment members, dressed in red serge, and dignitaries, including his 
Worship Mayor Malcolm Brodie, who were on hand to extend their appreciation and 
congratulation to the part icipants. Two hundred and twenty volunteers, many of whom dedicated 
over 1000 hours of service in 201 1, were honoured at the function. They included vo lunteers 
from the South Arm and Steveston Community Stations, Crime Watch, Vict im Services, and 
Auxiliary Constables. 

Charges Laid Against Prolific Property Crime Offender 

Starting in late July 2011 , the Detacrunent noted a sharp increase in the theft of cellular phones. 
As thefts of cellular phones were also quite prevalent in Vancouver, a joint investigation was 
undertaken with the Vancouver City Police, in an effort to apprehend the person responsible. The 
suspect's description and distinct modus operandi (MO) were consistent in each of the eight 
incidents reported in Richmond between July 3 15

\ and August 28th
• It is alleged that the suspect 

contacted individuals se lling their phones on Craig list l
, with the specific intent to steal their 

phones. He arranged to meet with the victims in order to purchase their phones. Once with the 
seller, he presented reasonable reasons for why he had to physically handle the phone, and when 
the phone was in his possession, he fled the scene without paying. 

On November 18, 2011 VPD officers arrested the man they believe is responsible for these 
thefts. The suspect, a Vancouver resident and prolific offender, was arrested in Richmond, on 
numerous warrants, including one from the Richmond RCMP. The RCMP believe that this 
suspect may be responsib le for more such crimes in Richmond, and have asked the public to 
contact them if they think they may have been a victim. 

Pedestrian Fatality 

On the morning of December 11,2011, the Detachment received a report that a pedestrian had 
been struck while crossing No. 3 Road near Ryan Road. It appeared that the pedestrian was 
crossing the road, not using a crosswalk, when he was struck by a northbound vehicle. Richmond 
Fire Rescue and Emergency Health Services arrived at the scene of the accident and transported 
the 86·year~old Richmond resident to Vancouver General Hospital, where he later died of his 
IDJunes. 

The Detachment's Road Safety Unit received assistance from the Lower Mainland District 
Integrated Collision Analysis and Reconstruction Services, in examining the scene of the 
acc ident. It appears that neither alcohol nor speed are contributing factors in the collision. As this 
was the second pedestrian fatality in Richmond in less than a month, the Richmond RCMP is 
stressing to drivers and pedestrians the importance of practicing road and pedestrian safety. 

I Craig list is an on-line site used for buying and selling goods and services. 

CS - 29



January 5, 20 12 - 4-

Richmond RCMP Helps Stock the Shelves at Christmas 

For less fortunate members of the community, Christmas~timc can pose many challenges in 
providing both food, and shelter for themselves, and their fam il ies. For people who find 
themselves in this situation, the assistance from local food banks can often help alleviate some of 
this hardship. 

This year, Richmond Detachment challenged itself to reach the goal of donating at least 1000 
pounds of food to the Richmond Food Bank Society. The " 1000 pound Challenge" as it was 
named, was successful in attaining the quantity of food it set forth, and the donation was 
reportedly worth bctween $2,500 and $3,000. 

Rescue Team Successful in Pet Rescue. 

On the morning of December 23, 2011 the Richmond RCMP and Richmond Fire Rescue 
responded to the call from an elderly Richmond resident, who reported that her 17-year-old 
Border Pomeranian was stuck in a water~filled ditch. 

The resident was unable to call out to her dog, named Teddy, as he is blind and deaf. When she 
discovered that her dog was deeply stuck, she called 911 for assistance. An officer from the 
Richmond RCMP arri ved at the dog-owner's residence and called Richmond Fire Rescue to 
assist with removing the dog from the water-fi lled ditch. Once they arrived, they quickly 
assessed the situation, and two firefighters, donning dry suits, made their way into the ditch and 
successfully pulled Teddy out. The dog, which was in a hypothermic state, was carried by a 
firefighter into the owner 's residence. The firefighter bathed Teddy in a hot bath and placed him 
in front of a fireplace to recover. 

A few days later, the responding officer, and fi refighters, returned to the residence to check on 
Teddy's recovery and were greeted by a very happy and grateful pet owner. 

Auxi liary Constables 

Richmond Detachment finished 201 1 with 40 Auxiliary Constables. The table below highlights 
since 2009 the number of Auxi liary Constables: 

Staffing Levels 

Year # Of Alest's 
2009 54 
2010 51 
2011 42 
2012 40 

In 201 1, Auxiliary Constables recorded a total of7,057 vo lunteer hours, as detailed in the tables 
outl ined below. This works out to an average of 191 hours per active Auxil iary Constable. 
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Community Policing Duties 

Time Period Community Crime Prevention Foot, Bike and Total 
Events Programs Kubota Patrols Hours 

Jan - Dec 1,491 1,137 303 2,930 

In 20 11, Auxiliary Constables provided a police presence and support for many Community 
Events including large events as Winter Fest, Police Week, Jimmy NG Tournament, Ships to 
Shore, Canucks arrivals & departures at YVR, Salmon Festival, Kids SAFE, Maritime Festival, 
and Christmas in Steveston, as well as many more events that were sponsored by communi ty 
centres and non-profit groups throughout Richmond. 

Crime Prevention Programs included Block Watch, Business Watch, Coastal Watch, Safety 
Talks, Home Security Checks, Lock it or Lose it, Pedestrian Safety, SAFE Schools, Speed 
Watch, and YVR Patrols. 

Additionally, Auxiliary Constab les conducted patrols in targeted areas across Richmond by foot , 
on bike, or with the Kubota off-road vehicle. These patrols included Downtown, Steveston, 
Hamilton, and the various pedestrian dykes, trail s and parks across Richmond. 

Assisting Regular Members 

Time Period General Duty Other Sections or Emergency Total 
Patrol Duties (e.g. Traffic) Call-Outs Hours 

Jan - Dec 1,361 323 95 1,779 

General Duty Patrol is when Auxiliary Constables ride along with Regular Members, provid ing 
assistance as requ ired and directed during normal shi fts. Frequently, Aux iliary Constables are 
on the road on Friday and Saturday nights, as well as during events such as Canada Day, 
Ha lloween, and New Year's Eve. 

Additionally, Auxiliary Constables will also provide assistance for other sections, such as Bike 
Team, Traffic, Youth, Police Dog Service or YVR; or on specific duties, such as Night 
Market, 'Beat' Patrols or Liquor/Bylaw Enforcement Teams. 

Auxiliary Constables are available 2417 to assist as required by the detachment. In 20 I I, there 
were 2 Emergency Call~outs, including the plane crash on Sea Island. 9 Auxiliary Constables 
were on~duty within and hour of the call~out, and most remained on~scene throughout the night 
assisting with traffic control and scene security. 
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Training and Administrative Dutics 

Time Period Training Detachment and Program Court Total 
Program Support Meetings Time Hours 

J an - Dec 1, 145 840 355 10 2,349 

In 2011 , tramlng for Auxiliary Constables included operational requirements such as our 
Incident Management Intervention Model (IMIM) and Emergency Medical Response 
Training (EM RT). As well , many courses made availab le to enhance the skills and knowledge 
of all our Auxiliary Constab les, such as: IeBe Programs (Speed Watch & Lock it or Lose it), 
SAFE School Project , National Security Awareness, Business Security Assessments, Transport 
Canada Boating Safety, and Fircanns Safety Training. 

In addition, 3 Auxi liary Constables completed the week- long Police Mountain Bike Course, and 
1 member completes the week-long CPTED (Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design) 
Course. These extended courses are a significant commitment, as they require the Auxiliary 
Constables to take a week's leave from their day jobs to vo lunteer to participate. 

It should be noted that in late 2011 , Auxiliary Constables provided significant support during the 
move of the Richmond Detachment. Auxiliary Constables volunteered as guards and escorts 
during the move, as well as escorting non-cleared workers for many weeks afterwards in the 
new bui lding. Auxiliary Constables also volunteered to work 33 full-day shifts to man the 
temporary Communi ty Police Office in front of the old detachment during the month of 
October. 

Communi'" POlicing 

Crime Prevention Unit 

For December 2011 ,65 Residential Break and Enter Alerts and 7 Commercial Break and Enter 
Alerts were sent to Richmond residents and businesses with infonnation regarding 
neighbourhood break and enters." This includes tips to educate the public on crime prevention 
teclmiques to help prevent future break and enters as well as an email sent to infonn Richmond 
residents about a phoney door-Io-door salesman scam alert. Richmond residents and business 
owners are encouraged to register their emai l addresses at www.Riehmond.calblockwatch. 

CS - 32



January 5, 2012 - 7 -

Road Safety Unit 

Richmond Detachment Traffic Statistics 

Name Act Example Oct Nov Dcc 
Provincial Act 

V iolation Tickets Offences Speedine 1208 1196 1005 

Notice & Orders Equipment Violations Broken Tail-ligh t 419 473 581 
Driving 24 hour driving prohibition for 
Suspension Motor Vehicle Act alcohol or drugs IJ 54 34 

On or off the street Municipal 
Parking Offences Municioal Bylaw oarking offences 22 17 22 

Municipal Ticket Any other Mun icipal Bylaw 
MTI 's In formation offence 3 4 I 

South Arm Community Police Office 

Richmond Detachment Stolen Auto Recovery and Lock out Auto Crime Statistics for 2011 

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

Crime Only Recovery (SAR),2 NoticeJ Hours 
January 4,898 4,368 530 96 
February 2,265 1,657 608 60 
March 3,26 1 1,630 1,082 80 
April 3,356 2,529 828 54 
May 3,68 1 2,39 1 1,290 82 
June 2, 197 1,342 855 58 
July 1,825 1,289 536 48 
AU2ust 1,898 989 909 51 
September 2,329 1,481 848 52 
October 3,558 2,258 1,300 70 
November 4,046 2,894 1,152 74 
December 2,85 1 1,44 1 1,410 61 
TOTAL 36165 24269 11,348 786 

2 A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthly Activity Report. 
1 Ibid 
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Richmond Detachment Speed Watch Statistics for 2011 

Month # Of Speed Total Over 10 Admin Number of 
Watch Vehicles Km/h Hours For Warning 

Deployments Checked Office Duties Letters 
Issued 

January 6 2,728 375 54 204 
February 13 6,281 950 76 390 
March 13 6,207 1,098 80 3 11 
April 12 6,32 1 1,060 92 347 
May 2 1 12,956 2,3 58 134 778 
June 20 7,633 1,076 132 572 
July 15 8,532 2,3 71 114 551 
Aueu,t 7 3,679 1,024 54 157 
S~l'tember 16 8,957 1,233 102 403 
October 16 8,029 682 108 456 
November 9 6,007 1,444 68 213 
December 12 6,749 1,025 86 297 
TOTAL 160 84,079 14696 1,100 4,679 

Ricbmond Detachment Distracted Drivers Statistics for 201 r~ 

Month Deployments Number of Letters Scnt 
January Started Feb. 1st 
February 7 50 
March 10 73 
Apri l 7 64 
May 9 57 
June 10 52 
July 14 78 
AU2ust 10 70 
September 7 37 
October 9 40 
November - 9 , 
December 4 8 
TOTAL 90 538 

4 A complete description of all categories has been previously circulated in the June Monthl y Activity Report. 
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Volunteer Bike Patrol 

Month Deployments Hours 
January 2 54 
February 3 102 
March 4 102 
April 5 123 
May 9 188 
June 8 136 
July 19 163 
August 18 116.5 
September 17 152 
October 4 36.5 
November 3 52.5 
December 3 18 
TOTAL 95 I 243.5 

Youth Section 

In December 20 11 , D.A.R.E (Drug Abuse Resistance Education) graduations were held in 14 
schools in Richmond. D.A.R.E is a ten-week program taught by po lice officers from Richmond 
Detachment's Youth Section, to grade 5 students. The program aims to teach youth the dangers 
of drug and gang invo lvement. 

D.A.R.E: September - December 2011 

Number of schools involved 14 
Number of classes taught 2 1 
Number of students attending D.A.R.E. 643 

Victim Services 

In December of2011 , Victim Witness Services provided support to 35 new clients in addition to 
an active caseload of over 134 ongoing files. Victim Services assisted 18 crime and trauma 
scenes over this lime period. Medical related sudden deaths, robberies and fata l motor vehicle 
accidents dominated calls for service. Of note, Richmond Victim Services is providing assistance 
on 3 different fa tal pedestrian crashes to the surviving fam ily members and the drivers. 

Crime Statistics 

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

Financial Impact 

There is no fi nancial impact associated with this report. 
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Conclusion 

The Officer in Charge, Ri chmond Detachment has developed a framework and will continue to 
provide a monthly reporting cycle to the Community Safety Committee . 

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

DECEMBER 2011 STATISTICS 

This chart identifies the monthly totals for all founded Criminal Code offences, excluding Traffic Criminal Code. 
Based on Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) scoring, there are three categories: (1) Violent Crime, (2) Property 
Crime, and (3) Other Criminal Code. Within each category. particular offences are highlighted in this chart. In 
addition , monthly totals for Controlled Drugs and Substances Act (CDSA) offences are included. 

The Average Range data is based on activity in a single month over the past 5 years. The only exception is Metal 
Theft, which only has 4 years of available data. If the current monthly total for an offence is above average, it will 
be noted in red , while below-average numbers will be noted in blue. 

Year-to-Date percentage increases of more than 10% are marked in red , while decreases of more than 10% are 
blue. Please note that percentage changes are inflaled in categories with small numbers (e.g.: Sexual Offences). 

CURRENT 
5-YR 

MONTH 
AVERAGE YEAR-TO-DAlE TOTALS 

RANGE 

Dec-l1 December 2010YTD 201 1 YTD % Change 

VIOLENT CRIME 12. 125-160 1718 1541 ·10.3% 
(OCR l000-Series Offences) 

Robbery 15 9-13 116 139 19.8% 

Assault ., 46-61 636 546 -14.2% 

Assault wI Weapon 8 9-18 135 14. 6.7% 

Sexual Offences 9 2-11 71 83 16.9% 

PROPERTY CRIME 618 613-835 8339 7600 -8.9% 
(UCR 2OOO-SeOes Offences) 

Business B&E 27 21 -80 527 362 ·31.3% 

Residential B&E 70 43-71 573 748 30.5% 

MV Theft 22 31·55 480 299 -37.7% 

Theft From MV 130 148·260 2408 1854 -23.0% 

Theft 129 104-140 1243 1383 11 .3% 

Shoplifting 66 31-65 694 718 3.5% 

Metal Theft ' 5 1·9 61 44 -27.9% 

Fraud 44 38-58 605 567 -6.3% 

OTHER CRIMINAL CODE 190 166·206 2468 2332 -5.5% 
(UCR 3000-Series Offences) 

Arson - Property 7 3·9 93 71 ·23.7% 

SUBTOTAL 932 915·1190 12525 11473 -8.4% 
(UCR 1000- to 3000-Series) 

DRUGS 
(UCR 4000-Series Qffences) 51 70·90 1189 1110 -6.6% 

. Metal Theft only has 4 years of available data . 

Prepared by Richmond Re MP. 
Dala collected from PRIME on 2012-01 -19. Published 2012-01-24. 
This dala is operational and subject 10 change. This document is not to be copied, reproduced. used in whole or part or disseminated to any 
other person or agency without the consent of the originator(s). 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Phyllis L. Carlyle 
General Manager, Law & Community Safety 

Report to Committee 

Date: December 14, 2011 

File: 12-8060-01 /2011 -VoI01 

Re: Community Bylaws - November 2011 Activity Report 

Staff Recommendation 

That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated December 14, 2011, from the 
General Manager, Law & Community Safety, be received for infonnation. 

( 

~:.:... i"\ Ph lis L. Carlyle 
G nefal Manager, Law & Community Safety 
(604.276.4104) 
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December 14,2011 - 2-

Staff Report 

Origin 

This monthly activity report for the Community Bylaws Division provides information on each 
of the following areas: 

1. Parking Program 
2. Property Usc 
3. Grease Management Program 
4. Animal Control 
5. Adjudication Program 
6. Revenue & Expenses 

Analysis 

1. Parking Program 

Customer Service Response 

The average number of daily calls for service fielded by administration staff on parking issues 
for November 2011 was 42 - this includes voice messages, directly answered calls as well as 
emails; an increase of approximately 5% when compared to the number of service calls reported 
for the month of October 20 11 . 

Enforcement Activity 

• The number of parking violations that were either cancelled andlor changed to a warning 
for the month of November 2011 was 179; 7.4% of the violations issued in November 
20 11 . The following chart provides a breakdown of the most common reasons for the 
cancellation of bylaw violation notices pursuant to Counci l's Grounds for Cancellation 
Policy No. 1100 under specific sections: 

Section 2.1 (a) Identity issues 
Section 2.1 (c) Poor likelihood of success at adjudication 
Section 2.1 (d) Contravention necessary - health related 
Section 2.1 (e) Multiple violations issued for one incident 
Section 2.1 (f) Not in public interest 
Section 2.1 (g) Proven effort to comply 

11.73% 
15.08% 
1. 12% 
4.47% 
49.72% 
17.88% 

• A total of 2,415 notices of bylaw violation were issued for parking / safety & liability 
violations within the City during the month of November 2011 - an increase of 
approximately 1 % when compared to the number of violations issued during the month 
of November 2010. 

Program Highlights 

• Coordinated and implemented 30 minute complimentary parking arrangements on 
November 19th in various pay parking zones in support of the City'S Elections Office 

• Reviewed potential resolutions to address potential meters reliability problems at 
Gateway Theatre; pilot program to be implemented using newer meters available due to 
change in Oval operations 

3428370 
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December 14, 20 11 
, 

- 0 -

• Oval management confirmed the conversion of their pay parking operations from pay & 
display (P&D) to pay-on-foot (POF) effective December 19th

; this will end our 
management agreement with the Oval for enforcement and revenue collection services 

• Will be renewing our annual support of the Richmond Christmas Fund with short-term 
complimentary parking at Brighouse Park for volunteer donation drivers 

• One parking meter was vandalized and two were stolen during November; the stolen ones 
were located by the RCMP in a deserted warehouse 

Following is a month-la-month comparison chart on the number of violations that have been 
issued for the years 2009, 2010 and 20 11: 

2009 1 2010 I 2011 Compa rison for Parking Violations Issued 

, "'" 

'.000 

2 ,500 - r--- -

' .000 r- r- - r- r- r- - I-

, ."'" I-

' .000 I-

'" r- r- r- r- r- r- I-

- L-

"" 'oO "" ", "" '"~ J •• A., Sepl Od No, D~ · "'" 2.451 1,959 1,776 1,560 2.721 2,071 2,074 2,169 2,091 '."" 1,956 '.'" 
11 2010 2,102 1,918 2,305 1,933 2,278 1,774 1,833 ,."" 2,166 2,320 2,392 2,135 

C 2011 2.149 1,909 2,165 2,312 3,237 2,572 2,880 3,026 2.306 2,463 2,415 

2. Property Use 

Customer Service Response 

The average number of daily calls for service fielded by administration staff on property use 
issues for November 2011 was 16 - this includes voice messages, directly answered calls as well 
as emails; an increase of approximately 46% when compared to the number of daily service calls 
reported for the month of October 201 1. 

34211370 
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December 14, 20 11 - 4-

For November 2011, 115 inspection files were created and assigned for investigation and 
appropriate enforcement - an increase of approximately 64% when compared to November 
2010. The increase in files is due largely to the enforcement staff's continued proactive efforts 
with regard to the abandoned/vacant home joint operations program. There were 67 
abandoned/vacant home inspections conducted during the month of November 201 1. 

Enforcement Activity 

• Bylaw Liaison Property Use Officers continue to be committed to the delivery of 
professional by-law enforcement in a timely and effective manner. The mandate is to 
achieve compliance with the City's regulatory by-laws through education, mediation and, 
as necessary, progressive enforcement and prosecution. 

• Bylaw Liaison Property Use Officers actively responded to complaints and identified 
illegally placed election signs during the month of November 20 11. 

The following charts delineate Property Use service demand, by type, for October 20 10 and 
October 2011 as well as a year-over-year running comparison: 

Service Demand· Month to Month Comparison 
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ServiceDemand· Year OverYear Comparision 
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3. Grease Management Program 

There were no grease trap inspections carried out during the month of November 20 11 due to 
staff turnover. 

4. Dispute Adjudication Program 

There were no cases processed during the month of November 2011. The next hearing is 
scheduled for January 24, 2012. 

5. Animal Control 

• For the month of November 2011 , there. was I dog bite incident reported. 

• Staff issued 63 new dog licences during November 2011 to bring the total number of 
dogs licensed in Richmond for 2011 to 5,548. The number of dangerous dog licenses 
issued or renewed in Richmond as of October 2011 is 84. 

• City Animal Control Officers responded to 5 requests for enforcement patrols during 
the month of November 201 1. 

6. Revenue and Expenses 

The following infonnation is an analysis for November 201 1 compared to November 2010. 

Consolidated Parking Program Revenue The total of meter, monthly pennit and enforcement 
revenue is down approximately 9.2% over 2010. Revenues for November 2011 are $105,274 

3428370 
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compared to $115,937 for the same period last year. This decrease is due largely to several 
incidences of meter vandalism and a decrease in permit parking areas due to construction. 

Meter Revenue is down approximately 10.3% for the same period last year. Revenues for 
November 20 11 are $28,836 compared to $32,163 for 2010. This is due to several incidences of 
meter vandalism. The result is stolen revenue as well as missed revenue opportunities while the 
meters are decommissioned for repairs. 

Permit Revenue is down approximately 46.8% over the same period last year. Revenues for 
November 20 11 are $7,177 compared to $13,506 for 2010. This decrease is a result of limited 
permit parking areas due to construction. The remaining decrease can be attributed to timing 
differences in the receipt of payment. 

Enforcement Revenue is down approximately 3.7% over the same period last year. Revenues 
for November 20 11 are $64,798 compared to $67,221 for 2010. Enforcement activity has been 
limited since October due to staff turnover. 

Ricbmond Oval Parkade Management Fee Revenue: The City netted $4,463 from the 
proceeds generated from parking at the Richmond Oval compared to $3,047 for the same period 
last year. This fee is based on 15% of gross revenue. 

The following chart provides a consolidated revenue comparison with prior years: 

Consolidated Parking Revenue 
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Conclusion 

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

\ 
\,-

Wayne G. Mercer 
Manager, Community Bylaws 
(604.247.460 1) 

ML:ml 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Phyllis L. Carlyle 
General Manager, Law & Community Safety 

Report to Committee 

Date: January 23, 2012 

File: 12-8060-01/2011-VoI01 

Re: Community Bylaws - December 2011 Activity Report 

Staff Recommendation 

That the Community Bylaws Monthly Activity Report dated January 23, 2012, from the General 
Manager, Law & Community Safety. be received for infonnation. 

Phyllis L.-{; lyle 
General Manager, Law & Community Safety 
(604.276.4104) 
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January 23, 2012 

Origin 

- 2 -
Staff Report 

This monthly activity report for the Community Bylaws Division provides information on each 
of the following areas: 

1. Parking Program 
2. Property Use 
3. Grease Management Program 
4. Animal Control 
5. Adjudication Program 
6. Revenue & Expenses 

Analysis 

1. Parking Program 

Customer Service Response 

The average number of daily calls for service fielded by administration staff on parking issues 
for December 20 11 was 29 - this includes voice messages, directly answered calls as well as 
emails; a decrease of approximately 31 % when compared to the nwnber of service call s reported 
for the month of November 20 11 ; however, City Hall was closed from December 24th to month 
end. 

Enforcement Activity 

• The number of parking violations that were either cancelled and/or changed to a warning 
for the month of December 20 11 was 136; 6.1 % of the vio lations issued in December 
2011. The following chart provides a breakdown o f the most common reasons for the 
cancellation of bylaw violation notices pursuant to Council's Grounds for Cancellation 
Policy No. 1100 under specific sections: 

Section 2.1 (a) Identity issues 
Section 2.1 (c) Poor likelihood of success at adjudication 
Section 2.1 (d) Contravention necessary - health related 
Section 2.1 (e) Multiple violations issued for one incident 
Section 2.1 (f) Not in public interest 
Section 2. 1 (g) Proven effort to comply 

2.94% 
17.65 % 

0% 
4.41% 

41.91% 
33.09% 

• A total of 2,232 notices of bylaw violation were issued for parking / safety & liability 
violations within the City during the month of December 2011 - an increase of 
approximately 4.5% when compared to the number of violations issued during the month 
of December 2010. 

Program Highlights 

• Community Bylaws staff was working with an RCMP technical crew with a view to 
installing a camera inside a City parking meter, for surveillance purposes. 

• Field preparations were undertaken for the Hollybridge meter installations and several 
meters were re-deployed, due to closure of temporary construction zones on Buswell 
Street and Park Road. 

3457416 
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• A number of modifications were undertaken to designated parking meters, in order to 
serve as test locations for physical vault reinforcement. 

• For the first time since early 2011, there were no meter vandalism &/or theft incidents 
during the month. 

• Officer Tahir completed and presented a draft, hand·held " bylaw reference guide", which 
will aid officers in their field work and assist with training functions. 

• The Oval went live with their new Pay-on-Foot parking system on December 19th
, As a 

result, the City relocated the temporary Oval parking meters to Gateway Theatre to 
provide a more flexible and reliable operation. 

Following is a month-la-month comparison chart on the number of violations that have been 
issued for the years 2009, 20 to and 20 II : 

2009/2010 f 2011 Comparison for Pal1<ing Violations Issued 

,."" ~-------------------------------, 

'.000 l-----------H--------n--------------j 

'."" ho----------
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2. Property Usc 

Customer Service Response 

The average number of daily calls for service fielded by administration staff on property use 
issues for December 2011 was 9 ~ this includes voice messages, directly answered calls as well 
as emails; a decrease of approximately 56% when compared to the number of daily service calls 
reported for the month of November 2011. 
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For December 2011 , 70 inspection files were created and assigned for investigation and 
appropriate enforcement - an increase of approximately 54% when compared to December 2010. 

Enforcement Activity 

• Bylaw Liaison Property Use Officers continue to be committed to the delivery of 
professional by-law enforcement in a timely and effective manner. The mandate is to 
achieve compliance with the City's regulatory by-laws through education, mediation and, 
as necessary, progressive-enforcement and prosecution. 

• Proactive enforcement efforts continue with regard to the abandoned/vacant home joint 
operations program that begun in June 2011. There were 23 abandoned/vacant home 
inspections conducted during the month of December 2011 bringing the total of 
inspections conducted during the time period June through to December 2011 to 309. 

The following charts delineate Property Use service demand, by type, for December 2010 and 
December 20 11 as well as a year-over-year running comparison: 

Service Demand - Month to Month Comparison 
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3. Grease Management Program 

There were no grease trap inspections carried out during the month of December 2011 due to 
staff turnover. 

4. Dispute Adjudication Program 

There were no cases processed during the month of December 2011. The next hearing IS 

scheduled for January 24, 2012. 

5. Animal Control 

• For the month of December 2011, there was one dog bite incident reported. 

• Staff issued 56 new dog licences during December 20 II to bring the total number of 
dogs licensed in Richmond for 20 11 to 5,604 an increase of approximately 1.76% 
when compared to 2010. The number of dangerous dog licenses issued or renewed in 
Richmond as of December 2011 is 93. 

• Officers within Community Bylaws responded to 6 requests for enforcement patrols 
during the month of December 201 1. 

6. Revenue and Expenses 

The fo llowing information is a YTD analysis of December 2011 when compared to December 
2010. 

Consolidated Parking Program Revenue The total of meter. monthly permit and enforcement 
revenue is up approximately 5.9% over 2010. Revenues as at December 31. 2011 are $1,433,451 
compared to $1,353,500 for the same period last year. The increase is a result of diligent 
enforcement by staff as well as the hourly meter rate increase effective July 20 I O. 

Meter Revenue is up approximately 5.3% over the same period last year. Revenue as at 
December 31 , 20 11 is $439,817 compared to $4 17,854 for 20 I O. This is partly the result of the 
hourly meter rate increase effective July 2010. Meter revenues for 201 1 could have been higher 
except for incidences of meter vandalism. The result is lost revenue due to decommissioned and 
damaged meters. 

Permit Revenue is down approximately 3.4% over the same period last year. Revenue as at 
December 31, 20 11 is $143,865 compared to $149,0 11 for 2010. This decrease is a result of 
limited permit parking areas due to the reassignment of parking areas. 

Enforcement Revenue is up approximately 5.0% over the same period last year. Revenue as at 
December 31 , 2011 is $806,496 compared to $767,664 for 2010. 

Richmond Oval Parkade Management Fee Revenue: The City netted $43,273 from the 
proceeds generated from parking at the Richmond Oval compared to $18.971 for the same period 
last year. This fee is based on 15% of gross revenue. Effective December 19, 2011, Richmond 
Oval Corporation has assumed full responsibility of the operation and management of the 
parkade. 

345741 6 
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The fo llowing chart provides a consolidated revenue comparison with prior years: 

150,000 
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25,000 

Conclusion 

Consolidated Parking Revenue 

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

~. 
Wayne G. Mercer 
Manager, Community Bylaws 
(604.247.460 1) 

ML:ml 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Superintendent Rendall Nesset 
Officer In Charge 
Richmond RCMP Detachment 

Report to Committee 

Date: January 24, 2012 

File: 09-5000-01/2011-Vol 
01 
(12.01) 

Re: 201 212013 RCMP Annual Perfonnance Plan - Community Priorities 

Staff Recommendation 

That the two Community Objectives be selected, as identified in the report dated January 24, 
2012 from the Officer In Charge, Richmond ReMP Detachment, for inclusion in the 2012/2013 
Annual Performance Plan. 

~ 
Officer in Charge, 
Richmond RCMP Detachment 
(604-278-1212) 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

At the Communi ty Safety Committee meeting on July 14, 2009, Committee was consulted 
regarding the inclusion of City priorities in the Richmond ReMP Detachment Annual 
Performance Plan. The Officer in Charge of the Richmond Detadunent committed to aligning 
the strategic goals of the City with the strategic goals of the ReMP. 

Background 

The Annual Performance Plan (APP) delivers planning and performance management to the 
Richmond Detachment and ensures policing initiatives are aligned with the City and ReMP 
strategic prIonties. The APP allows the Detachment Commander to systematically plan, 
evaluate and manage police resources of detachment operations. One of the main goals is for 
Commanders to be able to consult with, and provide tangible feedback to communities, 
Commanding Officers of "E" Division RCMP and the Richmond Detachment Leadership Team. 

Every RCMP detachment across Canada within Contract Divisions completes an APP annually. 
This allows sharing of ideas and successes with other RCMP Detachments, to communicate gaps 
or impediments and to seek solutions to common problems in law enforcement. The APP is an 
ongoing planning/monitoring process throughout the year, very much like the Balanced 
Scorecard I reporting that is widely used in strategic planning in both public and private sector. 
The APP involves the following activities: 

Planning 

The Richmond Detachment Leadership Team consults with Council and City staff to identify 
opportunities for the local community. An environmental scan is conducted and is focused on 
the strategic priorities set forth in the long·term detachment strategy plan. A well thought·out 
plan has policing objectives aligned to the overarching National and Divisional RCMP priorities. 
Once the objectives have been identified and selected, the Detachment Commander develops 
policing initiatives that are implemented for the fiscal year. Measurements, targets and integrated 
risk assessment for the policing initiatives are also developed as part monitoring of the 
performance and risk management. 

Plan Review 

The operations of a police agency often experiences sudden and immediate changes. The APP is 
a living management plan and is monitored/reviewed continuously - it does not get tombstoned 
until the end of the fiscal year. In this respect, the detachment operations are able to proactively 
respond and track any changing policing needs in a timely manner. Like the Balanced 

I Developed by Harvard University professors Dr. Bob Kaplan and Dr. David Norton, the Balanced Scorecard is a 
tool designed to take an organization'S vision and help to articulate it in the fonn ofa strategy to achieve that vision. 
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Scorecard, the APP provides a snapshot view of the performance of the detachment at any given 
time. It is important that the APP be monitored to ensuring police resources are deployed 
efficiently. 

QuarterI y Performance Review 

Every 90 days, the APP would be reported to members of the Detachment Leadership Team. 
The report highlights the progression of the objectives and policing initiatives, as well as 
communicates whether planned activities were on-track. For activities that are not on-track, an 
assessment will be conducted to determine whether alternative responses are required. 

Analysis 

APP Features 

The APP is designed to facilitate best management practices for detachment administration. 
APP provides the foundation to the following strategic planning activities: 

• Community, Contract and Aboriginal Policing Services (CCAPS) Community Plans 
• Risk Management 
• Unit Level Quality Assurance (ULQA) 
• Performance Management 
• Public Security 
• Unit Performance Improvement Program 

The five national strategic priorities of the RCMP include: 

• Serious and Organized Crime 
• National Security 

• Youth 
• Economic Integrity 
• Aboriginal Communities 

City of Richmond Community Objectives 

Community engagement is a key and essential planning component of the APP, which usually 
takes place between January and March of each year. This is completed in preparation for the 
implementation of the upcoming plan, commencing April 1st

. The Community Objectives 
provided in the APP is to assist Detachment Commanders in addressing community priorities 
identified through the strategic planning process. This is an opportunity to demonstrate 
accountability to the communities we serve. 

From the strategic planning process, the Richmond Detachment Strategic Plan of 201 1-2013 
identified five local priorities: 

• Youth 
• Community Engagement 
• Property Crime 
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Scorecard, the APP provides a snapshot view of the performance of the detachment at any given 
time. It is important that the APP be monitored to ensuring police resources arc deployed 
efficiently. 

Quarter! y Performance Review 

Every 90 days, the APP would be reported to members of the Detachment Leadership Team. 
The report highlights the progression of the objectives and policing initiatives, as well as 
communicates whether planned activities were on-track. For activities that are not on-track, an 
assessment will be conducted to determine whether alternative responses are required. 

Analysis 

APP Features 

"'be APP is designed to facilitate best management practices for detachment administration. 
APP provides the foundation to the following strategic planning activities: 

• Community, Contract and Aboriginal Policing Services (CCAPS) Community Plans 
• Risk Management 
• Unit Level Quality Assurance (ULQA) 
• Performance Management 
• Public Security 
• Unit Performance Improvement Program 

The five national strategic priorities of the RCMP include: 

• Serious and Organized Crime 
• National Security 

• Youth 
• Economic Integrity 
• Aboriginal Communities 

City of Richmond Community Objectives 

Community engagement is a key and essential planning component of the APP, which usually 
takes place between January and March of each year. This is completed in preparation for the 
implementation of the upcoming plan, commencing April 1st

. The Community Objectives 
provided in the APP is to assist Detachment Commanders in addressing community priorities 
identified through the strategic planning process. This is an opportunity to demonstrate 
accountabi lity to the communities we serve. 

From the strategic planning process, the Richmond Detachment Strategic Plan of 2011·2013 
identified five local priorities: 

• Youth 
• Community Engagement 
• Property Crime 
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• Traffic Safely 
• Organized Crime 

The Detachment's long-term strategic goal is to achieve "Safe Homes and Safe Communities", 
and the previous year's (fiscal year 20 11 / 12 - April 1, 20 11 to March 31, 2012) APP community 
objectives that had been selected by the Council were: 

• Youth Violence 
• Fraud - Identity and Credit Card 

Consultation with the pub lic through the strategic planning external survey and internal 
assessment of crime reports have identified a number of personal and community concerns for 
the upcoming fiscal year. The following Community Objectives were identified for the 2012113 
Annual Performance Plan: 

1. Pedestrian Safety - with a focus on reducing fatalities and severe bodily injuries 

2. Establish and Develop a Community Policing Presence in the Downtown Core enme 
prevention through a new Community Police Station 

3. Residential Break and Enters - abate property-related crimes (i.e. metal thefts, abandon 
houses, etc.) 

Recommendation 

To prepare for next year' s Annual Performance Plan, the Richmond ReMP Detachment 
recommends that (l) Pedestrian Safety and (2) Establish and Devclop a Community Policing 
Presence in the Downtown Core be selected as the Community Objectives for inclusion in the 
2012/2013 Annual Performance Plan. 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact associated with this report. 

Conclusion 

The Richmond RCMP Detachment has identified three Community Objectives and seeks 
Council's endorsement on selecting the two recommended objectives for inclusion in the 

, 201212013 Annual Performance Plan. 

\ ~L1 
'/1.' f" Douglas Liu /I'" Coordinator, Risk Management Unit 

(604-207-487 1) 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

John McGowan 
Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue 

Report to Committee 

Date: January 23, 2012 

File: 

Re: 2011 Fourth Quarter Report - Richmond Fire-Rescue 

Staff Recommendation 

That the report on Fire-Rescue's operations from October 1 to December 31, 20 11 be received 
for information. 

J 
Chief, Richmond fire-Rescue 
(604-303-2734) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

RE CEOF~~R 

REVIEWED BY TAG NO 

o 
REVIEWED BY CAQ YES NO 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Richmond Fire-Rescue (RFR) is committed to keeping Council informed of its activities on a 
regular basis. 

RFR are in the process of making changes to their reporting document and subsequent reports 
will be submitted as a monthly report. 

Ana lysis 

Fire-Rescue 's report for October I to December 3 1 20 II , arc set out below. 

Suppress ion Activity 

Firc Suppression's 9- 1-1 emergency call volumes for October I to December 31 201 1, are 
presented in the table below. 

The months of October to December 2011 saw a decrease in 91 1 Medical First Responder calls 
over the same period in 2010. The call volumes fluctuate from year to year and can be inHuenced 
by variables such as extreme weather conditions (wind storms. heat waves. cold snaps or the 
presence of ice, snow or heavy rain) . 

9-1-1 E mergency Call Volumes for Fire-Rescue 
For October to December 2011 

Incident Type 2009 2010 2011 % + 1-
(com arcdto2010) 

Medical 11 78 1142 1053 -8% 
Motor Vehic le Incident 374 299 3 15 +5% 
Fire 97 83 85 +2% 
False Alarm 183 118 - -
Alarm No Fire 284 386 342 -11 % 
Publ ic Service 213 149 11 5 -23% 
Public Hazard 57 45 36 -20% 
Hazardous Materials 21 39 33 -1 5% 
Response - Cancelled - - 281 -
Spec ialized Transport - - 16 -
Explosion 0 0 0 -
Technical Rescue 3 2 2 -
Totals 2,410 2,263 2,278 

C. II Typt Legend : 
M tdical includes: cardiac arrest. emergency response. home or ildustrial accidents 
Alarm No Flu includes: accidental. malicious. equipment malfunctions 
Public Stn'let includes: assisting public. ambulance or police, lockedinlout, special cvents. trapped in devator. water removal 
Public /foZilrd includes: Hirerafi emergency, bomb removal stanlby. objectrcmoval. or power lines down 
UllzurdouJ MuruiflfJ includes fuel or vapour: !pills, Icaks, a containment 
Explosion includes ruptured: boilers, gas pipes. or water pipes 
Tecfrnicuf Rtscu~ includcs: aircraft. confined spaec. high' angle. or waltr 

2 
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A detai led breakdown of the medical calls for October to December 20 J I by sub-type is set out in 
the following table . 

C lca a s tJy l ype or October to December Md' 1 C Ub T 20 11 
First Responder Tota ls 

Medical Volume Medical Volume 
Abdominal Pain 13 Exposure 1 
Allergic Reaction 15 Eye Problems 0 
An imal Bite 1 Falls/Jumper 130 
Assault 26 Headachc 8 
Back Pain 23 Heart Problems 15 
Breath ing Problem 173 Haemorrhage 31 
Burns 1 Man Down 26 
Cardiac 24 Overdose/Poison ing 33 
Chest Pain 15 1 Maternity 3 
Chok ing 10 Psych iatric 17 
Seizures 3 1 General Sick 163 
Diabetic 23 Slabbing/Gun/Pcnetrating Injury 2 
Electrocution 0 Stroke 33 
U nconsciousIF a inti n g 56 Trauma 44 
Entrapment 0 

Total 1053 

Community Response 

The estimated building loss for October to December 20 11 is $1 ,029,849 and estimated content 
loss is $73 ,740, for a total estimated loss of$l , 103,589. The total estimated val ue of building 
protected is $214,204,600. 

I Fire Calls By Type and Loss Estimates October to December 2011 

Incident Type Call Estimated Value Estimated Estimated Estimated 
Breakdown Volume of Building Building Loss Content Loss Loss Totals 

Protected 
Fi re Structure Tota l: 43 
Residential 
- Single-fam ily 14 $9, 122,000 $599,049 $33,030 5632,079 
- Multi-family 18 $176,854,000 $345,200 $40,590 5385,790 

Commercia llI ndustrial 11 $28,113,000 $33,000 0 533,000 

Fire - Outdoor 28 $43.600 $3 , 100 520 53,120 
Vehicle 14 $72,000 $49,500 5 100 549,600 
Totals· 85 $2 14,204,600 $ 1,029,849 $73,740 SI,103,589 

·The dollar losses shown in this table are preliminary estimates. They are derived from Fire's record management 
system and arc subject to change due to delays in reporting and confinnation of acruallosscs from private insurance 
agencies (as available). 
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Hazmat 

Hazmat - Calls By Type October to December 2011 
HazMat Calls Details 

Hazmat Calls: 
Natural Gas/Propanc Lcaks (small) 24 
Fucl Containmcnt 5 
Misc. (empty containers to unknown powder) 4 

Total 33 

Incidents 

Notable emergency incidents, which involved RFR for October to December 20 II , are: 

Rescue 

HazMat 
Gas main on Williams Road was dug up RFR and RCMP establi shed a control zone. 
3 hour stand by for hydro due to wires being down. 
Unknown odour on Grant McConnachie. 
Unknown odour on Reeves Road. 
Gas leak Minoru Boulevard. 

Medical Events 
Industrial accident where a worker fe ll approximately 12 meters through an asbestos tile roof 
at an industrial warehouse s ite. 
Industrial accident, amputated finger. 
Full arrest. 
Assault on Graybar Road. 
Assault on Great Canadian Way. 
Fatal Pedestrian accident at Steveston Highway and Southdale Road. 
Pedestrian a struck by a car while in the crosswalk of Westminster Highway and Minoru 
Boulevard. 
Full arrest with successful recovery. 
Full arrest with successfu l return of heart beat using AED. 
24 year old female cardiac arrest. 
Pedestrian struck by car, broken tibia/fib . 

Auto ExtricationlMajor Motor Vehicle Accident 
Roll over MVI on Highway 91 involving a semi trailer truck. 
RFR truck hit by dump truck on Highway 91 . 
Three vehicle MVl lhit and run. 
Car fire on No.9 Road. 
S vehicle MV!. 
Car 10 feet up pole guide wire. 
High speed roll-over on Granville and Railway. 
Two vehicles hit and run head-on MVI involving a suspected drunk driver. 

4 
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Fires - Residential 
Pot on Stove. 
Rubbish fi re. 
Play ground fire. 
Kitchen stove fire. 
Oven fire contained to oven in apartment. 
Pot Icft on stove in a Mall, filling mall with smoke. 
House fire , flames showing upon arrival, fire was quickly extinguished. 
Alarm call elevated to fire call by an occupant of a retirement subsidized living complex. 
Second alarm fire call to No.3 Road. 
Kitchen fire , person suffered burns on Bird Road. 
Bathroom fi re. 
Garage fire. 
Attended Lansdowne Road for a fire call with sprinklers activated. 
Space heater fire in lobby on Buswell Street. 
Shed fire. 
Apartment fire on Moffatt Road. 
Stove fi re on Ryan Road. 
Structure Fire on No 4 Road. 
Stove fi re Dayton Court . 
Microwave fire on Bath Road. 
Structure fire at abandoned house fire. 

Fires - Commercial/Industrial/Institutional 
Rubbish fire at High School. 
Fire call involving a sign on front of commercial outlet. 
Fire in shipping container full of personal belongings. 
Boat fire. 
Garbage fire in parkade. 
Illegal burning on No.3 Road. 

Technical Rescue 
Aircraft crash onto Russ Baker Way on approach to YVR. 
Lift assistance required for 8 personal 
Horse stuck in the mud up to stomach on Granvi lle Avenue. 
Water rescue of male in Fraser River. 
Dog stuck in ditch rescue at Sealord Place. 

5 
3432M l CS - 67



January 23 , 2012 

Training and Education 

The training team at RFR deliver and facilitate training programs to all members of RFR in 
disciplines ranging from: personal protective equipment, firefighting and rescue practices to 
emergency vehicle operating and incident management. The training team also delivers 
leadership and interpersonal skills programs through in-house instructors, on-line training, and 
the use of extemaltrainers. 

For October to December, 20 11 , the following highlights are noted: 

RFR Training staff has concluded delivering the nine-week onboarding 
skills training program for the recent September recruit class of nine members. The recruits 
are now operational and are working towards their next 6-month evaluation process. 

The training staff facilitated the recertification and licensing 0[20 operational staff in 
Medical first responder - thi s program is delivered and evaluated by on-shift instructors and 
licensed through the EMA licensing board in Victoria. Completion of the training includes 
40 hours of classroom instruction and practice, followed by a theory and practical ski ll s 
assessment. 

The training staff facili tated the certification of25 EVOIEVD drivers - thi s program 
delivered and co-evaluated by on-shift instructors and members from the mechanical repair 
division. 

The training staff began implementing the syllabus for RFR's In-House Fire Officer I 
program which currently includes 7-members. Two days out of the six-day program are now 
complete, with the last four days starting on January 9, 20 12. The completed portion of the 
program included the following components: 

3432Ml 

Company Inspection Program 
RMS Inspection module training: conducting a physical code-based fire inspection 
Inputting data into the following post-incident modules: 

Fire Reporting, 
Motor Vehicle Incidents, 
Medical Aid Calls, and 
Fire Alarms 

The training team plarmed, fac ilitated and staffed a two-day live firefighting training 
session, held at the Langley Township fire-training centre. Over the course of the two 
days, eight of our current and new fire officers participated alongs ide our newest cadre of 
recruit firefighters. Some of the training that occurred included: 

Incident Scene Management 
Radio Communications 
Rapid Intervention Team Activities (firefi ghter rescue) 
Hose and Ladders ski lis 
Fire confinement and extinguishment 
Ventilation 

6 
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Rescue 
Search 

Planning and preparation for the 2012 training initiatives and maintenance training has been 
completed and the draft-training syllabus for the first two quarters of 20 I 2 is being circulatcd to 
all staff. 

Fire Prevention (Events & Activ ities) 

Richmond Fire-Rescue participates in many community events and activitics for public 
education andlor community relations purposes. Following are some of the noteworthy events 
attended for October to December 201 1: 

Grand Opening of Stcveston Firehall on October 1 , 201 1 
Fire Prevention Week - October 9 to 15 with Fire Halls I, 2, 4, 5 and 6 halls open house. 
Fire Prevention Week - October 15 visit to stores in Richmond to spread awareness around 
fire safety. 
Halloween events held at City and Community Centres in Richmond. 
School fire dri ll s at local school. 
Car seat inspections. 
Ride along program. 
Pumper visits and school fire drill. 
Company Inspections. 
3 l-Ial1s participated in MD Boot Drive. 
Bike to work week (October 31 to November 4). 
Richmond Multicultural Society Safety Orientation. 
English as a second language for adult safety orientation. 
Fire extinguisher training for new RFR recruits class. 
Richmond Christmas Fund drive-through. 
December 10/ 11 Local 1286 Kids Christmas party. 
CUPE 394 Christmas party at Minoru Pavilion. 
Sea Island Community Association Santa Claus Ride. 

Fire Halls 

October l SI saw the grand opening of the Steveston Fire Hall. This event was very well reccived 
by the public and the special dignitaries who were in attendance on the day. 

During Fire Prevention week (October 9 to 15) Fire Halls 1, 2,4, 5 and 6 halls were open houses 
focussing on ' protecting your family from fire ' . 

7 
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Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

Fire-Rescue is committed to providing Council with regular updates on its activities. The Fire 
Chief welcomes the opportunity to discuss Fire's activities and priorities with Community Safety 
Committee. 

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

34326S 1 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Mike Redpath 
Senior Manager, Parks 

Report to Committee 

Date: January 30th 2012 

File: 06-2345-20-ILAN1Nol 
01 

Re: Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary (Station 10) Proposed Boathouse Location 

Staff Recommendation 

That: 

1. Scotch Pond be approved as the location for the Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary Pacific 
Region - Station 10 to moor its boathouse; and 

2. Agreement terms for the moorage of the Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary - Station 10 be 
drafted and brought back to Council for approval no later than March 30th 2012. 

Mike Redpa 
Senior Manager, Parks 
(604-247-4942) 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

On Wednesday, August 24th 2011 staf'freceived a letter from the Canadian Coast Guard 
Auxiliary Pacific Region ~ Station 10 (Attachment 1) requesting assistance with establishing a 
permanent Search and Rescue Station (SAR) in Steveston including the moorage of a Boathouse. 
The purpose oflhis report is to request Council approval for locating the Boathouse at historic 
Scotch Pond in Steveston and for staff to continue to work with Station 10 and the Scotch Pond 
Heritage Cooperative to determine the best moorage location within Scotch Pond and develop 
terms for an agreement outlining the relationship between the City and the Canadian Coast 
Guard Auxiliary - Station 10 related to the boathouse. 

This report responds to Council's term goal of ensuring Richmond remains a safe and desirable 
community to live, work and play. 

Analysis 

The Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary Pacific Region - Station 10 (the Station) currently serves a 
search and rescue function in both the Middle and South Anns of the Fraser River. The Station 
currently has a vessel (Auxiliary 6) moored in the Middle Ann on City land. In the South Ann, 
the Station currently has its vessel (Auxiliary 7) tied up in Steveston Harbour and its boathouse 
(attachment 2) is moored in Steveston Harbour and inaccessible for regular use by the Station. 

Station 10 has approximately 40 volunteer members that contribute to the community on an 
ongoing basis. In 20 I 0, members assisted 44 people and logged 61 missions. In addition, 
members contributed 210 person hours of Boating Safety time and 93 person hours to 
Community Events. 

Annual Boating Safety and Community events include, but are not limited to: 
• Annual Pleasure Craft Courtesy Checks (PCCC's) for Richmond Yacht clubs and 

additional assistance to other units who request additional checks; 
• Boating Safety presentations to various yacht clubs, Canadian Power and Squadron 

groups; 
• Hosting local scouts and club groups at our facilities and teaching water safety; 
• Escort Santa Clause (Steveston arrival by boat); 
• Attending Steveston Fisherman'S Memorial; 
• Escort during the Richmond Yacht Club's Festival of Lights; 
• Annual Steveston Salmon Festival Canada Day Parade; 
• Safety Vessel for Steveston Tall Ships; 
• Safety Vessel for Steveston Dragon Boat Festival; and 
• Richmond Maritime Festival. 

The current location of the Auxiliary 7 vessel is challenging for many reasons. The location 
provides no protection from the elements thus equipment is subject to significant wear and tear. 
The vessel is locked as it is not secured within a boathouse and crew equipment is stored in a 
nearby trailer thus time to access the equipment and vessel impacts emergency response time 
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negatively. Cost is also an issue as the Steveston Harbour Authority charges the Station market 
rent thus donated funds are used for this purpose rather than for equipment and vessel upkeep. 

Proposed Location: 

Staff worked with members of Stat ian 10 to review potential locations for Auxiliary 7 along the 
Middle Ann (attachment 3). Based on the location review, Scotch Pond (attachment 4) has been 
identified as the best avai lable site. Imperial Landing (attachment 5) was the second highest 
rated location in the review. However, due to the site' s lack of existing water and power 
services, the need to add parking for crew· members in a current pedestrian area and its high
visibility location, it is not recommended. 

The proposed location for the Coast Guard.Auxiliary's boathouse at Scotch Pond is protected, 
central and visiblc. Mooring the boathouse in the Pond will protect it from the worst of the 
elements and the crew can access the location via Garry Point ensuring quick response time to 
emergencies. 

Currently, the Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative (SPHC) operates Scotch Pond under a license 
from the City. Previously, the Coast Guard Auxiliary moored its boathouse in Scotch Pond as a 
tenant to the SPHC under the auspices of its license from the City. Relations between the two 
groups were temporarily poor but have now improved and SPHC's executive committee has 
accepted, in principle, the relocation of the Coast Guard Auxiliary to Scotch Pond (attachment 
6). Tn order to ensure a clearer level of responsibility and accountability it is suggested that the 
Agreement between the City and the SPHC be modified to exclude the area to be used by the 
Coast Guard Auxiliary and that a separate agreement between the City and the Coast Guard 
Auxiliary be drafted and executed. Given the Coast Guard Auxiliary's ongoing service to the 
City, its role in community safcty and its status as a volunteer, non-profit society, it is 
recommended that only a nominal fee such as $1 be collected from the group for its use of 
Scotch Pond. 

The SPCH has expressed the following concerns about re-locating the Coast Guard Auxiliary to 
Scotch Pond: 

• Specific location of the boathouse particularly related to access in and out of the pond for 
both the Coast Guard Auxiliary boat and the SPHC boats; 

• Increase of costs related to electricity and water; 
• Potential damage to the float due to the attachment of the boathouse; 
• Safety and security protocols related to keys and locks; and 
• Communication protocols between the groups and with the City. 

These concerns will be collectively addressed in the development of agreement terms. Proposed 
agreement terms are included in attachment 5. 

The following arc two outstanding Counci l referrals related to Scotch Pond: 

That staff prepare a detailed report on the status of Scotch Pond, including 
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the condition of the building, the floats, the pilings, the channel, and the 
shoreline and provide a copy 0/ the current agreement to determine whether 
the agreement needs updating. (November 14fh 201 J) 

That a referral be made to staff to discuss with the owners to locate the 
jloating netshed at Scotch Pond with {he Sakamoto Boal alongside to be used 
as a caretaker suite and interpretive centre, with second choice being 
Britannia Shipyard. (December 19" 2011) 

Locating tbe Coast Guard Auxiliary Boathouse in Scotch Pond will not limit the opportunity for 
the floating netshed referenced in the December 19th Council referral and any works associated 
with its installation may contribute to the necessary status review requested in the November 14th 
referral. It should be noted that any works required to install the boathouse such as driving 
separate piles for the boathouse will require environmental approvals which may take several 
months to secure. 

Future Opportunities: 

Station lOis plarming on embarking on a fundraising campaign to build a new boathouse. Plans 
for this new Search & Rescue Station would require additional review and Counci l approval. 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact of approving Scotch Pond as the location for the Canadian Coast 
Guard Auxiliary - Station 10 boathouse. 

Conclusion 

The approval of Scotch Pond as the location for the Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary - Station 
10 will provide the group with an improved location for its boathouse and vessel and it will 
provide the City with an improved maritime rescue function for its residents and visitors. 

~ 
Serena Lusk 
Manager, Parks Programs 
(604-233-3344) 
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Attachment I 

Date, 2011/08/08 

To; Dave Semple, General Manager, Parks & Recreation 

City of Richmond 

From; Brian Hobbs, 

Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary Pacific Region- Station 10 Richmond 

Subject: Steveston Boat House for Auxiliary 7 

Purpose 

To work with the City of Richmond to establish a permanent Search and Rescue (SAR) Station in Steveston that would 
further enhance SAR response and community safety. This station would be established by securing a location for the 
~uxiliary 7 Boathouse to house the Auxiliary 7 vessel, Jimmy Ng. 

II Background 

The City of Richmond is the base for a volunteer Marine SAR station that started in 1982. Richmond's SAR is a member 
of the Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary- Pacific (CCGA-P) and is represented as Station 10 Richmond. Station #10 
currently has two vessels that are strategically positioned as per the Joint Rescue Coordination Centre (JRCC), which 
coordinates all SAR responses by air, land, and sea in BC and the Yukon. Auxiliary 6 is stationed in the Middle Arm of the' 
Fraser River while Auxiliary 7 is stationed in S1eveston on the Main Arm of the .Fraser River. 

The two stations areas of responsibility include, but are not limited to, the Fraser River east to Pitt Meadows and Pitt 
lake, north to Vancouver Harbour and Howe Sound, west to the Nanaimo area and the Gulf Islands, and south to P~int 
Roberts. Clearly, this is a huge area, however, the "major area of operation is along the Fraser River and the Strait of 
Georgia immediately west of Richmond as we routinely assist Richmond based boaters an~ residents as well as many 
other people experiencing maritime emergencies and a variety of other emergency incidents that involve water rescue 
or recovery. 

A conservative estimate is that volunteer SAR crews based in Richmond have responded to over 1500 missions since we 
began in 1982. 

III Current Status 

Station10 Richmond and its average of forty volunteers contribute in many ways to our local community and t~ke pride 
in being a community based organization. Already in 2011, Station 10 members have' contributed 210 person hours of 
Boating Safety time and 93 person hours to Community Events 
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Ar.:'l~a ! Soating 5afaty and Co;nn~unity €Jents inr:;,Jd€, but are not limite'i t(}: 
o Annual Pleasure Craft Courtesy Checks (PeCC's) for Richmond Yacht dubs and additionai assistance to other 

units who request additional checks; 

o Boat ing Safety presentations to various yacht clubs, Canadian Power and Squadron groups; 

o Host ing local scouts and club groups at our facili t ies and teach ing water safety; 

C',I Escort Santa Clause (Steveston arrival by boat); 

• Attending Steveston Fisherman's Memorial; 

• Escort during the Richmond Yacht Club's Festiva l of Lights; 
• Annual Steveston Salmon Festival Canada Day Parade; 

• Safety Vessel for Steveston Tall Ships; 
• Safety Vessel for Steveston Dragon Boat Festival; and 

• Richmond Maritime Festival. 

2010 
Training Exercises 
Vessel Hours 
MiSSions 
Vessel Mission Hours 
Total Person Hours (Missions) 
~eople Assisted 
People Saved 

2011 - To Date 
62 
141 hrs 
61 
98 hrs 
372 hrs 
44 
4 

45 
97 hrs 
27 
46 hrs 
147 hrs 
Stats not compiled until year's end 
Stats not compiled until year's end 

Our primary vessel is Auxiliary 7 and it responds to the bulk of the incidents. Auxiliary 7 has been located in Steveston 
since 1982. Currently, Auxiliary 7 is located at the Steveston Harbour Authority's (SHA) Sales Float, not in a boathouse. 
We currently have one boathouse in storage, inaccessible and unused, because SHA will not permit us to secure our 
Boathouse inside the Harbour limits. This location does not meet the long-term needs of the Station as it provides no 
protection from the elements, adding continual wear on the equipment as it is exposed to the elements at all times. As 
well, the vessel is locked with padlocks while crew equipment is stored in a trailer which is located in a nearby parking 
lot. Cost is also an issue as the SHA charges the Station for moorage - an expense which is not incurred at other stations 
along the coast. 

This current situation is both expensive and inefficient for Station #10. For example, the maintenance on the vessel has 
dramatically increased and Station 10 Richmond is required to pay the going commercial rate for moorage which diverts 
thousands of donated funds that could otherwise be used for equipment and vessel upkeep. Auxiliary 7 is a $250,000 
vessel which, as with all equipment, is paid for through fundraising and community donations. Most importantly, the 
response times for incidents, including potentially life and death situations, have been increased while the crews 
retrieve their equipment from a trailer before removing the covers and unlocking the vessel. 

Our secondary vessel, Auxiliary 6, located in the Middle Arm is moored on a City water lot and is leased to the Station at 
a rate of $1 per year. 

IV Proposed Location 

Station 10 Richmond requests that the Boathouse be located in Steveston with quick access to a road and parking. An 
idea l location for the Auxiliary 7 Boathouse would be situated at the proposed City of Richmond floats to be located 
south of Bayview St, between No 1 Rd and Britannia Heritage Shipyards. In this location, members will provide a daily 
presence on the dock and could potentia1fy assist with City programming at the location. 
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Station 10 Rk;hmond reqtJests that in Ilet.: of 51.l"ostantive rent it continues to work ..... ith its partners to promote safe 
boat ing in t he community of Richmond. In a:ddition, t he Station will work with local Community Associations to ensure 
local boaters have access to 2 Pleasure Craft Operator Card, as now required by law. As all of Station 10 Richmond 
finances are raised through fund raising, any moorage fees directly impact our ability to acquire and maint ain equipment 

essential to Marine Search and Rescue. 

VI Conclusion 

Similar to any emergency service, the safe, practical and secure storage of equipment is important and can significantly 
reduce response times when minutes actualty can make a difference. Stat ion 10 Richmond, like all volunteer SAR 
services across Canada, fulfils a vital and lifesaving role in our nations Search and Rescue capabilities. 

Station 10 Richmond appreciate~ the support and leadership provided by the City of Richmond throughout its existence. 
We look forward to continuing to contribute to a safer community by working with all of our partners, including the City 
of Richmond, Richmond ReMP, Richmond Fire Rescue, BC Ambulance, and the Canadian Coast Guard. 

To ensure that Station 10 can contribute as effectively as possible, we look forward to establishing a .secure SAR Station 
in Steveston by finding a home for our Boathouse and our vessel, the Jimmy Ng. 

Respectfully submitted, 

Brian Hobbs 
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February 9,2012 

Mr Dave Semple, 
General Manager 
Parks and Recreation 
City of Richmond 

Attachment 6 

At the regular quarterly meeting of the board of the Scotch Pond Heritage 
Cooperative, the Directors accepted, in principle, the request by the City 
of Richmond to relocate the Coast Guard Auxiliary unit to Scotch Pond, 
subject to working out in an agreement, details, costs, and other concerns. 

Future meetings to work out the details and subject to approval of the 
members of the Cooperative, at its Annual General Meeting to be held on 
March 15, 2012. 

Respectfully, 
U.....vf'!.u-;~ 

Peter Beritic 
President 
Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative 
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ATTACHMENT 7 

Proposed Agreement Terms between City of Richmond and Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary 
Station 10 

Temt 3 years with an option for a 3-year renewal. 

Commencement Date: To be determined, but before May I S! 2012 

Licensee Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary - Station 10 

Permitted Use The licensee is penn itted to moor its boathouse at the site for the purposes of 
storing a vessel, operating search & rescue training and performing search and 
rescue missions. 

Standard of Behaviour The licensee is expected to act in manner consistent with that of those in the 
public eye. No unruly behaviour is permitted. 

Reporting A month ly inc ident report must be submitted to the City's Community Safety 
Division. 

Liaison A written quarterly update and meeting is required with the City. 

Polic ies All City policies apply to the operation of the Boathouse. 

Insurance $5 million general liability listing the City of Richmond and its employees and 
the Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative as an additional insured is required to 
be provided by the licensee. 

Services Water and electrical services will be on a metered system. 

Access Access to the s ite is over floats licensed to another party. Access will not be 
withheld provided identified security measures are followed. 

Parking Parking is pennitted in a nearby designated location . 

Waste Waste, recycling and composting is the cost and responsibility of the licensee. 

Tennination Either party may, without cause, tenninate this agreement on 30 days' notice 

Representation The licensee must not act as the City' s representative in any matter and 
particularly with the media 

Partnership No partnership is implied. 

Recognition The City must be recognized as a supporter in all marketing materials and 
communications related to the Canadian Coast Guard Auxi liary - Station 10. 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Rendall Nesset 
Officer In Charge, 
Richmond RCMP Detachment 

Re: Chauffeurs' Pennits 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

Date: January 31. 201 2 

File: 09-5000-011201 1-Vol 01 
(12.03) 

That the requirement for the renewal of Chauffeurs' Permits be changed from an annual to a 
bierUlial basis beginning January 1, 2013 (as outlined in the report dated January 31 , 2012 from 
the OIC, RCMP Richmond Detachment) . 

~ 
Rendall Nesset 
Officer in Charge, Richmond RCMP Detachment 
(604) 278-1212 

Att.2 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To : CONCURRE NC E ~ru"' ENeE OF GENE, MANAG ER 

Budgets V, NO : /)A)//i 'l. 
Business Licences V' NO I 

Community Bylaws V' NO 
Law V' NO 

REVIEWED BY TAG 

# 
NO REVIEWED BY CAO t3t YE NO 

0 ~ 0 
.../ 
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January 31, 20 12 - 2 -

Staff Report 

Origin 

The City's Vehicle for Hire Regulation Bylaw No 6900, in part, regulates that each licencee or 
operator must ensure that all taxicab drivers employed possess a Chauffeurs ' Permit. This bylaw 
was originally adopted by Council on November I , 1998. 

There is no fee for the Chauffeurs' Permit; however, there is a fee for the Criminal Records 
Check required as part of the application process. The City' s Consolidated Fees Bylaw No. 8636 
regulates the fees charged for RCMP Documentation Fees, including Criminal Records Checks. 
This bylaw came into effect on February 9, 20 11 and is adjusted on an annual basis. 

Background 

In order to obtain a Chauffeurs' Permit, the taxicab driver must be approved by the Richmond 
RCMP Detachment. In order to be approved by the Richmond RCMP Detachment, the applicant 
must be a minimum of 19 years of age, possess a valid Class I , 2 or 4 British Columbia 
Operator's Licence, have 5 or less hazardous moving violations in the past 5 years, be 
appropriately trained and not have any criminal convictions in the past 5 years for any violent 
crimes. (See "Attachment 1") 

A pennit may be refused, cancelled or suspended if the applicant is convicted of any serious 
Criminal Code Offences, is charged with an serious violent criminal offence or drug trafficking, 
is in violation of various Motor Vehicle Act Offences, or has excessive customer complaints. 
(See "Attachment 2"). Currently, the permitting process is repeated on an annual basis. Each 
year, Richmond RCMP Detachment reviews Chauffeur Pennit applications for over 400 
prospective taxicab dri vers. The total revenue received for the Criminal Records Checks 
associated with these applications is estimated at $24,000 annually. 

Analysis 
A comparison of the municipalities in the province was completed with the following findings: 

Locat ion Renewal Period 
Burnaby 3 Years 
Coouitlam Annually 
Delta Annual Business Licence 
Langley Annually 
New Westminster 2 Years 
Richmond Annualtv 
Surrev Annualt 

Annually for the first 2 years 
Vancouver Subsequent years: Biennially 

I Delta currently does not involve the police, it is a Business Licence process 
2 Currently under review 

3452247 

Criminal Records Check Fees 
60.00 
62.00 
97.00 
39.20 

No CharQe 
56.25 
53.50 
70.00 
70.00 
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While it is evident that there is no municipal standard renewal period or cost, most conclude that 
a cycle in excess of 1 year was the most efficient. 

Options Considered 

1. Two Year Renewal Term with a total cost 0[$56.25 (Recommended) 

The recommended proposal will make Chauffeurs' Permits valid for a period of two years. 
Therefore. the current Criminal Records Check fee of $56.25 would only need to be paid once 
during a two-year period. Although the revenue stream to the City wi ll be reduced approximately 
$24,000 based on a biennial period, these changes will improve the administrative process. This 
change will include a decrease in staff time thereby allowing staff to be redeployed to other 
duties. The proposal will also enhance customer service to the community as it will decrease the 
down-time for the drivers themselves and would make the pennit process more affordable. 

2. Status Quo (Not Recommended) 

This option is not recommended as it has become burdensome for both City staff and the 
applicants. 

Financial Impact 

Currently Criminal Record Check fees associated with Chauffeurs' Pennits generate 
approximately $24,000 on an annual basis. This fee will continue to be adjusted annually 
through the Consolidated Fees Bylaw. Although it is anticipated that this revenue stream will be 
decreased by approximately 50%, based on a two-year cycle; it is a possibility more applications 
for Chauffeurs' Pennits may be received. 

Conclusion 

In order to issue Chauffeurs' Pennits in a timely manner to ensure public safety and reduce the 
administrative workload, it is recommended that the renewal period be changed from an annual 
renewal to a biennial cycle. Although it is anticipated the revenues to the City may decrease by 
up to 50%, as a result of the City's pennitting being at a reasonable cost with a longer cycle, it 
may encourage more applications. 

Lainie Goddard 
Manager, RCMP Administration 
(604) 207-4767 
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Attachment 1 

Chauffeur's Permit 

Application Criteria: 

1) Minimum 19 years of age. 

2) Valid Class 1,2, or4 B.C. Operator's Licence. 

3) Applicant must be Canadian Citizen or Landed Immigrant or legally entitled 
to work in Canada. 

4) Five (5) or less hazardous moving violations in the past five (5) years as 
scheduled in the Motor Vehicle Act Regulations. 

5) After January 0 I, 2006 all applicants must have successfu lly completed 27 
hours of industry-related training in the areas of professional driving, taxi 
industry and local knowledge, and the Super Host for Taxicab Drivers or 
equivaienl training. 

6) After Apri l 0 I, 2006 all applicants must have successfully completed the 
initial 27 hours of training and an additional 16 hours of industry-related 
training in the areas of defensive driving and collision avoidance, driver safety 
and assau lt avoidance, and transporting people with disabilities. 

The above noted training must be delivered by an accredited training 
institution as approved by the municipal ity. 

7) Applicants must not have criminal convictions in the past five years for: all 
crimes of violence (including family violence). Sex Offences, Criminal Code 
Traffic offences, Weapons offences, and/or AlcohollDrug related offences. 
All other offences will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis. 

8) Applications may not be approved while outstanding criminal matters are 
before the courts. Any other charges or convictions will be reviewed on a 
case-by-case basis. 

9) Matters under the Mental Health Act will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis 
supported by medical reports and recommendations from the appl icant's 
caregiver. 

10) Applicants must disclose if they have been denied or refused a chauffeur' s 
penn it in any other Lower Mainland juri sdiction. 
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Applicant's information will be checked against the following databases: 

CPIC, NCIC, PIRS, c nDS, PRIME-LEIP, NCDB; 
JUSTIN (for outstanding criminal charges); 
Driving history; 
leBe Claims history (from the li st provided by the applicant.). 

Of note: The Crimina1 Records Check application fee is not refundable on refusal or 
cancellation of a chauffeur's permit. 
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Attachment 2 

Grounds for Refusal, Cancellation or Suspension of C hauffeur' s Permit 

A Chauffeur's Permit may be refused, cancelled or suspended if: 

I) Upon conviction of any serious Criminal Code offences (eg: Impaired 
Driving, Dangerous Driving, Assault, etc .. . ) 

2) Charged with any serious, violent criminal offence or drug trafficking. 

3) If applicant has accrued three (3) or more moving violations over any 12 
months. 

4) Received more than one Sec. 215 Motor Vehicle Act Driver's Licence 
suspension in the past five years. 

5) Charged with operating a vehicle while under the influence of alcohol or a 
drug. 

6) Charged with operating a vehicle while their driver' s licence is suspended or 
prohibited. 

7) Excessive customer complaints (three (3) or morc in any 12 months period.) 

8) Is the subject or any reports indicating health conditions resulting in a lack of 
fitness to act as a chauffeur. 

9) Found at fault in three (3) or more Motor Vehicle Collisions over any 12 
months period, with over $1000.00 damage or bodily injuries. 

10) Application will not be processed if incomplete (including all required 
attachments) and will be declined if application contains false infonnation. 

11 ) Ifan applicant has been charged with any of the offences mentioned above, 
he/she can re-apply upon resolution of the outstanding charges. 

12) Application may be declined if indices check reveals pattern of violence, 
instabi li ty or substance abuse. 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

John McGowan 
Fire Chief 

Report to Committee 

Date: February 3, 2012 

File: 

Re: Aircraft Emergency Response Within Richmond 

Staff Recommendation 

That the report entitled Aircraft Emergency Re~ponse Within Richmond, dated February 3, 2012 
from the Fire Chief, be received for infonnation. 

I 

foil.-J 
Fi 

McGowan 
Chief 

ROUTED To: 

Law 

RevIEwED BY TAG 

) 462128 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

CONCURRENCE ;~f/f;:;/";f~RA,L MANAGER 
YIi'lND r; A / } 

[Zl~ 
NO REVIEWED BY CAO dES/NO 

D L.+l"f D 
... 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

This report provides Council with options that allow Richmond Fire-Rescue (RFR) to address a 
gap in the delivery of training for aircraft emergency response services within the City of 
Richmond, specifically outside of Vancouver International Airport (VVR) airside operational 
boundaries. 

In 1931 YVR airport opened with a single runway, two hangars and a small tenninal that 
consisted of an administration building and waiting room. Throughout the years YVR has grown 
and expanded into an airport served by 62 ai rlines which connect people and businesses to 99 
destinations in Canada, the U.S. and around the world . 

YVR is Canada's second busiest airport, serving approximately 17 million passengers in 2011 
and more than 296,000 aircraft landings and take-orrs on its runways. 

The recent announcement of YVR's 10 year strategy has Vancouver Airport Authori ty investing 
$1.8 billion to attract new routes and carriers while improving their customers' experience. 

Findings of Fact 

Aircraft firefighting and rescue services are currently provided through two di stinct entities: 

I. YVR Emergency Response Services who provide airside fuefighting coverage. It is noted 
that aircraft emergency response protocols see RFR supporting YVR's primary airside fire 
and rescue emergency operations through the delivery of standby emergency response 
services. 

2. RFR who provide emergency aircraft firefighting and rescue emergency response services to 
all areas of the City except YVR airside . 

While emergency incidents involving aircraft travel remain at low levels, RFR does respond to 
an average of 45 declared aircraft emergencies per year coupled with serious aircraft related 
events occurring within the City of Riclunond boundaries on a regular occasion. There have been 
three serious aircraft emergency events since 2008. 
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Analysis 

RFR's current ability to respond to and mitigate aircraft emergencies has eroded with time. 
Employees who were once fully trained and certified do not have the opportunity to maintain 
their skills; they have moved to new responsibilities within RFR or have retired. There is a need 
to train RFR personnel and deliver aircraft emergency response in Richmond. 

RFR's review ofYVR statistics and future plans identify the potential for an increased number 
of larger aircraft incidents based on an increased volume of air traffic, as well as the desire of the 
YVR Airport Authority to attract morc air carriers who fly to a greater number of destinations 
with increased passenger volumes. 

RFR has identified a service gap issue, developed three potential options and provided an 
analysis of each Option's viability for Council consideration. 

Option 1 - Remain with the standard (status quo) training provided to structural building fire 
fighters. 

This option would result in the response to aircraft incidents not being as effective. 

Option 2 - Train and maintain staff to full Aircraft Rescue Fire Fighting (ARFF) training 
accreditation as identified within the Canadian Aviation Regulations (CARs). 

This option is not seen as reasonable as this standard is designed for employees whose primary 
job scope is that of an airport firefighter where the principal area of responsibility is airside. The 
City of Richmond does not provide the ARFF services at YVR and as such this level of 
certification would not be cost efficient or effective. The City would incur significant cost of 
approximately $800,000 per year to bring the department up to that level of expertise and the 
opportunity to maintain the full cadre of skills would be difficult to maintain without operating 
as airfield fi refighters. 

Option 3 - Option 3 has at its core the goal of having Richmond Fire Rescue personnel better 
prepared to respond to aircraft emergencies. Thc goal will be achieved through increasing of 
knowledge, and skills to the level where all RFR firefighters would be able to recognize and 
mitigate aircraft specific hazards, dctennine and action appropriate fire attack and passenger 
extrication strategies, and maintain these skills on an annual basis. 

This option recognizes the need to educate employees of specific hazards, gain the knowledge 
regarding appropriate fire attack and rescue protocols, and allow the employees to practice said 
knowledge and ski lls that would be reasonably foreseen within the scope of their duties. This 
strategy would also allow RFR personnel to understand the practices and work more effectively 
with YVR emergency services personnel. 

Secondarily, when incidents of this nature occur within the City of Richmond RFR staff will be 
able to manage these events with greater effectiveness and efficiency providing a safer 
community for the citizens of Richmond. 
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RFR believes Option 3 is the most effective and efficient use ofCily resources that will result in 
firefighters with enhanced skills who can deliver improved services and result in a safer 
community. 

RFR is currently investigating external service providers who could accomplish the task of 
training all fire suppression staff to the level indicated in Option 3. RFR will be looking to 
leverage opportunities to utilize its new training site once it becomes operational. 

Service providers identified to date include: 

1. The Justice Institute of Be 
2. Edmonton Airport Authority 
3. North Bend (Washington State) Fire Training Academy 
4. Canadian Anned Forces 

The cost to train all RFR fire fi ghters under Option 3 is estimated annually at $84,730 or $425 
per person as follows: 

Item Cost 
Theoretical Training (8 Days) $12,720 
Pract ical Training $60,760 
Fuel (Propane) $10,250 
Total $84730 
Est. annual cos~~ p~rson $425 

Financial Impact 

Thcre are no financial implications associated with this report, fund ing wi ll be through existing 
budgets. 

Conclusion 

YVR is a significant business within the City of Richmond that is aggressively looking to expand 
its service delivery to the world and as such increases the risk of aircraft emergencies within the 
Ci ty. 

RFR currently has limited capacity to respond to these types of emergencies. Furthennore as 
these abilities are being further eroded, over time this wi ll create a potential gap in service 
delivery to the citizens of Richmond in the very near future. Better educated and prepared staff 
will be more effective and efficient in the delivery of service making the community safer for its 
citizens. 
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The implementation of Option 3 will lead to Richmond Fire Rescue personnel being better 
prepared to safely effectively and efficiently respond to aircraft emergencies. 

Ti Wilkinson 
o puty Chief, Operations 
(6 -303-2701) 
TM:jw 
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  Agenda
   

 
 

General Purposes Committee 
 

Anderson Room, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Monday, February 20, 2012 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
GP-5  Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes 

Committee held on Monday, February 6, 2012. 

 

 
 
  

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
 
GP-9 1. 2012 HEALTH, SOCIAL AND SAFETY GRANTS

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3468541) 

  See Page GP-9 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  John Foster &Lesley Sherlock

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That, as per the report from the General Manager of Community Services, 
dated January 27, 2012: 

  (1) Health, Social and Safety Services Grants be awarded for the 
recommended amounts, and cheques disbursed for a total of 
$530,237; and  



General Purposes Committee Agenda – Monday, February 20, 2012 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

GP – 2 

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

   (a) Big Sisters of the Lower Mainland;  

   (b) Canadian Mental Health Association – Richmond Branch;  

   (c) CHIMO Crisis Services;  

   (d) Family Services of Greater Vancouver;  

   (e) Richmond Addiction Services;  

   (f) Richmond Family Place;  

   (g) Richmond Multicultural Community Services; 

   (h) Richmond Youth Service Agency; and 

   (i) Volunteer Richmond Information Services Society. 

 

 
 
  

PARKS & RECREATION DEPARTMENT 
 
GP-79 2. 2012 PARKS, RECREATION AND COMMUNITY EVENTS GRANTS

(File Ref. No. 03-1085-01/2012-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3467295) 

  See Page GP-79 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  Mike Redpath & Vern Jacques

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That: 

  (1) Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants be allocated and 
cheques disbursed for a total of $94,227 as identified in attachment 2 
of the report, Parks, Recreation and Community Events City Grants 
dated February 2nd 2012, from the Senior Manager, Parks and the 
Acting Director, Recreation;  

  (2) The Richmond Summer Programs be recommended for the first year 
of a three-year funding cycle, based on Council approval of each 
subsequent year of funding. 

 

 



General Purposes Committee Agenda – Monday, February 20, 2012 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

GP – 3 

  
ENGINEERING & PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

 
GP-111 3. ESTABLISHMENT OF THE CAPSTAN STATION CAPITAL 

RESERVE FUND 
(File Ref. No.:  12-8060-01/2011-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 342845) 

  See Page GP-111 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  Victor Wei

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Capstan Station Capital Reserve Fund Establishment Bylaw No. 8854 
be introduced and given first, second and third reading. 

 

 
 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Monday, February 6, 2012 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair 
Councillor Chak Au 
Councillor Derek Dang 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Ken Johnston 
Councillor Bill McNulty 
Councillor Linda McPhail 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Councillor Linda Barnes 

Minutes 

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

3468649 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That tile minutes ojtlle meeting ojtlle General Purposes Committee held on 
Monday, January 16,2012, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, February 6, 2012 

LAW & COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT 

1. NOISE AND SOUND REGULATION 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-885518856/8857/8858) (REDMS No. 3424640) 

Phyllis Carlyle, General Manager, Law & Community Safety, accompanied 
by Wayne Mercer, Manager, Community Bylaws, and Doug Long, City 
Solicitor, provided background information on the proposed Noise Regulation 
Bylaw No. 8856, and explained how the proposed Bylaw addresses particular 
situations that have been complex and problematic, such as noise in the 
Caithcart Road residential area and at the River Wind development. 

Ms. Carlyle also spoke about: 

• the extensive time period during which the community consultation was 
undertaken; 

• how Council's role and involvement would expand in dealing with noise 
issues, and how the proposed Noise Regulation Bylaw would provide 
Council with the authority to grant permission to allow more noise in 
some instances; and 

• enforcement of the proposed Noise Regulation Bylaw, including 
measuring sound levels to determine compliance with the provisions of 
the Bylaw, and prosecution of offenders when necessary; 

A discussion ensued amongst members of the Committee, staff and Mark 
Bliss, Acoustics Consultant, BKL Consultants Ltd. about: 

• specific details related to the demographics of those who participated in 
the public consultation process; 

• the handling of noise complaints by Richmond Health, and the reported 
increase in noise complaints, in particular noise related to construction. 
It was noted that Richmond Health provides the City with a semi-annual 
report on the trends of the noise complaints. Staff advised that such a 
report may be provided to Council through the Community Safety 
Committee; 

• addressing noise concerns in connection to development during the 
Development Application Process; 

• sources of noise and priorities identified. It was noted that the leading 
priorities were noise related to air traffic and public transit, neither of 
which are under the City's jurisdiction; 

• the definition of "point of reception". It was noted that point of 
reception is at the exterior of the building unless there is no point of 
reception outdoors because the sound is within the same building; 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, February 6, 2012 

• how the proposed Noise Regulation Bylaw does not address sound made 
by an occupant of a strata lot or rental unit used for residential 
occupancy where the source of the sound and the point of reception is 
within the same building. It was noted that the Strata Council would 
deal with noise complaints in such circumstances; 

• how the proposed Noise Regulation Bylaw would impact existing 
businesses; 

• the rationale for basing some of the regulations on the City of 
Vancouver's model; 

• the specific exemptions noted in Section 4.1 of the proposed Noise 
Regulation Bylaw, in particular the exemptions related to garbage 
collection and construction, and changing the times during which the 
exemptions are allowed generally in order to gain consistency 
throughout the Bylaw; and 

• the difference in the length of time that noise would be an issue when 
generated by garbage collection in comparison to noise generated by 
construction. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That Public Health Protection Bylaw No. 6989, Amendment Bylaw 

No. 8855 (Attachment 1) be introduced and given first, second and 
third reading; 

(2) That Noise Regulation Bylaw No 8856 (Attachment 2) be introduced 
and given first, second and third reading, with the following 
revisions: 

(a) Section 1.1.2, under the definition of "daytime", subsection (b) to 
read as: 

"from 10:00 a.m. to 6:00 p.m. on a Sunday or holiday;" 

(b) Section 4.1.1 0) is deleted in its entirety, and replaced with: 

"by a garbage collection service during the daytime; " 

(c) Section 4.1.1 (m) to read as: 

"by construction, provided that it has a rating level which does 
not exceed 85 dBA when measured at a distance of 15.2m (50 
feet) from that source of sound, and only: 

(i) between 7:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. Monday through Friday 
that is not a holiday; 

(ii) between 10:00 a.m. and 8:00 p.m. on a Saturday that is not 
a holiday; and 

(iii) between 10:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. on a Sunday or holiday;" 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, February 6, 2012 

(3) That Municipal Ticket Information Authorization Bylaw No. 7321, 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8857 (Attachment 3) be introduced and given 
first, second alld third reading; and 

(4) That Notice of Bylaw Violation Dispute Adjudication Bylaw No. 
8122, Amendment Bylaw No. 8858 (Attachment 4) be introduced alld 
givell first, second alld third readillg, 

CARRIED 
OPPOSED: Cllr. Au 

Prior to adjournment, staff was requested to send an email to the affected 
residents and businesses advising them of (i) the revisions to the Noise 
Regulation Bylaw No. 8856 that had been recommended by the General 
Purposes Committee; and (ii) that the Noise and Sound Regulation will be 
considered at the Regular Council meeting which will be held on Monday, 
February 13, 2012. Staff were also requested to circulate to members of 
Council the semi-armual reports provided by Richmond Health relating to 
noise trends and complaints. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meetillg adjourn (5:10 p.m.). 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Chair 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the General 
Purposes Committee of the Council of the 
City of Richmond held on Monday, 
February 6, 2012. 

Shanan Dhaliwal 
Executive Assistant 
City Clerk's Office 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Cathryn Volkering Carlile 
General Manager - Community Services 

Re: 2012 Health, Social and Safety Grants 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

Date: January 27, 2012 

File: 

That, as per the report from the General Manager of Community Services, dated January 27, 
2012: . 

I. Health, Social and Safety Services Grants be awarded for the recommended amounts, and 
cheques disbursed for a total of $530,237. 

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

Big Sisters of the Lower Mainland 
Canadian Mental Health Association - Richmond Branch 
CHIMO Crisis Services 
Family Services of Greater Vancouver 
Richmond Addiction Services 
Richmond Family Place 
Richmond Multicultural Community Services 
Richmond Youth Service Agency 
Volunteer Richmond Information Services Society 

~~~~-'~ -Cathryn Volkering Carlile 
General Manager - Community Services 

Att. 3 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 
Budgets V fZI .N 0 ~ ~---Arts, Culture and Heritage Vr:!J'ND 
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January 27, 2012 -2-

Staff Report 

Origin 

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

In July 2011, Council adopted a City Grant Policy (Attachment 1) establishing three separate 
programs, to be designed, administered and reported by the respective departments: 

Health, Social and Safety (Community Social Services, with representation from Community 
Safety) 
Arts, Culture and Heritage (Arts, Culture and Heritage), and 
Parks, Recreation and Community Events (Parks and Recreation). 

The City Grant Policy and programs support the following 2008 - 2011 Council Term Goal: 

Improve the effectiveness of the delivery of social services in the City through the 
development and implementation of a Social and Community Service Strategy that 
includes: 

Clearly articulated roles and services for the City, and a viable funding strategy, 
The development of civic engagement and capacity growing programs that supplement 
grant programs for addressing social service issues. 

This report provides information and recommendations pertaining to the 2012 Health, Social and 
Safety Grant Program. 

Findings Of Fact 

1. 2012 Health, Social and Safety Grant Budget 

The proposed 2012 Health, Social and Safety Grant Budget is $536,719, to be considered as part 
of the 2012 budget review process. 

2. Notice Given and Applications Received 

Notices were placed on the CityPage/City Notice Board in the Richmond Review and on the 
City website in August and September, 2011 advising the community that applications would be 
accepted until October 14th, 2011 for the 2012 Health, Social & Safety and Parks, Recreation & 
Community Events Programs. The Program and Application Form (same documents for both 
programs) were posted on the City website, available at the Information Counter and circulated 
electronically to the RCSAC and Community Associations, as well as by request. 

A separate process and documents were developed for the Arts and Culture Grant Program. A 
report with grant recommendations from Arts, Culture and Heritage staffis anticipated in the 
Spring of 20 12. 
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In the Health, Social & Safety category, a total of 29 applications were·received for a total 
request of $855,471. A table outlining requests and recommended allocations for the 2012 
Health, Social & Safety Grant Program is provided in Attachment 2. Grant Application 
Summary Sheets, prepared by the applicant to provide key information about the proposal, are 
found in Attachment 3. Staff recommendations and comments are included in the Summary 
Sheets. 

As indicated in the Grant Program guidelines, all proposals must demonstrate that primarily 
Richmond residents will be served to be considered eligible. While some applicants serve wider 
geographic areas (e.g., Family Services of Greater Vancouver; Canadian Mental Health 
Association, Vancouver-Burnaby Branch), all requests met this criteria as they were for 
programs/services serving primarily Richmond residents. 

3. Late Applications 

No applications were received after the October 14th, 2010 deadline. The City Grant Policy 
indicates that late applications will not be accepted, and the deadline is identified on each page of 
the application form to ensure that no late submissions are received. 

4. New Applications 

Two applications were received from two organizations that had not previously applied for a 
City Grant: 

Alzheimer Society of BC, and 
Boys & Girls Clubs of South Coast BC. 

5. Application Review Process 

A Health, Social & Safety Grant Review Committee, consisting of staff from the Community 
Services Department, reviewed the 2012 Health, Social & Safety applications. Recommended 
allocations were determined by committee rather than individual reviewers. 

Analysis 

1. Health, Social & Safety Grant Program Information, 2010 - 2012 

In the 2012 Operating Budget, an additional level of$190,784 was approved for the overall City 
Grant budget. For the Health, Social and Safety program, this meant an increase of $87,021' 
above the amount allocated by Council in 2011. This increase included the annual cost ofliving 
adjustment. 
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Information regarding applications, allocations and 2012 recommendations in the Health, Social 
and Safety (HSS) category are: 

22 

3 

*some categories overlap; numbers are not meant to 

·2. Reasons for Partial or No Funding 

Most applicants (80%) 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) the total amount requested 
exceeds the recommended City Grant budget; providing some assistance to many is considered 
pr,eferable to providing full assistance to a few. 

Other reasons for recommending partial or no funding include, but are not limited to: 
Programs previously funded by other levels of government, 
Funding responsibility lies in other jurisdictions, 
Other funding partners have not been sought, 
Insufficient community benefit demonstrated, 
Lack of partnerships, 
Duplication of service, 
Unaccounted 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 

For 2012, no denials in the Health, Social and Safety category have been recommended. All 
recommendations are for either partial (80% of applicants) or full funding (20% of applicants) of 
the requested amount. 
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3. Cost of Living Increase 

When approving the 2011 City Grant Policy, Council resolved: 

"That a general review of the City Grant Program be undertaken with Council 
Representatives Councillors Linda Barnes and Evelina Halsey-Brandt including a review of 
the fimding sources and application. " 

In reviewing City Grant Program funding, it was determined that the City Grant budget had not 
kept pace with Cost of Living increases, based on an analysis of grant funding since 1993. While 
the overall City Grant Program budget increased by $183,500 in 2005, this increase was 
primarily allocated to Richmond Addiction Services for substance abuse prevention ($80,900) 
and problem gambling prevention ($91,050), for a total of $171 ,950. Grant funding for all other 
applicants increased by 5% over the 18-year period. although BC Statistics estimates that the 
Cost of Living in the Lower Mainland rose by 27.8% in the same period. The recommended 
funding increase for the Health, Social & Safety category was intended to address this shortfall 
in total amount allocated. 

In determining 2012 recommendations, the Grant Review Team considered a range of Cost of 
Living increases for repeat recipients, depending on number of years receiving City grants, 
increased demand, numbers served, programs offered, other documented cost increases, and 
previous grant history. Also considered were factors such as demonstrated need, cost-sharing, 
pruinerships, overall quality of application, and other eligibility criteria. 

4. Minor/Major Grant Requests 

In response to stakeholder requests to make application requirements less onerous for those 
seeking small grrults, two tiers were established in the 2011 City Grant Policy; one for minor 
($5,000 or less) and one for major (over $5,000) grant requests. If applying for a minor grant, 
applicants need to complete the 2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet, rather than the full 
application form, plus provide required documentation and signatures. The full application form 
is required for major grant or three-year funding cycle requests. 

In the Health, Social & Safety category, four organizations applied for grants of $5,000 or less: 
Boys & Girls Clubs of South Coast BC, 
'Richmond Carefree Society, 
Richmond Food Security Society, aild 
Richmond Poverty Response Society. 
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S. Multi-Year Funding Request 

As part of the City Grant Policy adopted in 2011, applicauts receiving City Grants for a 
minimum of the five most recent consecutive years have the option of applying for a maximum 
three-year funding cycle. Grants are thereby recommended, -rather thau guaranteed, for three-year 
cycles; Council will review recommendations to fund each subsequent year of a cycle. In the first 
year of a cycle, the full application form is required. For the following two years of a cycle, the 
Graut Application Summary Sheet must be completed and required documents aud signatures 
attached. 

Based on advice from the City of West Vaucouver where multi-year funding is implemented, 
staff propose to stagger the numbei' of full cycles initiated each year to help ensure a balanced 
yearly intake of full applications. Staff recommend that organizations receiving City grants for 
the longest period be prioritized for a three-year cycle beginning in 2012. Of the 13 organizations 
requesting multi-year funding, the following 9 applicants have been receiving City grants for at 
least 18 years: 

Big Sisters of the Lower Mainland 
Canadiau Mental Health Association - Richmond Branch 
CHIMO Crisis Services 
Family Services of Greater Vancouver 
Richmond Addiction Services 
Richmond Family Place 
Richmond Multicultural Community Services 
Richmond Youth Service Agency 
Volunteer Richmond Information Services Society 

Staff recommend that these agencies' requests for multi-year funding cycles be approved for the 
first year of a three-year cycle, thereby reducing their application requirements for the next two 
years. In "Subsequent years, other qualified applicants so requesting will be recommended to enter 
three-year cycles. 

6. - Stakeholder Consultation 

In approving the 2011 City Grant Poli.cy, Council requested that: 

Staff report back, following implementation of the 2012 City Grant Program and prior to 
implementation of the 2013 City Grant Program, regarding; 

(a) stakeholder consultations regarding the new Policy and Programs, including the 
appropriate amounts for each category, and 

(b) possible impacts of the Social Planning Strategy on the Health, Social and Safety 
Grant Program. 

Stakeholder consultation will be conducted for each of the three programs following completion 
of the 2012 Graut cycle, aud results will be reported to Council by mid-2012. 
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It is anticipated that staff will present the draft Social Planning Strategy to Council in the Spring 
of 20 12, seeking Council's approval to circulate the draft for comment. Following adoption of 
the Strategy, anticipated in the Fall of2012, an implementation plan will be proposed, at which 
time implications for the Health, Social & Safety Grant Program will be addressed. 

7. On-line Application 

In adopting the City Grant Policy, 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. 

, 
A report from Information Technology addressing this referral will be presented to Council for 
consideration in the First Quarter of 20 12. 

Financial Impact 

The 2012 Health, Social and Safety Grant Program has a proposed budget of$536,719. The 2012 
allocations itemized in Attachment 2 are recommended. 

Health, Social and Safety Grant Proposed Budget 
Total recommended allocations 
Remaining 

Conclusion 

$536,719 
$530,237 
$ 6,482 

The Health, Social and Safety 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 2012 Health, Social and 
Safety Grants be allocated as indicated (Attachment 2) for the benefit of Richmond residents. 

Lesley Sherlock 
Social Planner 
(604-276-4220) 

LS:ls 
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ATTACHMENT 1 

City of Richmond Policy Manual 

File Ref: 03-1085-00 

City Grant Policy 

Please note that there is a separate Sport Hosting Incentive Grant Policy (3710). 

It is Council Policy that: 

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

• Health, Social and Safety (Community Social Services, with representation from 
Community Safety) 

• Arts, Culture and Heritage (Arts, Culture and Heritage) 
• Parks, Recreation and Community Events (Parks and Recreation). 

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

3. Each Program receives an annual Cost of Living increase. 

4. Recipients who received a grant the preceding year for the same purpose will receive a 
Cost of Living increase. 

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

6. Applications will be assessed based on relevance to the City's Corporate Vision, Council 
Term Goals and adopted Strategies, as well as program-specific criteria. 

7. Each Program will consist of two tiers, one for minor ($5,000 or less) and one for major 
grant requests. Application requirements for minor grant requests will be streamlined. 

8. Only registered non-profit societies serving Richmond residents, governed by a 
volunteer Board of Directors, are eligible. 

9. Applicants may apply to one of the three Programs. 

10. 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. 

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

12. 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. 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

1. Organization: Alzheimer $oclGty of B.C. 

2.-' ~ G~~ntR~quest: $ 5,~OO --_-~-.p-r-o-po-s-a.,-,.!.,--,-tl-e:-5-u-p-p-o-rt-G'--r-oLi'ps In Richmond __ _ _ _ 

~. Grant Program (apply to ono only): lEI Health, Social & Safety 0 Parks, Recrealion & Community Events 
1--.. Tile Arts & Culture Grant Program is under development I,md will bl> posted on the Ci'!y' W~bsite as of Oelober 21, 2011. 

4. Purpose: t:I Group Operating ASSistance, and/or lEI A Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) . ,.--.. --.~.~.-~ .. ---.-", ~ 

6. Duratlo,,: IBl An Ongoing Activity, and/or 0 A One·time Activily Slart Date: End: 

6. Are you apptylng for a multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibDily requiremenls) 
00 No a Yes II yes, this Is for year __ of a _ _ year cycle 
11. year 2 or 3, please atlacillnformatlon regarding any changes since Year 1 that Illay Impact your uso of City Grants. 

7. Summary of Request (Including proposed aotivities, target group(s), community benefit): 

o. 
9, 

Objective of Support Groups 

To strenglhenlhe coping abilities of people with Alzheimer's disease and related dementias and tlleir caregivers through . 

• Encouraging people with the early stages of Alzheimer'S disease 811d related dementias to plan early and to actively 
engage I" protecli'lg and maintaining their phvsical and emotional health . 

• Sharing common experiences and learning about dalnG'ltia, it's progressioll and the Impacl it may have on individuals 
and families; end learning practical coping stratogles with other caregivers 

Early Stage Support Groups 

Having a diagnosis of Alzheimer's disease 01' a related dementia Impacts manv sreas of life and people in this situation 
experience a variety of feelings. 
The reality of the disease c~n mal<e it difficult to stay In touch WUll friends and family, and can lead to loneliness and 
isolatio!). Our Early Stage SUpPDlt Groups provide people In the early sl~ges of dementia an oppol1unity to learn about 
living with dementia and Ws progressloll, share feelings and common experiences, ('lxchange·pmctical coping 
strategies, and pmticipate In discussions with people in similar situations, 

Benefits of Earfv Stage Support Groups 
The Earty Stage Support Groups provide a safe place to exchange information with olilars whose lives are 
affected by dementia, an opportunity to express feelings and find a positive oullool(, and a chance to regain some 
control In the face of a diseaso that cannot be controlled. 

Non-GI'''ntCityS~porte 'Cur'''"tly I'lGc<>ived (e.g., facility lise; permissive .!._:<_~~nptioll): NfA ____ _ ___ ___ 1 

YOlil' Society's fOWl Budget IVl0st Recent Completed Year Budget for Current Yea,' 
_ _ .........__ . ___ . __ I (e.(b_Audlt~ flnnncl~!2!!!ten1entL _ _ -;-::-, . __ _ _ __ .... __ 
Total Revenue $ 4,922,71~ $ 5,6'16,362 

Tot,1 l::xpGnses 

Annu.1 Surpl,,'; or (Deficit) 

Accumulated Surplus 01' (Del1cit) 

Justification for any Annual and 
Acr.uml.llatad Surplus 01' (Deficit) 

$ 4,073,694 

$ '183,81'1 

$ '1,0'16,171 

I'le~s", explain: The AlzhehnG" Socloty 
of B.C. board requll'es LIS to (ceap a 
resel've of 25% of OUI' annual op9ratin~ 
~Xl"lAngefl_ 

$ 6,028,066 

$ (362,504) 

$1,429,664 

Pleas'" explain: The Alzheimer 
Socioty of B.C. boal'd requires us to 
Ileap Ii reserve of 25% of our annual 
opera!in" Clcpenses. 

Revised August 2011 
3428220 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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2 
.. -- r-----.-
10. Pl'9vious City Grant: Amount: Year: nla Use: ___ ,, _____ - .. _._ ...... _---_ .. ---------_ .... _-----1 

11. Proposed City G"ant U$o: 
1. Use: Professional /I, administrative salaries 

2. Use: Office Rent 

Amount: 3,600 
Amount: 2,000 

I 3. U.,,: 
~. Use: 
5. Use: 

Amount: .. 
Amount: 
Amount: 

Total City Grant Recjuest: 
$5,600 

Other Funding Sources for this P"oposal: 
1. Source: Andrew Mahon Foundation Amount; 600 Purpose: promotions, office supplies/equlpmont and volullt .... ,· 

support and recognition 

2. Source: 

12. For Staff Use Only (SO / AH) 

Recommended Grant: $2000 

Amount: 

Year ___ of __ Multi·year Funding Cycle 
Purpose: 
Establish effective support groups for individuals with early 
stage dementia and family support caregivers. 

Purpose: 

Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Recommend $2000 toward Iheir rent cost. 
Request that Alzheimer Society connect with Minoru Place Senior . 
Services staff to explore opportunities for partnership or 
collaboration on delivery of services. This will help to ensure there is 
no duplication or overlap in service provision. 

Revised August 2011 
3428220 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 21



1. 

2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 
6. 

7. 

8. 

)-

l(). 

City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road. Richmond. Be V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Organl~atlon: Big Brothers of Greater Vancouver 

Grant Request: $10,000 Propollal Title: Richmond's Big Brother & Teen MentQrlng Program 
Grant Program (apply to one only): (iii Health, Social & Safety Q Parks, Recreation & Community Event. 
The·Art. & Culture Grant Proaram is underdeveloprnent and will be posted onth!> City Website 88 of October 21 2011. 
Purpose: !!I Group Operating Assistance, andlor Cl A Community Service (e.g., Program, Projoel, Event) 

Duration: I!l An Ongoing Activity. andlor Q A One-time Activity Start Date: End: 
Are you applying for a mulil-year fundlna cyclo? (See Grant Program for eligibility raqulremonls) 
Ili No Cl Yes If yes, this Is for year __ of a __ yoar cycle 
If year 2 or 3 ph~ose atlach information reaardlna any channes since Year 1 that may impact your use of City Orl;lnl •• 
Summary of Request (inCluding proposed acthlltles, target group(s), community benefit): 

Plaase sea atlachad. 

Non-Grant City Supports Currently Received (e.g., facility use; permissive tax exemption): 
N/A 

Your SOCiety's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Yel;lr Budget for Current Year 
(e.g., Audited Financial Statement) 

Total Revenue $ 1.384,927 $ 1,744,600 

To~al Expen!les $ 1,388,405 $ 1,742,600 

Annual Surplus or (Deflolt) $ (3,478) $ 1,600 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $ 82,787 $ N/A 

Justification for any Annual and Please oxplain: Please axpll;lln: 
Aocumulated Surplus or (Deficit) Surplus Is lass than 1 month's expenses. 

Previous City Grant: Amount: $3.045 Vear: .2011 Use: Rlchmond's Big Brother & Teen Mentorlng Programs 
"'-_. 

111. PropOSed City Grant\hso: 
1. Use: Salaries & Benefits Amount: $5,500 
2. Use: Office (rent. supplies. etc.) Amount: $4.100 
3. Use: Materials Amount: $300 
• Use: Travel Arnollnt: $100 

5. Use: Amount: 
Total City Grant Requssl: $10.000 

Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: United Wl;ly Lower Mainland Amount: $5,000 
2. Source: SBGVF Amount: $46,800 
3. Source: Amount: 

Total projeot budAst: $61,800 

Purpose: Toward Richmond service delivery. 
Purpose: Toward Richmond service delivery. 
Purpose: 

Revised Augl1s120J J 
3428318 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (SO / AH) 

Recommended Grant: $4500 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Slight increase in funding to try and help reduce wailing time for 
Purpose: matching. 

Provide funding to match children and youth with "Big 
Brothers" 

Revised August 2011 
3428318 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

5 

1. Organization: Big Sisters of Be Lower Mainland 

2. Grant Req"ost: $6.000 o:=J Proposal Title: Big and Little Sister Program 

a. Grant Program (apply to one only); I:iI He~lth, Social & Safety CI P~rk5, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture .Grant Pro ram Is under develo ment and will be osted on the Cit Website as Of October 21, 2011. 

4. Purposo: e9 Group operating Assistance, andlor c:J A Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Eve_n..:.t) ____ _ 

5. 
6. 

7. 

Duration: 31 An Ongoing Activity. andlor 0 A One-time Activity Start Date: End: 
Are you applying fo .. a multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
Q No !:9 Yes If yes, this is for yeer _1_ of a _3_ yeer cycle 
If ear 2 or 3, lease attach information re ardin an chan es since Year 1 that ma imact our use of Cit Grants. 
Summary of Request (Including proposed activities. targetgroup(s), community benefit): 

We match girls, ages 7.17, with a volunteer Big Sister in a one-Io-ona mantoring relationship. For a minimum of one year, 
each BiQ & Littla Sister match meets once a weak to spend 2·4 hours togelhar. In 2010 we supporled 333 Big & Lltlle Sister 
matches. We target an extremely vulnerable, socially disadvanlagad populalion. Research has shown that a supportive 
relalionship with a caring adult is a kay factor in helping children overcome challenges in their lives. We believe that each 
Llttlo Sister benefits immediately from tho rolalionship formod with a supportive woman and benefits in the long term by 
gaining self·esteem and confidenco to make positive life choices. Research has shown that children who participate In a Big 
8. littiG Sletor Program are 46% less likely to begin using illegal drugs; 27% tess likely to begin using alcohol; 52% less likely 
to skip school; 37% less likoly to skip class and are more conlidont In their schoolwork performance. 

8. Non·Grant City Supports Currently Recoived (e.g., facility uso; pormiss.lve taK oKorroptlon): 

nla 

9. Your Socioty'. Total Bud got Most Rocont Comploted Yea .. Budget for Current Yoar 
e. . Auditod Financial Statement 

Total Revenue 

Total Expenses 

$ 967,599 

$ 969,739 

$ (2,140) 

S nla 

$ 973,948 

$ 984.536 

$ (10,588) 

$ nla 
Annual Surplus or (DefiCit) 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) 

Justification for any AnnUal and 
AccumUlated Surplus or (Doflclt) 

Please explain: Please explain: 
n/a nominal nla nominal 

.---.--------
10. Previous City Grant: Amount: 3,000 Year: 2010 Uso: Counsellor Salaries $3.000 

11. Proposed City Grant Use: 
1. Use: Counsellor Salaries 
2. Use: 
3. Use: 

.Use: 
a.Use: 

Amount: $6,000 
Amount: 
Amount: 
Amount: 
Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1.Sourco: BC Gamino Amount: $3.497 
2. Source: United Way Amount: $4.204 
3. Source: Fundraising Events/lnterest Amount: $30,970 

_____ T.c:o=tal project bU.l!get: _~ 

Purposo: Program Expenses 
Purpose: Administration/Memborships 
Purpose: StafflTravel 

Revised August 2011 
3428319 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 24



12. For Staff Use Only (SD/AH) 

Recommended Grant: $4500 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year 1 of 3 Multi-year Funding Cycle Slight increase in funding to try and help reduce waiting time for 
Purpose: matching girls with Big Sisters. 
Provide funding to match children and youth with "Big 
SistersU 

Revised August 201 J 
3428319 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO. 3 Road. Richmond. BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type • 

7 

. ' --
1. Organization: Boys and Girls Clubs of South Coast BC (BGC) 

2, Grant Request: $5,000 Proposal Tille: Boys and Girls Club Service. at Mitchell Elementary 
-'. 

~rant Program (apply to one only): fiI Health. Social & Safety IJ Parks. Recrelilion & Community Events 3. 
The Arts & Culture Grant Program is under development an~ . .\\'j!L~~oste£!..9n the City Website as of October 21. 2011. 

4. Purpose: I!!l Group Operating AsSistance, andlor I!!l A Community Service (e.g .• Program, PrOject . Event) 

5. Duration: III An Ongoing Activity. andlor O .A One-time Activity Start Date: End: 

6. Are.you applying for a multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
~ No a Ves If yes. this is for year __ of a __ year cycle 
If vear 2 or 3. please attach information reQardlnq any chanoes since Vear 1 that may Impact your use of City Granls. 

7. Summary of Request (Including proposed act/vliles. target group(s), community benefit): 

We· are seeking support from the City of Richmond to assist with the establishment of new Boys and Girls Club services in 
Richmond , The Richmond Club opened at the beginning of the new school year (September 201.1). operating out of Mitchell 
Elementary School. and already serves 25 children per day. It provides a safe, accessible place for children th.t enhanoes 
Iheir physical. educational. character. and skill development through sup~rvised social and recreational activities. Aclivilies 
Include healthy snacks, homework assistance. nutrition and COOking programs. arts. craft~. leadership programs. and sports 
and physiCal activities that promote active lifestyles. Programs are currently offered 4 days per week for participants aged 6 
through 12. We have a policy that no one i.s turnsd away due to. an inability to pay, which ensures thet everyone. regardless 
of their clrr.uinstances. can access our programs, services. and supports where and When they need them. 

8. Non-Grent City Suppol1s Currently Received (e,g" facility use; permissive tnx exemption): 

nla 

.9. Yo;>ur Sooloty's TQtal Budget Most Rocent C.omploted Year 
: (e.g. Audltod Financial Statement) 

Budgot for Curront Year 

Total Revenue $ 9.000.575 (combined figures for 2010) $ 9.141 .600 

Totat E~pen6es $ 9.009,113 $ 9.141 .800 

Annual Surptus or (Oeflcltl $ (8.538) $ 0 

AccumUlated Surplus or (Deficit) $ 1.157.775 $ 1.157.775 

JUlllflcation for any Annual and Please Ixptaln: Ploa.e explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) Sound fiscal management over 75 years 

10. Previous City_Grant: AmQunt: n/a Year: Use: 
. .. -. 

11. Proposed City Grant Use: 
1. Uso, Ston Salaries Amount: $ 3.500 

2. Use: Program Supplies Amount: 500 
3. Use: Amount: 500 Transporlalion 
~. Use: Centralized Support & Admin. Amount: 500 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Roque8t: $ 5.000 

Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: United Way Amount: $ 60.000 Purpose: Sal arias I Supplies I Transporll Admin. 

2. S.ource: The BGCGV Foundation Amount: 41,475 Purpose: Salaries I Supplies I Transport I Admin. 

3. SOl/reel Program FeesiMemberships Amount: 1,500 Purpose: Salaries I Supplies I Transport I Admin. 
Total project budget: $107.915 ----

Revised August 2011 
3428321 

Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
GP - 26
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12. For Staff Use Only (SO / AH) 

Recommended Grant: $2000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 

Year --- of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle New application 
Purpose: 

Operating expenses for a 4 day/week afterschool activity Applicant should explore opportunities to work with City of Richmond 

program targeting Mitchell School in the East Richmond Parks and Recreation department and the East Richmond Community 

area. Association. 

Revised AugllsI2011 
3428321 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type • 
. .._-----

Organization: Canadian Mental Heallh Association, Richmond Branch 

Grant Request: $34,000 I Proposal Title: Pa~hways Clubhouse 

Grant Program (apply to ono only): X Health, Social & Safety o Parks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant Program Is under d¢volopmont and will bit posted on the Cltv Website as of October 21 2011. 

PurpOse: Xl;3roup Operating Assistance, andlor X A Community SelVlce (e.g" Program, Project, Event) 

Duretlon: X An Ongoing Activity, andlor 0 A Dno·tlmo Activity Start Date: End: 
Are you applying for a multl'year fun.dlng eycl"? (Seeorant Program (or ellglbHlly requirements) 
DNo X Yes If yes, this is for year 1 of a 3 year cycle 
If year 2 or 3 ~Iease attach Information regardinll ani/: Changes since Year 1 that ma~ Im~act ~our use of CIt~ Grants. 
Summary of Raqunt (including proposed aollvltlos, targel'group(s), community benefit): 

Meal Program" $22,000 
T~e Clubhouse provides acceSSible, affordable, nutritious meals to members every day of the week, plus 2 evenings, and all 
statutory holidays. 
Target Group: Forthe majority of our members, eallng at the Clubhouse is their main andlor only meal or the day. Due to 
out members being on disability benefits, many live on low Incolnes.snd somelaCll the skills 10 prepare meals for 
themselves. For the physical well·being of our members, It Is crucial that the Clubhouse provide meats that are accessible, 
affordable and nutritious. Unfortunately, due to the rising cost of food, our meal program had to Increase to cost of meals this 
month $.50 each. This Is a hardship to our members since their disability pensions have not Ihcreased. 
Community Beneflt: Thls 'past year, over 18,000 meals were served. A meal program evaluation survey showed thai 99% of 
our members were satisfied with the meal program, wRh 100% finding it both affordable and nutritious. 49% of survey 
parl lclpants eat at Pathways 4·5 times a week, and 92"10 eat hare at laast once a week. 

OpGratlone, Including RGnt, Light, TolGphone • $12,000 
The rest of the grant would assist In oparatlons which include rent, hydro, and telephone selVica, 
Target Group; Many of our members sre completoly reliant on p.ubllc transportation, which requires us to lease and operate 
a localion close the City Centre. As a rosult, we require assistance for operational cosls, Including renl, light, telephone. We 
have been at our presenllocatlon for 10 years and our renl will increase $20,000 thi .• next fiscal year. 
Community Benefit: Accessible direct servloes available to tile members of Iile Clubhouse. 

Non·Grant City Supports Currently Rocolvod (e.g., facility uae; pennlsslve tax exemption): 
Permissive Tax Exemption for Apartment Block" $6,600 

Your Society's Total Budget I ~ost Recent Completed Yoar 
I (o.g., Audited Financial statement) 

I Budget for Current Year 

Totat R&venue $2,753,413 $2.9~6,699 

Total ExpenBes $2,800,881 $2,943,484 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $(47,468) $(36,785) 

Aooumulated Surplus 0' (Deficit) $ $ 

Justification for any Annual and Please explain: Includod In the financial Please explain: Included In the 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) statement Is amortization of $53,217 budget Is amortization of $52,190 

PreviOUS City Grant: Amount: $27,405 Year: 2010 Use: $27,405 

Revised AuguSI 201 J 
3428324 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 28



_ .... _._ -

111. Proposed City Grant Use: 

\ 1. Use: lVIeal Program Amount: $22,000 
2. Use: Rent Amount: $10,000 
3. Use: Hydro Amount: $1,200 
~. Use: Telephone Amount: $800 

5. Use: Amount: 
Total City Grant Request: $34,000 

Other F'mdlng Sources for this Proposal: • 
1. Source: VCH Amount:$161,900 Purpose: Meal program, rent, hydro, telephone 

2. Source: Clubhouse Members Amount: $55,000 Purpose: Payment for meals 

3. Source: Amount: Purpose: 
Total project budget: $~50,900 .... _- --- . 

12. For Staff Use Only (SO / AH) 

Recommended Grant: $34,000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year 1 of 3 Multi-year Funding Cycle Full grant amount recommended due to rising food costs and 
Purpose: significant rent increase. 
Funding towards operations and meal program 

Revised Augusl2011 
3428324 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 
, 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

. This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration, Please type. 

QrarttPro~rlll1l(~J>pIY.l> ol1c~n'¥)' ~Hi1#I.th,lSe~i?i&$af"\}: . .. O"'ar~~,R~9reatlo~~COI)l(il.~liitV~~ent!i 
Th!'>Art., & 9ulfur~ Grant PrQg~lIm!s Uf1der-(j9vel6~m.nt ahdwdl b!\posted pl1 .1M .CItVW~t>slta·as.of QptoDl'lr212Q11. 

6. . Are youaPlllylng for Ii mullf~yearfil!l!ling t;~cile?(Sile ~ntBro!Jr4m foreOglbn~y r(fqulrernonts) 
o No 0 Yes If yes, this Is loryear_. _ 'of a __ yeer cycle . 

7. 
Ilvear 2 or ~p!easE) .attach InformetionresardlngaliY chahM$$lnc&Year llhpJmavimp~cit youruse·of.OitV Gl1Ihts. 
Summary of Request (Including proPosad aCllvltlas, Il\rgetQF()up($), communitybene(~)! . .. ' . '. .' 
Sup~r Salvrilay Club. Kids Prqgr~m:I~ .~ r.e~r~~tion .~a.~~dj'lIC?,gml" [or. c~ildren ofp(ltel:)lq wilh. ¢~riousmetral Illness. rho 
children are gimeraliy (loin 10wer,l/lcQr{\eaMlmmlilrlirit f~mllfc.$livlng lri RlchmOh~, The progr~m esl.al?llshe~ ' $trong 
.upport rQlalionshlpsbeW"a$nchll~ren wlio.have<slmlJatsltliations In lhalrhomalife. ltalsQ·provlijes;l.SrllnU; withr'~~pi\e 
time tbatleridto .thler .o\vns~.f"i;:~r!l. . . . . ..' . . . 
Qhildren of parents .wlthmentaU · lIlileSs~re . afh[Shi;rrls.k cif .d~velopl~!l .mel1 .. tali llln .~~sorq\herClmOli()MI · [irANe()'lS\ SUPW 
,Saturday Clubs Kids Program Is~m upslI'eam ~wroach thaI fO(;ljscsonElsrlY InlOnlcntiol1, preventiohtb.pt slijipolt.famlJies. 
arid blJlld resJlence in ohlldrel1.Meny $IUdies liay~ 1J~~tl.:ijpne to jirQve. thatljl:\s!tea.ms\r.~legIEfsm.tr.~1I1In9!11en1alh:e,,!!ti 
(elated iUnes areeffec.live, help p~qple 10 re1;!co .ti1elrpolenllatahd res\Jl( InSignfficanlsaving$lnloilg.tl)!mgo~erflmflr\\ · 
ileallh dollar&. 

8, Non·Grant City Supports CurrenUy Received (a.g •• facility use; permissiVe tax exemption): 

9. Your Socletv·s Total Budget 

TOlnl Revenue 

Totnl E)(pensllS 

I\l¢lit Recent Completed Year 
1 .1&.g~ ·· Audited FI"~jjclal $taiemenl) 
$ 2$10,1.16 
$ 24Q7,$Q7 

$ 12:.609 

$ 246,756 

pinpSt;l.Gxplaln: 

BI.\~gat forCurrenf Year 

S 2393,928 
$ 23(/3,929 

$ Ii} 
11 246.755 
Plea.e expliil(l: 

11 

Annual Surplus or (D&Ncit) 
Accumulatod Su.]>lu. or (O.lIclt) 

Just/fioallon for ~nyAnnualan!l 
Accumulated $urplus or (Petioli) Contingency 10roonlr80t qancellallpn. CQOtlnge(loyfor .oontra.cl ql.\no~l)aIlQ(L 

1.0. Provlous ClIy Grant: Amount: $4,060 

11. Pr"p"sed City Giallt Ued: 
1. Uso: Program staff wages 8< benefits 
2. Use: Program aC1lvtttes & fees 
3, USe: Tra~$potalion 

4. Use: 
5. Use: 

voar:2011 IIse:$4,060 

AmQIi,,(: $6,900 

Amount: $3,600 
Amollnt:$1,600 
AmQunt: 
Am'ount: 

Total CItV ~ralltRoquost: $12·;000 
Other Funding Sources for .this Propos .. ': 
1. Source: CMHA Ihlemal fundralslng Amollnt; $5.,850 
2, Source: CKNW Orphans' Fund 

'3. Source: 

AmounJ: S850 
Amount; 

PurpDSO: Ptosramstaff wag.~ &benafllti 
PurposB: Program Bollvlltos and adml~510ns 

Purpose: 

Revised AnSIIS! 20 II 
3428325 

Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
GP - 30



12. For Staff Use Only (SD/AH) 

Recommended Grant: $4200 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year ___ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Same level as last year plus cost of living increase 
Purpose: 
Funding requested for Super Saturday Kids Program. a 
recreation based program for children of parents with 
serious mental illness. 

. 

Revised August 2011 
3428325 

Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration Please type 

Organization; CanMlan R'ld , Cro$~ -l-(e~)lhE;quipl)'leritLo"n Progr~m (HELP) - 'flichmoM D~p.ot 
GrantRequest: $ $17,t>48 !prollos,aITijle: No)lwl~tlon, FlilJ CommunJty P~rtiClpaUonl.lfi¢rea81n'iJ Capacily.at 

. the Richmond HELP OeOol 
Qf""" Pr.<?sramlappiY loonjloroly) i l<r;lHlilallh,S~CiaJ~$~felY . . OPa(K$; Reereation & Commuhily f,;vi)~ts 
Thll, Art~ ' &Cul!urE1GrQntpro~ram Is ... md~rd"valopmlintai1dwill 'be p(lated on Ihit Cit\iWeb$i)easofOctobJJ('21 2011. 

'Purp'os&: KOGroup pperatlniJ'ASllistartce; andiQr }(q A·CO!Tlm~~lty$!!f\IJ~(e'9·, PIOglf,IIT), Pro)~Ct, Ey~l1l} 
DU.;titlqn: . XOA.n Oo.goi~gActiv/ty, and/pr )( IJ A9QIl-\inje AcliyiiYSiillt Dllte:Eod: 
A!'eyouapplyini:l . fof a mUltl~yearruo:l!llng oy¢le? ($$i! Qtanl Program J9t eUgiBliity requlr~mMI$) 
X ONo IJ. Yes Ir 96S, lhls'ls'for year_ •. _._. ot!! _._Y~<lrcycle 
IIYear;l or 3, RleE\$e alll!cn informalipn rella.tding .an~phanllas sllice Year ft~at'ma~ 1i:n~aCI~i)ur use ofGiI~l3rants', 
,summarY of Request (including prQPos'ed actlvlti.es, largetgroup(s), qlmmunily benefit): . . ' 

Proposed Aqlfvjtie§ 

By funding thispr6pbsa/, the City of Richmond wlllbe 'respor\silile forlt)tr()duclng44Four'Wheel~QW~lkers(4VVVVs)tothe 
R'l~hmond HE;.LP Depot for loan to seniors whp o;enilOl move .aboul th'eirhomes or community wl\houl:$uppprt. 

13 

In ad(lltlon, thl.s proposal Is rec.westlrig Ihat the City of Richmond fund trre ,c!Jsts of Ii HELP Equipment Ti!chrilclan'whO will 
travel.to the Richman;;!' Depot for on~ day each wei;lk tQ; (1 )lr~in ali equipment Cleaning l!nQ repair volunteers (thefe'art)30 lri 
tdtal, each a Richmond local), (2) coMuct sPot cheCks ofequipmeriltoehsure all hygi~fieaJ'\<l stimdar(ls are rtiCI,.(3) a~sist 
with cleaning and maihtenance, and (4) to maintain parts slpcks. 

Target'9 roups 

While approximately 70% c.tlellts that bOrrow equipment frpm HeLP Pepot.are seniors, Ht;:LP V9Iulit~ers.w!11 loap me.dioqJ 
equipm~nl to.any Richmond cOmmunity member, YOlJhQ or Old. HJ:LPensures Ihat no member anhe Richmond CQmmunlty 
is e~clude.d from movll1g around their home or pilrtlclpating In communilylife due to a lackof·mobltlty or safety e·qulpmenl. 

Comrnunity Benefit 

By funding this project, Ihe CllyofRlchmondwlll benefiltheRichmond qlmmunlty by: 

.. Providing vltlll medic';lequipmerittorelieva paini'lnd pmmote healing 

• Protecting communi.tY members by preventlrtg fa.lls '\hat I~ad .to re-lnJury .and fe·hospltillization 
• Preventing Injuries in family membar$$\rugg!lng loca,e for!ovepones 

• Ptomotlng I~d&pendence by helpit1gthe sick cif Injured tci.perfptm personal careta$ks unes.sisted by .pthers 
• Allowing community memf1ars to re{Utn to emplo)'miml 8nd'Communily life 8S'SOO'n as possiblE! 

. • Sparing comrnunitymemlier~ on fixed Incomes by providing me(lical. eqlilpmel1t Without ObllgaUOil to p'ay 
• Freeing up acule'carebeds at..Rlchmond H\lSP/lal by providJ'l1g medical ~q~lpmlln! Qruc;ial for..recQ\l6ry. .. t homEl 

8. Non-GrantClty Suppor1ll Currently Received (It.g.,facltlty ueeiperml$slv&talCexemptl<>n): 
nla 

Revised Augusl201 I 
3428326 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 32
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9. YQurSociety's Total, a,ut!get: ,tI)J$J~:(Qr MQsfRllcon\'C;pmpl,,\el,l year Budget forCUr,;,,,t 'Y~lir 

the Hl;l.P,nrOararn in ihe LoWer M~I~laod leig~,Audlte(j FliianclalStl!tlimlintl , 
Total Rev$r1ue $, 1;P71,217 ~!1 ,14<11271 

TQtalExpense" n,071 ,217 $'H44271 ", J ! 

Annu,alS!lrplus or (Deficit) $0 ~o 

J. ,Accumulatecl SL!!pI4s Qrloeffclt) $0 :$0 

I JustifioallQIl far,.aily Annual and fllease exp!;iln: PliiaSeJixplaln: 
AccumulatedSu'plu9 or (Peficit) 

,-

10. Previous City (;rant; AtnQUht:$~OOP Y~ar: 200S Uili/: R~d CrQ~$Ra~Piicl~b ; \lidl~nC$!1tl~ Ab~8,e Progrem 
11. PropQ8ed¢ityGJimn)se; 

1. Vse: Purcl1a,s*l44 four'WtlMIedWalkers Amount: $9;240 
2. Use: Fund 1 E'qulpnieiitTechnician (1 day/week) AritoU(lI! ,$,8.40,B 
3. Use! Arnoutil: 
~.Use: Amo~t1I; 
5. Use: Amount: 

Tollil City Grant Re9utst: $17,648 
(!)thsr Funding S,o~rco8for1h18p,r()po8al: 

For thisp,oject, ,ttlo Oily of Richmonclla the'only fund~r. How~ver, therearef11ul\lpie: SQ41Ce<;1h"l.dlreclly"and',lrldlreC\IYJUnc\,lhe 
, RI~limOnd HELP Depot. ~our~ offundlng, k1dud~:CpmmunliyG,arn"jg grants, VlIJil)U$ ProvinCial Goveromeilt.Qranl$, Federal 
~overnmenl grants, Qorpqfllte ponor&and Indlvldua)s. In this' proposal, we haveseparaledthe Project BUd!jet:fr6m alh;lthet 
sourcasQffundlhg '\0 ~i1$ute'lh$tlt Is,ebsoluteJyCJeaflhat fhlsi)'rsntis :aimedat Ifrl,ptoviO'o'seMcese'xclusivaly,el'lhe ~lclim6nd 
H15LP [)eplltJor the benefit Qfihe Ric~mond comiliUhl\y. 

1. Sour()~: Arrio:llJnt< purpo •• : 
'. 2. Source: AmOU!)t: P!'!,PP •• : 

3. Source: Arnount: Purp!>se: 

,---- - T<ltal proJect budaef: 

12. For Siaff Use Only (SD/AH) 

Recommended Grant: $8000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Granl amounl would assist wilh the purchase of 15 walkers plus a half 
Purpose: day/week lechnician. 
Requesled funding is for 44 four wheel walkers and salary 
for a 1 day/week technician. 
These are loan items for seniors who require temporary 
aid for mobility. 

Revised August 2011 
)4 28326 

Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
GP - 33
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1. 

2. 
.0rgaliizatlon;GHIMOCrlslsServlc\ls . 
Grant ROqU9S!: $ 50.000 ··· __ ··--·-rp-ro-.... po-s-a ... ' T"""lt,.-le-:..,.s-tre-n""'g-th.-e .... n'"'ln-g-c-rl-sl-s ... P-r& ... v-e. n-U-p-h-Po ... R,-· e-.$-pp-.nl~·. -e:~ .•. !3 .... u"'n ... cll-09..,· ---...-j 

. I ~~Wle(lg'1Skilf$'·ai1d . RiiSllijj~ceMr(js$R1chmOi1d 
3. 

4, 

5. 
6, 

7. 

9. 

Grant Program (<lPPIY to aile Ohly); .~ Health, Sooial8.Seofely o ' pa:tk$, R9Pi~llti~h &~ CotnI11UoIWg\lenls. , 
The Arts II< Culture Grant PrQQram.ls \lnQ!;!r d.~veloDment and wlJl:b'e o:oaled !ll'" th!>City_WebSttE! BS:O! Oclobllr'2-1 , 2bl1, 
PUrpose: 0 Group OperatIng Assistance, andior X A Coml1\vnitY Servloo (e,g"prQgram, Pr91¢¢t, r:;V/lnt) 

Dl,!ratlotl; X An On9Qiqg Activity, andior ' Cl A Otie;\lrI1l1Actililtv Start Date: ~flP: 
Ate youapplylfl9 for .a ttiultl'ye~r flJl1!jlngoY!lIEi7 (See Slant F!(Q~(am f(hli~ibility requirements) 
(:rNo X Y!l~ If yes, thlsJs .for year .......L-oI' a ....JL.year eyel" . . 
IfYe~r 2 or $,. ElaasaaUaCh itiformatltmriiQar.dlog arJ\lC1)a\Jges slnoeYe~r 1. thatm~y. irnpaQlyour use ofCllv Gr~nte. 
summary of Request (ineiudlng proposed activities. tarllEltgrou'p(s), coinmUliltY b$'nelJl): .. 
This grant SUPPO!ts .d~IiYery 8, .xpanslon Of CHIMO'<\Qrlsla~o~poi'\$O' andComlT)"riitY "'ngagementiedLicatl~.n.:Servl~es, allo! vihl¢h 
~re dellvored ~y profes,slOnolly IrolhQdand'aupervlSedv.ofiintee'"In 2010111 'th~$li 8~iiticaa :s.upPO)je<loY~r 17.QOQ il!!9ple,. 
Crlsia llesponsel1o (VIces help indi\ll~.~ ~i$ and femilieS 1r\'l~lc~ni~"d ~.vIQ~to \helrw;ylhr9ughc wi~.,.,,,pgiJig Ufe ~ises iO, 4pto2() 'different 
lal19uages, Tiley offer Imm.di~te ,emotlon.l.qpp.prt; heipwith id.nUfyl~gandi'.olvlng, protil.~ms:prol:ldestrO)lgl'h~aile$Jc)keypubn9~ 
community resources, 91~ prealiiiele .. I.le.o. wllh;poVer!y,adrriinlstr.tlve, t~ftilJy,: ''''rii lgr~tl9n 8. e!vU 'law ma~a[s::·andintei\lene' ln ·Ijfe. 
thr •• tening ai.tualions, As a re.ull. Indlvldual.!f.mQlo. tire Sllpp(jrt~d, lives. are .. saved, people areal.lI~lo re .. solvelnel, Issue.8expa~lan!lY and 
live In the comlilunily with gre.ler.clarity, capacity, energY,.robustnoss andreadiness'lo addieSS'f~IU(e challangesln·\helrllve$. 
Community EngagementlEd"c.!lan Serv"; •• help chlld("n.Y9uth, partner •• newcom.e ... 'and (amllies bacQrn/Unorli k!\OW/8~eable,abou.t 
sgelal concern. and understond hOW to .~dr".' tH.min . ~.~lIIiy arideflectivEi""'ays,TheVprovl,d~ii'np,o~antlnfQrr'r1atlon\(,.neWeom:e:IS and 
oe.lp .!hemadiust.lo ·Iif. In Coil.d •• . Social/omollonoll •• rning .cil~itJ.s strenglhenJal)iii\i and. ccirnmuillty comm"nlcatl~hll!\d .~ui.ld '$KiIls .am\ 
r •• llloneyfor.addressing fuluro lif.: challenges, T/lEiSe-s.NiCe$ are d.'iv.Q(Od In all fllefitnond ~Igh schOOls as well a. to newcomers, parents 
andolh.r. in Iho ;,:rooder cemm"nltv, . . . . __ -,- ' .. 
N6n-Grant City Supports Currently Rocolved(e.g., 'faclllty use;~nnlsslvet.ax exemption); 
Use or City-owned lot for SOCial housing (60 yr hDGosllease (or Nova HO~e pI'OPeity)"perlIQltax retieHor Nova HO\ls!! propllrty 

Your society's Total Bu~gel 

Total Revenue 

Total Expen'ses 

AnnualSurplus 0, (Oeflclt) 

Ac~umllla\ed Surplus or (Dol1.clt) 

JUl:!tlflcation for any Annlla.1 and 
'Accumulated Surplus or (Defloit) 

Most RocElnfComplo!od Year 
je,g., Audited Flli.".11\1 StlitemontJ 
$1,7g1,!)Z5 

$1,795.099 
$ (3,474) or ($19,616) after,amoniZi\tJon 

$uc!get for Cilr.rent Yea, 

$1,92;3,695 

$1,929,555 

$ (5.860) 

$ (28,.782) e.cludinQ conlillgeneyreserve$ 

Ph!)ase e~plaln: Thjs d¢fI!;II ,:wal}a:O~((j 
apprOVed In advanCe as a temp m,~iI.S\lI'9, 

Ple~~1j expl~ln; Expl~mit1onsltnilai 10 
last .flscal, 2012f13bud9~t W balanced 

10. Previous City Grant: Amount: $44,660 Year: 2.011 Use: Crisis Re~ppn~e:~M CO[ninuhltyEngag$m"mtJEducatJon SerVices 

11. Proposed City Grant Use: 
1, Use: Crisis Response Services 
2. Use: Community EngagemenVEduca!ion Services 

Total City Gr"nt Request: $ 50,000 
Otl>or Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1.$ource; VCH & Prov of BC Cdnttaots Amount: $ 399,78.5 
2. Source: Gamlng,Law Foundatlon,Srants Amount: $ 185;900 
3. Source: CHIMO donations, fees, misC. Amount:$ 94,000 

Amo.unt: $18.000 
Amount: $:32,000 

Purpose: Crisis Re$p6nSe SerVices 
PurposQ::Crisls .Re$ponse/Cominunlty Engage/Ed 
Purpose: Orls.ls R"SPoMIl/CQh'lmunity gngllge/Ed 

Total /lro eet budget: $669 685_ , 

Revised August 2011 
3428321 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 GP - 34



12. For Staff Use Only (SD/AH) 

Recommended Grant: $47,000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year 1 of 3 Multi-year Funding Cycle 
Purpose: Same, level as last year plus cost of living increase. Range of 
This grant supports delivery and expansion of CHIMO's services offered has significantly increased over the, years. 
Crisis Response and Community Engagement/Education 
Services 

Revised Angust 2011 
3428327 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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-:--- -::--'"--:---:::::--::-:--:--~,........-.,-,----:--..,.-c---c-----------------..-.., 
..1.._, _+o_rg,,-a_"_iZ3_t_lo_n_: _T_he_C_h_in_ese Mental Wellness Assooiatlon of Canada 
2. Grant Request: $37;000 I Proposal Title:' CMNAC Mental Wellness Promotion and Prevention Progwms 
3. Grant program (apply to onll only): X Health, social & Safety Q ParKs, Recreation 8. Community flvents 

The Arts &_Q.ulture Grant Program is under develollment anq will be j:1osted on the City WeQsite as of October 21,2011. 
4. P!.Irpose: X Group Operating Assistance, andlor 0 A Cortln'mnlly Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) 
5. Duration: X An Ongoing Activity, and/or 0 A One·tlme Activity SIart Dale: End: 
6. Are you applying fora multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Pragrnm'for'8iigibimyreqldrements) -,.- ... , ... 

o No X Yes If yes, this is for year ._ 1._ .. of a_3,_ year cycle 
If year 2 or 3, please attach information regarding any changes since Year 1 thaI may impact your use of City Grants. 

CMWAC is a registered non-prollt charitable 0rjlani2:ation Ihatwasestabl.ished in 1995, Out objective is to 
help 6!ndempower \ho$e willy mental challe"ges(parmal1ent and temporary) in the ooml11uniiybtsupportiog 
them to reoover to eohieve self reliance and, to remove Ihesocla.1 stigmaagail1st mel1li;1li11!"i6$sthrough 
education and support Of the community by creOiting a support network offering recreational actiVities. 

The purpose of these activities is to create an opportunity for affected irldividUOIls to participate In soCial 
events and to obtain peer support from one another. 

Affected individuals will be supported through activities like karaokll, elancing, tea groups, supporl.grOup, field 
trips, feetivall3vents, outreaCh, English conversation class, Ghinase literature olass and Ghinese calligraphy 
class. Individuals affected with depression can attend our depression recovery workshOp whiCh is a 2 week 
program and learn strategies of healing. 

• Counselling (Group and individual) is also available by appointment and drop in. language barriers are often 
a problem for new immigrants,therefore translation is also provided in EngliSh, Cantonese and Mandarin. 
Through ollr oounsellingtechniquesoLlf clillnts and affected families memberswllJ laarn neW strategies 10 cope 
with mental health issues. In c0rVunctlon, with a professional.supportgroup, . 

There is a need for a support network in the community..There isa strong international oonsenslisthat 
recovery Is an Important conceptfor people with mental health prOblems. II implies a commitmentto the pnnciple 
that people should be helpedto live their I!ves to the fullest extentpos$ible within the limitations of theiriHness. 

Recovery requires appropriate patient support, including peer.to-peersupport, family or oareglversupport, 
community interventions and supportive housing proQrams. Recovery requires a <laparturefrom traditional 
service. delivery models ,md it requlre$ working "with" patients, notseeking to solve their problemS for them or to 
simply reduce their symptoms. CMWAC fosters an environment of personal elllPowermentan<l self relianCe. 

CMWAC often receiVeS telephone COllis to schedule counselling appointlllen!saO<l informalionabouUhe 
activities we·offer. Often people walk-in to ask for assistance relate<l.to their mental healthconcern.~,GMWAC 
offers free monthly mental health educatlon presei")tatjons forthegel1i;lral pUblicandrnakes referrllisfo the 
properrssouroes and support. During thssepresentlltions, the audiencewill.leern abgutsYrnptl1JTls,early 
prevention and detection. The knowledge gained from these presentations is .oene/ioial to the effecte<l 
individuals .. Our monthlY mental health education presentations are one of the most Importanti'l.ctlVitJeswe 
offer, different topics are given each month, su.ch as SehizophreniOl, Bi- Polar, Obsessive- Gompulsive Disorder 
and Anxiety Disorder. 

8. Non-Grant City Supports currently Received (e.g .• facility use; pennlssivatax exempllon): 

Revised August 2011 
3428328 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 36
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~1~~~~~~~~~~~-------r.~~~~77~~~~~--------"r-~------~~~--~'----~ 
!9. Your Society's Total BU(lget Mo~t~$~ellfCQm.p'etedY~a~ BlIdgetfor Currellt Year' 

Ile,a, AuditedFinancialStatementl 
~~---I--~--e-venue-----------------+$~8~3~~~~4~$~~~~~~~~~L---t$=1=1=;2~a~o------------------~ 

/ Totalel(penses $84,434 $!IO.660. 

Annual Surplus or (06f1Cit} $(48$) $(3.3S0) 
____ Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $3,763 $363 

[-k6~~(WSj~iCdf~~~~~:~{~~~~a) Plea$e~xplain: Iplease~XPlalh: 
'j Pr~YIQus City G~a\lt:. Amounl:$6,$~.QO Year: 2011 
, Us.e: rQCoYer$mor)ths o{casiJalla.bour, office rent, telephOne, insur(l.n£~-,,9J!ice$Llppli~.$&p(mting ___ . _____ ~ __ ~_-I 

11. Proposed City Grant ~h'(l: 
1. Use: Profe~sional anq admifli$trative salaries and benefits (fUll time) Arnc.unl:$.f1,040 
2. Use: Professional t;tndadministrative salaries and peneflts (patttimel Amount: 4,180 
3. Use: Volunteer support (e.g .. expenses. recognition) Amount: 3,600 
4. Uso: Office rent Amount: 14,600 
~. U$C: Supplies Amourit1.270 
6. U$I},Equipmant Am()Unt; 600 
rUse: Ught ArI1()~nt: t30 
8. Use: Telephone Arnl>unt: 1.3g0 

Total City Gral1t Request; $37 ,000 

Other FundingSpurcesf()rthh.PrQPO$~I: 
1.So\Jr~ .. : 80 Garnl~g Cqrnmissipn Am()\lnt: $:10,000 
Purpose: Monthly mentalhealtheduca!lon present",tions;Mental.Health Resourc.eCentre,.Deprf)$$i':mRf)(;overYl"(~Qrl!m; 
Recreation Programs; Counselling (Group & Indivldl,(aQ, Qutre.ch, C(af\W()r~s. chinese C<llllgraphy8, ClassiC<j YlcChin9,Festivai 
E;vents; Field TripS, Pear Support; Peer Support and Youth Volunt~rs Trainings 
Z. Spuree: CMWACAmount:$(l3,aeO 
PlJrPOS(K Monthly ·mental heaHh. educatlohptes~htatiOn$; Mental·He!llth·Reso~rce ·Centre, Oepre$$iOr.ReC9ve.rvprogram: 
Recr~(>tionP(og(ams; CO~l)selUng (Group8dn~ividual),04treach, ·Oraf\Wqrk$. Ohinese calligraphy ~ ClaSsiCI! VI-Ching,Feel/v,,!i 
E:yen!$; Fi~ld Trips. Peer Support, Peer Support "ndYou\h Volunt!)ers Training\! 
$.$ourc",: Amounl: 
Purpose: 

12. For Staff Use Only (SD/AH) 

Recommended Grant: $8700 
Year _ of _ Multi-year Funding Cycle 
Purpose: 
To fund staff wages and operational expenses. 

Total project budget: $80.660 

Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Same level as last year plus cost of living to support operating expenses 
for social activities and referrals to other community services_ 

Revised August 2011 
3428328 

Application Deadline: October 14; 2011 
GP - 37
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www.rlchmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Organization: FiRST SocielY (Family hltegraUOil & Resource$uPlxut nam) 

AhJ y()~applYlnillor a muftl-year (iinqjngcYCle1 l~eEi ~i'lll1tPrograni'fQr eligibility req!J/femeni$) 
~. NO 0 Yes If yes, tnlslsfQtyear _QI it ~ year ~YCle . ' . . ' 
.If.year <!. or \3, pleasEi attaCh InfgrtnatlOt) regijrdinQ.any changes: 8Irne.yearlttla\maY)lmp~(l\ 'YPur use'ofCI\Y'(>rants, 
Summary ofReqiJelft (1I\ClU~It)ifpro~osedactlvilia(j,itargetQroup( .. ), ocrnIi1Urljtyl1eru~fit)': 

The FIRST Mu~icultural RasourQ9Programls an Jnitia\l~e ttla!alms to<mel1!thegrowing n~~s,!f.\hem..ui'loutti.!tEiI 
communities in Canada, partlaulMY Iri:RIOIimond. Alnis to 1)asslsW\ the int~r!ltloniQtlil: S~1tJ9rriarit Of. (rIillii cUllu~al 

. Immigrants 2)airns to'proyide irifO(inalllin .6tlp.u!;>ik:~rvlc<!!H!~dh!lI/1(j)(~itG deUv~ry of 9l!ilh3)alrtls!O;!'$8Isl'and 
promote unity by encouragirig .oOmmtinify InVOlliemeptthiOu9h'voluhl$~sm A).<ievelop ~niarila(jn&lliiol!'gtimentori;hi" 
5) Hostlailorod workahQI'9Sp9Clfi6 to .leililor'!;' qanobrnsand n~ed~; 

19 

Ta;meo! too progiamE!' o!1jeOliVes WI'J Will. cond.uet a.satiesof tt.iihl~9s, hjteractive workshops. alld$pi)Qk"M~ri9S fllaf4jiflg 
oxp<>rts in various fields. With this. program Wf> inten!ltO$erv~ .n9W"lmmi9rant~, fljmlHes, l\~ni()t$. parents"yoytheOd children, 

8. Non-GIaOlt City Supports CumonUY'RecolvOd ( •• g., facility ul!~; perm;SsiYf,lf;ix ·exemp*'iI.nt: 

1) Steveslon Community Centre - room usage; ree waived :2tKlog George Park - eVj!nts Venue- renlijl fee, waived 

g, Your Society's Total Budget Most.Recent Completed Year Buaget forCurmnt'YOiar 
Ile,g., AIIdlled Financliol !l4I!A!m,,,t) . 

Total Rovenue $2,941,00 $ ,/\l;t(IQ.OO 
Total I;xPilnses" 741.40$ 74;357.00 

$ 2,205.eO 

$ ;;!,642,93 

Please ellPlain: 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) 

Accumlilated SlirplUS or (Ileflclt) 

Ji/stfflcation for· any Annilalanq 
Accumulated SurplUs or (lleflCitJ Inqame from events & ·dotlalions 

10. P~VI()us .ClIy Grant: Amol!nr. 

11. Proposed Cily {;rant Use: 
~. U$II: AdmlOistratlveexpenae 
2. UiII", OparaUnQ Exponsa 
~. Use: Consuttancy Faes 
~. Use: Others 
6. Use: 

Year: 

Amll.unt: 
Amount; 
Amollnt. 
Al"O.l!nt: 
Amount: 

Total CllY Grant.l~eque~t: 
other Funding Soul'ees for thIs Proposal: ' 
1. SQurce: nona Amount: 
2. Source: AmO.llnt: 
3. Source: ~ilunt.: 

TotelproJect budget: 

\Jse: 

$20,<lOO:OO 
$22,<lOO.OO 
$10~060.0Q 
$13,000.00 

$65.000.00 

Purpose: 
purpo~: 

Purpose; 

Revised Allgusl 2011 
3428329 

Application Deadline: October 14,2011 

$5,343.00 

$ 7;985.63 

PIe;lSfi "xp(;lIn: 
aiiticiriatedgra'nl li!pproval 

---

GP - 38
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12. For Staff Use Only (SD/AH) 

Recommended Grant: $1100 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year ___ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle There are no financial partners other than the City for this application. 
Purpose: No clear demonstrated need is' prOvided. Staff recommends this group 

To fund staffing. operation costs and program costs of the arrange a meeting with staff to develop a case for future applications. 

organization. 
Same level of funding as last year. plus cost of living increase 

Revised Augllst 20 II 
3428329 

Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
GP - 39
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 No.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Oi'ganlzatlcm: Family St;llViCt;lS olGreat~rWncouver 
Or'lnt Rllqu,,6t: $ 52,OOO.OQ j;1tQPQ$al .TII!Q; RiphmpndOOuns!illirig, ' $~PPQct· $I ih~rap!!,~tlqEdUCa!IOnprog. 
(jrahtpro~ram (apply to one ,only): t!Ol,'HeaffitsciiiTill& Slifetr----o-Parks, . ~ecr9aiidn'& COmni~~ity EVents 

_I~Ms & CultureQ.[~nt_Pfo9ram Is underdevelQ~ment andwlll be·gosledontheCit£! W~bslteas. ofOct6be(21. 2011-
Purpose: U Group ()per~tingAMi$tance, ali9i6r !!!i. A GQmnioriitySiorVil:a(e.~., Pto'srsm, PrOjeitlt, Elient) 

Our/lilon: mAn 0l190lngAc.livity, alld!oJCJ AOne;tlrileAqtlvltY$taI'!CJat~; Eli9: 
I ~re you ~pptylng for a multi'year fi,!n:dll)gcyele? (See Grant Progfamf6r eligibililyfequlremehls) 
o No !9Yes If yes, this is forY,ear ~ of'a _3_ year cycle . 
J!.Xe!ilr.2 or 3. ~I~aseattach Ihformalionregardiri!! anXlihaOOils,siiice Year 1 that matimQaot l!0ur useofClt~ Oranls. 
Summary of Request (includinll'propo!iild activities. targel groupJs). 'comnliinitvb'ene~f!: 

This current grant request Will Qe useq to -cbn~hueth9:counseJilng, suppottan'Uhereipeutic'edu~a_tiQn prog!an'" thatFliIlWy 
SelVlces (F~GV) has. pro\ild9din the city QfRlcnmond (or Ihe las1 33yeaJSlJ1I~pfqsram offers !ri,divfdUali flilmlly.an:cf grOlJp 
counselJlngana Is fUllyaccfedltedbycARF jntefh~ltonal. Tile FSGY CQJ.jnsellln!j, SVp,p.qr)li,n(j F,du~!IQf)pr09ram§~r.:e$ 
911¢nts of all ages,family cQnfigurlltionS8M incoli'le groups,addrsssirfga Wide spectrum'of,eonCli!rhs; inclllding parent!ng 
Issue$, emotiOhal anO behavioural. difficulties inCliild(en'lDd Youti'l,familyconfljot, relatl~t)s~lppl(fle~.!tles,~e~lernent, loss 
and grief. ThIS programprioritiz~s andwO!tS primarily wlthresidentsQfRichmOI1Q. ThispltiQrElm is. pre\i~nta!lv~in nEllqre, 
unique to Rlchm!lnd, and works in partn~rshlp with Q,thet Rlct\monQa~encje$. II is acces.il.ilillltopedPJa .• wn6ca.h'tafford 
private counselling and who don't qualify for any O\ijer Services. 

N!ln-Grant City Supports Currently Rece!lred (e.g., '-cUlly Ul;lI;permIS$lvetlix eXI/mptlon): 

Your SOCiety's Total Budget Most .ReCent Complete!;! Year 
I (e,g . . ~u1!lfed Financial Stl\t\ll']l\lrin 

' Budge~ for Current Year 

Total Revenue S 22;276.296 $ 23;620.164 
'Total Expens.es $ 22,;a5.9.6i}7 '$. 23,796,:;37 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ 16,659 $ (176.373) 

Acc;ulnultlled.Surplus or (Dllfloit) $ 881,655 $ 

J.u8tltlc~Uon fQrany Anliy.al an.d Please'exphlii'l: Please &lIplairi: 
ACClurilulated Surplus or (Deficit) see Attachment 1 forexplMation seil Alt<ichment 1 for Elxplanaliori 

Prev.l.ous City Qrant; Amount: $45,615 Year: 2.011 !J.$e: Program operations (s/!!a,ies; benefits, program expenses) 

Proposed City Grantt)se: 
1. Use: Salaries. Wages. and Benefits Amount: $ 41;912 

fu.e: Office Rent J\mo~l'!t: $ 2,641 
3.U. ... : Supplies, Equipment Amo~n.t: $ 1,301 
. Usa: Telephone, Photocopy AmoQnt: $ 946 

,5.Uaa: IT. Travel, Prof. Dev" Admin Amount: $ 5,200 
Total City Grant Request: $ 52,000 

Olhor Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: UWLM Amount: $ 25;018 Purpose: ·Program operations 
2. Source: Fundralsing/Gaming Income Ampunt: $ 13,000 j>lJfPO~e; Program operatIons 
·3.So.urea: FSGV additional ravenue Amount: $ 20,q~0 Purpose: Program oper91lQ'19 

Total proJ~ctbudg4!t: $110.0;1.8 
' _ M.,M 

Revised Allgusl 2011 
3428330 

Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
GP - 40
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12. For Staff Use Only (KRlDKB) 

Recommended Grant: $ 46,600 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year 1 of ~ Multi-year Funding Cycle 
Purpose: FSGV Richmond Counselling, Support and Same level as last year plus cost of living increase for individual, family 
Therapeutic Education Program and group counselling. 

Revised August 2011 
3428330 

Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
GP - 41
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• _ _' H , ..... ~-===-----.............:-. ............. - .... " - -;.-~ ,,,,~. ;,,; : l':: .. _,,:, __ ;. . . :::.':"!:'!=:;",_~,....~_ ... _~. " ~ "'''''' - ' ''''_ ' ''' ~ __ _ _ 
1. i O~gani;ration: Heart.of Richmond AIDSSocj~ty 
---I , . ..... . ......... . __ .. _ _ ....,.. ........ _~~~ __ ........ ,..,...".... ... ; .... ''"'. __ ~_,_.,.-~ •• " . ,_ •• ~_, . __ ' P , ...... .,,_:. .. _··_..,..: __ ."_. "_,... ,_ .......... ....-_ _ . _ •• ~ __ ..".._--. __ ._ . __ _ 

2. i Gr;ll1t R!)q~aQt' $14,000.00 Proposl(l ritle:. ()!ffc~ Op~ratlon$ 
3. ... !Grant prci\irain (apply toone-only): . if .HE\alth, . oCial&s~le.lY '. CipmkS; l;leert;lafioh &<c6mn:iirn1iitEveI1K---~-" 
_ •. .. .1 'The Ar12....~i<y-'!!t~Q~!lnt£'l£!I!:am 1~i!5iDL~Y9Igpl1l.fiI1L~J]!i .y!.in .4.~ RQ;;.i!W9n 111fi.9ll):' VV~Q§!(la§ 9fQ9.tQ~~Lf 1.~()11 ..•..... 

~
4~ : Purti~se: . ./ ~!OUP Operaling~~si$lan.ce. and{or ~.A O()I:n1rilin. itY.S .• erviCC".5~~;:. prQg~':."~ .. ~!:..r~~.ql.. ~~'!!.12 -.---'---'-c 
5. iDufiitlQl1; v An OngclIogA<;UYlly, all'Q/pr CIA One.·ljmeAcliVIly starl ·Oat!!: End: 

__ . . . __ .• __ ~ _ _ ., ._,-~._ .... -" """""'''''_' ~_. '<4~~-"c~.c~"..,...._~_~ .• • _ _ _ ~ __ ._-, __ • _ _ ._~~ ._~_.--,-,.. • .,.,._-'-

S. 'A!e:Vo\l applying for a lt1,ulli'y~ar funding cycle? (See Gianl. P(b~famfo( Eililjibilily ·re'qllir'Eiments) 
0(\10 v Yes Iryes, thi§ls for v.ear_1_ of a ~3_year(;;ycle . 
If year 2 or 3, rlease..@ltacblh.formati6jJ r.QM!f!!.\l.9~~n,~.,g!1~O!!a,~tI)S~. y'g~[1.\n~1!!,IJY. lm.p'~9ht9.9rJ!~e~~L£fly' ,Clrll!".t~ .. _ .. _ ... 

7. 'Summary of Req\lest (incilldin9prOP9$ed llcthtllids. Wget grq.UP($):como\l.inity benefit); 

To proVide offitn operallorurfor.a wide rarl'g.9 of Sllj:>port 8ervice.~for p~rs9''1s''Vith HIVIAIP'S I'wd.,their 
·famlliElsalJd caregivers . To provide S\IPport services, preveritlon and ·.edl/cation (olhe community ~$ well 
'as drop in and meal programs. 

I-c:--,--.--:--.. -----.- .. ..-.---.~--,--...... ,,-_ ........... --- , .. _ .... .................... -..... ........ - .. 
8. Non.Gr~rlt City Supports curroi1tly Reoeived (e.g., facility use; permissive iax exel'nptlon); 

N/A 

9. 
·--:~-· .. --.".----:---I-~--~·-'---·-.... -·-· J· .. - -· -. --- .- -:-..... _- -.... ---.. -

Your S.ociety's Total Budgot Most RecenfCon'Hlletea Y"ar , Sl,Idget for Current Year 
,,' (e.g., AU£l!.ed FlnaD.clal stlltem!,!!!L .. ..... r-..... , ... --.. __ ~ ... ~_ ............... _ ..... . 
$134,678.00$1 ~~.i5iJO 

$ 133,643;00 $199,500 

Totall~evenue 

TotaiExpensos 

AnnulIl Surplus or (Deficit) $ i $ , 
Ac.cu.mulatod ·$Wplus or (Doficit) $10'35.00 is 
Jus\ifi!:~tlo'n for anY Annl!al~nd Please. explain: Increase from i PleaSe explain: 

Accumula!!id Surplus or ~E~f~.:'~ __ ._ JuJld':~~in~~~~~~tl!~. __ _ .. _... . ___ J ........ ..... ~ __ .. _.,,_ .. _ .... _ . .. , ," ..... -.J 
10. prevlo\JsClty Grant Amount: 7613.00 Year: 2011 U~e:.Offic.e operations , ..... _._ .... --.---.'-.. --.----.- .. -----------... ---.-..• , .•.• --~."~, . , .. -~--,,---- , .... ,, .. "''''',,'',.-, ... ...... ,., ••... , ...... " 
'11' ProPb~;dCityGrani· use; ----- .. - . ....... ........... . .......... _ ..... . 

i. Use; Office Rent 
2. Use: Phonellnternet 
3, Use: Insuranc~ 
4 .. US.a; 

AmO\lnt: $10,000.00 
Amount: $2,000.00 
Amount; $2.000.00 
Amount: 
Amount: 

Total City Grallt Request: 
Oth&.r Fundin\! Sou~cesfor thisProposlIl; 

... ...... :: •.. !-

1. Source: SCGamlng Amollllt:$6,OOO.OOPurpose;Qffleo Oporalions': 
2. Source: v..noouvor Coastal Health AmQunt::$6,0(j~.OO ·Pu.rpo~e; QfficeOperati(urs 

J 
3. Soorce; Fundralslng event. Amount: $2000.00 purpos.e: OfficeOperations 

_ __. T ()lalE!2Jectbl:'S!ge . .!.!t:_$:!l·~~f)""O~O~O _______ _ 

Revised August 2011 
3428331 

Application Deadline: Octo.ber 14, 2011 
GP - 42



12. For Staff Use Only (KRlDKB 

Recommended Grant: $10,000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year ~ of _Multi-year Funding Cycle Staff recommends a COL increase, based on a vulnerable population, 
Purpose: Office Operations for supporting persons with no duplication of services, significant increase in number served (from 
HIV/AIDS 60 in 2000 to 1870 in 2011) and long-term grant recipient. 

Revised August 2011 
3428331 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO'. 3 Read, Richmend, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmend.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

IOi'ganl:zation: Integration Youth SelVic(1s Society (IYSS) 

Grant Request: $30,569.21 I Propesal Title: IYSS 2011·2012 City Df Richm,md Grant Application 

Gr~nt Pregram (apply to' ono only): lit: Health, SO'cial & Safety 0 Parks, Recreation & Community lSvents 
The Arts & CUltur.9 Grant Program Is under development and will be pested on the city Wobslte as of October 21. 2911. 
Purpose: l:!l Gr~up Operating ASsistance. "nd/or l:!l A Community Service le,g., Program. Project, Event) 

Duration: l:!l An Ongoing Activity, andlor Q A One-time Activtty Start Date: End: 
Are you applying fer a multi-year funding oyele? (See Grant Program for ~ligibility requireml;lnts) 
~ No 0 Yes If yes, this Is for year _ of a _ year cycle 
If year 2 or 3, ~Iease attach infannatlon regarding any changes since Year 1 that may impact your use of City Grants. 

Summary of Requost (including proposod activities, target group(s), community bonefit): 

25 

Ttle propostld gram "1111 be aliDcated Into our three pillar programs: 1) The Muslard Seed Theatre allows. young actors 10 
receive Ihealricallrainlng and demonstrate their tal",n!s on stage 2) The Youlh Drugs-free Project i$ dedicated to raising 
public awarem",s on teen drug addlelian through research and events 3) The Persona\{,rowlt1 Program gives yooth !in 
oppodull1ty 10 visil irnpovensl1ed regions in the Vlorld and gain a greater appreClaUori for life. Our larget groups are youttr and 
their families, Since our programs are executed based on pu/Jlic response, '!Ve are ceneln that our organi<;:atlon can bring 
various benefits to Ihe con ""unity including; 1) promoting livabili\jl/clty's ilPpeal 2) buildin\} a legacy/complele c.ommunity 3) 
advocating Ipr volunt~er,"rnlwellnesl;. At the same time, we are c:onndenllhai our tailored servlqes·wil benefit tire g,meral 
population, especially children, youlh, famllie" and new immigrants. In .addilion, our programs (espedally the Youlr 
Drugs.lre·", Project) are periorming pervenlive. and intervening work for the comlT1unlty. 

8. Noo·Grant City Supporis CurrantI)' Received (e.g., facility use;p"rmlssivetaxexel11ptI6n), 

NIA 

9. Your Society's Total Budget M.,J;tRecehl c"tIiplet~dY!H!r 
_______ +/Il·Il·,Auoit(!dF'Inanciol·Stat(!lT1(!nt) 

$ 12($,$05.14 Total· Revenue 

Tot.1 Exp.mses 

Aiinupl Surplus or (Defl~lt) 

A!:;cumulated Surplus or (Peficit) 

$ 251,416.28 

$ .125,111.14 

$ ~125,111.14 

Ju",tlfi<;ation for pny Annualanq Pioaseoxplaln: 

Budget fot Currerit Year 

$ 377,721.42 

$ 251,416,28 

$ 125,111.14 

$ 0 

Please ,xl>("ln: 
Acoum"latod Surplus or (Defioit) De(lcitmbstlyduel0 wagesanc:! pen"fits Proposed ,evenue covers deficit 

--~ 

1 O. PrevlQus CitY Grant: AirlQunt< $3025,00 Year:2010·11 Use:S3025.00 
~================~:::::::::==::::::::::::===:::::::=::::::::=:::::::=:::::::=:::::::=:::::::=:::::::=::::::::.--. 

Propo.ed City Grant Use: 
1. Use: FulHirne Salaries aM Benefits Amount: 

2. Use: Part-time Salaries ahdBenefits Ampunt: 

Amount: 
T elephon",/Pho!ocopying Amount: 
Program Booklet - Promotion . All1ount: 1

3. Use: 
4. Us.,,: 
5. Use: 

Office Rent/Supplies 

Total City .Gral1t ReqUest: 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: Organization Amount! 
2,Sourc.: Direct Acoos. Amount: 

I
' 3. Source: Richrnond Cily Granl Amount: 

. Total prQject budget: 

$8,060,00 

$7,000.00 
$9,693.06 
$1,452.32 
$~,383.83 

$30,589,21 

$337,132.21 
$10,000.00 

$30,569.21 
$377,721.42 

Purpose: Fundraising Events 

Purpose: Grant 

Purpose: Grant 

Revised August 2011 
3430566 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 44



12. For Staff Use Only (KRlDKB) 

Recommended Grant: $ 3150 Staff COmments/Conditions: 
Year --- of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Staff recommends that the Grant $$ be used to assist funding of the 
Purpose: IYSS Youth Programs 

Revised August 2011 
3430566 

Mustard Seed Theatre Program. The Mustard Seed Theatre provides 
theatrical training and performing opportunities for children to fully 
express their creativity on stage, while developing a well-rounded 
character. 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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7. 

City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 
~ " .. :- ,- :< . r . ,.~ ,~ . • ~ , .~; ... ~ 

.Qrganlzatlon: MultiQultu(al HelRlng j'lousir $ociety 

'GraJil Reque!!!: $45.000 Proposal rltle: Health & Welll1~S$ '~(Ogri!mror S.eniOrs"& .LlC'lri RiCbmdhd ' 

Grl! .pt.P~o"r:Jm (~ppl~ to oh!>.on.ly): (ii!HI1" lth, SOcial & Safety . OPefks,R!icf9ol!on B.99n'1Il1U.i)ity pv.ents 
~'rhj;l Arts & Cultur~ Oranl Prollr~m lsunder deve.lopmenhmd Will be·posleqoo tl:(e . CitI'W~b.slteas ofQctoijer·21 2011. 
p~[pP8e: eg Group Opar"Ung Ass.istance. androl 0 A Community se~c~ (e.g., proQri!lTt Pr()iecl; .Ev~~t) 
pu)'atlon: iii An OrgolngActivity, andlor o.A o.heHimeActivlty $ttlltDate: .. End: 
Me you applying fora lI)u.!ii'year fUnding eyert.? ($~~ Grant prdgiGmfd[elJilibmty reqlJlrehie:hls) 
~No I:J Yes If yes, thi$ls for y~~r _. _ of a _ ' _ye~lr ¢ycto , . 
1./ ~aar :1 or 3. please ~ttach Informati.:m regarqing any char\ges~ihce Yeor 1 tMtl'liaYlmp!i\cl yciUrus~ of·City Gra.nl$. 
Summary 01 Request (Including pro)osed activi~es, target lJrolip{s), communitY penefit): 
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MHHS seeks funding for Ihe InnovatlveHaalth & Weliness'Program .f6r live.in car~9jver~and' ~an.jOt~: in.RI.9hmor d.AgroWl 
The Soole\y is very aggressive In targeting Ihis population .~ince.we bellevelh~nhi) earlier:a, person is~help; the 'mora 
prepared and psychologically sound ihey will b~ in their afforl$to com~etlsql~tipn and lonaliir!iS~. In partnef$iil~'w\th 
C~!neseMeMal W","n\iSS AssociationofCl!n~da. itwiIJ priivip~ Individual <;Qunseilingi pC/lli' SUppottgro~p.lI)on\IiIY rn~nial 
health edU9~tlcin. depressionraC'lvllry work$~ll'p"nd 2417 Welln~s.s Llnl). . ' . 
H.eallh .and Wallness programimp,6vasfunctlonfngandpromoh,B succ9.~ful-'j~jng . ltwlllllkQlyl~\'Idlnthe!eduCltlpnl)f 
seniors and' live-In caregiverBbeing hO$pltalizild. Moreover; il will help decre~s~ tho incid13nco of moniEd illnesses whlch'Gan 
be costly to the health care and welfare ~yst~m ofCan.d~ . · .' 

--- .. "-................ -.---::----:---:::---------~----------~-~-
8. Non.Granl City Supporlll Currently Recolved (e.g" faollity use; permissive tax exemption): 

9. YourSoclely'a Total Budget "';'Q8t RO)c!'nt compl!l\ed Year 
I (G.g., Audllod Flnancilil $t~tem~nt) 

'Totamevenue 

'Total Expenses 

Annual.Surplus or (Olllie/t) 

Accumulated SlJrPlus or (Deficit) 

$ 970,982.00 

$ 983,626,00 

$, (4,744.00) 

.$ 1.842. 543.00 
Justification for any An nual and Plea8eexpl~.ln: 
Aooumulatod .Surplus or·(Deficit) 

10. Previous City Grant: Amount: $10,000.0 Ye~r! 2009 !Jse: 

11. I>roposod City Grant Use: 
1. Use: ProflAdhlin Sal'arles &. 8eoe.llts Amount: 
2. U&e: CO!lsuUant Services Amount: 
3. use: VoluntearSupport Amount: 
4. Use: Office Rent/Equipment/Supplies Amount: 
S. Use: Amount: 

$32,537.00 
$ 2,000,00 
$ 2iOOO OO 
$ 8.463.00 

Total Ctty GranlRoquest: 345;000.00 
Olher Funding Sources for Il1ls Proposal: 
1. Source: Chinese Mental Wellness Amount: $15.7SQ .. OO 
2. Source: MHHS Amount: $18,362.00 

~. Source: Amount: 
Total llroJtlctbudaet: $.~.9.!~8.oo 

$ t Oo'9;e'i9.o6 
$ 1.00049.00 

$ 2;497 .. 00 

$ 

Pleas", ",xpl.II,: 

Purpose: Venue renjal ihClusiv9QI ut)llties 

Purpose; 
purpOse: 

Revised AligIIsI20 11 

3430568 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 46
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12. For Staff Use Only (KRlDKB) 

Recommended Grant: $8000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 

Year __ of __ Mulli-year Funding Cycle (n/a) Partnership has been established with the Chinese Mental Wellness 
Purpose: To provide operating assistance for on-going Association of Canada. Further discussions are recommended with the 
activities, which include: Individual counselling, peer City's Seniors Services and Volunteer Richmond to promote 

support, mental health education, depression recover and collaborative programming opportunities. 
24 hourl7 day a week well ness line for Seniors and 
Caregivers. Services offered throughout Richmond and 
include multi-lingual services to the Filipino, Chinese, and 
Bangia communities. 

Revised August 20 I t 
3430568 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 47
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This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. . -
Organization: Richmond Addiction Services 
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Grant Requo&t: $194 487 Pr()pefOal Title; Cantre of E)(c~le(i¢e in t!)a·Prevention of Gamblln9, an(iSubSla 

Grant Program (apply to one only): t;iiJ Health, SOcial & Safety Cl Parks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant PrOQram Is under development and will be posted on the City Website as of Cotoller 21 2011. 
Purpose: Cl Group Opera,ting Assistanoe, and/or 1!9 A qommunlty Service (.;l,g., Program, project, Event) 

Duration: III An Ongoihg Aotivity, andJor 0 A One-tima ActiVity Start Date: E;nd: 
Are you applying for a mUIU'yearfundlng cycle? (l3ee Gr~nt F'rogram for el)gibmty requirements) 
Cl No !SJ Yes If yes, this Is for year..!.......... of a 1........ yeatc.yole 
If year 2 or 3, please attach information regarding any changes since Year 1 that may impact YOlJf use of City Grants, 
SummaI}' Qf Request (InClUding proposed activities, target group(s), oommunity benefit): 

The City grRnt enables Richmond Addiction SQrvices to offer·the contlnu~m of prevention services in ille ~ity of Richmond. 
Gambling and subslanCil use preventlM is occurring across the community In schoots, in community agencies and public 
plar.es. We aim to delay onset 'of firslusa and r('!duce tha harm if use h(ls begun. We Wish to raise awareness In the 
commuoity regarding the con·sequenoas·of ptobll!m~tic gambling and SUbstance use and other addlctlve behaviours such 
the overUSe of the computer or the internet. Increasing l!tWaYIlh!'S$ in Parents, children, grandpar"nl$ ai'ld adults enableS the 
community to learn how 10 communlcat!!> aboulth"se Issues In sate ways wher!!> people oan ask fer help and support. 
In addition 10 community MeMbers. we aim to "uUd capacity in oth!!>' professionals' and community partoers allowing our 
community to help and support its citizens holding true that· avery door Is the right door to esk for help. 

~-r-~~~~----~~~------~~----------------------------·--8. Non-Grant City Supports Currently Reeblvod (b.g., facility use; pennissive taK exemptil:m): 
Use Of city .pace rental fees are waived for one monthly meeting and National Addiction AwareneSS Week event. 

9. Your Society's Total BUdgl!t 

To.fuI RovenuQ 

TotlilE)(penses 

Most Reaent Completed Yellr 
(e.g.! A.udited Financial Stalem_lIt) 
$ 9Bp,660 

$ 1,053,517 

$ (72,867) 

$ 150,920 

Budget fbr Current Year 

$ 1,070,792 

$ 1139248 

$ (64 157) 

$ 96,763 

Annllal Surplus or (beflclt) 

AccumUlated SurplUS or (OElficlt) 

.,IusUficalfon for any Annu~l. and 
Accumulated Surplus or (Oeficit) 

Please explain: Please explain: 
Shortfail duo to reduced annual funding Due to reduced annual funding 

Year: 2011 Use: Prevention services and programs --::..---\ 10. Previous City (;Irnot: Amount: 174 530 

11. Proposed CilY Grant Use: 
1. Use: Salaries 
2. U.e: Rent 

3. use: Program eXpenses 
~. Use: Admlncosts 
5. Use: 

Amount: $162362 
Amount: $103flO 
Amount: $11 197 
Amount: $ 10 570 
Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: $194,487 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1.$(>urce: VCH Amount: $664334 
2. Source: MoPSSG Amount: $115 000 
3. Source: Amount: 

T()t~1 pr9j(lctlludmlt: $993821 . 

Purpose: Treatment and Prevention Programs 

Purpose: Gambling Treatment and Prevention 
Purpose: 

Revised August 2011 
3430569 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 48
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12. For Staff Use Only (KRlDKB) 

Recommended Grant: $194,4S-r 
--;-

Staff Comments/Conditions: Recommended multi-year funding with a 

Year 1 of;!, Multi-year Funding Cycle CoL increase. 

Purpose: To provide a continuum of education, 
prevention and awareness programming about gambling, The CoL increase reflects the expansion of services and programs that 

substance abuse, and. addictive behaviours in the City's RAS has offered, which has increased from 350 total clients in 2000 to 

schools, community agencies and public places, including 4,000 youth and 100 families in 2010. 

partial funding of a Richmond problem gambling 
prevalence and demographic study. Funding is to equally support 1) problem gambling prevention and 2) 

substance abuse and other addictive behaviours prevention. 

Revised August 2011 
-3430569 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 
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This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Org~nl:zatlon: . Rlollinbrtd Care((E~e society 

,Orant Program (apply 10 one QflIY): 0 Health. Social a.Safsty . OR~rk$.Re¢tel'itI6h &:C6rnniuhityEven!s 
The M!1 8, C~ltureGrant prOOram 1$ under developmllnl ano Will be posted on the OilyWeoslleas ofOctoper2·1. ,20M. 
Purpose: . til/Group Qperating Assistance, aM/orO II-. CommunilySi;!Nice (e.g:, Pmgrll\TI; PrpJest, EVen!) 
Ollrotlon: I;I·An OngolngAQtivity; ill)d/or OAOne.lii:iJeAclivllyslart'Dl\te: Ej1a: 
Ate you. applyhigfor a rnUIti~yearfllndin!l cyCile? (See Grant Pr(jgramfQl' el!g ibilityre<lOlremen!~) 
ilI1'lo 0 Yes If Yes, 'this is for year _ _ of a __ year cycle . ..' 
IfNell1'2 or 3, please attaoh information regardlno 'any ohances since Ye,at 1 thalmav Imoacl vour use,cif CltvGtanls 
$\Immary of RlIQu9at (Inc/uding prOPQsed ~Gllvilles, target Qtotip($); cOinnlUnlwbt.-niiflij: 
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RipnmQnd Carefree Society pravide~ S.uppoij for looal'famllies with ~pecj~lrieecisPY pfovldji)ga twlG9 w~ekly pJaY\li'oUj:ffO:I ' 
chlldreh ages \5. months to.$years. 'Commilted'to h¢lplng,R1c~mond families who: mayb'& Iii) risk, .the. ChUcren's 'l>laygroup 
provides soclal 'stimulation, ag'17<!ppropriale aCtI~itle& an~ weekJYlT)lJ~lc Ih~r!lPYf9" Wants and toddle(~ \'Iho have a speolal 
need, or who have a family member that needs extra suppert. This mayfnolvd6parenls of' n1Ulliples 9tfamiles with a 
member with health concerns or mental healthchalle·lil;Jes. Ojleralin,; since 1969 with the IO~in(l'care 6fvi>lunleEirs, 
Richmond Carefree Society provides children with II s~fe an.d(rlend.lyenyironrnennogro)Na'1dl~~rn, .Whlle .~jlowinQthelr 
parenls a much-needed break. In order to qns~(e that all q~alifyi.n~ f~lliinli!~~r~at!leto p~~lplPl'.t~. , .~lch'l)ondcarefr/;l.8 
Society provlQ/:ls safe trllnsportation lor the children to and from the pro~ram f6rthosQ IIlquiilri9 the,teNlcs_ 

.Nbn.Grant City Supports Currently R~colved (o.g •• 1~!l.tUty 118e;, jl9tml",8ivj) t!!X .xe;nptil:>n): 
Use 01 EaSI Rlc/lmond Hall al no cost: transpOrtlltion arid mUsic Iherapy SObsldy 

·'--j-,----,---,-__ -----r:--:-~~,----,-'--~'---,--,,---,-------'--l 
9. Your Society's Tot.1I Budg'll Moat Recent Compteted Ye~r . audllet f9r·Curr!lnt Year 

Total Revenue 

Tot.l El<penses 

Annual Surplus or (Oeficil) 

Accumulated.Surplus Dr (Dafloil) 

.Justlflcatlon for any Annual and 
Accumulated Surplus or (Defloit) 

. (e.\I. Audited Flnanclal$(al~ment) 
'$ 8;232 

$ 14,707 

$ (6,475) 

$ '7, 3~3 

$ 18: 520 

$' 18,280 

$ 240:00 

$ 

Please explain: Please'explaln: 
I~sufflclent granl funding 

10. Previous Clty .Grlln!: Amount:2,538 Y~ar:2011 \lse:lnsurMoo: Music.lherapy; program supplleslequlpment 
... . .. .. "--

11. Proposed City .Grant 11$!): 
1. Use: 
2. Use: 
3. Use: 
~.Use : 
5. ,Us<): 

Insurance 

Program Supplies/Equipment 
Coordinalor contracl fee 

Amount: 1,373 
Amount: 2',500 
Att)o.unt: 1,127 
Amount: 
AmQunt: 

Tolal City GraJll Request: 

~ ~~ 

Other Funding Sources'for this Propos'al: 

,

!., 1. Source: Variely' Club Amount: 5,000 Purpose: Program Supplies, transportation-elc 
2, Sourc.: Gaming AmDunt: 5,000 Purpc)se:CObrdirr.~tor c'onlrricI1ce;, program·c6St 

I 3. Source: Researching olher sources Amount: Purpose: as above 
i ______ .. _. __ .. __ ""'_. __ J()III!..Er_()i~£.t~,l,I9..9~L!§., ~~.2_ __ ._, _____ ___ _ __________ ..J 

Revised August 20 II 
3430570 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 50
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12. For Staff Use Only (KRlDKB) 

Recommended Grant: $5,000 Staff Comments/Conditions: Funding is recommended for 2012 with 
Year ___ of ___ Multi-year Funding Cycle n/a CoL to reflect the expansion of the programs and high demand of the 

Purpose: To provide parent relief to families who have playgroup through the years, which has expanded to two playgroups per 

special needs (i.e. multiple health concerns or mental week. 

health challenges). The program provides a weekly 
supportive, therapeutic playgroup for children (6 mo.- Future applications to incorporate accounting of all City supports 
3years), while giving parents and care providers a much provided and to work with the City's Community SelVices Department to 
needed break. clarify this arrangement. 

Revised August 2011 
3430570 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 51



1: 
2.~ .. fur'" 

City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

n ;-;;di;; r 

( 

f7. 'v, '::' luuII19 ~':.. ~"' .' ';::;:''''. , . 

., . 

land to • 0' '~'Uy", 

1-~lrthL:~ 
"?'~ ... ' 

, BO' 

:'" ".' 

In 
.. ~ 

, ' 

n • .. 

33 

~ ",., Is m.de re@dlly aVailable ~nd .c~e •• ibl. t. other comm'lnlty .trvlug _gend •• fOT tbe pI!rpos. 
101 , • ". ':':' .... ; .. ~~ hc.lth and wen.belng of families, and thererore communltles. Strong alld beallhy families 
I h;.;;;.-:;~~~; allU I, communilles. 

8. r.;- -:: -; City Supports Currently Recelwd (e,9" facilly 

19 . 

110, 

Facility US&, pennlsslw tax exemption 

• 
TolalRevenue 

Total El<penluis 
• "Surplus or (Dellelt) 

L'!\cc,ulI1ulate!l Surpills or (Deficit) 
~. .h . a,ny • ,,~I~nd 

... ' \' "I 

~e.!I" 
• ~.~ ~n. 

I. 

I$'~O~' 
I C 'A'AQ~ 

18,270 

, 

... 

"'~ 

_, ~ ftftAft 

Revised August 2011 
3430571 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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11. ' PrOPO!l(l!l C.IIY Grani \.1$e: 
1 :Uil.:, a~i1'Il~l"ir~tlvl> ,alatY '~ndbl>n.fit;" '/,lmount; $10;i>OQ, 
2: Use: adrillnl"lralivesalary'a'nd ' bffr;ent~ 'Arljount; liD,GaO 
3: Use; liquIP'ri1enl ' Amourlti '$1,00'0: 
~; USlI: Heat , !\i11~u~t: '~1;!lqQ' 
6. UI\": T"'''pb'lr" " AI1)Q~nl; $1ob~'0 

Total City Gtllht'Request;,$25,MO 
Othe'(,FUrl\lrl'll.l$olll\lesfC!rtblsP~posal: 
1. ' SoumE!:, NlI~llIt!y ,for C)~I'dren .andFa!tilyO~veloPl1)!nt ' 

, tirOp,oIn pll!lirillJl~ expenses end .. alalAs 
2. Source: !..Iii IIei! way of t~er;OVl .. r "'aillfpr~ ' 
.ri~ prograriie~pen$e$ fpr..vl!rlous progj:~ri1s ' ' 
a. Soil~~: I;IC ~a~1l9(;ol'l1mIS~I()Jl ~()unt:$(S~1750 

total proje(:t,/Judi;Jet:iS5 7,53 . 

Amount: $1DO,590 , 

Amoulit: $20,0,.000 

34 

Purpose: p'ayand learn 

12. For Staff Use Only (KRlDKB) 

Recommended Grant: $24,000 
Year 1 of 3 Multi-year FundingCycle 
Purpose: To support operating costs to provide an array 
of preventative and support services to families with 
children ages 0 to 12 years, which includes: parenting 
skills, community resources, social skills, community 
service prOVision space, accessible and available 
programming to decrease isolation, increased self 
confidence/esteem, a sense of community belonging, and 

Staff Comments/Conditions: Year 1 of 3 of the multi-year funding is 
reCommended wilh an appropriate CoL Increase applied, as the number 
of Richmond residents (families, individuals and youth) served by the 
programs have increased exponentially In 19 years, from 10,000 
individuals served in 2000 to 36,594 individuals in 2010, 

family resources, ' 

Revised AugusI2011 
3430571 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 53
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Orgah~atl(m:RlchI1)Qnd FoodSec:urity. Snclety 
Granl'R",quollt: ~MOO PropOlIolTItiol Stirlt.I)p:(SIP)YQ~h!<ltcltet1 
Gr.intProgram (apply to pn. 0lJly): ~ tf$altfj,~orilill,& S~fety qPar;k~,Re6(e!\116h & Ci:»01n]!.llilty eventS 
The Art$ & Cu~ureGiahl Progr:am is u-nder. develo~nle"tar)d WlUbepost~ponth·e·.CllYWebsltell$ OfOclobet 212().11. 
Pul'\I9ss': .p Group ;Oper8ttrtgA~~lstance.l!ridlo.r XA CQrOI)\UnllY-$~rvj~. (e'I1 ,~PfQg~in, j:ii'o~~I} !2V.!lri!) 
Ou",tlOn: o All O"9~ing f>qflvlty,a.o\lIQ( . XA' ()ii~'t.iiDtiAi:MltY . Sliiil rY~t~i Oc\qber, :i01fEnd:· Jilne20 12 
Aft;tyOU .applylrlg fora mlJltl-Ylliirf\!rldlngcyc!e? (Sea.Grant I:'rp9,~mf()teligIDiutyreqlllrem~I1t$) ' 
~No. tl Yes Ifye~, lhlslsflirye$r __ ofa~yearcycle 
IfNBar2 or 3. Dleaseattachinfomtatl'on reaaroino'aiw .chanilesslnce· Yaar l1hatm~y.·lmDaatvourus~ .of CIIVGr:ants. 
Summary ofReq~8.t (Incl~dJn9 proposedaC;llvllies, tafg~tl!rOYp(~), corrfmu·nlty'ben;r.;j: '.. 

The Stir It Up (SIP) You!hKitchen provi!:les a !!afe, acc;Ejssl~le~nvjronmEmt for RIchmond I'dUI~ to g~lhs skills In 
oooking and personal food securi\Y'. The Kltohen wasdevfl!IQ~ed thi"Qklgtla ic6'laporatlonb~\WeencommUt1ity 
nurses, Stev.,s!on Community Center staff, a .. Ad y'outhworke.rs in high sChools a ~a direct rei;pon~ejo various 
issuG.s that vierebelng s!!en' lr! schools suchiis· a~senteel~m, poor emotions.1 an(!sooiaJ!:klll~, lack of cooking 
skills, !OInd rE!ports of empty food o.upboards at home 

Youth are referred to tfjispro~~r\j ~y youth WorKers, commurlltY, nur~El$l\j:j~ .. Piiltellts aiidtne ~itohen runs onces 
week at SteveSlon Community Cel'ller. Thissl!e was ch.osen due. to ilsaccei3$ibility by tr~r\$lt anclthe support 
given. to the program by staff at the 'Center. A facilitator guiaes lheprogr!l\l1anCi dijlvelopsmenus, purchases the 
ingredients, and then guides the youth inlhe preparation of tbe mesl. Enough (ood is mac;le so that the youth get 
a chance to eat thet evening and take leftovers home. 

Youth wttoeltend this program get a chance-to connect Wilh ,YQuthWorkerSahejreSOUrces In Ihe community that 
cah help them overcome emotional ana social barriers that they may be facinf;l. The food that Is provided fills !WO 
meill ~pots but, mqre importantly, youlhare given a'chance to builcjeodklrig skillS-In order to feed themsellies 
healthy food ,eoonomioally, 

We\\loulc;lllke to host 25weeks of Il)ls progrijlTl, ~Ivlng youth 8solldballe of skill II Bnd menus to refer 10; the 
Slevesion Community Cenler is prQvipingbOth'ldlchen spec,e a.t1ckstafftlineasan In-kind donation. We will alsO' 
be partrierlng with ihe Richmond F'ood Sank and the Tetra'Nova Sharing Farm In order 10 keep 'fOOd oosts toa 
minimum and also to provide youth wlfhextra food in caseithey need blake hdme exira food. 

Non-Grant City $Ql'portsCurrently Received (e:g., fa¢lIItyuloe;piitnjlsaiirs tax oJ\emptlo'i): 
Kltchan SPlice, 3 hrs/Week, YQuth wolk!!r:\ hrs/week 

Your,$oc!tdy's Total·Budget MoalRoQ'ont Comple.lad Year 
I (e.g. Audited Flrianlilal StlJlamont) 

lllldgcffor CUlTent Voar 

Total Revsl1u~ $$5,000 $$MOO 
TOlal ·Exponse$ $56,OOl/ $93,000 

Annual Surplus or (Deflclt) $0 $ $~.IJOO 
Accumulated Surplue or (Doflclt) $0 $ 93,000 

Justlflcatlon for any Annual and Please explaIn: Pleallll explain: 
AccumulatedSurplu. or (Peficlt) 

PreviOus City Grant: Amount: $25DO Year: 2011 Use: East Richmond Schoplyar'd Society 
Proposed City Grant Uee:Fundlng for Facilitator honoraiium 

Revised August 20 J I 
3430572 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 54



12. 

1. U"e: Facllit;ltor time 
2. Use: Food supplies 
3, Use' 
, Use: 

$. Use: 

Amount: $37~D 
Amount: $125D 
Amount: 
Amount: 
AmoUllt: 

Tntal City Grallt Request: $6000 

01l1erFundins Souroee for tbls'Propoeal: 
1. SOllrCEI: $teVQito!l Rotary Amol,mt; $1000 Purpose, Faellltatl!r tIme "ad~4Ilflslng 

PurPose: FOod 2. Source; Gilmore Park DreamAuctton Am!)!!nt: $15QD 
3. Source: Amount: Purpose: 

Total ro eQt bud et: $7500 

For, Staff Use Only (KRlDKB) 

Recommended Grant: $4000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year --of __ Multi·year Funding Cycle Staff recommends an additional $1679, bringing the Grant amount to 
Purpose: Funding for the "Stir-it-up Youth Kitchen": $3750, SIP is a program that benefits low-asset youth in Richmond, 
Provides a safe, accessible environment for Richmond allowing them to not only make nutritious meals but also connect with 
Youth to gain skills in cooking and personal food security. resources ,in the community that can help them overcome social and 

emotional barriers they may be facing. 

Revised August 2011 
3430572 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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1. organil!atton: Riohmond liQsplce Assooiatlon 
--.-~~~~--~~~~--------~--~.~--~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 2. Grant Raquest: $60,000 Proposal Title: Support for Staff and op~rating for. Hospice Palliative Support 

3. 

4. 
5. 
6. 

7. 

Gtant Program (apply to one only): Jil He!)lth, Soci~1 8< Sr;fety Cl Parkll, Recreatlon 8< Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant PrOQram is \lOder develoPll1ertt and will be posted on the Cltv Websit", as of Ootob~r 21 20.11. 
Purpose: !9 Group Operating Assistance, andlor !9 A Community Serillce(e.g .• Program, Project. Event) 

Duration: III An Ongoing Aotlvlty, andlor Q A One-time Activity Stlut Oat!): End: 
Are you applying for a multi-year funding oyule? (See Grant Program for eligibililY requirements) 
~ No 0 Yes If yes. this Is for year ___ of a ___ year cycle 
if vear 2 or 3, please attach Information reoardinQ alw changes since Year 1 that may Impact your use of Cltv Grants. 
Summary of ReQuest (Including proposed aellvilies. target group(s), community btrMfit): 

Fund two staff positions at risk of being lost Which are critical to the delivery of hospice palliative support in the city. These 
positions provide volunteer management end training end groyP Iaclillat!on of ijll th.u hospice p<llllative voluntol'[s I') 
Richmond. This InGJud~s schedull~g, programs, monthly drop In support groups, we$klywalklng and ~elaxatlon groups. 
community education, hospice library resources, hospice Visiting In all setllngs,6-slx week support groups and two -thirty 
hour training programs annually. Referrals are received from dJher agencies and medical professionals. qur services are 
offered free of charge to anyone In need In tha community. Demand for services hils (ncrepse!;) In recent years. 'Individuals 
who are supported at a time of death and dying and grief and loss are less I1kely fa need additional resources and return 10 
leading healthy productlve lives sooner If !hey are abJe to be supported in grief. This Is a great benefit to tna community. 

8. Ndn~rant City Supports Currently Received (e.g .. facility use; pertillssive taxe)(ertllltlon): 

Total Revenue 

Total E)(panses 

$ 75,224 

$ 84.888 

$ (26.162) 

$ (27,066) 

$ 70,000 

$ 86,698 

$ (16,449) 

$ (43,516) 

Al1nualSurplus or (Deficit) 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) 

Justi(ic"tioJl for any Annllal and 
A()cumul~ted $\lrplus or (Dellait) 

Please explain: Please explain: 
Loss of funding from VCH not replaced yet Funding avenues are being explored 

10. ProviouG City Grant: Amo\lnt: 5075.00 Year: 2011 Use: Grief support programming 

11. I'1~ClP9sed City Gr.mt Use: 
1. Use; 2 part time sEllaries and.ben(lfits Am.ount: 40,000 
2. US"' Volunteer support Altlnunt: 1,000 
3. Use: Rent AItl6Uht: 4,1)00 
4. Use: Telephone AmQunt: 1.000 
5. Use: Training and Workshops Amount: 4,000 

Total City GrantReqU!,st: 50.000 
Other F\lnding Sources for this Propo$81: 
1. Source: BC Gaming Commission Amount: 50,000 
2. Source: VCH (funding denied) Amount: 
3. SOJ,trca, Amount: 

. Total project budget; 

Purp(j$e: admiO$lratJonllnd overhead 

PlJrpO$!': 
Purp!)SQ: 

Revised August 2011 
3430573 

Application Deadline: O.ctober 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (KRlDKB) 

Recommended Grant: $6500 Staff Comments/Conditions: Recommended funding with appropriate 
Year --- of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle (n/a) CoL increase included. reflecting an increase in demand and services 

Purpose: To fund two staff positions to provide volunteer from 250 residents served in 2000 to 890 terminally ill people and 

management and training; group facilitation; and families served by programming in 2011. 

programming (i.e. drop-in support, weekly walk/relaxation 
groups, community education, hospice library resources, 
hospice visits, 6-week support groups, and 2 annual 30 
hour volunteer training programs. 

Revised August 2011 
3430573 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 57
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Richmond N1~ntall'lealth .Cons,umerand F(I,entl,s' Society (R,(;F~H 
- ' "¥" •• '.'. ".'-

.organization: 

'OrQntReqLiGut: .. ~6,14 7,0.0 Pr~po.al T'l'e! In(ra"S,f"rllCIJJreBulldl(1gJor \i'ol:Unt~er p.rpgrarn 
GrantProgram (i1Ppl\d6 one\>i1ly): ® He~llii, Sodial & Safety , OPil[J<Sj flecr~!li.l.cin$<CQmmu\lii>,I<V~'1I~ 
TheArts&CuttureGr~nl Programl$unt!er d~velopmertLaMWIJI p~ po~ledoo ibe City W:~b~ilea~d{i;l,(rl(II~er21 i \i011, 
P,u,rposa: ii!J Group Qpera.\iog AssistaOqa, arid/or 0 ACtimmOnity5ervlce'(e.g. , PtQ9tal)1,Pr6J~ct, Eventj 
J:'j~rat.l9n : !El' l'.n Ong9h,gActivitY' IIndfor iJ A Oiie'~me ActiVity $tilrtpal~: En?; 

' A.tE! YQU applylhufora multwe~rfuni:llngcy,~ie?($ee (3'faijtPtogi!lm Weilgl~lIltyreq~lreinel1l$) 
IBl No 0 Yes, Ifyils\ thislsforyear __ ofs_, _yeafoycle ' ," , 

, If vear 2 or 3~!!§JHjl.lach infOrmatlo[jregafqi~Q Bny:chatiQessince. Year 1 that mavlmpaet vour use,of Cllv Grants. 
,"ummary of Request (Including proposed aCllv,llle5, larget, group(S), 'communlli' t5Mefit): 

Tlwt;. rgetgro\lpfortlle prop<>,al, Ie . Q'I,ol1ta I hQ~JtlJ ' 90,,& ~m()l'\I Who 'li\r!)volu;it9I1ri1' wifJ'l 01.1 n)tga n Izatloo, 

39 

Our pUrpOSe istoene'ourage the'group to movaaheadlnt\lelr !lves'lly,acqulrlngskt1!s ,thatmIilY h~lp them III dally liVing 
.ofinaW~rlijllace, ' 
Iii OrdGtto,fa.;llI!;lte this rroce';$ we would liki'! to hire, oria part tlme, basis, Qn adminliluatiVB' supporhtaffwhQls 
OUfl'l!l1tlya volunteer. 
The lleneOt.to the communitY-Will be,that the.illrlng of'a perilonwlth adisabilitymtly dem"netratQ to,bothe!l1ploYers 
and poleritialernPloyeesthat Individuals, \,(I!hchalien~\ls '~up.h ,as'Olent;.1 flln!ls!S !!~: ll~~ibiG ofbeln9ptodu~.liv~ 
members QftheWQrl<fol'ce, As arelault,l19!l1e,ofthelitlgma 8urr~~ndI119PQy!'hlalj"lo: ~I~bllllliis c91ildbe etl\'tllbilted. 

Non-Grant City Sup porte Currently Re~lved (e.Q., facility ll$~; per!Ols8IvQ~xex~fupti~n): 
Office space at thl' Richmond M,Qntl\l Health Team ,and cbmput91'1I. , 

Your Socle\y~s Total Budget Mo.t RIlPent C'1mplet~d Year 
Ile,q" Audited Flnan,olal $!$temol1tl 

Suilileffor CurrentYear 

Total Revenue $54~,~9" .OO $5:O~~11 ,no 
Tot,,1 Expenses $549,694.00 $504.174.87 

Mnual .Surpllls or (Oeficlt) $ 0.00 $ O,66a.67) 
Aecumulated'Surplu9 or (Deficit) $ nla ~ nla 

Ju~tlflcatlQn 'pr any Annual ;lnd Please explain: Plellseexplaln; H\U:l,to pay,EI &OPP 
AC\lumulal,,!!f Surplue Qr (Deficit) retrQaCtlVelV tor emploY'''~l1' 

Previous City Grant: Amount; $3,0_46.00 Y~ar: 2011 use: , Peer Companl,Qri PrQg",in 
. -~.--- -. ~, 

Proposed Clty 'Orant Use: 
1; 9110: Infra-Structuro Building Anlount: $e,747.00 
2. Use; AmQunt: 
3. Use: Amount: 
4. Use: Amount: 
5,Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: $6,747.00 
Other F~ndlng Sources for this' Proposal:, 
'1, Source: nla Amo,~nt: purpose: 
2. source: "'a Amount: Porp!;IlSe: 
3. Source: nla Amount: Purpolle: 

Tnt •• t'hllrln. t: . , e . ___ , __ , _____ , 

Revised AugllsI2011 
] 430575 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 58



12. For Staff Use Only (ES/LS) 

Recommended Grant: $3500 Staff Comments/Conditions: Cost of living increase based on 
Year ___ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle . increased number of residents served, from 250 in 2000 to 890 in 

Purpose: Infrastructure building for volunteer program. 2011. 

Revised August 2011 
3430575 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 

40 

GP - 59



City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be proVided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

11, , 

'2. I" ".' .. ,~,uv. 
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. ~ .. 
,'0" I,,,,,, 

,,~. ;:..' , " I" "U"~U' 

6. '"' "".J 

!N/A 

$. .,.,u. ~.u .. u B\idgel 

10. 

IU .... 

I Anl1UIII Surplus or (D~ficit) 

IA!1>C!I.Il1"u'I .... s·.·t'·e .... dSUl'pl!lS IIr{Pefillit} 
,., ' . 

. " .. ',~ 

,!I:~1?1l 

I,MnMI'! 

1$ 1.160.000 

I $ not finalized yet 

$ notfinalized yet 
~, 

~ 

II. 

11. . City Gi'at1tUse: 
USl>; AdmlnislrativeSlllarios/aonafits 

a, Use: 
3, Ulite: 
4. Use: 
5. Use: 

Amount: $15,000 
Amount' 
Amollnl: 
Amount: 
Amount: 

Total City Grant Requast: $i5;000 
I ..... " SQ,.ret*, forthls Proposal: 
! 1. RMOS. Am"un!: $4,000 
? ••• _ • UnIted Way $19,000 
3. Source: •. '; 

1I:~1l MI\ 

" ""'" 
$ 1,201,450 

$ 1.207,450 

1$ N/A 
$ N/A 

""; need 10 De mau 

Pllrpose: Offlco/phonennternelfprinting/supplles 
purpos&: Administrative SatarleslBeneOts 
Purpose: 

Revised AugtlsI2011 
3430721 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (ES/LS) 

Recommended Grant: $10,000 Staff Comments/Conditions: Cost of living increase due to 
Year 1 of;! Multi-year Funding Cycle demonstrated need, increased programming and positive impact on the 

Purpose: Capacity building - to subsidize administrative community as evident in client needs assessment and satisfaction 

positions and support core operating functions of RMCS . surveys. 

. 

, 

Revised AuguSI2011 
3430721 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
GP - 61
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Organlliltlcm: Ri'chmond·PovertiResponse Committee 
. 

. Gr;lntRequest: . $5,Qbo PropolliIITlth); Renial Conriactl?rgject 
--~ 

Grant ProQtli,,! (appl~ tOQn~!lnlr): &I H~allh,SQPi~h"'$~~~lY .' ' . . CiB~t15~; .. R,\li<:~,~t!pn~q?mm\!ij,i\Yi~ye[iW . 
The Art~& C.ulture Gr@l'ItProllra()'\lslmQer develqgmeot endNIli1 bepl)stedonth\f .OnYWebslteasaIOcjobef, ~l ;.2011, 

Purpose: (!lJ Group Operating A~~lstan~, ;lndlor . !9 Agommunlty ~eM~ .(~.g" Program,Proie,«::t;: t:v~l)!) 
Duration: ID An Ongoinl/ Activity, IInd/o( Ci A;O.n",:~m. ACt!v!.!¥stlit:tP~te,: Enl,/i, 
Ar"youapplylog Iflr a ,ntiIU-ye.lll'l.,.ndlng cy~le7 ($ee Gi;lnt:i>i!l9r<lm Y6(ellglb)lIty requirements) ' 
:ej No o Y es If yes, thh,l$>forye/lr __ . Ofayee\fcycla - . . 
ifveat2or3, plea~a,attach InfOrmatioil rea~tdinll 'ahVI:hlmlles S!ht6Year nhalJniiv impacty(!Urus~ of CjtvGr~rits. 
'Summary of Request. (including prolios~d aciiiliUe$,target grol,lp(s), comml,lnl(Yllen,e~i): 

see attached 
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Npn,Grant City Supports Currently Received (e.g., faoility use; perm/saNe tal/ex"mptlon): 
~-----. --"'''--'-

8. 
None 

--
9. Your Society's Total Budget ~(ltd Recent C;:omllleted'Year Budg~ fOI'C",tOl)t Yaa, 

-(e.g. ,Al,ldlted Flnan!;laLStatement) 
l'otal Revenue $ 11,093 $ is.OoD 
Total Expenses $ 22.970 $ 2M.oo 
Annual S\lrplu$·or (Deficit) $ (11,677) $ 0 

Aocuml,ll_tec,j Sl!rphls or (Deficit) $ $12.151 $.0 

Justlfl~~tlon for lillY Annual and P,tea,e explain: p.\~asee"p)aln: 
~J;cumulated SilrJjl_us or -(Oenclt) deferred from 2010 lor-2011 proJ~ts 

'''-'-,~ 

-Ya»,:2.ol1 Usc:operatlng Bssi"lance and communityserilice 10. Pr,,,,lou$ City ~r.U)I: .Am.O.Ullt: $6.09.0 
-

11. proposed City GrantUse: 
1. Use: Website developmimt Amo\lnt: $1,0.00 
2. Use: ongoing web.ita management Amount: $3,0.00 
3. Use; project coordination Ar!lOllht; $1,0.00 
~.U8e: Amount: 
5. US-Ii: Amount: 

Total City Or,,"t ReQlS8st: $5,.0.00 
Qthln F~l)dhig ~our~es tor !hi!! Propoeal: 

$1.0,0.00 Ren!l!.I.Conllf.l¢t.l>rojecl 1.. Soun:f.l: ValicllyroUhd!(Uon A/IIQunt: PUfpO$e: 
2. Source: Rmd Community Foundation Amount: $ 5.00.0 Purpose: Rental ConnectProjcet 
3. Soul'I)e: Arnaun\: Purpoes: ' 

Totatproje.ct " _l,Idgel: $25,0.00 

Revised August 2011 
3430122 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 

--
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12. For Staff Use Only (ES/LS) 

Recommended Grant: $5000 Staff Comments/Con!litions: Full grant request awarded-
Year ___ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle demonstrated need for this service and fills a community service gap. 

Purpose: The Rental Connect Project C" for website 
development, management and coordination to create a 
Housing Registry for low-income individuals/families . 

. 

Revised August 2011 
3430722 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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OrgaI'lJ~atlon : Rlcl)mand !loelelY for<::omml,lnityLivlng 

Graqt Rq~IJ!)~t: $18:900 I Piop()sal 1me: F~I1IHY R\l~qurceprqllr.m. 
ql'llntProgrl!m{llpplytaol10only): ItI Haallh, $o¢j~I&SlifeIY-~' .. l:Ipar~s, Recre~~on&CI'i)n!l)uniIY Elvonl" 
The Ar\$ & .Cullure Gra.nl Pro"t~m is ,un.d~r'(le\lelopmll.ril .andwili· bc .po~tj}d 0» Ih .~ elly \Ii(!'ibsUe liS of Qc!obot' 2j .. 2011, 
Purpq:se: b Group OpEii<lting Assisli!nce, alid/of gjA Goinmunily.S~JVice\(e:!I ; , program,Project, Everil) 

45 

Afe.~you applying for a multl·year fut, tHI1(( cycle? (See Gr.anl PrOgram (or eligibility reqWifmeolsr 
\J~Q. .0 yes If~!ls, lhlS Is for year -J...-ofil-,L. y~~r <Wo.lf! 
Ifvear2 or 3 please eltach.lnformationtedardlngallY.thanQes . sIQ~.Y~1l.LtJll-'!l!l1ay'l!!).M9.tY-QPL!J§e ot Q.!!\'.9[alils •. ~ __ ._._ 
$ummary of Rqqu""t (i,wluding proposed activities, . targ~l·9rqUp(s) , comm~l~ity benefit): , 

RIC~lno!ld Spclety for Cpmmuplly ~lvli1g (RSCL)Is aCQmmunlly·b,~~ed n0ftprQfl( org~t1fzli,tlQn . thaf&er~l!~ c)ll!~r(ln" YO!J!h. 
anti apul.1S With de,V\1!Opmental disabilities. Tnrollghlhe:proptams and support s~tv(C~$ QfferecllolndIVlduals,\1.i \l to t,helr 
'families; F{SCL a~slsts imjrethiln 1000'p'eojJla wilhdevetopi'l1ef1tal dlsaQllitlEi$· I(jpartlclpi3t~ . andcontrlbqtUuliyasvalued 
memb.erS In th!l F{1G/1J1lond community, M Richmond's l"rgestnqn'prQfil servic;eprovld~r, RSCL recognlze~ i ti,e utilque 
abilities ofallindividllalsand is dedicated 10 the vision of Ses'lilg Beyond fiJi$a/)i/J1Ylo'>4bi1ily. . .. 

The Famfly Resource PrOgram provid~s inform;:ltioll, res.o.ur.ces 'alJdsupport tQf~milie~ th!ltfaC\' the. extraordinary Ci(~UIll$I'lnc!il1l 
thaJcpmew/lh havingalovadona who has. a developmental disability, Thef'amily RasoureeCoordln~tQrprqvl.de$. relerral.sfor 
f~lriilles 10 acces$serilces and programs offered by communil'y partl1crs and can atf'as ilJi'advocateior the fimi lly'lo ensure 
appropriale continuum of care. Recognizing the need lor support over the Ufe·.coulse, ·the Familv ReSOUrce Program pro:vides 
assistance to families andlndividllals with a developmenlal dlS$blllty during all of life~s transitions. resuitingjn·lne imprOllell'len(.in 
the quality ofllf,rfor the individuals and tbe wnprpved wel~beiooo.flhe family unit. 

The Family Support Cootdin."t"r proVides Infom1ati(m abOu.t8~pP0r1. and services'.8vaifable locally endp(ovinclaJly; f\nd~ids 
famlllf3s andindlvldualsdurlt)gsj9nlflc~nt fr~nsitlons, The F'alrilly ~uPRQrl Progr~m almsJoassi.s(lamilies'tqr6ughpe)'jods9f 
tran$lllonth1lt are Ilotllmlled 10 limes ol,crl~ls, TheprQgrarn p(ovI9.es fallllly-to.falTllly nel1NQrkin!j, hijinI119.,l;lndlnfQ~mati<:)J1 
sess.ionsfor family rnember,sand Individuals with a developrn~ntal ~Isablll\y In thecqmtnunity, as well as oppOrtunities for 
pahil1lslo share their experierrces and Important informatlolr wllh olhers. 

Thr~.lIgh 'lhe Family R\ls'ourcllProllrllll1, health c/ilrepartnewsnd othenoc!~1 stjrvi(:e. providersJn RICl)mond' ar~, ablelo 
G91l1mulljcate with olie person who cal\ fa cililale · tlleCO!\nec~i(jI)sfor falliilieslVith other speclalltlld alid.generlc 
services and SUpp,orts. ThiS creates efficl$llcy ill the referral Pioce~$ bE1IWcllll otg~,Il I Zalli>os aI1~consi.stenpyf6r 
families who require multiple forms of support. In ad.dilion. Ih~ F 8mlly R~$9urce Program prQmqte!lj~~ :par\h!ilr$t)lp Qf 
other like· minded organizalions Ihrough a series of workshops wl.liell . provide infQ[ln~lIon ona r!l!1ge of (Usabllity·related 
topl~s. 

__ -1-_______ _____ . ___ ._ . _ _ _ _ _ _ _ ____ . _ ___ __ . __ . __ .. _ _____ _ 
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[B. ~~~'~~~~~~t~7r:~~::s~:~:;~~~:ro~~~O~~:~~;I:~;1:~~i~:~p~~I~!::~~:~;:~~ep~~ ::~~g~~;;~~SI~ellti~l;~rOgrarn el:~ are'- l 
I home to eleven adults with dovelopmental cll~al)i1itles. III addition. I~SCI. Jeases clli1a care 8pac.;. IIlro~lgh tile .City.Of Rlcilrllon(l ! 

I i~'~~!/~:~;~~ ~~I~II;~!~. ~r:~~l~~~~ l~:r:~it;,e~;~:~~;~~:~~~~l~~~ g;~~~:~!l(~~~ ~gll~~;~dJ);~~ct~~~lt~ :'~(iCI~rl~~m~:~I;~ t~ ril~i;:~lS 
1880 for reduce(i rale to supporl f~SCL '$ ,milliei Family Plclilc 

f.-. -.I--.-.-""-.. --..... ~ ....... ,.. . .......... . .... ._._ .. ___ ... _ .. _._............ .......... ..-~.~ .... - ._ .. _. __ ._~_ ... __ ... _ ........ J 
S. Vour Society's Total audget Most Reocnt Campl.tell Year Budget for C\lmmt Voar i 
I -.-.. -.-.--~ .(0·9 .. Audited I'inalioial Sta\em~nt) .--. .--1 

I 
Total ReYl'illUe $!l,Q6M26 $ 9,717;584.69 

10. 

Tbl.1 Expense.s $ 9,526,649 $ 9,761,414.02 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ 42,477 $(4~,829.43) 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $ ~ 

Justlfloatlon for any Annual and Please explain: PI&8S& explain: Reserves will be 
Acoumulated SurJ)lus or (DefiCit) usedtb·s.hoi'q LIP shortfall 

Previous City Grant: Amount: $11,165.00 Year: 2011 Use: Family Resource Program 

Prbposed City Grant Use: 
1. Uso: Salarie. lind benefits (part-time) Amount: $ 14,4Pll 
2. U8(\: Teleph(me and Internet Amount: $ 1,066 
3. Use: Photocopying Amount: $ 860 
4. Use: Mileage Amount: $ 175 . 
5. USf): Workshops Amount: $1,500 

Total City Grant Request: $18.000 
Other Funding Sourcoa for this Proposal: 
1. Source: Olreot Aooess (aC Gaming) Amounl: $13,000 Purpose: salarieS, benefits and other cos~ dlreotly, rolateil 

to the FanlllyRcllouroe Program 
2; Soureo: COji$l CiilplteJ SaVings Amount:$ 4,000 Purpose: facilitate a P9$r $oclal Group for youth with 

dillabilltie$ 
3. RSCL Amount:$ 4,000 Purpose: Admin costs, supplies and fent 

Tolal project budgot:Ue,ooo 

12. For Staff Use Only (ES/LS) 

Recommended Grant: $14.000 Staff Comments/Conditions: Cost of living increase due to rapidly 
increasing number of families. from 225 in 2000 to 1027 In 2011, who 
require support and strong demonstrated need for this service, 

Year _ of _ Multi'year Funding Cycle 
Purpose: Family Resource Coordinator to provide ,support 
to families affected by a family member with a 
developmental disability, 
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i 

7. summary ofRequQst (including proposed:aotlyities, cOI"nmunlty 

The RWRCisthe only wohwn's cenlrelh Riohmond. Outr'!lisslpn$tatomentis,'7QProyld!i a S~pPQrliv(unvironl'l'!~ntln 
aU WOmen are. supportad and encQuragt')d.to achieY(;lthelrfu1lestpotentiaL" Waprovldesupportand tirogiainsthat 

. , . women. 

47 

Our primary role is to enable wornlln loobtainthe assistancethay need, which IriCieasesthefrwalrbelhg and'iha well-being 
. families. Many women we help come back tovolilnteer aoll ' help othar woman. ihus giving Qact(to the community. 

8. Non-Grant City Supports Currently Re.celved (e.g~, . usa; permissive lax 'exemptloh): 

" Re\leilll~ 

!!xp~n&os 

IA~In'Ul~ISurplll$ or (DefiCit) 

I Ac,cu"nulate,dSutpIUs or (Dellclt) 

JUlltfll'cat:ionfor any Annyaland 
Surplus or (Deficit) 

Proposed. City "'."'.,"~'" 

$ 

Please explain: 
were added this year 

USG: Supplement Wages Amount: 32.623 
Olliee Ren! Ar;nount: 13,360 
Telephone AmOlln!: 789 
Photocopying Amount; S56 
Materials to run programs Am.ount.: 3,282 

Tot~1 City Grant Requ~&t: 50,400 
.Other Funding Source.s for this Proposal: 

Source: B.b Gaming Grant Amount: 7$.O(]O 
Gov'l of Canada C.A.P Amount: 3.85/i 

Arnount: 

$ 157,7\)5 

,$ 0 

$ 
Please.explaln: 
Year End Is March 31, 2012 

Purpose: 10 sUpp'ort cost of running pr.ograms 
PUll'Jose: to support computer llocessprQgrarn 
PUrpos!): 

Revised August 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (ES/LS) 

"Recommended Grant: $15,000 Staff Comments/Conditions: Cosl of living increase based on 
Year of - _ Multi-year Funding Cycle continued demand for services and need for women's support 

Purpose: Operating assistance, primarily to supplement programs. 

wages. 
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This·grant ri)qijGst is to provide. support fONIChild ~n(l youth activity wprkorwithln the Richmond l'O\lIt! Cenlre. the centre 
providers activities. programs and SUPPort lhat Incl.u.des holTl<') wprk c;lupsforelomIlrMry'aQe<j i;l~Il(jr~n. sprllltPlreak!1n(1 
summer camps fOf chlfdrenwlth SOCial. bellavioOra! and financial challenges. youlhxolurileer andleagars/llp aclllll«es. 
COiT1m~hlty Ill1provern£n1tprojects led tI~ youth. OUIr1)aoh for. at risk youth tosoppdrilife skill dev~lqpin.epllii\d 9layln~ In 
sqhooland community aM Qul!ural events an~aoovltlf)s .. Tha target llroups forthlsf?roP'\l~JJJlncIUdi'Oihl'dr~ii; . YQlIth.sel)iQIJ> 

~:~~~:sc~~fJ~~~~:~~t~~~~~~~~ff~~~~Y:J~~~:~sa~'~~;~c~~~~~e;J~~~~:~I~~4~~~~~~~~:n~~~[:~I:~~3:l3~~2~~~n~y!l 
las,sa't: s. create legacy impact:throughp~rtlclpunts·and commurtlty lrl)prov"rl)antIlClMtl!)~,a"d$uppprt .f~mlllasirtn~,OO. 

Non-Grant City Supports Currel1tly Recalved(.;g" f«clllty !nil; 

SOCiety's Total Budgot 

Rovenuo 
Total Exp~nlio$ 

f):n.nu~1 Surplus or (Oeficit) 

Accuml,ll~tod Surplus or (OefioJt) 
Jusiifillstion for ~ny Annual .md 
Aqcurl)ulllted S~rpIU$ Qr (OanGlt) 

Wages and Benoftts 

$ 1 

$ 1359796 

$ 25397 

$ 0 
Please ax!>ldlm 

and rental of 

Amou"t: · 12600 
A'n1Qunt: 
Am.ount: 
Amount: 
Amount: 

TQlal City Grant Reql,loot; 12500 
Other Fundfng Sources fortllis Proposal: 
1. Soll~: Coos! Capital Savings Amount: 10000 
2. Source: Childrens Aid Foundallon Amo.unt: 16000 
3. SQurce: Rogers COmmunlc.a!lons AmQunl: 112000 

forCurro"t 

154875 

$ .0 

$' 0 

Plaa" axplaln: 

Purposo: wages' and program oxpenses 
PUrpO$8: tutoring and bl!rs"rfes 
PUflIQao: Wag'ffl prog e~penses 

Revised August 20 II 
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12. For Staff Use Only (ES/LS) 

Recommended Grant: $12,500 Staff Comments/Conditions: 

Year 1 of ~ Multi-year Funding Cycle RYSA has been receiving City Grants since 1993. In 2000, RYSA was 
Purpose: selVlng 400 youth; in 2011 it S9IVed1 ,635; based on increased costs. 

Richmond Youth Centre child and youth activityworker staff recommend fund ing the full RYSA request of $12,500. 

Revised August 201 I 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 GrantApplication Summary Sheet 
6911 No.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheetwill be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Organization: S!. Alban's Community Social Services - weekly free community meal and Richmond extreme weather 
shelter. 
Grant Request: $7,000 Proposal Title:S!. Alban community meal & extreme weather shelter 
Grant Program (apply to one only): X Health, Social & Safety D Parks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant Proaram is under development and will be posted on the City Website as of October 21,2011. 
Purpose: D Group Operating Assistance. and/or xx A Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) 

Duration: . D An Ongoing Activity, and/or xD A One-time Activity Start Date 09/13/11 : End:06/21/12 
Are you applying for a multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
xD No D Yes If yes, this is for year __ of a __ year cycle 
If vear 2 or 3, olease attach information reaardina anv chanaes since Year 1 that may impact your use of Citv Grants. 
Summary of Request (including proposed activities, target group(s), community benefit): 

The community meal reaches out to the marginalised in the community-working poor bringing their 
children, the homeless, the isolated, the disabled, new immigrants, the mentally handicapped, and 
elders especially women on low income. 

The shelter provides a place of refuge for the homeless during extreme cold and wet weather. We are 
open on an emergency basis, with criteria for opening set by the City of Richmond in consultation with the 
shelter operator. BC Housing pays 57% of the cost and the balance is raised by the st. Alban shelter 
committee. 

Non-Grant City Supports Currently Received (e.g., facility use; permissive tax exemption): 

Your Society's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year 
I (e.!!., Audited Financial Statement) 

Budget for Current Year 

Total Revenue $70,165 $72,142 

Total Expenses $64,758 $72,142 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $5,407 $ -
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $5,407 $ 

Justification for any Annual and Please explain: start-up costs for Please explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) coming year eg wages, food, supplies 

Previous City Grant: Amount: $4,060 Year:2011 Use: start-up costs ed wages, food, equipment 
Proposed City Grant Use: 
1. Use:Start up costs-wages & foor Amount:$4,000 
2. Use:new equipment eg mattresses, Amount:$3,000 
3. Use: Amount: 
k. Use: Amount: 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request:$7,000 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: Private donations Amount:$28,142 Purpose:wages, food, utilities, supplies 
2. Source: BCHousing Amount: $27,000 Purpose: wages, food, supplies, laundry 
3. Source: Fund raising events Amount: $17,000 Purpose: wages, clothing & comforts for guests 

Total project budget: $72,142 volunteer appreciation 

Revised August 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (Initials ESILS) 

Recommended Grant: $7,000 Staff CommentslConditions: 

Year -- of __ Multi-year FundlngCycle Full funding of request to support the Community Meal and Extreme 
Purpose: This request is to support the Community Meal Weather Shelter recommended due to community need, cost 

Program ($3,000) and the Extreme Weather Shelter sharing and significant volunteer contribution. 

($4,000). 

Revised August 2011 
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1. Ot!;1a.nlzatiorr: Touchstone !'amlly. A$sociatJon 
2. 'Gt;jntR~uesl: $i5;00Q.OO "--''-rl-'''P-ro:''''p-o-;,a-'-T-ii'-e:-S:-' tr~e~el-$-m-a-.rts----------'-· --------1 
~·-l-q~~nfPri:lgram (apply worie.OilIV):XPf1eilltli, S6cial&$af!:ity . q Pa:t~s;.R~cr!la.til;>n8.G\!!)irilunity~vems 

TneAr\s .& Culture Grant·Program I\i; LInder aevelopmentand w1ll be ,pOsted on·the City Web$lleJ1$.ofQQIQber21 2011, 
4. piJipqse: DGtoui>0para(ihQ Assisfahce; and/or ><0 A CoinniUhitySeNio~ (!l,g" Program, Prpjeqt. Ev;"t) 

6. [jur~tiOn: xC An.Ongoing Alltivily, !indlcr QAOn(Hlm!ll\c~:vity $lElrtpate: end:' 
6. Ar!}YOU apply,ngJor~ lnoltl·year.fiJhdingoycle? (See'Grar\tProgramToren~litY requirements) . 

>CD fIloOYes If yes,this Is !clryeai _ ._ ofa _. _ ye6rcycIe 
If year2 <!r 3, please J'lttach information n;gari;llng any ch.nge~·$ince Y~.ar 1 that may impact your uS.e. of Ciiy (3ranl$. 

.. -

7. Summary of. ReClU&st(including proposed ·activltles. tilrgotgrouP($), e:Ommonity b\)nefit): 

The proposal is for. funding fQr the Sireet Smarts GroUp, an illitiative of tbe Community AsseSSintmt 
ActiqnNetwork (C.AAN) membetshipconsistitigofthe !tCMP, Cityof:Richmond, MCFD; 
Richmond School1)istrict,MS. Tho group rUi\sful'12 \'(e¢l>.sand SlipPQrt~ .18+.20 yo~tI} ine{l¢h cycl¢, 
The.,progriUn connects at risk youlh fit-fn actQ~$ the community t() discuss tiinely issues impactingtheit' . 
lives in u sot'e,supportfve, ndn-jodgcrl1entalond ,collfidciliiol group cnvi"rotlll1..ent. Themaln ol>jective <;I{ 

Stre¢lSmarts is to ~upport at .. riskYQllthin Richmond by offetlrtg a,tlers(lljqol scryic¢:;'thatscrves YOLjth 
aged 13-19 to develop leadel'shipskills and to fulHll their potential' within the·context ·ofa 
developmental as~et approach. 'rhcse youth bu·ve b~.e)l identified a~ low asset y!)!jl/;l UI1<l vulncrable to 
gang involvement. The youth struggle with identity issues; low self-esteerturtd lack the, reSources to 
make positive choices. . 

Through the C.A.A.N. discussions it Wlis dcdded back in 2008 to pilot the Sh'cct Smarts Progral1l as an 
intervention group focused on builditig leadership skills, pro sodal activitie.sand,a sens¢dfcglrit)lulJity 
cOllnectcdness for low asst)t, vulnerable youth, The grollp has been a huge succeSS and ts'seekillg 
secure fundingfrom different partners. The Street Smarts group benefits the Richmond comrnunltyas it 
builds a se!1se()f cOllnectedrl.e$~ for OUf 11losti~oliited }'c1\ith. RichtrjotlQ jsa unique comn)uulW ill so far 
as the majority ofits population sp~aks neither English nor French. Whilc the. diversity of the popUlation 
-alone would not necessarily be an issue. the issues of immigration and the isol!llion YOlltll .olten 
cxpel1cIlce along with evcryday challenges for youth tml)sltiQriing t9 aQulthood make themvulnei';iblefor 
anli sociili activity. Street Smarts pJOmote pro social developmenta\sJd!ls using a developmental asset 
approach. 
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$2,69~;1~1 
$(~92~Q) 

$ 
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Annu~I ' SIlI1lIU!!Or(O,,1i9!1) (11 ,1 01) 
Ac.ou.triull'tod· Surpl ... ", D.t (PMlei!) 
,JustiflC\~tion f(lf allY Annl.laland 
AlI.oumulatedSurplus·or(PefiCitj. 

PI!l~$.c) e)Clllai": Pieat/il e'Xplalh: 

10.PreViqu.$ CI!yGr~rit:Am()pn!; 1MoQ,oo tfear:~QD8 l.I~e:RElstoratlv(! ,JustIClj:arlCfgef(iildlng 

r~~~~~ :~~ ": ... -::=~=== ::=: ... _ .:~~.=_=:= '=~ ~'==.= . '.:'" :~~._ ..... ,_ ..... ~ .......... __ ._ ...... _ .... __ .~_ .. ,~_ ... , .... " .............. .... -... ,.-
t 1'1. :PrdposedOlly Gr~ntUse: . . 

1. U~e : Staff costs AmOur'lt: $26;000,00 

2·. U"e.: Am'ounl: 
3. Use: Amount: 
4. Use: Amount: 
!i'.L1.!>: Amour'll: 

Tot.1I1 CI!y Orant R(l~ueet: $2$;OQO;OO 
Otl1er FUr'ldlng:S(lufl)QSfqr thlsPtoposal: 
1.Soutco: Mlril~try . ofPubIiC Safety AriJount:$.$OOO.OO 
:I; Squr911: Toupl1~tcmeF!101UyA$s. ' AlllPl,Int: '$4'000.00. 

PUn)o~e: YQ~th hOllofarlllli1E;Mtl'lJ!llls,l?Y~fllre . 
PurpoSE1: FO.od, spaco; Qftlc~ til,lppljQs, PoS\\US 
purpO$o: 3, SQI,Irc\>: . . Amqutl!; 

. . .. ... ...... _..... ... Total pr!l.i~!\! I)tidG!tt:$35:boD;O~ . __ ..... . ., 
12. For Staff Use Only (ES/LS) 

Recommended Grant: $4,000 
Year __ of __ Multi·year Funding Cycle - N/A 

Purpose: 
This grant is to support the Street Smarts Group to provide 
after-school services for at risk youth. 

Staff Comments/Conditions: 

A grant of $4,000 is recommended to match Touchstone's contribution. 
The program was initiated by a group of Richmond stakeholders, the 
COl1)munity Assessment Action Network, and is unique in Richmond. 

In 2010. the City entered a three year contract for Touchstone to provide 
Restorative Justice services. This is a fee-for service arrangement and 
not a City Grant 

Revised Augusl2011 
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1. o19anlz8t1<'"' Turning P(lint ROC(lvory Society 

2. Grant Request: $ 12,500 Proposal Titlll: DOlllestic Violence Substance Abuse (DVSA} Ptogram 
3. G~nt Program (apply 1(1 (lnll only): - Health, Social & Safety 1:1 Parks, Rei:re~t!<)1'1 & Community !'Van\& 

The Arte & Culture Grant Program Ie under devolopment and will b& posted on tM City Website as of Ob\ober 21 2Q11. 
4. Purpose: 0 Group Op<;!ratlng A$lstance, and/or - A Community SejVlce (e.g" Program, ProJect, Event) 

55 

-5.---D;;-nltion;-----.A;;-O;.;goingACii~iiY._ iin-tiiO'; -- ------ -- - "i] A o-~-;umeA;:;u~itY"-s~rt Date: October ~01T-" --"6iid:Niii-----·· 

6. Are Y(lu applying for II lIluttl-year funding cyole? (See Grant Program for ~1i9lbility requirements) 
_ No IJ Yes If ~~, this J$ for year _ of a _ year oycle . 
If·vea(2 or 3, oleaee-attach Information reoardlno-anv Chanaes since Year 1 that may imesc! your use of City Giants. 

'I. SUmll);lry of Request QnCiuding propoaed activities, targetgroup(s), community benefit): Turning Point Is requestlqg fUnds to 
continue to provide our Innovative Domeslic Violence Substance Abuse (DVSA) counselling prOgram to the reSidents in our 
men's residentiel support recovery facility In Richmond and to expand the program to provide services to women In 01,11 new 9-
bed women's facility opening In October 2011. 

8. 

9. 

The program will provid" domestic viDlence screening, IIsssssmenls. IndIvidual and group counselling stlNice$ an-d 
Interventions for vIctimS and offenders of abuse with a focus on how substance abUs!) affects the cycle of violence. 

Tumlng Point will continue to partner with organIzations In Richmond specializing in family Violence for facililatlon of group 
sasslons. Victims will be referred for furthar advocacy and intervention as indicated. Rllques\ed funds will h$lp 10 proVide 
approximl'tely 50 counselling groups and over 75 individual COUnselling sessions during the fiscal yellr. Over 100 individuals 
will receive service. through this grant and will acquil'Q skills to aid in reducing recidivism and maintaining abstinence. 

TM DVSA program enhances treatment outcomes and reduces recidivism by prOViding clents \\11th skllls and edueation to 
aeslst them in living vlol~nce free and lX;lf!) in recovery. By etopplng the cycle Qhbusathe PVSA prQgrEim reduces ihfl'blird.en 
on the oriminal justice system, policing, and health and social services. There are no other programs or this type operating in 
Richmond at this time. 
NonoGmrtt City Suppol't$ Curl'8ntly Received (e.g., faCility 1.18e; pennissive tax Qxomptlon): Turning Point is leasing a house 
from the City of Rlohmond for the purposes of operating our Women's ReSidential SUI1Pllrt RllcoVGry program. The Oity has made 
alQnificant Investments to provid,o fot neC<)$sarv health and eaf",tv upnradea to prepare the house for use. 

YourSoelety's Total Budget Most RecerllCQmple:tlld Yeai' eudget for Current Year 
(11,9., Audited Fln~nci .. 1 8tatQmQnt) 

TotalRevenue $944.801 $1,129,344 
TotAll ElIj)ron$iI$ 

Annual SUrplus or (Daficit) 

Accumulllt!ld Surplu~lI)f (Deficit) 

$940,G35 

$4.186 

$nla 

$1,129,344 

$0 

$ ilia 

JU$UReation for any Annu.;l1 and PIQas!l QxP'ain:Oonate9fun~s th~t\lll!re PIQa~eexplain: Nosurplus.ord~tlt;itwas 
. AcoumlilatedSlirptils Ill' (Daflclt) reooiiledin 2010FY ooQinaflydeferred to 2011 PIOj.ctedjltth~ timethObudllet WIIS! casl for 

~_r~ ______________________ ~~we~~~~·~~v~effi~e~d~m~t~m~e~(l~fa~u~dl~t __________ ~t~he~oo~~rrenrn~tFY~.~'~a~d~~~~tt~I$~n~~V~e~m~loi~I~)2.~~~.--4 
10. Previous City ('lmnt: Amollnt$2.030.00 Yeat,a01f Use: DVSAPI'lI~iI\ 

Revised August 2011 
3430738 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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11. p(OPO$,$dClty G~ntUse: 
1. 08$; Contracted profllSSlonal services 
2. Usa, Slaffinli costs 
3. US'e: Materials! EqUipment/Office Supplies 
~. Use: UHlities 
1>. Use: Volunteer TralnlnqlBACQQoltl9n 

Total City G,,*ot Requost: 
Other Funding Souroel' for tlJls Proposal: 

Amllun!; $4,800 
Amount: $3,500 
Amount: $3,350 
Amount: $500 

Amount; '~§O 
512.1l0Q 

1. $ol.ll'ce: Green Shield Social Sl1rp(us Pro!i!'$m Amount: f3,600 Purpose: OVjlA progrem I:xpel1$es: Staffll1!J1Rent elc. 
2. Source: Face The Worlel 'Foundation Amount: am PUIPose: DVSA Prog,,*m I:xpenses: Staff1ngr~ent 8(0. 

56 

l 3. Sourco: Self-flaY revenuo, Richmol1d HIl<IIU., Othet Amount:i$1§,63§ PU!pose: DVSA Program Expen"es, Staffing/Rent etc. 
TOtal prl/ject budget: $39,~75 . 

12. For Staff Use Only (ES/LS) 

Recommended Grant: $5000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle: N/A 
Purpose: Increase recommended due to increased demand for service with 
To provide Domestic Violence Substance Abuse opening of women's facility 
counselling to residents in residential support recovery 
facilities 

Revised AugllsI2011 
3430738 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 
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organization: Volunteer Richmond Inform'ltion Services So.plety 

Grant R!lquest: $40,QO()peryear==IP,oPQ.;;trltl;;:-V~I\lnjeerF!ichmo"d Inft>rma\lon Services "$o\lejy CO~ F~ndlnu'~ 
Grant Program (apply to oi1!>c1nJy): !KIHe~ltli, Social &S\lfe\yP P~rk~,. RtlQrllilIIPIi .&G9mmunitYEYenl~ 
The Arts. & CuilUrEi GrantPrOQrllmlsunder d&)leJoPlll:ent andwUI.lle PO.sled.OlltbE\CljY.W~b$lte 'a$ . QrO.pt<)bar .;a1,~01t 
P'urPQse: I&J Group Operatihg p,$slstange, ~ridfor Cl A Community SerVice (e,g.,Program, P'roJeot, E~Elrit) 
Duration: tID An Ongoln!clAclivlly, and!6t Q A One-time Activity .S.tartDato: End: 

6. . ,Are yoilappJylng for amult!·YQllrfu.ndlng~Ycle? (See GiaQff'rogrem fOr eilglPlillY req\llremiint~) 
o No I&J Yes Iryes, thisi!iforyear _1._ of a _3_ y~ilr'cycle . 

7~ 
JfY.ear.2 or 3, Hleijse attacilJnformatiof) re~ardin9an~ch~nQes sinoe Yaar1 jhatma~ Imeact your use of'GilyGr~nls. 
:Summary of Request (lriCiudihg proposelJ ectlvllles, 'target group(s). community benelit): . 

Volunteer Rlchmcmd IMformation Services (VRIS) isa non·proft! chafitabla-societylHat Ms been operatihg:ln Richmoodslnce 
1972. 

For ne~rly40 Years, VQlunteer Richmond Information SerVices has been a le."etin RiChmond, "bringl'l!i peOP.I~ ,ahd6eiVices 
together through community inform.tlon and volunteerlsm." \tRIS conlfibutesloan enhanced q'uality of life by: (1)i'romotlrigthe 
splm 01 volunteerism in tile, cornmUnltyand COordinating U1ertlCfuilmentof volunleers, (2) Pr9Vltllnglnlqrmatlon.·and referral 
servlclls.to connec\peopl" with community serylcas, and '(;) Planning and Implementing spe~inc prggrams (0 ~Udentmed 
:neeas In a changJngcommunity. . . 

We are requesting the City of Richmond grant to support operating expensll$ and staff c:osts. Th.egrani wlU.sypport program 
; developme.nt, enhancement and Instruction expenses involved with running the communityVoiunteer Canl,e aod Information 

.Services, and 'the administrative service costs essential to our organization's charitable work, 

The ~sult ofthis support is our ability to conti""e, enhance and ma~imize Ihequalily and delivery of prog(al1)sand services·tofue 
Richmond community and to non·prom orgarilzatlor1$ln the 101m ofvoJunteer rectuitrnerit and:refeira/, tr'alnlng pri;lgrams !lnd 
resource male rials. It allolVs usto bulldcommunily capacity bY promoting volunleerism aJldprovidlng the community at largewilh 
information about available resources. thus connecting people with community services through.quallty Intormation and referral 
llrograr'ns. 

Services are available at our ollice in the Caring Place, by phone, on-line, through our arnbEissadors at Richmond .Centre .Mal! and 
community events, and tlJrough our training anci IVorksh0ps, 

--
8. !I1on~!ant City Supports currently Received (e.g., facllltyu$e) permi$$IVel:<!~ ~l(etoptlon); 

Use of Brighouse Pavilion change rooms for Richmond Christmas J::und Toy Room; parking atBiigh0useiotfot the ChristmaS 
Fu~ct (6 spaces for 2 weeks for clients, 4 one,mDrith ~asses for volunteer delivery drivers); ioan of EmergencY 'Social Services 
radios and aoceSSQr!es to the Christmas Fund; use of City Hall meeting rooms 5·10 tiinesa year; P'lrlicipatlon on commiHE)esby 
City ,staff; Volunteers Are Stars nomination form ptintinp. 

--
9. Your SOCiety's Total Budget Mosf~epe.nt Cpmp1eted Ye~r Budget for CurreotYear 

I (e.g., Audited FII1&ncialsti!!ement} 
Total Revonue $1,157;525 $1,133,608 
Tolal EXPl1nscs $1,157,351 $1;133,$'0-8. 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $174 $0 
Accumulated ·S.urplu$ or (Deficit) $40,797 unrestricted neta.sets $ 

! 
Justification for any Annual and Pleas\! expl~Ir): ArriQdjjst Burp Ius Is Please eXllla!.n: 
AcoumulaledS'urplusOr (Deficit) necessary for atability and allOWs ,us to 

I provide ongolng.serii/co. 

Revised August2011 
3430739 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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10. Previo.us dlly' .Grl!i\i: AmoUnt: $35;525 YO'ar:2011 
US'9;iS~lary, Qfficer.~nt) :tl)illpbOI'l~, . comput~r. sYPPQIt, ·ptQgri!mt!lsb.urt;es. 

PiQ~l>,ae:d ·¢JiY . GriUit Ujllj: 

1. Uiie: $alarltis:&:'D'ehefltsJpart:time) AmQ.urit: ,$25:000 
l1; Use: VolunieoF8upport . Aiiiowi!:' $: ViOl! 
3. Us.e: omii" fsnt: AmO~lit: $6;006 , 
4. Use: Telephone A~Q4nt:$'4;QOO 
5. Use: Computer support AmoUntF$.4.000 

Tpt,lI 'City Glr;jnt RequQlit: $4!),OOQ 
oiher ,Fundlf)g~ourcesfQrthls prQP()S;al; . 
1. 'S(lurcij; urilteclWay ArnQUnt: , $1~Q;50Q ,($7Ii,OQQt:()n~rml)<IjQIlI~Qcl!:\ll1conf)rrn~(lj 
Purpose: VohinteeI'C .. ~tt"lIncllnf()rfuatlon Ge.iltm,Caregl\l"tsSIlPPortPtogram, Richmond Setdl\tsRlannin~ Tabla 
2.Sp\JfcOJ BO Gi>rningcomrnl~$lon A'moynf{$10i);OQq uri~,onfl.rm, o\:l , . 
Purpose: VOlunieer Oenlre$,nf()rmatlpnCentre,servlces, Rj9hmqnd <::hIi!ltfllQ!!Fl.!nq, , . 
a.Source: 0drMr4te sponsors an.dcorpt>rl1ie/JIi~ivi,if\Jl\1 ~~natl~ms AmO\ln~:$il~~;OQO (most· unoon!lrm~d) 
Pl.!tpoa .. : Lliad9r8hlp"Rlehmo.il(i j VoJuntet>1'$ a .... , Stai'S Awards; RlehmohdChdstihas FlJild 

Toi.!lprojilc,t'l)<ldg'et: '$1,126 450 . , 

12. For Staff Use Only (ES/LS) 

Recommended Grant: $36,500 Staff Comments/Oonditions: 
Year 1 of ~ Multi-year Funding Oycle 

58 

Purpose: Recommended grant includes annual Cost of Living increase to cover 
This grant is to support operating expenses of volunteer rising administrative costs. 
and Information programs. serving all Richmond residents. 

Revised AuguSl2011 
3430739 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: Date: February 2nd
, 2012 

From: 

General Purposes Committee 

Mike Redpath File: 03-1085-01/2012-Vol 
Senior Manager, Parks 01 

Vern Jacques 
Acting Director, Recreation 

Re: 2012 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants 

Staff Recommendation 

That: 

I. Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants be allocated and cheques disbursed for 
a total of $94,227 as identified in attachment 2 of the report, Parks, Recreation and 
Community Events City Grants dated February 2nd 2012, from the Senior Manager, Parks 
and the Acting Director, Recreation. 

2. The Richmond Summer Programs be recommended for the first year of a three-year 
funding cycle, based on Council approval of each subsequ nt year of fun . g. 

Mike Redpat 
Senior Manager, Parks 
(604-247-4942) 

Att.3 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE O"""c..-.... 

ROUTED To: 
Budgets 
Community Social Services 
Arts, Culture and Heritage 
REVIEWED BY TAG 

3467295 

CONCUR~E CE 
Y D 
Y0~D 
Y fVIN D 

NO 

o 
NO 

o 
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February 2,2012 -2-

Staff Report 

Origin 

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

In July 2011, Council adopted a City Grant Policy (Attachment 1) establishing three separate 
programs, to be designed, administered and reported by the respective departments: 

Health, Social and Safety (Community Social Services, with representation from Community 
Safety); 
Arts and Culture (Arts, Culture and Heritage Division of Community Services), and; 
Parks, Recreation and Community Events (Parks and Recreation). 

At the same time the City Grant Policy was adopted, the following motion was carried regarding 
the budget for the Grants Program: 

"Staff propose the following Casino revenue allocations to City Grant Programs be 
considered during the 2012 budget process: 

a. Health, Social & Safety, $536,719; 
b. Arts, Culture and Heritage, $100,000; 
c. Parks, Recreation and Community Events, $96,587;" 

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

Findings Of Fact 

1. 2012 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grant Budget 

The proposed 2012 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grant Budget is $96,587, to be 
considered as part of the 2012 budget review process. 

2. 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 August and September, 2011 advising the community that applications would be 
accepted until October 14th, 2011 for the 2012 Health, Social & Safety and Parks, Recreation and 
Community Events Programs. The Program and Application Form (same documents for both 
programs) were posted on the City website, available at the Information Counter and circulated 
electronically to the RCSAC and Community Associations, as well as by request. 

. A separate process and documents were developed for the Arts and Culture Grant Program. A 
report with grant recommendations from Arts, Culture and Heritage staff is anticipated in the 
spring of2012. . 
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Total Grant Program budget 

Total budge allocated TBD 
*some 2012 budget 

2. Reasons for Partial or No Funding 

Most applicants (80%) are recommended for partial funding. Principal reasons for partial 
funding are: (l) 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) 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 n;asons for recommending partial or no funding include, but are not limited to: 
Programs previously funded by other levels of government, 
Funding responsibility lies in other jurisdictions, 
Other funding partners have not been sought, 
Insufficient community benefit demonstrated, 
Lack of partnerships, 
Duplication of service, 
Unaccounted 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 

For 2012, one denial, for the Richmond Rockets Speed Skating Club application, in the Parks, 
Recreation and Community Events category has been recommended. This is due to the 
applicant's lack of other funding partners and lack of identification of other working 
partnerships. 

All recommendations are for either partial (7 applicants) or full funding (3 applicants) of the 
requested amount. 
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In the Parks, Recreation and Community Events category, 13 applications were initially received 
for a total request of$195,799. One application, from the Gulf of Georgia Canner-y, was moved 
to the Arts, Culture & Heritage category and one request, from the Nature Park Society, was . 
found to be a departmental operating expense request and removed from the application pool. 
These revisions led to a total of II eligible applications for a total request of$184,799. 

A table outlining requests and recommended allocations for the 2012 Parks, Recreation and 
Community Events Grant Program is provided in Attachment 2. 

Grant Application Summary Sheets, prepared by the applicant to provide key information about 
the proposal, are found in Attachment 3. Staff recommendations and comments are included in 
the Stumnary Sheets. 

3. Late Applications 

No applications were received after the October 14''',2011 deadline. The City Grant Policy 
indicates that late applications will not be accepted, and the deadline is identified on each page of 
the application form to ensure that no late submissions are received. 

4. New Applications 

One new application was received from an organization that had not previously applied for a 
City Grant - the Richmond Rockets Speed Skating Club. 

S. Application Review Process 

A Parks, Recreation and Community Events Review Committee, consisting of staff from the 
Parks and Recreation Department, reviewed the 2012 Parks, Recreation and Community Events 
applications. Committee, rather than individual reviewers, determined recommended 
allocations. 

Analysis 

1. Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grant Program Information, 2010 - 2012 

Information regarding applications, allocations and 2012 recommendations in the Parks, 
Recreation and Community Events (PR) category is included in the table on the following page: 
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3. Cost of Living Increase 

When approving the 2011 City Grant Policy, Council resolved: 

"That a general review o/the City Grant Program be undertaken with Council 
Representatives Councillors Linda Barnes and Evelina Halsey-Brandt including a review 0/ 
the fonding sources and application. " 

In reviewing City Grant Program funding, it was determined that the City Grant budget had not 
kept pace with Cost of Living increases, based on an analysis of grant funding since 1993. While 
the overall City Grant Program budget increased by $183,500 in 2005, this increase was 
primarily allocated to Richmond Addiction Services for substance abuse prevention ($80,900) 
and problem gambling prevention ($91,050), for a total of$I71,950. Grant funding for all other 
applicants increased by 5% over the 18-year period. although BC Statistics estimates that the 
Cost of Living in the Lower Mainland rose by 27.8% in the same period. The recommended 
funding increase for the Health, Social & Safety category was intended to address this shortfall 
in total amount allocated. 

In determining 2012 recommendations, the Grant Review Team considered a range of Cost of 
Living increases for repeat recipients, depending on number of years receiving City grants, 
increased demand, numbers served, programs offered, other documented cost increases, and 
previous grant history. Also considered were factors such as demonstrated need, cost-sharing, 
partnerships, overall quality of application, and other eligibility criteria. 

4. Minor/Major Grant Requests 

In response to stakeholder requests to make application requirements less onerous for those 
seeking small grants, two tiers were established in the 2011 City Grant Policy; one for minor 
($5,000 or less) and one for major (over $5,000) grant requests. If applying for a minor grant, 
applicants need to complete the 2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet, rather than the full 
application form, plus provide required documentation and signatures. The full application form 
is required for major grant or three-year funding cycle requests. 

In the Parks, Recreation and Community Events category, four organizations applied for grants 
of $5,000 or less: 

East Richmond Community Association, 
Hamilton Community Association, 
The Kehila Society, and 
Richmond Rockets Speed Skating Club. 

5. Multi-Year Funding Request 

As part of the City Grant Policy adopted in 2011, applicants receiving City Grants for a 
minimum of the five most recent consecutive years have the option of applying for a maximum 

. three-year funding cycle. Grants are thereby recommended, rather than guaranteed, for three-year 
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cycles; Council will review recommendations to fund each subsequent year of a cycle. In the first 
year of a cycle, the full application form is required. For the following two years of a cycle, the 
Grant Application Summary Sheet must be completed and required documents and signatures 
attached. 

Three applications in the Parks, Recreation and Community Events category included a request 
for multi-year funding. 

The Richmond Summer Project has received funding since 1994 (although applications have 
been received on its behalf from a variety of community organization) and staff recommends this 
request for a multi-year funding cycle be approved. 

The Richmond Agriculture & Industrial Society applied for multi-year funding but did not 
receive a grant in 2006, 2007, 2008 or 2009 so is not eligible. 

The Steveston Community Society also applied for multi-year funding but did not receive a grant 
in 2010 so is not eligible. 

6. Stakeholder Consultation 

In approving the 2011 City Grant Policy, Council requested that: 

Staff report back,following implementation of the 2012 City Grant Program and prior to 
implementation of the 2013 City Grant Program, regarding; 

(a) stakeholder consultations regarding the new Policy and Programs, including the 
appropriate amounts for each category, and 

(b) possible impacts of the Social Planning Strategy on the Health, Social and Scifety 
Grant Program. 

Stakeholder consultation will be conducted for each of the three programs following completion 
of the 2012 Grant cycle, and results will be reported to Council prior to implementation of the 
2013 programs. 

7. On-line Application 

In adopting the City Grant Policy, 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. 

A report from Information Technology addressing this referral will be presented to Council for 
consideration in the First Quarter of2012. 
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Financial Impact 

The 2012 Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grant Program has a proposed budget of 
$96,587. The 2012 allocations itemized in Attachment 2 are recommended. 

Parks, Recreation and Community Everits Grant Proposed Budget 
Total recommended allocations 
Remaining 

Conclusion 

$96,587 
$94,224 
$ 2,363 

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 ofa livable community. Staff recommend that 2012 
Parks, Recreation and Community Events Grants be allocated as indicated (Attachment 2) for 
the benefit of Richmond residents. 

Serena Lusk 
Manager, Parks Programs 
(604-233-3344) 
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Attachment 1 

City of Richmond Policy Manual 

File Ref: 03-1085-00 

City Grant Policy 

Please note that there is a separate Sport Hosting Incentive Grant Policy (3710). 

It is Council Policy that: 

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

• Health, Social and Safety (Community Social Services, with representation from 
Community Safety) 

• Arts, Culture and Heritage (Arts, Culture and Heritage) 
• Parks, Recreation and Community Events (Parks and Recreation). 

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

3. Each Program receives an annual Cost of Living increase. 

4. Recipients who received a grant the preceding year for the same purpose will receive a 
. Cost of Living increase. 

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

6. Applications will be assessed based on relevance to the City's Corporate Vision, Council 
Term Goals and adopted Strategies, as well as program-specific criteria. 

7. Each Program will consist of two tiers, one for minor ($5,000 or less) and one for major 
. grant requests. Application requirements for minor grant requests will be streamlined. 

8. Only registered non-profit societies serving Richmond residents, governed by a 
volunteer Board of Directors, are eligible. 

9. Applicants may apply to one of the three Programs. 

10: 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. 

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

12. 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. 
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Attachment 3 

City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for conSideration. Please type _ .... 
Organization: East Richmond Community Association 

Grant Request: $ 1500 I Proposal Title: Summer Fun Nights Including Outdoor Movie Night 
Grant Program (apply to one only): IJ Healjh, Social & Safely X Parks, Recreallon & Communlly Events 
The Arts & Cullure Grant Program Is under development and will be posted on the City Website as of October 21 2011. 
Purpose: IJ Group Operating Assistance, andlor X A Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) 

Duration: IJ An Ongoing Aclivity, andlor X A One-time Activity Start Date: July 2012 End: August 2012 
Are you applying for a multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
X No IJ Yes If yes, this is for year __ of a __ year cycle 
If year 2 or 3, please al/ach information regarding any changes since Year 11hat may impact your use of Cily Grants. 
Summary of Request (Including proposed acllvilies, target group(s), community benefit): 
Imagine a sea of smiles created by an event thaI brings a heightened sense of community during the warm summer evenings 
in East Richmond. The East Richmond Communlly Assoclallon (ERCA) will be inviting the communlly to its third annual 
Summer Fun Nights in the Summer of 2012. At these four events guesls will have a relaxing and fun summer experience thaI 
Includes grassroots family activities and games. a low-cost <,:Qncesslon, foods from local restauranls, free wellness 
information for seniors and free outdoor fitness classes. A diverse group of local entertainers will be performing each night, 
adding a muilicullural touch. Opening night will feature a free outdoor movie enabling the community to come together to eat 
popcorn, sit on a lawn chair or under a blankel and enjoy a g-rated film under a twinkling canopy of stars. 

Our Summer Fun Nights Is an excellent example of the communlly coming together to celebrate the many people that make 
up this diverse neighbourhood. This evenl provides the community with the opportunity to learn more about Ihelr Community 
Centre and how they can become involved within their community. An affordable and Inclusive event, it will be attended by a 
broad cross-section of Richmond residents though Ihe majority will be from East Richmond. It will provide a fun. Interactive. 
social and educational experience. Summer Fun Nights promotes partnerships with businesses in East Richmond and 
slrengthens Ihe partnership belween ERCA and Cambie Secondary. who's Recreation Leadership group will be volunteering 
their lime to organize and run the games and activities. These youlh will build on their developmental assets through 
teamwork. conslructive use of time. planning and decision making. 

Non-Grant Clly Supports Currently Received (e.g., facility use; permissive tax exemption): 
Subsidized space, heat and lighl, maintenance on a percentage basis w/Cily of Richmond and Richmond School District 

Your Soclety's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year Budg,et for Current Year 
(e.g. Audited Financial Statement) 

Total Revenue $~Z)66~6 $ E:r-T-::rO,-O 
Total Expenses $ ~'?.ft?.;0, $ f5-i'i6R~ 
Annual Surplus or (DefiCit) $~ \.t-::r-r-q $ ::=t--t~ 
Accumulated Surplus or (DefiCit) $ ~5bb\'f $ ('.~ 
Justification for any Annual and Please explain: Please explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deflcll) \-bcJ)1o"i".<--\S d. '" ('\"~'-' 12~ I.. '" () .~ Oi\yQ<55 
Previous City Grant: Amountl7! (.000 Year:'~'1 Use: c.' r.. "" <:\.0:.1 .. s: ~ ,n" ~ 
Proposed Clly Grant Use: please see allached budget sheel 

, 
1. Use: Amount: 
2. Use: Amount: 
3. Use: Amount: 
4. Use: Amount: 
5. Use: Amolln!: 

Total City Grant Request: $1500 

Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: Coast Capilal Savings Amount: $3500 Purpose: repeal sponsorship of Movie Night 
2. Source: ERCA Amount: $3000 Purpose: event expenses 
3. Source: Amount: Purpose: 

Total project budget: $9500 
Revised AUglls! 2011 ApplicatIon Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (SL)· 

Recommended Grant: $1500 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multl·year Funding Cycle Support for festival to help build community spirit and connections. 
Purpose: 
Funding requested for Summer Fun Nights event. 

Revi5cd August 201 t Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 No.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

. This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration Please type 
.. 

Organization: Hamilton Community Association 

Grant Request: $1,500.00 I Proposal Title: Hamilton Community Fesllval 

Grant Program (appty to one onty): [J Heallh. Social & Safety sa Parks. Recreallon & Community Events 
The Arts & Cullure Grant Program is under development and will be posted on the City Website as of October 21. 2011. 
Purpose: [J Group Operating Assistance. and/or !!l A Community Service (e.g .. Program. Project, Event) 

Duration: (JAn Ongoing Acttvlty, andlor l!l A One·time Activity Start Date: Jun 29112 End: Jun 29112 

Are .you apptylng for a multl·year funding cycle? (See Grant Program·for eligibility requirements) 
~ No 0 Yes tf yes, this is for year __ of a __ year cycle 
If year 2 or 3. please aUach information regarding any changes since Year 1 that may impact your use of City Grants. 

Summary of Request (inctuding proposed aciivities. target group(s). community benefit): 

The grant will assist the Hamilton Community Association in putting on the Hamilton Festival, which is the annual community 
celebration. This one day event consists of entertainment. rides, games, exhibitors. community group demonstrations. public 
safety service displays, votunteer opportunities. food booths, social interaction and the recognition of outstanding community 
volunteers. The Hamilton Festival concludes with an outdoor movie night. 

Non·Grant City Supports Currently Received (e.g., facility uso; permissive tax exemption): 

The City provides the Hamilton Community Association with office space, equipment and staffing. 

Your Society's Totat Budget Most Recent Completed Year Budget for Current Year 
(e.g., Audited Financial Statement) 

Totat Revenue S 493,979.70 $ 517,286.09 

Total Expenses S 475.377.91 S 517.286.09 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ 18.601.79 $ 0 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $ 250.422.69 1$ 
Justification for any Annuat and Please explain: I Ptease explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) savings for capital prOjects 

Prevlolls City Grant: Amount: 51.015 Year: 2011 Use: Contribution to enterteinment and equipment. 

Proposed City Grant Use: 
1. Use: entertainment and equipment Amount: 51.500.00 
2. Use: Amount: 
3. Use: Amount: 
4. Use: Amount: 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: 51 .500.00 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: Lafarge Cement Amount: S4.000.00 Purpose: outdoor movie 
2. Source: Amount: Purpose: 
3. Source: Amount: Purpose: 

Total proiect budaet: 
.-

Revised August 20] 1 
'''''::'''''OA 

Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $1500 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Increase from 2011. Support for festival to help build community spirit 
Purpose: and connections. 
Funding request for Hamilton Festival. 

Revised Aligust 2011 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2Cl 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please 
type. 

Organization: The Kehlla Society of Richmond 

Grant Request: $ 5000 I Propoeal Title: RIchmond Jewish Film Series 
Grant Program (apply to one only): [J Health, Social & Safety Ol..P~ks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant Program Is under development and wlil be posted on the Cltv Website as of October 21 2011. 
Purpose: [J Gr~p Operating Assistance, andlor IJIo1\ Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) 

Duratton: tlI1(n Ongoing Activity, andlor [J A One-lime Activity Start Date: Feb 2012 End: December 2012 
~u applying for a multi-year fundIng cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 

o [J Yes If yes, this is for year __ of a __ year cycle . 
If vear 2 or 3. please aUach Information reaardina anv chanaes since Year 1 that mav Imoact vour use of Cltv Grants. 
Summary of Request (including proposed activities, target group(s), community beneflt): 

Requesting funding to assist with the costs of the "Richmond Jewish Film Series". We plan to screen three films 
during 2012, which will have Jewish themes, at the Performance Hall, Richmond Cultural Centre. 
The target groups will be families, men, woman, low-income residents, seniors, and Immigrants. This film series 
could appeal to both the Jewish community of Richmond as well as the broader Richmond community. 
The Richmond Jewish Film Series will enhance multiculturalism within the City; acknowledging the diversity of 
the City of Richmond. 

The Richmond Jewish Film Series will contribute towards building a complete community, by embracing the 
broader community and creating community spirit. 

Our partners, Vancouver Jewish Film Festival, Richmond Jewish Day School, Beth Tikvah Synagogue and Sid 
BUd photography will all contribute in kind, sharing their expertise, time, skills and support towards this film 
series. 
Food and drinks will be served at the events and we will apply the "user pay" principle to cover these costs. The 
event will be made affordable to all who wish to attend. 
Non-Grant City Supports Currentty Recetved (e.g., facility use; penntsslve tax exempllon): 
NIA 

Your. Society's Totat Budget Most Recent Compteted Year Budget for Current Year 
• (e.!!., Audited Financial Statement) 

Total Revenue $ 79,479.20 $ 64,820.04 

Total Expenses $ 80,808.66 $ 61,863.27 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ -1,329.46 $ +2,956.77 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $ $ 

Justlflcstlon for any Annual and Please explain: Increase In costs of Please explain: Expenses cut 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) services considerably 

Previous City Grant: Amount: - Year: - Use: -
Proposed' City Grant Use: 

1. Use: Film rental I rights to show film Amount: $3000 
2. Use: Facility rental and Insurance Amount: $ 600 
3. Use: Printing and advertising Amount: $1200 
~. Use: Administration costs Amount: $ 200 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: $ 5000 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: Van. Jewish Film Festival Amount: In Kind Purpose: Research, advisory, coordination 
2. Source: Sid Blld Photography Amount: In Kind Purpose: Creative design, promotional material 
3. Source: RJDSchool, Beth Tlkvah Amount: Purpose: Promotion of event, volunteers 

Total project budget: $5000 

Revised August 2011 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $1000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of _. __ Multi-year Funding Cycle To provide seed funding for event. 
Purpose: 
To support Jewish Film Festival in Richmond . 

("; 

Revised AuguSl201 1 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond · 

·2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 
- . 

Organization.: /( ;.1) S F't' fl..r ,- if. I {f/I"It),1 D (' j/ /9l71r.:~. 
Grant Request: $ /0 OOP I Proposal Title: I< ; I) S I!v R,.f - R ; i-fIl'YIO/Vi) (;.1-119f"f/l~ . 
Grant Program (apply to one only): ~ i:1ealth, Social & Safety 0 Parks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant Program is under develoement and will be eosted on the Cit~ Website as of October 21,2011. 
Purpose; o Group Operating Assistance, andlor (l!.A Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) 

Duration: f1f An. Ongoing Activity. andlor CI A One-time Activity Start Date: End: 
Are you applying for a multl·year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
~ No a Yes If yes, this is for year __ of a __ year cycle 
If year 2 or 3, please aUach information re!lardinll any chanQes since Year 1 that mayimpacl your use of City Grants. 
Summary of Request (including proposed activities. target group(s), communily benefit): 

Additional information provided in major grant application on file. 

Non·Grant City Supports Currently Received (e-9., facility use; permissive tax. exemption): 

Your Society's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year Budget for Current Year 
. ·).01!7 (e.g .• Audited Fil1ancial Statement) 

Total Revenue $ "., '(1/1, ~q , $ jO, 'llJ() 
Total Expenses $ '21 32 'f, ,~,o $ '3 s· I.> 0 i) 

(,) '~/" 'l'~ 
I 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ $ (If I 3l)/) 
Ac.cumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $ <f,03!i'' oS' $ if, 'l'Jr 
Justification for any Annual and Please explain: SDME (1/1 r S'; t1 N ".,A Please explain: SPIl"'1> i .... t>'l.b 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) C.II /1.6.. /,I If ~ (AS/t/! 0 ,oJ 7..,)11 ()P 2olf) S,tle f' J1,. tt! •. 

Previous 'City Grant: Amount: i l:. () 'iP Year: ·~tljL Use: m()l'!~(( f'P"''''''/~ I'~/I/ II,OI)~;(~~r~ .slWJ)S 

Proposed City Grant Use: Rt!di~rJltI'n II; t:'t'f ~ 
1. Use: Amount: 
2. Use: Amount: 
3. Use: Amount: 
~. Use: Amount: 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: Amount: Purpose: 
2. Source: Amount: Purpose: 
3. Source: Amount: Purpose: 

Total proiect budqet: 

Revised August 2011 Application Deadline: October 14,2011 

-
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12. For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $6212 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Same level as 2011 plus cost of living increase. 
Purpose: 
To assist children in low-income families with accessing 
sport and recreation opportunities. 

Revised August 2011 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 . 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Organization: . Richmond Agricultural and Industrial Society 

Grant Request: $18,055.00 Proposal Title: Steveston Salmon Festival AND Sleveston Farmers/Artisans 

Grant Program (apply to one only): 0 Health. Social & Safety i<I Parks, Recreation & Community Evenls 
The Arts & Culture Grant Program is under development and will be posted on the City Website as of October 21, 2011. 

Purpose: eg Group Operating Assistance. and/or eg A Community Service (e.g .. Program. Project, Event) 

Duration; !!I An Ongoing Activity. and/or III A One·time Activity Start Date: July 1 End: July 1 

Are you applying for a multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
DNa eg Yes If yes. this is for year _t_ of a _3_ Year cycle 
If vear 2 or 3, please attach information reQardinQ any chanQes since Year 1 that mav impact vour use of City Grants. 
Summary of Request (including proposed activities. target group(s). community benefit): 

1. Steveston Farmers & Artisans Market (SFAM): operating assistance for an ongoing activity. Target Groups: all members 
of the community and surrounding municipalities. Community Benefit: loeal/raglonal tourism; promote sustainable local 
agriculture and artistry; healthy food choices; economic stimulation for area merchants; community gathering place. 
2. Steveslon Salmon Festival (SF): Annual community event. Target Groups: all members of the community and surrounding 
municipalities. Community benefit: local/regional tourism; Immeasurable economic benefits 10 the community; celebration of 
Canadian pride - "Canada's biggest liltle birthday party" since 1945. Parade, children/youth festivals, cullural 
displays/demos, 2 stages, salmon barbecue, food fair, craft fair, trade show, art shOw, Inflalable carnival and more. 

Non·Grant City Supports Currently Received (e.g., facility use; permissive tax exemption): 

facility use; in-kind services equipmenl and supplies 

Your Society's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year Budget for Current Year 
(e.g., Audited Financial Statement) 

Total Revenue $ 176,173.14 $ 180,550.00 

Total Expenses $ 126,440.87 $ 180,550.00 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ 49,732.27 $ 0.00 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $ 0.00 $ 0.00 

Justification for any Annual and Please explain: Please explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) 

Previous City Grant: Amount: $7,105 Year: 2011 Use: Salmon Festival 

Proposed City Grant Use: 
1. Use: Salmon Festival Amount: $11,168.00 

2. Use: Farmers & Artisans Market Amount: $6,887.00 
3. Use: Amount: 
4. Use: Amount: 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: $18,055.00 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source! event revenues Amount: $118,295.00 Purpose: operating funds/equipment/supplies etc 

2. Source: sponsorships/other grants Amount: $44.200.00 Purpose: operating funds/equipment/supplies etc 

3. Source: Amount: Purpose: 
Total project budget: $180,550.00 

Revised August 2011 Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
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12, For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $7247 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year --of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Same level as 2011 plus cost of living increase, 
Purpose: 
Funding request to support both the Salmon Festival and 
the Steveston Farme(s and Artisan's Market. 

Revised August 201 J Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type • . . 
Organization: Richmond Chinese Community !Society 

Grant Request: $ 33,500 Proposal Title: Office Operating Assistance 

Grant Program (apply to one only): CJ Health, Social & Safety !8l Parks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant Proaram Is under development and will be~_osted on the City Website as of October 21 2011. 
Purpose: !8l Group Operating Assistance, and/or !8l A Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) 

Durallon: !8lAn Ongoing Activity, and/or CJ A One·Ume Activity Start Date: End: 
Are you applying for a multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
!8l No a Yes If yes, this is for year __ of a _ _ year cycle 
If year 2 or 3, please aUach information reaardina any chanaes since Year 1 that may impact your use of City Grants. 

Summary of Request (Including proposed activities, target group(s), community benefil): 

Our grant pcollOsal is for hl!lping our office operming assistance including programs and activities. \Ve pro\'idc programs and aclh'ities to 
Richmond rcsidcnls. service groups and organizations and to help building n strong and he-nlthy community. Qur programs nnd services 
welcome ever)'one from different ethnic backgrounds. OUf leadership in promoting \'olunteerisl11. healthy living and wellncss showcases the 
Ch>' of Richmond's comllli'lnentlo the benefits of active living and community invoh'emcnt. If nppro\'cd, RCCS programs And services could 
assisllhe Cil>"s issue of dcnuUlds for particulnr progmms & services from the general public. 

Non-Grant City Supports Currently Received (e,g., facility use; permissive tax exemption): 
NlA 

Your Society's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year 201 0 
I (e,g" Audited Financial Statement) 

Budget for Current Year 2011 

Total Revenue $345,832 $399,120 

Total Expenses S335,689 $399,120 

Annual Surplus or (Deflcll) S10,143 SNIA 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) SNIA $NlA 

Justification for any Annual and Please explain: The surplus will be carried Please explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Dellcll) forward to our 2011 Iiscal year. By the end of 

2011 IIscal year. we may end up with break even 
or a small delicl!. 

Previous City Grant: Amount: $2,538 Year: 2011 Use: S2,538 

Proposed City Grant Use: 

1. Use: Hire part·lime program coordinator Amount: $20,000 
2. Use:Volunteer Support Amount: $2,600 
3. Use: Activity Room Rental Amount: $9,000 
4. Use: Office Supplies Amount: $1,900 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total Clly Grant Request: S33,500 

Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1, Source:Direct Access Grant Amount: $50,500 Purpose: 
2. Source:Cily Grant Amount: $33,500 Purpose: 
3. Source:Alchmond Chinese Communlly Society Amount: $315,120 Purpose: 

Total project budget: $399,120 _. -

Revised August 201 1 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $3000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Increase from 2011. To support delivery of recreation programs. 
Purpose: 
Funding request to support office operations and program 
delivery. 

Revised August 20 II Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 

GP - 99
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 No.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2Cl 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 
Organization: Richmond City Cenlre Community Assoclalion 

Grant Request: $14,900 I Proposal Title: Assel Developmenl for Children in Cenlral Richmond 

Grant Pr,?gram (apply to one only): (J Health, Social & Safety IJ Parks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Granl Program is under development and will be posted on Ihe City Website as of October 21 2011. 
Purpose: IJ Group Operating Assistance, andlor 1!9 A Community Service (e.g., Program, Projecl, Evenl) 

Duration: (J An Ongoing Activity, andlor 1131 A One-time Activily Start Date: Ocl 2011 End: June 2012 
Are you applying for a multl·year funding cycle? (See Granl Program for ellgibilily requiremenls) 
IlS No (J Yes If yes. Ihis is for year __ . ofa __ Year cycle 
If year 2 or 3, Dlease attach information reaardlrlc9.any changes since Year llhat ma~_'mpact ~our use of City.Granls. 
Summary of Request (Including proposed activities, larget group(s), community benefit): 

To run a community-based asset developmenl program for high-need & aI-risk children who attend City Cenlre inner city 
schools - (:ook and Anderson Elementary schools. These are children who would otherwise be on their own with Inadequate 
care on Iheir school's early dismissal day each week. This assel developmenl program will seek support from community 
organizations, Including the Boys & Girls' Club, the United Way, and the schools. 

This program is based on an earlier pilot projecl which showed Ihe effectiveness of this type of asset developmenl in inner 
city children. Subsequenl to the pilot, this program has been able to gain financial support to reduce funding requesled via 
Ihis grant. Please see the attached Appendix "Asset Proposal Outline" for program details & communily benefits. 

Non-Grant City Supports Currently Received (e.g., facility use; permissive tax exemption): 

Your SOCiety's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year 
I (e.g. Audited Financial Statement) 

Budget for Current Year 

Total Revenue $ 299,681 $ 310,575 

Total Expenses $ 276.453 $ 309,279 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ 23,228 $ 1,296 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $ 10,524 $ 

Justification for any Annual and Please explain: Please explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) Require positive operating cash posilion 

Previous CIh'. Grant: Amount: Year: Use: 
Proposed City Grant Use: 

1. Use: Asset Development Program Amount: $14,900 
2. Use: Amoun!: 
3. Use: Amoun"!: 
4. Use: Amount: 
6. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: $14,900 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: Boys & Girls Club Amount: $5,000 Purpose: Asset Development Program 
2. Source: Provincial Gaming Grant Amount: $3,000 Purpose: Assel Development Program 
3. Source: Rmd City Centre Ctty Ass'n Amount: $2,000 Purpose: Assel Development Program 

Total DrolBct budoet: $24.900 
""-

Revised August 2011 Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $10000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year --- of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Significant increase from 2011 in alignment with priorities for delivery of 
Purpose: recreation services. 
Funding requesl to support asset development program 
for children in Richmond city centre. 

Revised August 2011 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 .No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Organization: Richmond Fitness and Wellness Association (RFWA) 

Grant Request: $10,000 Proposal Title: Walk Richmond 

Grant Program (apply to one only): Q Health, Social & Safety sa Parks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant Program is under development and will be posled on the City Website as of October 21, 2011. 
Purpose: Q Group Operating Assistance, and/or eg A Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) 

Duration: !!l An Ongoing Activity, and/or Q A One-time Activity Slart Date: End: 
Are you applying for a multi-year funding cycle? (See Granl Program for eligibility requiremenls) 
:!i No 0 Yes If yes. this is for year __ of a __ year cycle 
If year 2 or 3 please aUach information regarding any changes since Year 1 that may impact your use of City Grants. 

Summary of Request (Including proposed activities. target group(s), community benefit): 

The Richmond Filness and Wellness Association (RFWA) submits Its proposal to support the Walk Richmond Program that 
aims to provide opportunities for Richmond residents to increase their physical activity. Walk Richmond offers the public an 
opportunity to explore the health benefits of walking. The program was developed In 2007 by the City of Richmond In 
partnership with VCH and Richmond School district 1136 as part of Its Active Communities hiltiatlve. Getting Richmond 
Moving. The RFWA has co-sponsored the Initiative by providing the Walk Leeders .and the Walk Coordinator. The program 
provides Individuals an option to participant in drop-In guided walks at no cosl. The target audience of our program are 
sedentary Individuals/families, seniors, and nllW immigrants. The program aims to increase community awareness through 
exploring Ihe Iralls, landmarks, and heritage slles throughout the city. 

Non-Grant City Supports Currently Received (e.g., facility use; permissive tax exemption): 

None 

Your Society's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year 
I (e.g. Audited Financial Statement) 

Budget for Current Year 

Total Revenue $ 10,891.43 $ 8,700 

Totat Expenses $ 18,144.52 $ 22,500 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ -7.253.09 $ -13.800 

Accumutated Surplus or (DefiCit) $ 75,374.80 $ 61,574.60 

Justification for any Annual and Please explain: Please explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) RFWA does not gener~venue. RFWA does not gener~venue. 
Previous City Grant: Amount: $2030.00 Year: 2011 Use: Walk Richmond Volunteer Expenses 

Proposed City .Grant Use: 
1. Use: Volunteer support Amount: $1,000 

2. Use: Supplies Amount: 5500 
3. Use: Consullant services Amount: 55,860 
4. Use: Olher Amount: $2.640 
6. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: 510,000 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: BCRPA Amount: 5300 Purpose: City-wide heallh promolion events 

2. Source: Richmond Secondary School Amount: $500 Purpose: Supplies for walking workshops 
3. Source: Amount: Purpose: 

Total project budget: 

Revised AuguS1 2011 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $9000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Significanl increase from 2011 in alignment wilh priorities oullined in 
Purpose: bolh Ihe council-approved Sport for Life and Wellness strategies. 

Funding requesl to support Walk Richmond program. 

Revised August 20 II Application Deadline: October 14. 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, Be V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Organization: Richmond Rockets Speed Skaling Club 
- -- .-

Grant Request: $5000 . Proposal Title: RRSSC Develppmental Fund - Access for Rmd Youlh 10 Sport 

Grant Program (apply to one only): 0 Heallh. Social & Safety !il Parks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant Program is under development and will be posted on the City Website as of October 21. 2011. 

Purpose: !9 Group OperaUng Assistance, and/or !9 A Community Selvice (e.g., Program, Project. Event) 

Duration: I!l An Ongoing Activity. andlor o A One-Ume AcUvity Start Date: End: 
Are you applying for a multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
e! No 0 Yes If yes. this is for year __ of a __ year cycle 
If year 2 or 1..Elease attach information regarding an~ changes since Year 1 that may imeact xour use of Cit~ Grants . .. -
Summary of R~quest (including proposed activities. target group(s). community benefit): 

RRSSC was founded in 2006 to provide Iraining and coaching allowing speed skaters of all ages and abilities to develop, 
compete .and enjoy Ihe sport in the greater Richmond ares of BC. We would like to grow our club to provide very affordable 
access to spatia Richmond youth including Ihose who come from financially disadvanlaged families as well as high-risk 
children. The overall goal of our project is 10 encourage school youlh 10 alleasllry but preferably parlicipale for a longer 
period of tillle in Ihe sporl of shorl Irack speed skating Ihrough an inlroduclory 50% off regular fees for Ihis season. 
The City Granl would make it possible for us to cover Ihe cost of ice for 30 sludenls - additional club members and allow us 
10 buy some new skales which we need 10 expand our .membership. 

NOIl-Grant City Supports Curren.tly Reoelved (e.g., faolllty use; permissive tax exemlltlon): 

_.- --
Your Soolety's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year Budget for Current Year 

(e.g., Audited Financial Statement) 
Total Revenue $ $ 16820 

Total Expenses S S 23820 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) S S 7000 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) S $ 0 

Justification for any Annual and Please explain: Please explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Defiolt) cost of ice renlal and new skates 

Previous City Grant: Amount: Year: Use: 

Proposed City Grant Use; 
1. Use: ice reillal Amount: 3192 

2. Use: new skates Amount": 1808 
3. Use: Amount: 
4. Use: Amount: 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: 

Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: 2010 Legacies Now Amount: 2000 Purpose: Youlh fees subsidy 

2. Source: Amount: Purpose: 
3. Source: Amount: Purpose: 

Total Drolect bud(let: .-

Revised Augusl2011 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $0 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle A grant is not recommended as no additional secured funding partners 
Purpose: or working partnerships have been identified. 
Funding request for fee reduction and additional 
equipment. 

Revised August 20) 1 Application Deadline: October 14,2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 
- -._ . 

Organization: Steveston Community Society 

Grant Request: $35,344.00 Proposal Title: Steveston Sockeye Spin 
Grant Program (apply to one only): 0 Health, Social & Safety x Parks, Recreation & Community Events 
The Arts & Culture Grant ProQram Is under development and will be posted on Ihe City Website as of October 21, 2011. 
Purpose: x Group Operating AsSistance, and/or x A Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) 

Duration: o An Ongoing Activity, and/or o A One·llme Activity Start Date: TBD End: TBD 
Are you apptylng for a multl·year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
o No x Yes If yes, this is for year _1_ of a _3_ year cycle 
If year 2 or 3, please attach information regarding any changes since Year 1 that may Impact your use of City Grants. 
Summary of Request (including proposed activities, target group{s), community beneflt): 

1. Group operating assistance: target group Is ali Richmond residents with a focus on those living In the 
general Steveston area; community benefit Is a strong organization equipped to serve the community at 
the highest standards. 

2. Steveston Sockeye Spin : community event operating assistance to organize a professional road 

bicycle race; target groups are the general population, tourists, sports enthusiasts; conununity benefit is 

primarily economic benefit to area merchants and increased tourism to Steveston. 

N.on.Grant City Supports Currently Received (e.g., facility use; permissive tax exemption): 
facility use; In· kind equipment and supplies 

Your Society's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year 
I (e.g., Audited Financial Statement) 

Budget for Current Year 

Total Revenue $1,402,986 $1,501,171 

Total Expenses $1,426,683 $1,402,910 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ (26,697) $ 98,261 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $ 193,640 $TBD 

Justlflcajlon for any Annual and Please explain: surplus Is allocated to Please explain: surplus Is allocated 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) various projects/amortizations to various projecte/amortlzatlons 

Previous City Grant: Amount: $7000 Year: 2009 Use: Salmon Festival 
Proposed City Grant Use: 

1. Use: Steveston Sockeye Spin Amount: $26,427 
2. Use: Society special event staff wage Amount: $6,917 
3. Use: Amount: 
4. Use: Amount: 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: $35,344 
Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: stili TBD, other grants/sponsors etc. will be sourced Amount: Purpose: 
2. Source: Amount: Purpose: 
3. Source: Amount: Purpose: 
Total Drolect bud~et: Sockeye Spin: $68,790; SOCiety $1.4M _ .. 

Revised August 2011 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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12. For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $3000 Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Year __ of __ Multi-year Funding Cycle Increase from 2011 10 provide seed funding for Sockeye Spin. 
Purpose: 
Funding request for Steveston Sockeye Spin Road 
CY9ling event and operatinjJ assistance. 

Revised August 2011 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

2012 Grant Application Summary Sheet 
6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

www.richmond.ca 

This Summary Sheet will be provided to City Council for consideration. Please type. 

Organl~atlon: Steveston Community Society 

Grant Request: $ 50,000.00 Proposal Title: Richmond Summer Project 
Grant Program (apply to one only): CJ Heallh, Social & Safety CJ Parks, Recreation & Community Evenls 
The Arts & Cullure Grant Procram Is under develonmenl and will be nosted on the Citv Webslle as of Oclober 21, 2011. 
Purpose: CJ Group Operating Asslslance, andlor CJ A Community Service (e.g., Program, Project, Event) 

Duration: CJ An Ongoing Activity, and/or CJ A One.tlme Activity Slart Dale: End: 
Are you applying for a multi-year funding cycle? (See Grant Program for eligibility requirements) 
[J No CJ Yes If yes, this Is for year __ of a __ year cycle 
If year 2 or 3, please attach Information rooardina am chances since Year 1 that mav Imoacl vour use of Citv Grants. 
SummarY of Request (Including proposed activities, target group(s), community benefit): 

Funds would be contributing to the overall summer project, 2012 grant dollars would be distributed between 14 facilities 
citywide. The City Grant would enable low cost/no cost services to be offered to Richmond residents by offsetting staff salaries, 
general expenses and training expenses for staff and volunteers. The grant also allows children that require extra support to fully 
participate in our summer programs. Steveston Community Society is submitting the grant application for sununer 2012 on 
behalf of the following City of Richmond partners in Park, Recreation and Community Social Services: 
Steveston Community Society, Thompson Community Association, East Richmond Community Association, South Arm 
Community Association, City Centre Community Association, Sea Island Community Association, HamiItonCommunity 
Association, West Richmond Community Association, Minoru Seniors Society, Richmond Nature Park Society, Arts 
Centre, Arena Services, Britaunia Heritage Shipyard Society, and Diversity Services 

Non-Grant City Supports Currently Received (e.g., facility use; permissive tax exemption): 
Facilities and City Siaff support 

Your Society's Total Budget Most Recent Completed Year Budget for Current Year 
(e.a., Audited Financial Statement) 

Total Revenue $ $ 

Total Expenses $ $ 

Annual Surplus or (Deficit) $ $ 

Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) $ $ 

Justification for any Annual and Please explain: Please explain: 
Accumulated Surplus or (Deficit) 

Previous City Grant: Amount: 50,000 Year:2011 Use: Richmond Summer Project 
Proposed City Grant Use: 
1. Use:Wages Amount: $23,800.00 
2. Use:Volunteer support Amount:$4,500.00 
3. Use:Supplies Amount:$3,400.00 
4. Use: Other Initiatives - see grant Amount:$18,300.00 
5. Use: Amount: 

Total City Grant Request: 50,000.00 

Revised Allgust 2011 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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Other Funding Sources for this Proposal: 
1. Source: Canada Summer Jobs Amount: approx. 70,000.00 Purpose: Hiring summer students 

Purpose: 2. Source: Amount: 
3. Source: Amount: 

Total project bud!let: 

12. For Staff Use Only (SL) 

Recommended Grant: $51,765 
Year 1 of __ 3 Multi-year Funding Cycle 
Purpose: 
To support low-cost summer programs. 

Purpose: . 

Staff Comments/Conditions: 
Same level as 2011 plus cost of living increase. 

I 

Revised Augusl20 11 Application Deadline: October 14, 2011 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: Date: January 23, 2012 

From: 

General Purposes Committee 

Victor Wei, P. Eng. File: 12-8060-01/2011-Vol 
Director, Transportation 01 

Re: ESTABLISHMENT OF THE CAPSTAN STATION CAPITAL RESERVE FUND 

Staff Recommendation 

That Capstan Station Capital Reserve Fund Establishment Bylaw No. 8854 be introduced and 
given first, second and third reading. 

> 

Victor Wei, P. Eng. 
Director, Transportation 
(604-276-4131) 

Att. I 

., ==-

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Budgets & Accounting ..................................... y lW"N 0 
/ 

Law ................................................................. y ~ 0 
Development Applications .............................. Y ~N 0 

REVIEWED BY TAG NO REVIEWED BY CAO NO 

o o 

3432845 

GP - 111



January 23, 2012 -2- File: 12-8060-0 1120 II-Vol 0 I 

Staff Report 

Origin 

At its January 23,2012 meeting, Council endorsed that Bylaw No. 8837 (the Bylaw) to amend 
the Richmond Official Community Plan, Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), be introduced and given 
first reading. The Bylaw provides for a funding strategy for the construction of the Capstan 
Canada Line Station. This report proposes the establishment of a capital reserve fund, which is 
required to hold the voluntary developer contributions as described in the approved funding 
strategy. 

Analysis 

The Bylaw provides that developers of projects within the area described in the Capstan Station 
Bonus Map may be entitled to bonus density (called the Capstan Station Bonus) in return for 
making voluntary contributions ("Developer Contributions") to the plarUling, construction and 
implementation cost of the Capstan Station. 

The Bylaw provides that the collected developer contributions would be held by the City in a 
separate interest-bearing bank account and delivered to TransLink when the amount collected 
from developers is equal to the estimated Capstan Station capital cost of $25.3 million plus cpr 
(in 2010 dollars). This accrual of the developer contributions requires the establishment ofa 
capital reserve fund as described in the proposed Capstan Station Capital Reserve Fund 
Establishment Bylaw No. 8854 (see Attachment 1). Staff therefore recommend that the 
proposed bylaw be introduced and given first, second and third reading. 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact to the City. 

Conclusion 

At its January 23, 2012 meeting, Council endorsed that Bylaw No. 8837, to amend the Richmond 
Official Community Plan, Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), be introduced and given first reading in 
order to facilitate the implementation of a funding strategy for the construction of the future 
Capstan Canada Line Station. This report proposes the establishment of a capital reserve fund, 
which is required to hold the developer contributions as per the approved funding strategy. 

~~~~ 
Joan Caravan 
Transportation Planner 
(604-276-4035) 
JC:jc 
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PLN – 1 

  Agenda
   

 
 

Planning Committee 
 

Anderson Room, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Tuesday, February 21, 2012 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
PLN-7  Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Planning Committee held 

on Tuesday, February 7, 2012. 

 

 
  

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 
 
  Tuesday, March 6, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room 

 
  

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 
 
PLN-13 1. HOUSING AGREEMENT (LEGACY PARK LANDS LIMITED) 

BYLAW NO. 8853 - TO SECURE MARKET RENTAL HOUSING 
UNITS LOCATED IN 14000 AND 14088 RIVERPORT WAY 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8853) (REDMS No. 3424066) 

  See Page PLN-13 for full report  

  Designated Speaker: Dena Kae Beno



Planning Committee Agenda – Tuesday, February 21, 2012 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

PLN – 2 
3468598 

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8853 be introduced and given first, second, and third 
readings to permit the City, once Bylaw No. 8853 has been adopted, to enter 
into a Housing Agreement substantially in the form attached hereto, in 
accordance with the requirements of s. 905 of the Local Government Act, to 
secure the market rental housing units required by Zoning Text 
Amendment Application No. 11-565675. 

 
  

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 
 
PLN-33 2. JAING ZHU HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY OF RICHMOND FOR 

PERMISSION TO REZONE 9780 ALBERTA ROAD FROM SINGLE 
DETACHED (RS1/F) TO TOWN HOUSING (ZT60) – NORTH 
MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE) IN ORDER TO CREATE SIX (6) 
TOWNHOUSE UNITS. 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8812, RZ 11-566870) (REDMS No. 3315070) 

  See Page PLN-33 for full report  

  Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw 8812, for the rezoning of 9780 Alberta Road from “Single 
Detached (RS1/F)” to “Town Housing (ZT60) – North McLennan (City 
Centre)”. be introduced and given first reading. 

 
PLN-57 3. APPLICATION BY YASEEN GREWAL, BALBIR RANDHAWA AND 

SARBJIT RANDHAWA FOR REZONING AT 10180/10200 
FINLAYSON DRIVE FROM TWO-UNIT DWELLINGS (RD1) TO 
SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/B) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8863, RZ 11-594451) (REDMS No. 3455139) 

  See Page PLN-57 for full report  

  Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8863, for the rezoning of 10180/10200 Finlayson Drive 
from “Two-Unit Dwellings (RD1)” to “Single Detached (RS2/B)”, be 
introduced and given first reading. 

 



Planning Committee Agenda – Tuesday, February 21, 2012 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

PLN – 3 
3468598 

PLN-71 4. APPLICATION BY HARBINDER BAHD FOR REZONING AT 8631 
FRANCIS ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/E) TO COACH 
HOUSES (RCH) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8866, RZ 11-587257) (REDMS No. 345727) 

  See Page PLN-71 for full report  

  Designated Speaker: Brian J. Jackson

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8866, for the rezoning of 8631 Francis Road from “Single 
Detached (RS1/E)” to “Coach Houses (RCH)”, be introduced and given 
first reading. 

 
PLN-83 5. KHALID HASAN HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY OF RICHMOND 

FOR PERMISSION TO REZONE 9500, 9520 AND 9540 GRANVILLE 
AVENUE FROM “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)” TO “MEDIUM 
DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTM2)” IN ORDER TO DEVELOP A 16 
UNIT 2 STOREY TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8868, RZ 11-581552) (REDMS No. 3465853) 

  See Page PLN-83 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  Brian J. Jackson

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8868 for the rezoning of 9500, 9520 and 9540 Granville 
Avenue from “Single Detached, (RS1/F)” to “Medium Density Townhouses 
(RTM2)”, be introduced and given first reading. 

 
PLN-103 6. APPLICATION BY PACIFIC COASTAL HOMES LTD. FOR 

REZONING AT 4771 DUNCLIFFE ROAD FROM SINGLE 
DETACHED (RS1/E) TO SINGLE DETACHED (RS2/A) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8869, RZ 11-577322) (REDMS No. 3444628) 

  See Page PLN-103 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  Brian J. Jackson

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8869, for the rezoning of 4771 Duncliffe Road from “Single 
Detached (RS1/E)” to “Single Detached (RS2/A)”, be introduced and given 
first reading. 



Planning Committee Agenda – Tuesday, February 21, 2012 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

PLN – 4 
3468598 

 
PLN-119 7. APPLICATION BY FIREWORK PRODUCTIONS LTD. FOR A 

TEMPORARY COMMERCIAL USE PERMIT AT 8351 RIVER ROAD 
AND DUCK ISLAND (LOT 87 SECTION 21 BLOCK 5 NORTH 
RANGE 6 WEST PLAN 34592) FOR 2012, 2013 AND 2014 
(File Ref. No. TU 11-595782) (REDMS No. 3468443) 

  See Page PLN-119 for full report  

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That the application of Firework Productions Ltd. for a Temporary 
Commercial Use Permit for property at 8351 River Road and Duck 
Island be considered at Public Hearing to be held on March 19, 2012 
at 7:00 pm in the Council Chambers of Richmond City Hall, and that 
the following recommendation be forwarded to that meeting for 
consideration: 

    “That a Temporary Commercial Use Permit be issued to 
Firework Productions Ltd. for the property at 8351 River 
Road and Duck Island for the purposes of permitting an 
evening night market event between May 18, 2012 to 
October 8, 2012 (inclusive), May 17, 2013 to October 14, 
2013 (inclusive) and May 16, 2014 to October 13, 2014 
(inclusive) subject to the fulfillment of all terms, conditions 
and requirements outlined in the Temporary Commercial 
Use Permit and attached Schedules.” 

 

  (2) That the Public Hearing notification area include all properties to the 
north of Bridgeport Road and west of Great Canadian Way as shown 
in Attachment 4 to the staff report dated February 9, 2012 from the 
Director of Development. 

 
PLN-165 8. APPLICATION BY BASTION DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION 

FOR RICHMOND ISLAND 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8861) (REDMS No. 3428095) 

  See Page PLN-165 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  Brian J. Jackson



Planning Committee Agenda – Tuesday, February 21, 2012 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

PLN – 5 
3468598 

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That: 

  (1) Water Service to Richmond Island Bylaw No. 8861, authorizing the 
Service Agreement for the provision of water service by the City of 
Vancouver to lands commonly known as Richmond Island and 
legally described as PID: 025-409-018, Parcel A Section 17 and 18 
Block 5 North Range 6 West NWD Plan LMP53748 (“Richmond 
Island”), be introduced and given first, second and third readings; 

  (2) The Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager, Engineering 
& Public Works be authorized to negotiate and execute an 
indemnification agreement with North Fraser Terminals Inc. and 
Milltown Marina & Boatyard Ltd. relating to possible flooding and/or 
erosion on Richmond Island; 

  (3) Staff be directed to work with FREMP and Port Metro Vancouver to 
amend the FREMP Richmond Area Designation agreement in 
keeping with the proposed marina use at Richmond Island; and 

  (4) Staff be directed to advise the BC Environmental Assessment Office 
that on the basis of the additional work undertaken by the proponent, 
the City of Richmond has no further objections to the proposed 
“waive out” from the BC Environmental Assessment review. 

 
PLN-199 9. FORM AND CHARACTER GUIDELINES FOR GRANNY FLATS 

AND COACH HOUSES IN BURKEVILLE AND EDGEMERE (2041 
OCP UPDATE) 
(File Ref. No. 08-4045-00) (REDMS No. 3440676) 

  See Page PLN-199 for full report  

  Designated Speakers:  Terry Crowe and Holger Burke

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the: 

   (1) Proposed Form and Character Guidelines for Granny Flats and 
Coach Houses in Burkeville and Edgemere (Attachment 1); and 

   (2) Draft Single Detached Housing Zone with Granny Flats or 
Coach Houses in Burkeville and Edgemere (Attachment 2) 

   be approved for public consultation in the Burkeville and Edgemere 
areas as part of the 2041 OCP Update. 
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  Agenda
   

 
 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 
 

Anderson Room, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Wednesday, February 22, 2012 
4:00 p.m. 

 
 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
PWT-5  Motion to adopt the minutes of the meeting of the Public Works & 

Transportation Committee held on Wednesday, January 18, 2012. 

 

 
  

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 
 
  Wednesday, March 21, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 

Room 

 
  

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 
 
PWT-13 1. NO.1 ROAD NORTH DRAINAGE PUMP STATION UPGRADE 

(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.11314) (REDMS No. 3469687) 

  See Page PWT-13 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  John Irving

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That the design concept for the No.1 Road North Drainage Pump Station 
Upgrade be endorsed. 



Public Works & Transportation Committee Agenda – Wednesday, February 22, 2012 
Pg. # ITEM  
 

PWT – 2 

 
PWT-19 2. TOILET REBATE PROGRAM 

(File Ref. No. 10-6650-02) (REDMS No. 3459822) 

  See Page PWT-19 for full report  

  Designated Speaker: Lloyd Bie

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That $100,000 be allocated from the water levy stabilization provision to 
increase total 2012 Toilet Rebate Program funding to $200,000. 

 
PWT-23 3. SUSTAINABLE GREEN FLEET POLICY 2020 

(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01) (REDMS No. 3358139) 

  See Page PWT-23 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  Suzanne Bycraft

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Green Fleet Policy 2020 be re-named "Sustainable Green Fleet Policy 
2020" and that the policy be amended by replacing the text of the current 
policy with the text set out in Attachment 4 of the report dated February 7, 
2012 from the Director, Public Works Operations. 

 
PWT-39 4. PUBLIC SPACES RECYCLING PILOT PROGRAM - RESULTS(File 

(Ref. No. 10-6370-01) (REDMS No. 3459612) 

  See Page PWT-39 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  Suzanne Bycraft

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That the pilot program model be used to further develop and expand 
public spaces recycling in a graduated manner to City facilities, at 
City events, and to other City properties, including streetscapes, open 
spaces and parks; and  

  (2) That Nestlé Waters Canada be thanked for their sponsorship of the 
program and for the donation of the recycling containers to the City 
of Richmond. 

 



Public Works & Transportation Committee Agenda – Wednesday, February 22, 2012 
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PWT-79 5. 4252Q - AWARD OF CONTRACT FOR BATTERY-POWERED ICE 
RESURFACERS 
(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01) (REDMS No. 3442708) 

  See Page PWT-79 for full report  

  Designated Speaker:  Suzanne Bycraft

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That Contract 4252Q, for the Supply and Delivery of Five Battery-
Powered Ice Resurfacers, be awarded to Vimar Equipment Ltd. at a 
total cost of $453,430.00, plus applicable taxes and levies; 

  (2) That the additional required funding of $288,738.50 be approved with 
funding from the Public Works Equipment Reserve and that the 2012 
Capital Budget and the 5-Year Financial Plan (2012-2016) be 
adjusted accordingly. 

 
 
 6. MANAGER’S REPORT 

 
 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 

Wednesday, January 18,2012 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Linda Barnes, Chair 
Councillor Chak Au, Vice-Chair 
Councillor Derek Dang 
Counci llor Linda McPhail 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Minutes 

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

It was agreed that 'Signage for the new ReMP Detachment' be added to the 
agenda. 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the minutes of the meeting of the Public Works & Transportation 
Committee held on Wednesday, December 14, 2011, be adopted as 
circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Wednesday, February 22, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room 

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

1. 2012 PAVING PROGRAM 
(File Ref. No. 10-6340-20-P.I2201 ) (REDMS No. 3435271) 

I. PWT - 5



34SS222 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, January 18, 2012 

Jim Young, Manager, Engineering Design and Construction, provided 
background infonnation and commented on the City 's early tendering process 
that has resulted in the City receiving highly competitive rates. Also, Mr. 
Young stated that the 3000-block of Moncton Street shouJd be included on 
Attachment 1 of the staff report entitled <2012 Paving Program.' 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Young advised that the City 's paving 
contractor is committed to utilizing sustainable methodologies, practices and 
materials as per the provisions of the contract. He mentioned that the City 
monitors the paving program to ensure the contractor is meeting the terms of 
the contract. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the staff report regarding the 2012 Paving Program be received jor 
information. 

CARRIED 

2. FUEL PURCHASES AGREEMENT - BC PETROLEUM PRODUCTS 
BUYING GROUP 
(File Ref. No. 10-6000-011201 1) (REDMS No. 3424005) 

In reply to queries from Committee, Suzanne Bycraft, Manager, Fleet & 
Environmental Programs, provided the following information: 

• the 2011 over-expenditure was partly due to increased fuel consumption 
as a result of additional receivables-based operations work, but it is 
primarily due to fuel price increases; 

• the City does not have a specific policy on the source of the renewable 
content of fuel s its fleet utilizes; and 

• the City observes savings on fuel consumption on many of its passenger 
vehicles that utilize alternative fueVhybrid vehicles. 

Discussion ensued regarding the source of the alternative fuel the City's fleet 
utilizes. Ms. Bycraft advised that the City'S Green Fleet Policy addresses a 
wide-range of factors from acquisition to maintenance of City fleet, however 
it does not specifically address the source of the alternative fuel purchased. 
The Green Fleet Policy does outline maximum fuel efficiency of vehicles as a 
key factor in the City's vehicle acquisition process. 

Discussion further ensued regarding the use of food crops to produce biofuels 
and it was noted that the Richmond School District has a policy regarding the 
types ofbiofuels its fleet utilize. 

2. 
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, January 18, 2012 

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

It was moved and seconded 
That staff review the School District's policy on biD/uels and report back on 
the feasibility of a similar policy for the City of Richmond. 

CARRIED 

In reply to a query from the Chair, Ms. Bycraft advised that the City is a 
member of the British Columbia Petroleum Products Buying Group, and as 
such commented that this would limit the City's ability to independently 
choose or restrict the source of its biofuels. 

It was moved and seconded 
Thall/,e City participate in the Be Petroleum Products Buying Group fuel 
purchases contract with Chevron Canada Lid., commencing December 14, 
2011 for Q three-year period, with the option to renew for two additional one 
year periods, to a maximum offive years. 

CARRIED 

3. ADVANCE CAPITAL BUDGET APPROVAL 2012 LULU WEST 
WATERWORKS AREA (WILLIAMS ROAD) 
(File Rc: f. No. 1O.60S()'{) I) (REDMS No. ] 4]8433) 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Young advised that (i) a main goal of 
the waterworks capital program is to replace ageing infrastructure prior to 
failure and to improve fire protection by locally increasing the system supply 
capacity; and (ii) an operating budget impact is anticipated as there will be a 
marginal increase in operating costs for the proposed new watennain. 

Discussion ensued regarding the proposed watermain' s financial implications 
on utility rates. John Irving, Director, Engineering, advised Council adopted 
the 2012 Utility Budgets and Rates in December 20 II and funding for the 
proposed project is avai lable within the annual funding limits; therefore, the 
proposed walennain would nOl impact the 20 12 utility rates. 

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

CARRIED 

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

4. RICHMOND COMMUNITY CYCLING COMMIITEE - PROPOSED 
2012 INITIATIVES 
(File Rc: r. No. OI...oI()()..2Q..RCYC I12012) (REDMS No. ] 414787) 

3. 
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, January 18, 2012 

Donna Chan, Manager, Transportation Planning, introduced Larry Pamer, 
Chair of the Richmond Community Cycling Committee. 

Discussion ensued regarding the various different types of active 
transportation, and in reply to a query from Committee Mr. Pamer advised 
that the Committee would consider broadening its mandate to include other 
wheeled devices, if the need arose. Mr. Pamer commented that painted bike 
lanes are great enhancements and noted that there was precedence in 
Richmond for blue bike lanes. Staff was directed to examine painted bike 
lanes. 

It was noted that a copy of the staff report should be forwarded to Vancouver 
Coastal Health for their infonnation as many of the initiatives outlined in the 
staff may be of interest to them. 

Discussion ensued regarding an upcoming staff report anticipated to go to the 
next Community Safety Committee meeting and the Chair requested that staff 
comment on cycling education and safety when that report comes forward. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) That the proposed 2012 initiatives of the Richmond Community 

Cycling Committee regarding cycling-related engineering and 
education activities, as described in the report from the Director, 
Transportation, be endorsed; Ufld 

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

CARRIED 

It was moved and seconded 
That staff examine the possibility of expanding the Richmond Community 
Cycling Committee beyond cycling. 

CARRIED 

5. TRAFFIC SAFETY ADVISORY COMMlTTEE - PROPOSED 2012 
!NITIA TIVES 
(File Ref. No. 01-0100-20-TSADI-OI) (REDMS No. 3410268) 

In reply to a query from Committee, Ms. Chan commented on how staff 
measure the success of traffic safety initiatives and it was suggested that staff 
collect more feedback. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) ThaI Ihe proposed 2012 initiatives for Ihe Traffic Safety Advisory 

Committee, as outlined in the report from the Director, 
Transportation, be endorsed; and 

4. PWT - 8
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, January 18, 2012 

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

CARRIED 

6. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Accessible Bus Stops 

Ms. Chan referenced a letter from TransLink's Access Transit Users' 
Advisory Committee requesting that Richmond increase its number of 
accessible bus stops. It was noted that of Richmond' s 711 bus stops, 
approximately 402 are wheelchair and scooter accessible. Ms. Chan noted 
that since TransLink's letter, Richmond has commenced the installation of 
two more accessible bus stops (Garden City Road at Ferndale Road, and 
Railway A venue at Woodwards Road) and relocated another (Moncton Street 
at Steveston Community Centre). 

In reply to queries from Committee, Ms. Chan stated that the City typically 
budgets for four to six accessible bus stops a year and the cost of an accessible 
bus stop ranges significantly depending on the scope of the project. 

Oi) No. 1 Road and Moncton Street Intersection 

Ms. Chan stated that staff have received lots of positive feedback from 
residents and businesses regarding the newly upgraded intersection at No. I 
Road and Moncton Street. 

(iii) Steveston Highway Interchange 

Ms. Chan referenced a memorandum dated January 10, 2012 from the 
Director, Transportation (attached to and fonning part of these Minutes as 
Schedule 1). She spoke of a recent meeting with the Honourable Blair 
Lekstrom. Minister of Transportation and Infrastructure regarding the 
Steveston Highway-Highway 99 Interchange and noted that Minister 
Lekstrom committed to directing his staff to work with City staff to address 
current traffic deficiencies. 

(iv) Speed Along Garry Street 

Discussion ensued regarding speeding along Garry Street and Ms. Chan 
advised that a speed study was forthcoming. 

(v) Snow Update 

Tom Stewart. Director, Public Works Operations, advised that the City was 
able to pre-salt many routes in anticipation of the snowfall. Also. he 
commented on 12-hour shifts. noting that they ensure 24-hour coverage. The 
Chair requested that sta/fprovide an update on the implementation of 12-hour 
shifts at the conclusion of the snow season. 

Cllr. Au left the meeting (4:48 p.m.). 

5. 
PWT - 9



Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, January 18, 2il12 

(vi) 2012 Capital Projects Open House 

Mr. Irving spoke of the 2012 Capital Projects Open House, noting that it is 
tentatively scheduled for April 4, 2012. 

CUr. Au returned 10 the meeting (4:49 p.m.). 

(vii) Sigllugefor the new ReMP Detachment 

Discussion ensued regarding the lack of signage for the new RCMP 
detachment located at 114 11 No. 5 Road. Robert Gonzalez. General 
Manager, Engineering and Public Works, noted that staff would address the 
lack of signage. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
Tlrat Ihe meeting adjourn (4:50 p.m.). 

CARRJED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Public 
Works & Transportation Comminee of the 
Counci l of the City of Richmond held on 
Wednesday, January 18, 201 2. 

Councillor Linda Barnes 
Chair 

Hanieh Floujeh 
Committee Clerk 

6. 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Mayor and Councillors 

Victor Wei, P. Eng. 
Director, Transportation 

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of the 
Public Works and Transportation 
Committee meeting held on 
Wednesday, January 18, 2012. 

Memorandum 
Planning and Development Department 

Transportation 

Date: January 10, 2012 

File: 01-0150-20-THIG1/2012-
Vol 01 

Re: MEETING WITH MINISTER OF TRANSPORTA nON AND INFRASTRUCTURE ON 
STEVESTON HIGHWAY-HIGHWAY 99 INTERCHANGE IMPROVEMENTS 

Mayor Brodie and staffmct with Honourable Blair Lckstrom, Minister of Transportation and 
Infrastructure, and Ms. Linda Reid, MLA Richmond East, on January 10, 2012 to discuss the traffic 
safety and deficiency issues related to the Steveston Interchange/overpass at Highway 99. The 
purpose afthe meeting was to gain ministerial support for carrying out technical investigation on 
feasible short-tenn improvements at the interchange to address the traffic issues prior to determining 
the long-term improvements for the George Massey Turmel. 

The background infonnation on the Steveston Highway-Highway 99 Interchange and related traffic 
issues shared with the Minister and MLA Reid is attached. 

The above information was well received by Minister Lekstrom. At the close of the meeting, he 
committed to directing his staff to work with City s1affto study the Steveston Interchange with the 
objective of identifying the recommended improvements to address current traffic deficiencies. To 
this end, Ministry staffwiJl contact City staff shortly to meet and discuss the next steps for 
developing a work program for the traffic study. 

While understandably no initial financial commitment was made at the meeting by the Minister on 
funding the construction of the interchange improvements, his commitment on commencing the 
planning work is considered a significant step towards reali7ing early traffic improvements to the 
interchange in advance of the tunnel improvements. 

I will continue to update Council on this work as it progresses. 
questions regarding this issue, please contact mc. 

Victor Wei, P. Eng. 
Director, Transportation 
(604-276-4131 ) 

Je: icc 
Alt. I 
pc: TAG 

]445323 

In the meantime, if you have any 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

John Irving , P.Eng. MPA 
Director, Engineering 

Report to Committee 

Date: February 7, 2012 

File: 10-6340-20-
P.11314No101 

Re: No.1 Road North Drainage Pump Station Upgrade 

Staff Recommendation 

That the design concept for the No. 1 Road North Drainage Pump Station Upgrade be endorsed. 

It· L John 1r ing, P.Eng. MPA r Director, Engineering 
(604-276-4140) 

Att. I, 2&3 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE C ONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

YMNO ~ Sewerage and Drainage - ~ 
Parks Y~O 
Public Art Y NO 

REVIEWED BY TAG 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The No. 1 Road North Drainage Pump Station was constructed in 1976. Staff have advanced 
design to the point whereby the general layout and architectural features have been identified. 

The purpose of this report is to provide Counci l information regarding the intended pump station 
layout, including potential architectural and public art features. 

Analysis 

The City's extensive flood protection and drainage system includes 49 kilometres of dikes, a 
series of ditches/canals, underground pipe and 39 drainage pump stations. The drainage system 
is designed to prevent the City from flooding during up to a 1: I 0 year rainfall event. 

The existing No.1 Road North Drainage Pump Station services areas along No.1 Road bounded 
by the north dike to franc is Road including Terra Nova. This station was constructed in 1976 
and contains old, antiquated equipment and is in need of a pumping capacity increase to 
adequately meet current flood protection standards. 

Design of an upgraded No.1 Road North Drainage Pump Station commenced in Fall 2011 and 
has advanced to a point whereby the gencral layout and architectural fcatures have been 
identified (Attachments I , 2 & 3). 

In general, the pump station layout has been designed to keep as Iowa profile as possible in 
order to prescrve view corridors. The design currently has the proposed pump station roof at a 
slightly lower elevation than the existing pump station roof, thereby preserving andlor enhancing 
the view corridor. The proposed pump station wall facing No. 1 Road wi ll be relatively 
prominent and present an opportunity for beautification andlor public art. 

The station is also incorporated into the highly utilized dike trail system connecting the Middle 
Arm dike to Terra Nova. Accordingly, the pump station maintenance accesses are visualized to 
be appealing and complimentary to the existing trails while at the same time providing the 
necessary means for pump station operations and maintenance activities. It is also proposed that 
short sections of the adjacent dike be raised to meet the look-out/viewing area at the top of the 
proposed pump station structure which will be at 4.7 metres geodetic. The current elevation of 
the dike is approximately 3.3 metres geodetic. The 4.7 metre elevation is also consistent with the 
City's Long Term Flood Management Strategy to address sea level rise. 

Subject to Council's support, a public open house will be held shortly to get feedback on the 
design. 

It is anticipated that design will be complete by April 2012, with construction to foll ow 
immediately thereafter. It is anticipated that construction will take place over a period of 
approximately six months. 

PWT - 14
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Financial Impact 

Funding to complete the No.1 Road North Drainage Pump Station upgrades has been approved 
by Council as part ofthe 2012 Capital Program. 

While the total project value is $3.45 million, the No.1 Road North Drainage Pump Station 
project has been approved for grant funding under the Build Canada Fund - Base Fund 
Agreement - Flood Protection Program for up to $2.3 million in federal/provincial funding eh 
cost share). 

Conclusion 

The No.1 Road North Drainage Pump Station has been approved in the 2012 Capital Program. 
Design has progressed to the point where the general layout and architectural 
features/opportunities have been identified. Subject to Counci l's support, a public open house 
will be held shortly to gain feedback on the proposed design. 

--ile a 
Acting Project Manager, Engineering Design and Construction 
(604-247-4655) 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

John Irving , P,Eng . MPA 
Director, Engineering 

Re : Toilet Rebate Program 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

Date: February 7,2012 

File: 10-6650-02/2012-Vol 
01 

That $100,000 be allocated from the water levy stabilization provision to increase total 2012 
Toilet Rebate Program funding to $200,000. 

~g, p.Eng·MP 
Director, Engineering 
(604-276-4140) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE C~EN= GENERAL MANAGER 
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Water Services Y N O 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

At the December 12, 2011 Regular Council Meeting, Council adopted the fo llowing motion: 

"(I) That the 2012 Utility Expenditure Budgets, as outlined under Options I for Water, and 
Sewer, Option 2 for Solid Waste & Recycling, and Option 3 for Drainage & Diking as contained 
in the staff report dated December 1, 20 11 from the General Managers of Business and Financial 
Services and Engineering & Public Works, be approved as the basis fo r establishing the 2012 
Utility Rates ;" 

This motion included $100,000 in funding from the water provision account fo r the 2012 Toilet 
Rebate Program. 

This report outlines the currcnt status of the Toilet Rebate Program. 

Analysis 

In October 2011, the British Columbia Plumbing Code was amended to require 4.8 litre single. 
flush or 4. 1 litre / 6 litre dual-flush toilets. The code was previously amended to require 6 litre 
toilets in 2005 . Prior to 2005, a typical toilet used 13 litres per flush . 

Toilets account for approx imately 30% of indoor water usage (based on older 13 litre toilets), 
and changing to 10w·f1ush toilets can reduce up to 68% of toilet water usage (75 litres per person 
per day). Toilet replacement is an important element in an overall water demand management 
strategy that reduces waler consumption and improves municipal sustainability. 

In addition to environmental benefits, there are also financial benefits that are realized through 
toilet replacement. Low-flush toi lets can save the City approximately $40 per dwelling per year 
in Metro Vancouver water charges when compared to older toilets. With the current rate 
structure, direct savings can be realized by metered customers and indirect savings may be 
realized by flat rate customers. Add itionally, the per capita water use reduction allows the City 
and Metro Vancouver to defer infrastructure upgrades that would otherwise be required due to 
growth. 

The City ofTers a $100 rebate to homeowners for replacing older, less efficient toilets with new 
low flow toilets through the Toilet Re bate Program. The simple payback period realized by the 
City for a typical flat rate dwelling (based on two toilet rebates in a typical dwelling) is 
approximately five years. 

Staff estimated that $ 100,000 would be sufficient for the 2012 Toile! Rebate Program, as the 
City received an average of 880 applications per year in 20 I 0 and 2011 ; however, there has been 
an overwhelming amount of interest so far this year and the program is on pace to exhaust the 
budget well before year·end. This is mainly due to large-scale, batch applications recently 
received from owners of multiple dwellings. Currently, there are three batch appl ications that 
account for a total of approximately 300 toilets . These applications are unusual and have a larger 
budget impact than ant icipated. However, they also provide the benefits of accelerated program 
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implementation and indirect support to renters who would otherwise not benefit from the 
program. With a total of 460 toilet rebates processed to date in 2012 (including the batch 
applications), the toilet rebate budget has $54.000 in remaining funding, with 11 months 
remaining in 2012 . 

Three options are presented below for Council consideration as the City moves forward with 
administering the 2012 Toilet Rebate Program: 

Option 1: Status Quo 

The program could be administered until the budget is fully depleted, and any applications 
submitted after that point would be retained and processed in the future if the program is 
extended. This could create a backlog of rebate submissions, essentially deferring the rebates to 
the next budget year. 

Option 2: Modify Rebate Offer for Owners of Multiple Properties 

A limit could be placed on future applications from owners of multiple properties, in order to 
reduce the impact of large-scale, batch applications on the toilet rebate budget. Owners of 
multiple properties could be limited to 20 toilet rebates per year, while maintaining the lifetime 
maximum of two toilets per dwelling. 

Option 3: Apply Additional Funding (Recommended) 

$100,000 could be allocated from the water levy stabilization provision to increase total 2012 
program funding to $200,000. This level of funding will likely support the program through the 
end of this year. Should this funding be exhausted prior to the end of 2012, subsequent 
applications would be held for funding consideration in 2013 . 

Financial Impact 

There is $7M of available funding in the water levy stabilization provision that could be used to 
fund the recommended $100,000 additional flmding for the Toilet Rebate Program in Option 3. 

Conclusion 

The Toilet Rebate Program continues to be in high demand and there are funds available that 
could be used to extend the Toilet Rebate Program for the rest of this year. Staff recommend 
that $100,000 be allocated from the water levy stabilization provision to increase total 2012 
program funding to $ 00,000. 

< 

Lloyd Bi ,P. ng. 
Manager Engineering PlaMing 
(4075) 

Ja); P.Eng. l y 
Project Engineer 
(1281) 

JH:jh 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

Tom Stewart, AScT. 
Director, Public Works Operations 

Re: Sustainable Green Fleet Policy 2020 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

Date: February 7, 2012 

File: 10-6000-01l2011-Vol 
01 

Thai Grecn Fleet Policy 2020 be re~named "Sustainable Green Fleet Policy 2020" and that the 
policy be amended by replacing the text of the current policy with the text set out in Anachrnent 
4 of the report dated Februar 7,2012 from the Director, Public Works Operations. 

Tom Stewart, ASeT. 
Director, Public Works Operations 
(604-233-3301) 

Art. 4 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

yg'ND ee- " Sustainability - -------.. 
/ 

ReVIEWED BY TAG -6}rtl NO ReVIEWED BY CAO _v NO 

0 ~ 0 
~ 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

This report presents an overview of the City's Public Works equipment and the corporate vehicle 
fleet. Discussion concerning the fund ing status and actions which have been implemented to 
close the funding gap, recommended act ions and future policy~based strategies to secure the 
long-term financial well-being of the reserve -- are outlined for consideration. 

It should be noted that there is currentl y inadequate funding to replace the vehicles and 
equipment on a long term sustainable basis in the fleet reserve. This report only addresses the 
Policy and does not commit Council to additional levels of funding. If, in the future additional 
funding is required, it will be brought to Council for consideration under a separate report. 

Analysis 

1. Background 

Under Reserve Fund Establishment Bylaw No. 7812, the City has establi shed a separate reserve 
fund (Public Works/Corporate Vehic le and Equipment Reserve) for replacement of Public 
Works equipment and the corporate vehicle fleel. The reserve is populated with an annual 
contribution which is recovered via monthly or hourly vehicle charges assessed on individual 
units. In turn, the contribution from each respective department is funded by general 
revenue/utility rates/taxes or receivable wo rk . Monthly charges are used generally for cars and 
trucks, and hourly charges are used for larger equipment, which allows for tracking of costs 
associated with various activities or assets (e.g. maintenance, receivable or construction 
activities). 

In keeping with the purpose of the reserve, these funds are used to purchase replacements for 
existing veh icles or equipment that have reached the end of the ir lile cycle. Equipment/vehicles, 
which have been replaced and determined as surplus, arc disposed of in accordance with 
Disposal of City Assets Policy 2003, unless approved by Council for donat ion. Generally, 
vehicles are sold at auction unless they are not safe or suitable for this purpose, in which case 
they are scrapped. 

The vehicle reserve is not intended to be used in situations where additional vehicles/equipment 
are requi red due to plant growth or staffing increases, or to top-up/expand the features of a 
vehicle being rep laced where those additional features add considerably to the purchase price of 
the vehicle. In these s ituations, an alternative funding source requiring Council approval (one
time additiona l level, surplus, etc.) is sought for the initial acquisition or the additional features, 
with subsequent replacement being funded from the vehicle reserve (once the vehicle has paid 
into the reserve over its lifc-cyc le). 

2. Overview of Corporate Vehicle alld Equipment Fleet 

The City has approximately 525 units in its corporate veh icle and equipment fleet. This includes 
light duty (cars and small pickup trucks), medium duty (uti lity workhorse vans and large pickup 
trucks), heavy duty (backhoes), equipment (tractors, excavators) and machinery (pressure 
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washers, etc.). These vehicles and equipment are used to support all business units within the 
City (excluding Fire and ReMP) in delivering services to the community and maintaining City 
infrastructure and operations. The total replacement value ofthe corporate vehicle and 
equipment fleet is approximately $34 million. 

3. Current Reserve Situation 

The reserve balance will fluctuate based on on-going vehicle replacements and timing of 
expenditures. As of December 31, 20 I 0, the reserve balance was $5,888,546. 

At the present time, approximately $1 ,675,000 is contributed annually from the vehicle! 
equipment charge-out rates to help fund the reserve, which, in turn, is funded by general 
revenue/utility rates/taxes or receivable work. Annual capital expenditure requests for 
acquisitions based on priority (age, condition, etc.) are submitted for Council approval. In 
general, annual expenditures are limited to the level of the annual contribution in order to ensure 
the financial stability of the reserve balance. This results in replacement of a lower number of 
vehicles than required, causing a ballooning effect which is driving up the age of 
vehicles/equipment and future funding requirements. 

Retaining vehicles that have well-exceeded standard replacement cycles, i.e. based on age, hours 
of use, mileage, condition, etc., can result in a fleet which may not meet changing or current 
operational requirements. At the same time, maintaining an ageing fleet can drive up operating 
and maintenance costs. Having vehicles or equipment fail unexpectedly is costly given work 
crew downtime impacts and material delays, which leads to leasing equipment at higher rates for 
short periods of time ' to meet customer service commitments. 

4. Reserve Review, Findings and Actions 

An independent management and business consulting firm was retained to undertake a financial 
review to assess the adequacy of the vehicle/equipment reserve to meet the City's short and long 
term requirements for replacements. Key findings from this study and the actions undertaken or 
in-progress to date are discussed in the following section. 

Key Findings 

4.1 Fleet Renewal: Richmond ' s fleet is relatively old given daily usage patterns and 
operational wear and tear -- the average age of vehicles in the fleet is 9.8 years. As a 
result, many vehicles are nearing the end of their useful service life, making the fleet 
due for significant renewal. 

4.2 Replacement Cycle: Replacing all of the units due for replacement based on age would 
deplete the existing reserve fund under current contribution levels -- a considerable 
funding requirement given the total value of the fleet is approximately $34 million. 

4.3 Reserve levels: To be sustainable, the annual reserve payment needs to be increased 
from the current $1.67 million to approximately $3. 1 million (or an increase of$I.43 
million annually) . 
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Each of these points is discussed further as follows. 

4.1 Fleet Renewal 

A significant renewal program is currently underway through the capital programs 
approved by Council. There are approximately 76 units, totalling $5,876,421 which arc 
actively undergoing renewal. This represents approximately 14% of the total fleet 
(vehicles and equipment -525 units). At present, approximately 42 vehicle and 
equipment units have either been received or are on order and will be received shortly 
(including excavatorslbackhoe, a sweeper, a 22-passenger bus, various cars and trucks) 
totalling approximately $3 million. Replacements for the remaining units are underway -
- at various stages of the process, tender stage, evaluation stage, etc. A summary of the 
active replacement program, the status and associated value of the replacements is 
included in Attachment 1. Also included is the listing 0[2012 planned replacements, 
per the capital budget process. The 5-year plan, from 2012 - 2016, includes 
replacements for 265 units. 

4.2 Replacement Cycle 

As noted previously, the average age of the City' s fleet is 9.8 years. It is not affordable 
or practical to replace all of the vehicles/equipment due for replacement at once based on 
a standard 10 year life-cycle. Therefore, an individual assessment (age/condition/rcpair 
history, etc.) of the fleet (vehicles and equipment) was undertaken to establish realistic 
replacement timeframes, ranging from a low of7 years to a high of20 years, depending 
on use. In some cases, units will not be replaced at the end oftheir useful life where the 
level of use does not justify replacement, i.e. downsi7ing. 

This exercise of not replacing vehicles due to a lack of usage is a best practise that should 
be embedded in the City' s fleet replacement strategy going forward. 

The outcome of the individual vehicle/equipment assessments undertaken has been 
formulated into a long-term replacement plan, which projects replacements to 2030. The 
plan will be somewhat fluid in nature and will be reviewed regularly to reflect realistic 
replacement timeframes, costs and needs on an on-going basis. 

4.3 Vehicle/Equipment Reserve Level 

3358139 

The consultant review identified that the annual reserve contribution should be increased 
to $3.1 million (from $1.675 million) or a total annual increase of$I.43 million. 
Recognizing the impact that such a significant increase would have on budgets, staff 
undertook a number of measures to try to reduce the impact of the required increase, and 
in particular, the impact on budgets: 

a) As part of the vehicle assessment (as noted under Item 4.2, above), the funding 
allocation for individual replacements was evaluated and tightened up as much as 
possible to reflect optimal pricing strategies, in alignment with Council ' s existing 
Green Fleet Policy 2020 (Attachment 2). Included in optimal pricing strategies will 
be a value-based approach, meaning that where it makes best business sense and in 
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accordance with Council's Green Fleet Policy, staff can review alternative acquisition 
strategies for vehicles and equipment (such as acquiring lease return units, financed 
purchases, etc.) where it provides best value and in consideration of the total cost of 
ownership. It is recommended that this approach also be embedded in the City's 
funding strategy going forward. 

By incorporating optimal pricing strategies, combined with the downsizing exercise 
(identifying those units which will not be replaced at the end of their life-cycle per 
4.2, above), the additional annual increase requirement is reduced by $425,000, or to 
approximately $1 million (or a total annual reserve contribution of$2.675 million). 

b) In an effort to further reduce the impact of the additional annual requirement on 
operating budgets, the purchase costs for vehicle replacements principally used to 
support Water/Sewer Services can be funded from Water/Sewer utility budgets, with 
user charges flowing back to the fleet reserve. By incorporating this approach into 
the long-term vehicle replacement plan analysis/funding strategy (to 2030), the 
additional annual funding requirement can be reduced by a further $500,000. 

The above strategies represent a significant reduction in the additional funding 
requirement to stabilize the reserve; however, an arumal shortfall of $500,000 in the 
required annual reserve contribution remains, as outlined below. 

FI.et Additional Annual 
I. 
2. I Ann,,1 , poe n, 
3. I 

4. i 5 - (poe Item 4.2 & 4.3 a) 

~ . Sub Total: Annual 

16. Fund ; from Utility '(Doe Item 4.3 b) 

~ 7. . Sub 'otal: Annual 

To summarize, the strategies outlined above have reduced the total annual funding requirement 
from that identified by Ihe independent consultant from $3,100,000 to $2,175,000. With the 
annual reserve contribution currently at $1,675,000, there remains a shortfall of $500,000 
annually. The following section presents a recommended approach to address this gap. 

5. Funding Strategy Options to Address Remaining Annual Reserve Slrortfall 

a) Contribution to Reserves: Staff annually estimate annual hourly usage of vehicles in 
order to develop the fleet operating budget. The estimate of hourly usage is based on 
projections for maintenance, capital , receivable and servicing agreement work that 
may be requested of the City's hourly vehicle fleet, which incorporates a prediction 
on how much development servicing will be requested for the year. As can be 
expected, the projected usage is somewhat conservative in order to ensure that 
budgeted revenue targets can be met. However, when receivable and servicing 
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agreement work requested through development exceeds budgeted revenues, a 
portion of the ratc (approximately 20%) is dedicated to the replacement of the vehicle 
or equipment given its usage. Included in the proposed policy amendment is the 
transferring of excess revenues related to vehicle and equipment usage into the Public 
Works/Corporate Vehicle and Equipment Reserve. While this amount will vary 
annually. it is a key principle in establishing a sustainable reserve - the more 
equipment is used, the sooner it will require replacement and the revenues recovered 
should contribute towards replacement. 

b) Status Quo: No action could be taken to increase the reserve contribution. This 
option would result in the reserve being completely depleted by the 2020/202 1 
time frame, as shown by the blue line on Attachment 3. This oplion does not create a 
sustainable funding source for replacements beyond that timeframe. Other options, 
such as borrowing, could be pursued at that time. 

Staff do not recommend this option since it is not financially sustainable. 

c) increase the annual reserve contribution; review incremental increases annually: 
Under this option, based on ongoing reviews of the reserve status and vehiclel 
equipment replacement funding requirements, an incremental increase would be 
proposed on an additional level basis at appropriate intervals. 

The green line on Attachment 3 reflects a $250,000 annual increase, supplemented 
by an arbitrary incremental increase of$25,OOO commencing in 2013. The $25,000 
annual incremental increase was selected arbitrarily for evaluation purposes. Any 
proposed annual amount would be adjusted to reflect an approach toward creating 
sustainable reserve levels. Amounts will vary based on efficiency gains or increased 
revenues and will be evaluated annually. Any proposed increases would be submitted 
as part of the budget process for Council's consideration and, as such, this will not be 
included as a recommendation in the Sustainable Green Fleet Policy. However, staff 
will continue to evaluate and recommend an approach which leads towards 
embedding full costs into vehicle and equipment rates in alignment with best 
sustainability practices. 

6. Funding Strategy Policy Elements 

As discussed throughout in this report, there are a number of components necessary to create an 
effective funding strategy. These include best practises designed to help minimize costs, 
increased revenues from expanded use of City equipment resulting from overall efficiencies in 
Public Works operations, fleet efficiency gains, and supplemental funding - all of which are 
designed to create a sustainable funding approach to the City'S fleet and equipment needs. To 
capture the best practices aspects of the strategy as outlined in this report and embed them in 
City policy, it is recommended that existing "Green Fleet Policy" 2020, be amended by: 

335813'1 

a) Renaming the policy to "Sustainable Green Fleet Policy", 

b) Adding to the existing policy statement, "employ an effective strategy to ensure a 
sustainable funding model is maintained for vehicle and equipment acquisitions". 

PWT - 28



February 7, 2012 - 7 -

c) Adding the following best practices as Item "5. Vehicle and Equipment Reserve 
Funding Strategy": 

"The City will employ strategies to maintain a sustainable reserve funding model for 
vehicle and equipment acquisitions which allows for appropriate replacement cycles, 
maximizes suitability and efficiency to required applications and which: 

• Downsizes by not replacing units where usage does not constitute an on-going 
need 

• Clarifies that replacement of vehicles and equipment will be on a same level 
of service basis consistent with the approved budget 

• Incorporates alternative acquisition strategies which represent best value and 
take into account the total cost of ownership 

• Provides funding for vehicle/equipment acquisitions from utility funding 
sources, where those vehicles/equipment principally support those business 
areas 

• Transfers any operating budget surplus due to the usc of vehicles and 
equipment to the Public Works/Corporate Vehicle and Equipment Reserve." 

The proposed policy, as outlined above, is contained in Attachment 4. 

Financial Assumptions 

The following are key assumptions included in this financial analysis: 

• Assumes a 3% annual return on the reserve. While not realistic at current banking 
interest rates, it is expected this is a reasonable assumption over the - 20 year life of the 
plan. 

• Assumes that vehicle replacement costs will increase by 5% annually. 

• Assumes that revenues flowing back into the reserve for salvage (auction/trade-in, etc.) 
will be 5% of the original purchase price of the vehicle. 

Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

A comprehensive approach to address the existing shortfall in the corporate vehicle and 
equipment reserve is outlined in this report. A funding strategy is proposed which comprises a 
combination of actions, including a recommendation to embed best practices in Council policy, 
to transfer to the vehicle/equipment reserve any operating budget surplus arising from vehicle 
and equipment use, and to supplement the reserve by consideration of additional annual funding 
as part of future budget deliberations. 
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Implementation of the strategies outlined in this re\X>r1 will create the opportunity for a sustainable 
funding model going forward for the Public Works Corporate Vehicle and Equipment Reserve. 
This will ensure the availability of needed resources to maintain service levels in various City and 
Public Works functional areas. The fimding strategy is outlined as an amendment to the existing 
Grecn Fleet Policy, which is proposed to be renamed the "Sustainable Green Fleet Policy", as 
presented with this report. 

The proposed adoption of the Sustainable Green Fleet Policy is one of the key ways that the City is 
implementing the principles and practices in the Corporate Sustainability Policy_ 

~~ 
Suzanne Bycraft 
Manager, Fleet & Environmental Programs 
(604-233-3338) 

SJB: 
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Item. 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

27 

28 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

_34 

35 

36 
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, of. 

UnH. n 

419 1982 C>oW" Fo~lift 

501 1987 Art Teo F~ok T"ilee 

718 1992 GMC V" 

732 1992 Joh" D,,", I 

756 1993 GMC C>ow C,b 

806 1994 F,,' T",ok 

807 1994 F,,' T",ok 

819 1994 F,,' 2WHDR Tru" 

828 C,,~ Fo~lift 

829 1994 Foro P'ok' 

830 1994 F,,' P'ok Up Truok 

_842 l ,>o, 

845 1995 F,,' P'ok Up T",ok 

.. 8 1995 F,,' V" 

859 1995 

8" 1995 F", V" 

8" 1995 F,,' P'ok ,T, 

8" Fo~lift 

876 1996 

881 1995 Ubi. T"ilee 

891 1996 Foro , B" 

895 1997 F", P'" 

901 j R"9ee 

902 j P'" Up T",ok 

904 j P'" 

905 j P'" ,T, 

906 j P'ok 

913 iI 

916 j P'ok 

917 j P'ok 

919 

921 j Plok 

922 j ."'"' V" 

923 j ."'"' V" 

0" " 

1997 Foro R"", P'ok Up 

• Planned - Specification Dc~dopmCl1t Stage 
Pending - SpedfiC<\tion Complete 
Received - In-Service 
On.()rder - P.O. Issued 
Evaluation - Tenders Issued & Closed 

- 9-
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, 
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, 

, 

r 
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Hem . 
37 

38 

39 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

45 

46 

47 

48 

49 

50 

51 

52 

53 

54 

55 

56 

57 

58 

59 

60 

61 

62 

63 

64 

65 

66 

67 

68 

69 

70 

71 

72 

73 

74 

3358139 

Unk ' Des<:rintlon 

942 1997 Ford Crane 

943 1997 Ford Pick Uo Truck 

952 1997 Chevrolet Cavalier 

958 1998 Cat Excavator 

962 1997 Ford Econo Van 

963 1997 Ford Econo Van 

965 1996 Ford Pick Uo Truck 

966 1996 Ford Pick Un Truck 

968 1997 Ford Econo Van 

969 1998 Ford Econo Van 

994 1999 Ford Crew Cab Duma 

1000 1996 Ford Pick Un Truck 

1003 Yamaha Golf Cart 

1006 1997 Cat Excavator 

1035 2001 Ford E2S0 Camo Van 

1036 2001 Ford E2S0 Caroo Van 

1038 2001 GMC Safari Mini Van 

1039 2001 GMC Safari Mini Van 

1040 2001 GMC Safari Mini Van 

1041 2001 GMC Safari Mini Van 

1042 2001 Chev Cavalier 

1043 2001 Chev Cavalier 

1044 2001 Chev Cavalier 

104' 2001 Chev Cavalier 

1049 2001 Chev Cavalier 

1050 2001 Chev Cavalier 

1051 2001 Chev Cavalier 

1052 2001 Chev Cavalier 

1053 2001 Chev Cavalier 

1054 2001 Chev Cavalier 

1157 2001 Ubilt Trailer IBox) 

1199 2003 Chevrolet Cavalier 

1439 2006 Smart Car 

1444 2010 Arkfteld Ememenf:'o Water Mobi~ Resnonse Unit 

1450 2011 Chevy Cruze 

1504 2010 JD Front Mower 

1505 2009 3080 Kubota Ride on Mower 
1508 

2011 Ford Econo Van 

• Planned - Specification Development Stage 
Pending - Specification Complete 
Receivcd - In-Service 
On-Order - P.O. Issued 
Evaluation - Tcr.dcrs Issued & C]rn;ed 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Status" 

eceived 

n-order 

endina 

eceived 

endina 

endinn 

endinG 

endin 

endina 

endinn 

n-order 

endina 

valuation 

eceived 

n-order 

n-order 

eceived 

endino 

eceived 

eceived 

eceived 

n-order 

n-order 

eceived 

eceived 

eceilled 

eeeived 

n-order 

eceived 

n-order 

lanned 

eceived 

eceived 

eceived 

eceived 

Received 

eceived 

eceived 
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Item. Unit # Descriotlon Istatus· 
75 1539 2006 Husqvarna Aerator Sod Cutter 18" 

eceived 

76 1541 2011 Haulmar1t Box Trailer (Portable Water Stations) ~ecei ... ed 

2012 Planned Replacements 
(Pending Approval via Capital Budget Process) 

Item" Unit # Descriotlon 
1 503 1987 Art Tee Fldck Trailer 

2 557 198a Ubilt Fldck Trailer 

3 667 oro Mower , 729 1992 E H Wachs Tank 

5 79' 1994 Hino Flatdeck Paint Striooer 

6 849 1995 Ford Flatdeck 

7 88' 1996 G&M Fldck 

8 945 1997 Ford Econo Van 

9 964 1997 Ford Econo Van 

10 981 1999 Ford F450 Truck 

11 1004 1998 Plymouth Voyageur Van 

12 1007 1996 Ford Pick Up Truck 

13 1008 1996 Ford Pick Uo Truck 

14 1009 1997 Ford Pick Up Truck 

15 1010 1996 Ford Pick Up Truck 

16 1016 1999 Ford E450 Mini Bus 

17 1023 12000 John Deere Tractor Mower 

18 1024 000 John Deere Tractor Mower 

19 1025 1999 New Holland Tractor 

20 1026 !verti Drain 

21 1028 1999 John Deere Tractor Mower 

22 1030 \2000 GMC 4x4 Pick Up Truck 

23 1079 2000 Hitachi Excavator 

24 1085 )2001 Grumman WorKhorse Van 

25 1086 2001 Chev Cavalier 

26 1095 001 E350 1 Ton Versalift Van 

27 1096 001 E350 1 Ton Versalift Van 

28 1105 1982 Hysler ForKlift 

29 1134 001 John Deere Ride On 

30 1135 001 John Deere Ride On 

31 1136 001 John Deere Ride On 

32 1137 001 John Deere Ride On 

33 1193 003 Ford Carao Van 

34 1197 003 Ford F-150 Pick Up Ext. Cab 

35 ontinqeney 
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Attachment 2 

~it· ~ -'~ 

/;~~ .~~ Ci~' of Richmoud Policy Manual 

Page l of2 Adopted by Coullcil- Decelll~r II. 2006 Policy 2020 

Amended by COlmcii F .. bn1<1rV 23. ~OO9 

File Rd: Gr~n Fleet Policy 

PoUc~· : 

It if, C ounei! policy that: 
i!! rccog;li!ioll tim; the proal/crio';, usc (mf/' disposal a/mowr Hlhicles result iii Sigl1ificam impacts to l.'lmu;;! 
health o'1(i 1'11171'01111.' ('1;:, a'ld pose a si:eob!e cost requiH'ment /0/ " the e if) . the City of Riclunolld will '>C' t"k 
to : 

• be il leader in incorporating ulllovation and Jeading-edg:e [~hl101ogy III the management of its flet't. 
and 

• manage its corporate fl eet according to the" follOWIng Gret"I\ Floeet obje<:ti\"ei and perfomlance 
standard ... 

I. Acgui'iition 

PlUchases. of new w'bicle,> will be cOllduct ... d III accordance with the City' <; Ellvironmental Pl.lrcha~Ulg Policy and 
specifically aimed at: 

• minillllZUlg oyerall f1~t" 

• using the smallest size \"ehide~ a\"ailable to meet as~e<;sed need 

• using \"ehide~ with highe<;t fuel efficiency and co~t effecri\"enes~ based 011 comideration~ oflife-cycle 
cO'>Tiug and fUlanoal inyestmellt reqlllremellT~ 

• m;UUIlUZlllg the us.e of altemati,"e fuels aud te-chnologle<;, 

• blofuel~ will be eyaluatN by taking into accounT their effect on agriculture . em"irOwllental impact" cost. 
source location and energy balance. TIlt' highest blends aYailllble will be used subject to operational 
con'>tralllts. 

Efficiency perfomlance '>taudard~ will be incorporated into bid specificatiom. 

2. 0l!el"ational Safety and :Effiden('," 

The City" s fleeT will be operare-d in a nl<lnOer which: 

• mamtaim high safety sr.mdards 

• maximizes tllanufacmref reco1lllUen&d per£onnauce !.Iand-lfds. 
• SUpport ... implements <Illd complie .. with current opC'mtions and emissions '>Tandards 

• incorpora te~ technologies TO accurately mea'>llre IUdiyiduai yehicle emissions. 
• emure optimal '·ehicle operations. and minimize emis .. iolls and fuel cons.IIUlption 

• adopt'> new technologies. including retrofits.. almed at impronng fuel effiC iency and reducing ('mi,>.ions, 
where\"er practicable and cos, eff"e-cti\"e 

• pun·nl'> non-purpo<;eflli idling of City ,"ehide<; 

• support'> alte-matiYe tramportatioll programs for City employee,>, 

The CIty" s dri\-er.'operator training program will include educatio11 on: 

• operational practices for maximizing fuel efficiency and reducing ('m.is~ions (e.g .. minimizing travel 
di;Tanc~,>, anti-idling, ~tc .) 

• increasing safety_ and 
c;1c'+,-
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Attachment 2 (Cont'd) 

II City of Richmond Policy Manual 

Page 2 of1 Adopted by Coullcil- December 11 . 2006 Poli('~: 2020 

Alllffided ' ~, ';1- e ~3, ~OO9 

I Fil. R. r Ie. , Fl. 1 Polioy 

• em:oruagUlg acceptance of abemate rE'chnologiefo and approaches . 

3. Ellueation and AwarE'nE'~S 

The City will work in partnership with the Richmond community and other agencies to support community-wide 
green fleet initiatives, wherever practicable and cost effective. 

4. Monit2ring i!DsI BI~O:iD9 

Corporate fleet practices, including annual fuel consumption, will be mooitared and reported on in the City's 
State of Environment reporting program. 

~ !I~~+> 
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Attachment 3 

Fleet Reserves Balance: Oec.31, XXXX 
_ Ar.M!Al.llUl.I,ctlJ f'" :FI'It»~ G 

- M.:*"'IC. .. ·~ . ... ""'lb: h, s: ..... Q... 

~« · ....... It...,, __ ... ""'Il>: §C, l150.000~_"'&.,.,;":O:'J ' ... _ I ... ......... '.., . ................ ,-. .. su.o:;r,:: ..... _ It) 
...... " .......... oc .:,., ,10 1':" 

515.000,000 

S10,00:),OOO 

'-- -55,00:1,000 

• !--L s- ~ JJ..L ~ :..L -.-l..L 
<, <" "", ~" ~" "", ,." "" "" "" ""e ,." " l<" :!C;s :!C16 ..ci l "" It,'; "" 

-$5,00:),000 

"'---S10,OO:-.OOC ........ 

-SlS,OO:',COO 
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Attachment 4 

Proposed Policy with Amendments 

Policy: 

Ci~' of Richmond 

Adopted by Council - December J 1. 2006 

Amended COlUICi l - 23.2009 

Green Fleet 

It is Counc il policy that: 

Policy Manual 

Policy 2020 

ill recogllifioll ,Ii(lf rill? prodllcr;OIl, lise {Il1d di.sposa! 0/1110101' wllicles reslIlT;/1 sigllijlcam i mpaCTS fO 111111/(11/ 
lIea!t" alld em'irOIIllI(>1I1, (Illd pose {/ sb mbie cos! reqlli relllel/t jo/' the CiZI". the City of Richmond wi ll seek 
10 : 

• 
• 

~. 

be a lender ill incOIvoratillg innova tion and leadin~-edge teciUlolo~y ill the management of its fleet 
Ilullulge its corporate neer according to the fo ll owin1l Green Fleet objectives !md perfOtUlancc 
5lalldards. and 
employ an effective STrategy to ensure a slistainable nm<iillg model is lll,nilltained for vehicle and 
equ ipment acquisit ions. 

1. Acquisition 

Pm chases of new vehicle'S will be conducted in accordance with the City 's EIl\"ironmental Purchasing Policy and 
specitically aimed at : 

• minimiziu£l overa ll neet 
• lIsing the sma llest size vehicles available 10 meet assessed need 
• using vehic les with highest fuel efficiency and cost effec tiveness based on considerations of life-cycle 

costing and financial investment requirements 
• Illtlximiziu£l the lise of altemotive fuels Aud technologies 
• biofuels will be evaluated by taking into account their effec t on agriculmre. environmenta l impact. cost. 

source loc!l lion and energy balance . The hi£lhest blends aV!l ilable will be used subject TO operational 
constra ints , 

Efficiency performance standards will be lIlcorpon1ted into bid specitications. 

1. Ouer!ltion:ll Safe tv !lnd Erficiencv 

The City's neet \\"ill be opera ted in a maimer \vhich: 
• maintains high !oafety standards 
• maximizes malluf.'lcnU"er recommended perfotlnance standards 
• SUppOl1s. implements and complies wilh current operations and emissions sl:mdards 
• incorpomtes teclUlologies to accurately measure individual vehicle emissions 
• ensure optimal vehicle operations and miuinlize emissions and fuel consumption 
• adopts new technologies. including retrofit s. aimed at improving fuel efficiency and reducing emissions. 

wherever practicable and cost effective 
• prevents nou-purposeful id ling of Cily vehicles 
• supports altemative transportation programs for City employees. 
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Attachment 4 (Cont'd) 

Proposed Policy with Amendments 

• 
I ~ ~, 

. ! 
'"'I'~ ' a t)' of Richmond Policy Manual 

Page 2 of2 Adopted by C mUlciJ - December II. 2006 Policy 2020 

Amended bv COlUlCil - Febmarv 23.2009 

File Ref: Sustainable Green Fleet Policy 

111e City 'S ffiiver/operator training prognull will include education on: 

• operationa l practices fo r maximizing fue l efficiency and reducing emissions (e.g. , Illinilllizinfliravel 
distances. anti-idling. etc.) 

• increasing safety_and 

• cncouragmg acceptance of altemate technologies and approaches. 

3. Ed ucation :lDd AW:ln~ness 

The Cily will work in parf1lership with the Richmond community and other agencies to snpport COllllUllllity-wide 
green ±leer initiatives. wherever practicable and cost effective. 

4. :\Ionitoring and Reporting 

Corporate fleet practices. including annual fuel consumption. will be monitored and repo11ed Oll til the City'S 
State of Environment reporting program. 

5. Vehide ~md Equillment Resen'e }' unding Strategy 
New proposed ~cdou 5 I 

TIle City will employ strategies to maintain a sustainable reserve tlUlding model for vehicle and equipment 
acquisitions which allows for appropriate replacemenT cycles. maximizes suitability and efficiency to required 
applications and which: 

• DO\vnsizes by not replacing units where usage does not cOllstinlte an on-going need 

• Establishes that replacement of vehicles and equipment will be on a same level of service basis consiSTent 
with the approved budget 

• Incorporates alteruative acquisition stra tegies (illC hldillg consideration of leases and fmancing purchases) 
which represent best v<llne and lake into <lccoUlll the total cost of ownership 

• Provides ftlllding for vellicle/equipUlem acquisitions froUl utility ftmdillg sources, where those 
vehicles/equipment principally support those business areas 

• Transfers any oper<ltiug budget surplus due to the lise of vehicles and equipment to the Public 
Works/Corporate Vehicle and Equipment Reselve, 

3462*1 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: Date: February 6, 2012 

From: 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

Tom Stewart , ASeT. File: 10-6370-01/2012-Vol 
Director, Public Works Operations 01 

Re: Public Spaces Recyc ling Pilot Program - Results 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That the pilot program model be used to further develop and expand public spaces 
recycling in a graduated manner to City faci lities, at City events, and to other City 
properties, includ ing st rcctscapes, open spaces and parks. 

2. That Nestle Waters Canada be thanked fo r their sponsorship of the program and for the 
donation of the recycling containers to the City of Richmond. 

Tom Stewart, AScT. 
Director, Public Works Operations 
(604-233-3301 ) 

At!. 2 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Sustainability Y~ D aer' ----; , - -~~ 

Parks & Recreation Y u:rN 0 > 

J 
REVIEWED BY TAG YES NO REVIEWED BY CAO ~ 0 

~ D 
~ 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

A public spaces recycling pilot program was undertaken from July 28th 
- October 28th

, 2011 in 
partnership with Nestle Waters Canada. The pilot area encompassed the Steveston business 
district, Garry Point Park, the Steveston Community Centre and Hugh Boyd Park. The purpose 
of the pilot program was to help design a model for public spaces recycling programs and 
enhance the City's waste diversion efforts. Participation in the pilot program was approved by 
Council at their February 28, 2011 meeting. This project provided Richmond with the 
opportunity to host the first pilot public spaces recycling program in British Columbia. 

This report presents the results of the pilot program and outlines an approach for expanding 
public spaces recycling in Richmond. 

Analysis 

Background 

Recycling in public spaces is an important next step in advancing toward 70% waste diversion 
by 2015. It serves to reinforce the recycling behaviours typically practised in home 
environments, raises the profile of recycling in the community, and presents a positive statement 
and image of community pride and environmental responsibility. Challenges with public spaces 
recycling include contamination, additional servicing requirements associated with handling 
different recycling streams, scavenging, costs and suitability of containers, space requirements, 
and appropriate signage/messaging on containers. 

The proposal by Nestle Waters Canada to undertake a pilot public spaces recycling program 
presented an excellent opportunity to test various approaches to address the identified challenges 
as well as provide valuable insights in advancing public spaces recycling. The cost for the pilot 
program recycling containers, various communications aspects and program measurement were 
ftmded by Nestle Waters Canada, the Canadian Beverage Association and Encorp Pacific 
(Canada). Nestle Waters retained a consultant, StewardEdge Inc. to support the project. The 
City managed the implementation and operational aspects of the program and developed the 
program branding, signage materials and other related items. 

The goals of the pilot program were to: 

• measure and improve public spaces recycling perfonnance, 
• create a model public spaces recycling system for beverage containers and other 

recyclables, 
• create enhanced opportunities for the public to manage recyclables and reduce litter, 
• assess the impact of the provincial depositlreftmd system for beverage containers on 

public spaces recycling, 
• establish suitable recycling infrastructure based on ftmctional and aesthetically pleasing 

recycling bins, 
• increase public awareness of the opportunities for and convenience of recycling in 

Richmond. 
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To measure the program, solid waste audits were conducted 
prior to implementation of the program to establish a baseline 
assessment. A further audit was undertaken midway through 
the pilot to determine the impact of the program. The waste 
audit included structured observation of behaviour of the pilot 
area as well as at the Canada Line stations, where the City had 
previously installed recycling containers. 

Pilot Program Derails 
Waste Audit Taking Place al the Works' Yard 

The pilot program encompassed three distinct areas, including the Steveston business district, 
two conununity parks and a community facility as shown in the following table. In total, Nestle 
Waters provided 81 containers at a cost of approximately $50,000. The City undertook container 
installation, servicing and maintenance. 

T bl a e I: s f ummarv 0 New Recvclin1!: ms 
~Locatlon Bin Quanti 

Steveston Village 
Eco Media (for boardwalk) 2 
Recycle Duo Metal 42 

Garry Point Park 
Eco Media 2 
R cle Duo Metal 20 

Steveston COmmunity Triads , 
Centre Recycle Duo Metal 8 
Hugh Boyd Playing Field "'''' Lane Macs Two Stream 4 

New Bin Totals 81 

The City selected the styles of containers to be used as well container instructional signage, City 
staff also developed the promotional signage as well as the "Go! Recycle" program 
communications branding, with the tag line, "At home or on the go, recycle !" , The program 
officially launched on July 28, 2011 with a successful media event held at Garry Point Park. 
Program signage was also installed at key locations to help raise awareness and increase 
participation. Attachment 1 contains an overview of the containers, signage and installation 
locations. 

The Steveston Group of 8 (major non-profit groups in the Steveston 
area) was consulted and supported the project. The Steveston logo 
was included on the promotional signage on containers based in the 
Steveston Business District and at Garry Point Park. A Steveston 
heritage signage was also included on the Eco Media containers. 
Steveston Community Centre staff were included in our 
consultations and involved in selecting the containers to be used 
inside their facility, 

Container on StewslOO boardwalk 
with heritage signage. 

The outdoor containers were serviced by litter collection crews as part of their nonnal course of 
duties. Collected recycling materials were brought to the Recycling Depot. Adjustments were 
incorporated based on litter staff input as well as comments received from the public generally as 
the pilot program progressed. Steveston Community Centre managed servicing of the indoor 
containers at their centre. 
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While the pilot portion of this program has completed, the containers remain in service for 
continued public use. 

Pilot Program Results 

A detailed report on the program was prepared by StewardEdge Consulting (Attachment 2), 
which contains an overview of the pilot as well as detailed audit results by individual pilot area. 
A summary of the results, key findings and lessons learned are discussed below: 

Waste Audit Results 

• There was a 35% reduction in overall waste generated (1,422 kg baseline audit VS. 928 kg 
post-implementation): 

Table 2: Waste Generation Summary 

Baselnl! 
PQ5t-

Genera1:lon 
Implementation 

GelltiaUon 

ko/wHk ko/wHk 
Totll Recydable Fibre 237.8 150.8 
Tobl Recydilble Beveraae Containers 29.2 H.9 

PETBorr/q! ., 
" Totll Recydable Non Bevera~ Containers 36.9 18.0 

Tatal Recydlble Ccntalner5 743 345 
Tatal Recydables(Abre + CcnUlners) '121 liSA 

Non-Recyclable Material 1,110.3 742.6 

Total AI Milterlal l,4Z2A 921.9 

Percent 0Im,e ·35% 

(Source: SlewardEdge Consultmg) 

• Recyclable beverage containers in the garbage were reduced by 27%. Total recyclable 
containers in the garbage were reduced by 29%. These materials may have been diverted 
into the appropriate container and likely taken via scavenging activity. Total recyclables 
(including fibre and containers) in the garbage were reduced by 9%. 

Table 3: Waste Comnosition Comparison 

Baseline 
p",-

"Chanc·ln Mat.rial Category Implementation 
Composition 

COmposition 
COmposition 

Total Recyclable Fibre 16.7% 16.3% .3% 

Total Recyclable Beverage Containers 2.1" 1.5% ·21% 

PUBorries 0.6" 0.'" -52" 

Total Recvdable Non Beverage Containers 2.6% 1.9% -25% 

Total Recyclable COntainers 5.2" ,.'" -'''' 
Total Recyelablts (Fib ... + Com;inersj 21.9% 20.0% -9% 

~n'Recvdable Materials 78.1% SO.O% ,. 
(Source: StewardEdge Consultmg) 
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• The pilot was most successful in Steveston Village, where total recyclable containers in 
garbage decreased by 41 %. Total recyclables (including fibre and containers) decreased 
by 12%. 

Other Findings 

• Scavenging is a common activity, where individuals rummage through containers to 
collect refundable items. In many cases, scavengers will damage container locks in an 
attempt to access the refund containers. Liner bags can also become dislodged. These 
issues can present challenges for litter attendants and impact servicing times. There 
needs to be balance struck between providing security for the containers to avoid any 
liability concerns (Le. servicing doors left ajar) and the availability of deposit/refund 
containers to detennined scavengers. 

• Effective signage is a critical aspect of public spaces recycling programs. Through 
structured observation at the Canada Line, there was a 21 % increase in the accuracy rate 
by which individuals place their waste in the appropriate stream where the individuals 
took the time to look at the signage (96% vs. 75%). 

• Some negative comments were received about the brightness of the green colour of the 
promotional signage on the sides of the containers. This is an issue of balance between 
ensuring attention is drawn to encourage recycling, while at the same time, not having 
signage which might be perceived as overwhelming. This can be easily managed by 
adjusting the colour tones. Staff are working to fine tune the colour scheme for future 
application and use. 

• Very positive feedback about the program was received from many Steveston businesses 
and the general public. The availability of recycling opportunities in these highly-visible 
and high-pedestrian traffic areas conveyed a very positive image of Richmond's 
environmental leadership, and was well received by residents and visitors alike. 

Lessons Learned 

The pilot program presented a good opportunity to test 
different styles and types of containers, measure the 
effects of public spaces recycling, as well as assess the 
effect of instructional and promotional signage. Key 
lessons from this pilot were that different styles of 
containers will be required for expanded public spaces 
recycling. For example, the Chevy Lane container 
may be best suited to parks and City streetscape 
environments, whereas bins such as the Eco Media 
container are good for high traffic areas where there are 
wide pathways or walkways. The Recycling Duo and 
Triad containers are suited to indoor use, i.e. at 

3459612 

Containers for Parks and Streetscape Environments 

Containers for Indoor Use 
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community facilities. 
wider-scale program. 

Therefore, a variety of containers may be the best approach for any 
Existing Garbage/Recycling 
Containers 

Containers should be of a design that is distinct from traditional waste 
containers to help draw attention to recycling. It is also clear that all 
containers, including those for waste, must allow individuals to deposit 
materials 'hands-free' -- in other words, without the requirement to 
touch a handle or flap. 

Clear, concise, effective signage. which is both instructional and 
promotional, is a must. Images are an important aspect of signage, as is 
branding. The "Go!Recycle" branding aspect of this program was very 
successful in helping to draw attention to the program as well as 
promote recycling in public spaces. It is evident that an overarching 
communications campaign, which incorporates educational and 

Using recycling containers of similar 
design to garbage containers does 1Wt 
clearly distinguish or highlight recycling. 

instructional messaging, is a fundamental component to the successful introduction of a 
public spaces recycling program. 

Scavenging for deposit/refund containers will continue to be an issue and is difficult to 
prevent. Public safety and operational effectiveness as impacted by scavenging are 
considerations in container design and selection. 

The public spaces recycling program was very successful and was well received. The overall 
amount of waste generated as well as the amount of recyclable materials in the garbage was 
reduced, thereby improving public spaces recycling perfonnance. The availability of distinct 
recycling containers, with clear and effective signage, and coupled with a focused 
communications and education campaign, played a pivotal role in the success of the pilot 
program through encouraging recycling and discouraging litter. It was also evident that the 
deposit/refund system for beverage containers is effective in limiting the amount of beverage 
containers that end up in the garbage stream. 

Next Steps 

Although the pilot program has concluded, the donation of the recycling containers to the City by 
Nestle Waters and their partners allows public spaces recycling to continue on an on-going basis 
in the study area. This provides the City with an excellent foundation from which to further 
grow and develop public spaces recycling. Staff are currently working to make fine-tuning 
modifications to the containers and the instructionaVpromotional signage to maximize the 
program's overall effectiveness and as part of on-going evaluation. 

Full scale implementation of a public spaces recycling program of a similar magnitude to that of 
the pilot, including both indoor (i.e. conununity facilities) and outdoor (streetscapes, open 
spaces, parks) environments, would be quite costly if undertaken all at the same time. It is also 
expected that the cumulative additional workload for litter collection staff could potentially result 
in the need for additional staffing resources. Therefore, a more graduated implementation 
approach. which allows for further evaluation, is preferred. 
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Moving forward, it is proposed that the program be implemented in a phased and opportunity
based approach. For example, community faci lities and community event recycling can be 
targeted initially. City streetscapes, open spaces and parks can be implemented on an opportune 
basis, i.e. when existing containers become worn and require replacement and/or for new 
installations. The implementation cost would be managed within existing budget allocations to 
the degree possible, with any additional funding requirements identified through the budget 
process, if required. 

Financial Impact 

The cost for the recyc!.ing containers, waste audits and communications support was borne by 
Nestle Waters Canada and their partners (estimated at $50,000 for the recycling containers, plus 
costs associated with the communication elements, waste audits and [mal swnmary report 
preparation). The City gained considerable benefit by assuming ownership of the containers, as 
well as valuable information from the waste audit, swnmary report and communications support. 
The City incurred costs associated with the promotional aspects of the program and container 
modifications, estimated at $14,000. These costs were accommodated within existing budget 
allocations. 

Costs associated with expanding the program to community facilities, events, streetscapes, parks 
and open spaces will be from existing budget allocations, with any additional funding 
requirements identified through the nonnal budget process. 

Conclusion 

The Public Spaces Recycling Pilot Program was successful in helping to establish a model for 
public spaces recycling. The program was also successful in increasing recycling and reducing 
overall waste generation in the pilot study area. The City gained value in assuming ownership of 
the recycling containers as well as from the audit results and communications support. The 
promotional branding oftrus program as the "Go!Recycle" program, with the tag line, "At home 
or on the go, recycle!", was a key success factor in drawing awareness to the program and public 
spaces recycling in general. 

A graduated approach to advancing public spaces recycling in City facilities, at City events and 
in streetscapes, parks and open spaces is recommended. Information from this pilot program will 
be very valuable in advancing this initiative, while at the same time raising the profile of 
recycling in the community and presenting a positive statement of community pride and 
environmental responsibility. 

Suzanne c 
Manager, Fleet & Environmental Programs 
(604-233-3338) 

SJB: 
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R. cycl lnll Duo 
Dime nsion 22 S' x 235" x 40' 
42 - stev&Slon Vi l age (indudin9 b oardwalk) 
2<J-

Chevy- Lane 
Dimension: 24 ' X 33" 3T 
4 • Hugh Bo~ Sports Field 

Eco--M .dla 
Dimension: rVa 
2 - Garry Poin! Park 
2 - steve.lon Vi lage (boardwalk) 
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Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Olsadvanta&es Potential SOlutions 

Recycle Duo • Visually appealing and design. • Garbage stream has reduced • Container is available in single 

• Rain hood prevents liquid capacity (i.e. less than a stream (eg. garbage only). 

from damaging the quality of 
traditional garbage container). Two units can be placed side-

re<:yc1ed material (e.g. fibre) . • Rain hood requires frequent by-side depending on usage 

cleaning by litter staff. rate. 
• Side panels afE! spacious 

allowing for City branding • Locks afE! a not tamper proof. • Redesign locks to discourage 

opportunity. 
vandalism. 

• Plastic panels are susceptible • Side/front/back panels are • Recycling containers can be to vandalism. 
set'n from Oil distance. available in solid steel. 

• Disposed and recvc1ed • Doors can be replaced with • Container design unique and materials can be seen through 
allows for customization. the clear/steel mesh door - solid steel or smoked leun. 

• No flaps at openings. looks unSightly. • Best application may be for 

• Requires level surnce, indoor use. If used outside, 

• Multiple use - outdoor/indoor use concrete pad mount. 
use, however. best suited to mounted on concrete pad. 

indoor environments. 

Trio' • Containers are well labelled - • Suited to indoor use only. 
easy to use at a glance. 

• Doesn't take up a lot of space. 

• No flaps at openings. 

• Bins can be manoeuvred or 
'clustered' differently to suit 
space. 

• Altered to remove flaps at • Requires level surnce and • Use concrete pad mounts and 
openings. concrete pad mount. ensure level surnce. 

• Good capacity. suited to high • Use should be restricted to • Suitable for boardwalk and 
volume/traffic. large areas due to container wide Sidewalk/walkway areas. 

• Well labelled. size. • Ensure signage and 

• Susceptible to graffiti if any promotional wraps cover all • Front/b<ick panels can be 
used to promote other part of surnce area is left 5urnce areas. 

reqcling initiatives. vacant. 

• Sturdy structure and not 
easily damaged. 

Chevy une • Container size is not hwasive. • Container openings at top of • Review potential to change 

• Educational labels can be bin allow water to penetrate opening location to front 

placed at the top opening to waste and recyclables. loading style. 

remind people what goes • Somewhat restricted capacity. • Add containers for capacity. 
where. • lack of suitable space to • Work with manufacturer to 

• Sturdy structure which Is less highlight promotional aspects modify bin sides to allow 
susceptible to damage. of public spaces recycling. additional promotion. 

• Multiple use - outdoor/indoor • Well suited to streets.capes, 

• latch locking system allows parks and open spaces. Coo 

staff to put the same locks as also be used indoors. 

other containersjavoid 
carrying around multiple 
keys). 
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SIEWARDEDGE 

City of Richmond Public Space Recycling 
Pilot Program Report 

DKember 14. 2011 

Prepared for: 
Nestle Waters Canada 
Canadian Beverage Association 
Encorp Pacific [Canada) 
and the City of Richmond 

Prepared try: 
StewardEdge Inc. 

Attachment 2 
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Attachment 2 (Cont'd) 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

This document is a report on the Public Space Recycling Pilot Program that was implemented in 
Richmond, British Columbia In the summer of 2011. Funding for the project was provided by 
Nestle Waters Canada, the Canadian Beverage Association and Encorp Pacific (Canada) with 
operatio~ 1 and financial support from the aty of Richmond. 

The goals of the pilot program were to: 

• Measure and improve publ ic space recycling performance; 
• Create a model public space recycling system for beverage containers and other 

recyclables generated in the City of Richmond; 
• Create enhanced opportunities for the public to manage recyclables and reduce the 

amount of litter in public spaces; 
• Assess the impact of the provincial deposit/refund system for beverage tOntainers on a 

public space recycling program; 
• In consultation with the City of Richmond, create and validate an enhanced ptJblic space 

recycling infrastructure based on functional and aesthetically pleasing recycling bins; 
• Increase public awareness of the opportunities for and convenience of recycling in the 

City of Richmond. 

Solid waste audits were conducted prior to implementation of the pilot program to establish a 
baseline assessment of the generation of waste and recyclables at the chosen sites. Follow-up 
audits were conducted after the introduction of new, enhanced recycling bins and supporting 
communications activities. The waste audits examined garbage and recyclins from each bin, 
with each sample classified according to an established, comprehensive list of material 
categories. In the data analysis, the material categories were consolidated to arrive at a 
kilogram/week cakulation for 30 material categories. In addition to the audits, structured 
observation was conducted at four Canada Une transit stations. 

The program was supported with a public awareness campaign built on key learnings from pilot 
projects in Niagara, sarnia and Halifax. Leveraging existing communications strategies at the City 
of Richmond, the campaign was a collaborative effort between the project sponsors and City 
staff. It induded new sisnage, a public launch event, and extensive media coverage through 
public service annCXJncements and earned media in newspapers, newsletters and social media. 

The pilot program was successful in achieving the stated program goals. The enhancement of 
public space recycling infrastructure reduced the amount of recyclable material in the garbage 
stream and increased the apparent diversion of recyclables, including beverage containers. 

In addition, the program prOvided a valuable template for the implementation and future 
expansion of public space recycling initiatives in similar communities. 

The selection and strategic placement of more effective recycling bins, cOlJpled with a 
compelling new brand ( MGo!Recycle ~), high-impact graphics and strong communications support 
from the City provided residents and visitors in the Pilot Area with the sense of greater 
opportunity to recycle - and a disincentive to litter in public spaces. 
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Attachment 2 (Conf d) 

Analysis of data from the pr~ and post-implementation waste audits confirmed that the British 
COlumbia deposit/ren..nd system for beYer.I6e containers suppresses the quantity of beverage 
containers that remain disposed of in public spaces. However, enhandng people's opportunities 
to rKYtIe in public spaces does improve the diversion of beverage containers discarded on-the,0. 
Finally, effective oommunications and outreach activities raised the level of public awareness 
and created a platfonn for further empl'lasis on ways to expand recyding. 

The report contains a number of detailed conclusions to support the proposition that Public 
Space Recyding can have a significant impact on conSumer recyding behaviour. Amons these 
conclusions are: 

• While the actual numbers were small (plastic bottles represented only 0.58% of the 
waste stream prior to implementation). the diYel"wn fOlie of plastic bottles from the 
garbage stream increased by 52% (to 0.28%). 

• The composition of recvdable beverage containers found in the garbage stream 
decreased by 27% between the baseline audit and the post·implementation audit, 
indicating that residents and tOUrists were putting their beverage containers in the 
recycling bin. 

• Results of the structured observations at the transit stations suggest that scavenging 
activities were responsible for the low numbers of bottles and cans in recycling bins. 
This observation was confirmed by City staff and by vandalism to recycling bin locks. 

• The compoSition of recyclable non beverage containers found In the garbage stream 
decreased by 25% between the two audit periods. 

• E~ctivf! signage is a critical component of public space recycling programs. The 
structured observation measured an increase of 21% in the accuracy rate by which 
individuals place their waste in the appropriate stream. 

Given that bins were already in place at the piiot sites pOor to program implementation, the 
results of the prOlfam are less dramatic than in piiot programs where no bins e~sted in the pre
implementation phase. However, the improvements made remain impressive and demonstrate 
the benefit of incremental improvements in public space recycling bins and signage. 

ii 
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I SECTION I: PLANNING AND METHODOLOGY 

1. Introduction 

The Cty of Richmond is a large municipality in the Lower Mainland of British Columbia, with a 

population of 195,000 people living in an area of 129 square kilometers. The dty is characterized 
by economic and demographic diversity and a mixture of urban, suburban and rural 
communities as well as commerdal and industrial business areas. 

Richmond boasts vibrant tourism and recreational facilities owing in part to tne significant 
transportat ion, sports and other infrastructure investments undertaken in support of the 2010 

Olympic Winter Games, for which it was an official venue. Steveston, a historic fishing village in 
southwest Richmond, is a popular tourist destination and recreational community Ihat provides 
an ideal geographic focus and platform for the implementation of a public space recycling 
program focusing on beverage containers and paper products. 

Public space recycling captures the "last mlle" of recyclables - items otherwise colletted 
through British Columbia's deposit/refund and curbside recycling programs but often left behind 

by consumers in areas such as parks, streetsc.apes and other public spaces. Beverage containers 
specifically are highly visible and often consumed on-the-go. This pilot program aimed to 
provide the residents and visitors in the Pilot Area (defined below) with the opportunity and 

infrastructure to recycle more effectively in public spaces, in the process helping to reduce litter 
and contribute to Metro Vancouver's municipal solid waste diversion target of 70%. 

The pilot Public Space Recycling Program was sponsored by Nestle Waters canada in 
conjunction with the canadian Beverage Association and Encorp Pacific {Canada] and in 
partnership with tne City of Richmond. The purchase of new recycling bins for the pilot sites was 

funded by the sponsors, as was a significant portion of the accompanying public awareness 
campaign. StewardEdge Inc., a Canadian packaging and product stewardship program 
consultancy, was contracted to design and manage the project. 

The pilot program was five months in duration1 and was developed by Steward Edge in 

collaboration with the aty of Richmond. Steward Edge planned the siting of the recycling bins, 
recommended the quantity and type of bins, provided critical input to promotion and education 

activities, and measured the overall performance, successes and challenses of the program. The 
City of Richmond assumed the operating costs of material collection as well as sisnificant costs 
aSSOCiated with the public awareness campaisn. 

2. Project Profile and Waste Streams 
Southwest Richmond is a popular destination for locals and tourists alike. The Pilot Area consists 
of four public spaces in and around Steveston, a historic fishing villase located on Richmond's 
southwestern tip. Each year, steveston attracts thousands of visitors due to its quaint character, 

1 

PWT - 52



February 6, 2012 - 15 -

3459612 

Attachment 2 (Cont'dj 

national histOfic sites, annual maritime festivals, waterfront boardwalks, whale watching tours 
and views of the Fraser River and Gulf Islands. 

2.1. General Overview 

By agreement among the project SPOr'lSOl'S and the City of Richmond, StewardEdge was asked to 
implement and manage iI Public Spaces Recycling (PSRj Program In the Pilot Area. Based on their 
popularity with tourists and local recreationists, Steveston Village, Garry Point Park, Steveston 
Community Centre and the playing fields at Hugh Boyd Convnunity Park were identified as 
principal sites within the Pilo t Area. New recycling bins were allocated to each venue. 
Collectively, these sites cover a compact area of less than five square kilometres but Include a 
diversity of public space facili ties. 

The straleRY with regard to site and bin selection was determined jointly by Steward Edge and 
City of Richmond staff, who also provided vatua~ insights into local consum!r ~av\our. 

• "Tr iad'" bins were placed inside the Steo..eston Community Centre, repladng the 
makeshift bins that had been in use prior to the pilot. 

• Outside the Community Centre, "'Recycle Duo" bins were concentrated in the area east 
of the building, which was previously under· serviced. 

• in downtown Steveston Village, unanractive, tight ly concentrated and less visible bins 
were replaced by fewer, but more effective Recycle Duo bins covering a larger area. in 
addition, two eye-catching NEco Media" bins were p laced on t he boardwalk at Imperial 

Landing, one of the main attractions of Sleo..eston. 

• In Garry Point Parle, Recycle Duo bins replaced existing single-stream bins alon8 the main 
walking path. [co Media bins were placed at the path entrance and in the parlcin8 10t 
adjacent to the main food concession. 

• Olevy lane Mac's Two Stream bins were placed OI l the playing fields at Hugh Boyd 
Community Parle, which had preo..iOusly been served only by small garbage bins. 

Bin deSign Improvements Included the addition of rain hoods 10 reduce the impact of 
precipitation on collected materials, Ihe removal of cover flaps on certain bins (which 
e)(J)erience has shown to discOtJrage use by consumers) and the use of single units 10 house 
multiple waste streams as opposed to multiple bins which created a disorganized look and 

tended to confuse consumers. Table 2.1 summarizes the types. and quantities of bins selected 
for each site. Photographs of the bins are presentleCl in Appendil( B. 

Table 2·1 N_ R8cvditlJ[ Bin Sumrrnny 

"""10. 
Steo..6ton Village 

Garry Point Parle 

Steveslon Community 
Centre 

Hugh Boyd Playing Field 

, 

Bin Type 
Eco Media for boardwalk 

Duo Metal 
Eco Media 

R Ie Duo Metal 

Triads 
Recycle Duo Metal 

Olevy lane Mac5 Two Stream 

New Bin Totals 

"",'" 
2 

42 
2 
2. , 
8 
4 

81 
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The goals of the pilot program were to: 

• Measure and improve pub/ic space recycling performance; 

• Create a model public space recycling system for beverage containers and other 

recyclables generated In the City of Richmond; 

• Create enhanced opportunities for the public to mllnage recyclables and reduce the 
amount of litter in public spaces; 

• Assess the impact of the provincial deposit/refund system for beverage containers on a 
public space recycling program; 

• In consultation with the City of Richmond, create and validate an enhal'lCed public space 
recycling infrastructure based on functional and aesthetically pleasing recycling bins; 

• Increase public awareness of the opportunities for and convenience of recydins in the 

Dty of Richmond. 

Objectives 

Program objectives included: 

• Identifying current recycling and disposal behaviours; 

• Assessing the impact of recycling systems already in place including measurement of 

baseline volumes of beverage containers and fibre being recycled and landfilled; 

• Providing effective public awareness and communications support that complemented 

existing communications related to Richmond's residential recy<:ling programs; 

• Implementing effe<:tive bin signage; 

• Measuring the contamination rate of non-recyclables in the recycling stream pre and post

implementation; 

• Measur ing the increased rate of recycling achieved; 

• Assessing the apparent effe<:ts of British Columbia's deposit/refund system for beverage 

containers on public space re<:ycling; 

• Measuring and observing recycling behaviour at four canada Une stations. 

Solid waste audits were conducted prior to installation of t he new bins to establish baseline 
data. Post-implementation audits were conducted two months after the new bins were 
installed to measure the effectiveness of the initiative. Structured observation was also 
conducted during the baseline phase to obtain greater insight into the impact of British 
Columbia's beverage container deposit/refund program on the public's behaviour with regard to 
used beverage containers. 

Collection facilities at four canada Une tranSit stations were assessed through structured 
observation. The stations had previously been outfitted with collection bins but limited 
performance analysis had been undertaken. The eco-friendly receptacles sited at the transit 
stations are manufactured by Big Belly Solar and feature a solar powered waste compactor that 

, 
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reduces collection frequency which saves time and money while redUCing greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

3. Waste Audit Methodology 
5tewardEdge conducted detailed waste composition studies from June 11 to 15 and September 
24 to 29, 2011. The studies included detailed waste audits for each of the waste collection sites, 
during the pre-implementation phase and subsequent to bin implementation and roll-out ofthe 

communications strategy. The primary objective of the waste audits was to detennine the 
compositioo of solid waste disposed of at the pilot sites and specifically. the composition of 

recyclables witl'1in the garbage stream. Waste samples were collected from each of the Pilot 
Area sites: 

1. Steveston Village, including Imperial Landing 

2. Garry Point Park 
3. Steveston Community Centre 
4. Playing fields at Hugh Boyd Community Park 

During the baseline phase of the study, structured observation was conducted at four canada 
Line transit stations to assess the behavioural impacts on the proper use of waste and recycling 
bins. The transit stations chosen for structured observation included: 

1. Aberdeen Station 
2. Bridgeport Station 
3. Srighouse Station 
4. Lansdowne Station 

In terms of traffic, high season in the Pilot Area is from June to September, a time during which 
public spaces are frequented more often due to an influx of tourists and favourable weather. 

Given that both the baseline and post-implementation audits fell within this season, the 
resultant data may not reflect seasonal variations. However, while generation of waste may be 
expected to increase during the high season, the composition should not vary substantially 

throughout the year. MOfeover, in follow-up discussion with the aty of RiChmond, it was noted 
that the audits actually straddled the Pilot Area's peak season, which was generally considered 
to start at tile beginning of July and end shortly after Labour Day. Thus, to the extent t hat 

seasonal variations in composition do occur, they would have been detected in the post
implementation audits. 

Given this, the study data provides a reasonable representation of the composition of the public 

space waste streams in the Pilot Area. 

, 
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3.1. Waste Sort Methodology 
The following tasks outline the INOrk perfOlTrl@ddurinsthesolidwastecompositionstudy. 

3.1.1. Composition Study Set Up 
This task requi~ City of Richmond staff to arrange for access and space to conduct the waste 
sorting e_ercise. Oty staff collected the waste materials and brought them to the Public Works 
yard where Steward Edge conducted the audit. 

3.1.2. Waste Sort Categories 
To provide a useful cJas.siflC.ation of malerial types and consistency with previous pilot project 
results, Steward Edge staff sorted the collected waste Into 64 categories. The detailed list of 
material categor~ Is presented in Tablt- A· l in the appendix.. 

3.1.3. Sampling 
Eadl sample was hand-sorted into 64 material categories and weighed. The cumulative weekly 
weight of each material category was used to develop a profile of the pub&cspace waste 

composition In the Pilot Area. 

The baseline audit took place over five days {Friday to Tuesday) while the post· implementation 
audit was conducted over six days {Friday to Wednesday). These days were s!)eCifically chosen 
to capture data from both peak {Friday to Sunday) and off· peak {Monday to Wednesday) days. A 
sixth day was added during the post-implementation phase to ensure any major variations 
would be capturl!d in the dataset. All of the waste and recyclables generated were weighed and 
hand·sorted to determine the composition of the ~id waste stream. 

3.2. Data Analysis/Methodology 
Waste sort data \ViiS compiled and summarized by waste stream and then convertl!d to kilogram 
{kg) per week estimates. The audit team col lected and sorted five days' worth of garbage and 
recycling from ead! s ite in the baseline phase of the prOject and Six days' worth of garbage and 
recycling from each site in the post·implementation phase. Adjustments were then made to 
calc:ulate the k& per week estimates. 

To make the dataset more manageable and results more meaningful, the original list of material 
categOfies was collapsed from 54 to 30 categories fOClJsing on recyclable materials ac~pted in 
British Columbia's deposit/refund and curbside retycling programs. Table 3-1 presents the 
sunvnarized list of materials. 

The data were used to generate the tables and chart presented in Section S, which summarize 
waste composition and generation for recyclable and non·recyclable materials, as well as 
contamination rates for the Pilot Area Sites. 

5 
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Table 3-1 Waste Audit M~rial Categories 'summary list) 
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I SECTION II: PROGRAM IMPLEMENTATION 

4. Public Awareness Campaign 
A key component of the Public Spaces RecyciinS Proerarn was the public awareness campaign 

and eommunlcations stratetv that supported the enhanced collect ion infrastructure. Tile 

campaign was designed to increase public: awareness about the new retytiing program in the 

Pilot Area and to facilitate a better understanding of which materials were accepted for 

recycling and which wefe not. 

Bulld lna upon the $uccesm..J communications strategies developed for the Niagara, Hal itn and 

$arnia public space recycl ing pilots, the Richmond pilot was customized to appeal to local 
audiences <1 nd to complement exi!>tin, ampaigns for single and multi-family residential waste, 

Yilrd waste and food scraps. City staff emphasized the importance of des1an consistency and 

branding, IS many of their other proirams are defined by their own unique identities ie.g., 

Green Cart, Blue Cart, Green Can}. Consequently the brand HGoI RecycieM was developed by 
City staff and used consistently on siillaie and promotional material to encourage residents and 

visitors to take part. All of these elements are represented In the photo below. 

Giny Point P~k. Source: Richmond New. 

, 
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The main dements of the public awareness campaign were: 

• On-bin signage designed to educate consumers about which materials were/were not 

recyclable and where they should be disposed of. SiBnae;e graphics weft! deYelopc!d by 
StewardEdge in keeping with the City's Ifaphic standards and its preference for 

photOi"aphlc rather than pictographic images. 

• Branded (Gol Recycle) display signage designed to raise the profile of the pilot program 
and awarene5S among the general public. Branding and signage graphics were 

developed and produced by the City of Richmond while sign p lacement was 

recommended by StewardEdge. 

• A public launch event on July 28, featuring representation from the pro}!i:t sponsors, 

the Mayor and City of Richmond COuncilo(.S, the MLA and other convnunity leaders, to 

publici!!!! and raise awareness of the initiative. Organized by a J3I,Iblic relations 

consultanty contracted to the sponsors, the launch event re<:eived extensive local media 

coverage and was formally recognized In the province's Legislative As~y. 

• Ongoing media and public relations follow-up by City staff, as well as ongoing 

corJIITw..nity promotion through tl'le Oly's internal communications network. 

• Outreach to community stakeholders: Steveston Community Society, Gulf of Georgia 

Cannery Society, Steveston Historical Society, Britannia Heritage Shipyard SOCiety, 

London Her itage Fann, Steveston Rotary Club, Steveston Merchant's Association and 

the Steveston Harbour Authority. 

Planning and Implementing strategic communications for recycling is a specialized activity. The 

success of Richmond's public awareness campaign is attributable to several factors, most 

notably the efforu of City staff woo contributed municipal funds toward signage and promotion, 

worked collaboratively with StewardEdge in the placement of signage and proactively promoted 

the new program to local media outlets and online. 

I SECTION 111: RESULTS 

5. Waste Audit Results & Analysis 
This section summarizes the results of the strlKtured observation and the waste compositi()(l studies as 
they pertain to waste generation, composition. and diversion. Detailed waste audit results are 
presented in the tables in Appendill: C. The audit data for the playing fields at Hugh Boyd Community 
Park were excluded from the analysis as waste generation during the June audit was very high (>1.5OkgJ 
and very small during the follow- up study (<501qj;J which made statistically valid comparisons difficult for 
this site. 

S.1. Structured Observation Analysis 
Structured observation consists of observing the behaviour of individuals in a given environment 
wi thout attempting to influence that behaviour in any way. Structured observation was conducted at 
four canada Une transit stations to assess types of behaviour that could affect waste audit results. 

• 
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5.1.1. Scollenging Activities 
The results of the structured observation indicate that ~ing activities are common in 1M Pilot 
Area. Individuals ten'lOlle containers accepted by British Columbia's beverage contain~ deposit/refund 
program in OI'der to collect the refur'lds from containers returned to Return-It depotS 0( retailers. 

Pilot program staff observed scavenging activities at Aberdeen Station and Brighouse Station. Several 
individuals were ob~d searching garbage bins, most likely for deposit-bearing beverage containers, 
but left empty-handed. The assumption was that Ihe garbage bin had already been picked over by the 
t ime the structured observation was conducted which e)(plains why individuals did not remove any 
material from the bin. Containers were removed from recyding racks located at Srighouse Station, 
further supportin. the notion that individuals actively remove deposit contain~s from the waste stream 
in the Oty of Richmond. 

5.1.2. Improper Disposal 
Individuals were obse~ discard ing materials "to the wrong waste stream at two transit stations. For 
instance, a juice bo .. and a bag of household waste were discarded ., the garbaie stream and coffee 
cups were discardecl in the recycling stream. In some cases the individual looked at the bin signage 
which depicted the accepted materials and in other cases tl'tey did not. This behaviour could be 
e .. plalned by either confusion or lack of awareness regarding the recyclabl1lty of diff~ent materia ls or 
alternatively, apathy or disregard for proper disposal methods. 

5.1.3. Use of5ignoge 
Despite a few Instances of misdirected waste, the signage displayed at the four transit stations was 
hight-, effective in directing consumers to place their waste materials in the appropriate waste stream. 
Consumers who looked at the signage prior to throwing out their waste directed it into the appropriate 
stream 96% of the time. In contrast. when consumen did not look at the signage first. their accuracy 
rate dKr"eased to 75%. 

5.1.4. Other Observations of Note 
Vandalism of new bins caused b'f individuals attempting to break into the units to recover deposit· 
bearing cootainers was observed by City of Richmond staff. Where locks prevented individuals from 
accessing the recyclables, they would craft hool<s out of coat hangers to remove the containers from the 
recycling stream of new bins at the pilot sites. These observations were flOt recorded during structured 
observation sessions but demonstrate the impact that the behaviour of individuals has on waste 
compoSition. There is some debate arT\Oflist aty staff over the appropriate response to this belm/iour, 
i.e., strengthening the sewrity features !Iocks) on the biru lIS. leaving the biru unlocked to give 
scavengers easy access and mitigate vandalism. 

Also of note were two anomalies that impacted waste composition during the study period: 
1) Heavy precipitation led to the diScovery of wet fibres in the garbage stream. 
2) A swim meet that involved outdoor camping was ~d at Steveston Community Centre during 

the audit period resulting in waste materials that would not typically be generated in a publk: 
space environment, such as cans of beans and tuna, being discarded in the bins. 

, 
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The photo below illustrates the materia Is generated as a result of the swim meet held at Stevestan 
Community Centre. 

5.2. Waste Generat ion 

Amel1ities in the Pilot Area Ife reeularly utilized in the spring and summer months, roughly the period 
from June to September. This is the period during which the majority of waste is generated. 

Weekly waste generation was slaniflcant. Based on audit results, 1,422 kilograms of waste per week was 
generated during the baseline phase of the project (June 2011) and approximately 928 kilograms of 
waste perweek was generated durinithe post-implementation phase (September 2011). These figures 
do not indude the recyclables that were diverted from the bins prior to collection as a result of 
scavenging activities. Duringthe two audit periods, waste generation decreased by 35%. Table 5-1 
summarizes the quantity of waste generated acl"05$ all sites Included in the analysis for each material 
category. 

Table 5-1 Waste Generation SUmmary 

Baselne 
,"". 

Generation 
Implementation 

Generation 

kt/week kt/week 
Total Recyclable Fibre 237.8 150.8 
Total Recyclable Beverage Containers 29.2 13.9 

PETBottI~$ ' .2 2 .• 
Total Recyclable Non Beveraae Containers 36.' 18.0 
Total Recyclable Containers 74.3 34.5 
Total Recyclables (Fibre + Containers) 3U.l 185,4 

Non-Recyclable Material 1,110.3 742.6 

Total All Material 1,422A 927.9 

Percent Olange ·35% 
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5.3. Waste Composit ion Analysis 
The waste was sorted and classified into 64 material categories. The data categories were then 
consolidated fo r the purpose of analysis. 

The baseline audit, coupled with structured observation, provided early confirmation that proportion of 

deposit-bearing recyclable beverage containers in the waste stream was negligible. Consequently, 
greater emphasis was placed on examining the composition of the garbage stream. The resulting waste 
composition analysis provides insight into how recycling behaviour changed subsequent to 
implementation of t he PSR pilot. 

The analysis provides evidence of a significant reduction in the weight of recydables, induding 
recyclable beverage containers (keeping in mind that the numbers are small for beverage containers), in 
the garbage stream following the implementation of the pilot program. 

5.3.1. Waste Composition by Material Category 

In the post· implementat ion phase, recyclable materials comprised appro)(imately 20% (baseline was 
22%) ofthe solid waste found in the garbage stream in the Pilot Area. Table 5·2 and Figure 5-1 compare 
the composition of each material categOtY during the baseline phase with the composition of the post· 
implementation phase. The waste audit f indings show that the largest component of the waste stream 

by weight was non-recyclable materials, followed by recyclable paper fibre, recyclable non-beverage 
containers and recydable beverage containers. 

The non-recyclable material category remained fairly consistent across the two audit periods. The 
greatest change in composition was the recyclable containers category (decreased 29%), specifically PET 
bottles. The proportion of PET bottles within the garbage stream decreased by 52% between the two 

audit periods; this finding suggests that individuals may have diverted a greater proportioo of their used 
bottles into the appropriate stream during the post·implementation phase and that scavenging activity 
may have increased Of a combination of both. 

Table 5-2 Waste Composition Comparison 

Baseline 00"- % Change In 
~.rial Catlllorv Implementation 

COmposition 
ComDosition 

Composition 

Total Recyclable Fibre 16.7% 16.3% -3% 

Total Recyclable Beverage Containers 2.1% 1.5% -27% 

PIT80rtles 0.6% 0.3% -52% 

Total Recyclable Non Beverage Containers 2.6% l.9% -25% 

Total Recyclable Containers 5.2% 3.7% -2'" 
Total Recyclables (Fibre + Containers) 21.9% 20.0% ..,. 
Non· Recyciabie Materials 78.1% 80.0% 3% 
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Fi,rure 5-1 Allerare Composition of Reeydsbles (3 pnot Sites) 

Average Composition of Materials (3 Pilot Sites) 
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5.3.2. Waste ComposItion by Pilot Sik 
Thi. _tion pr.,.""u me wane C<IIl'IP"£IIIM by pilot <lu.. As d1~ ~1:>oYe. the I+.JSh Boyd ~na fields were e.cl<>ded from the &MIysis due 
to natiotically Insignlflant dat~ The <:lita pr~nted m Table 5-3 demoosuile IN! ~ioI\ of ,ecydable bevl!'r3fle container. deereas.e<l 
$igI1ifi<:intly a t GNrv ~t Park (·3S.S%) and ~ Steveston VIIIat'! (-36%). The CO/TCICIOition of ~a~ containers remai<>ed virtually unchan&ed 
at the Slevesion Cotntn.nity ~tre. c;;~ thai 1M ~r two $itu showed ~nt ~ in this category. the~ f'I'IiV have been an 
anomaly that occurred at the Community Centre which a!Meted the Il'I1OUl1t of bewrase tentaine ... di~ In Septtmber 2011. The 
OO<'<"oPOS~ion of PET botlles within the garbage strN m decre-.l at an .it .... most d"'matical!y In 51"""""" \filiate. 

Tl ble 

-,~ 
. ~~ "00 . .... Baseline .-: .~- ~~ .-: "c.. • .-

. ~:"'--~ .,,'" 20.2% n." "'" n." ·24.9% 16.5" .... ·m 
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1.1" ",. " ",. ,,. .... -46.3% , ... ... .,,. 

~ 4 .1% . " .. ,. , ... .... .,.", '50 ,,. .,. 
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6. Conclusions 
Implementation of the Public Space Recycling Prosram in the Pilot Nea was successfu l. The 
enhancement o f the public: space retyCling infrastrlJCture reduc~ the amount of recyclable material in 
the garbage stream and increased the apparent diversion of recydables, including bevera&e contairn!r5. 

In addition, the program provided a valuable template for the implementation and future eltpansion of 
public space recycling initiatives in similar COI'MlunitlM. A review of the program's peorformance, 
conducted in early November with City of Richmond staff, $usgested a number of opportunities for 
refinement (e.g. measures to mitigate the incidence of vandalism on new bins), but overall the partners 

were very satisfied with the program's design and execution. 

The selection and strategic placement of more effective recycling bil'lS, coupled with a compelling new 
br.Ind ,-Gol Recycle'"), high-impact graphics and stronl rommunications support f rom th@Otyprovided 

residents and visitors In the Pilot Area with the $@ns@of&real@(opportunitytor/!cycleand a 
disincentiv@tolitt@(in public spateS. 

Analysis of data from the pre- and post·impl@mentationwast@auditsconfirmed that Srit ish Columbia' s 

deposit/refund syst@mforbeveragerontain@rssuppr@u@sthl!quantityofbeverag@ c.ontain@rsthat 
remain disposed of in public spaces. However,@nhancingpeople'sopportunitiestor@Cycl@ inpublic 

spaces does improv@th@diversionofbeveragecontalnersthatare discarded in public spaces. 

FinallV, effective communications and outreach actlvltles- much to the credit of staff and elected 
offiCials in the Cltv of Richmond - raised the level of public awarene~ and created a platform for further 

emphasis on waVs to expand recycling. 

Qetii!ed Cpnclusjom 

• While the itCIual numbers were small (only 0.58% of the waste stream prior to implementation), 
the diversion rate of plastk bottles from thl! sarbage stream increased bv 52% (to 0.28%). 

• Fewer ~erage containers going to landfill cont ribute to Metro Vancouver's 70% diversion 

tar8@!. 

• The pilot was most effe<:tive in Steveston Vi llage. 
• The compoSition of recyclable beverage containers found in the garbage stream decreased bv 

27% betwun the baseline audit and the post-implementation audit indicating that residents 

and tourists were putting their bev@(agecontainers intherecyc.linsbin. 
• Results of the structured observations at the transit stations suggest that scavenging activities 

were re5f)OOsibie for the low numbers of bottles and cans In recyding bins. This observation was 
c.onfirr'Md bv Otv staff and bv the vandalism to recyc.ling bin locks. 

• Ev~ t l'lough beverage containers were likelv removed from the recycling bin for the purpose of 
redeemll'lfl: th@irdepositthrough SCs beverage contain@!' deposit prowam, this can still be 
considered reqdinl given that all containers returned via the deposit program are recvded. 

• Another positive siln is the fact that the composition of recyclable non beverage containers 
found In the garbage Stream decreased bv 25% between the two audit periods. 
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• Effective signage Is a critical component of public space recycling programs. The structured 
observation measured an increase of 21% in the accuracy rate by which individuals ptace their 
waste in the appropriate stream. 

Given thai bins were already in place at the pilot sit6 prior to program implerMntation, the results 
of the program afe less dramatic than in pilot programs where no bins existed in the pr~ 
implementation phase. However, the improvements made remain impressive and demonstrate the 
benefit of incremental improvements in public space recycling bins and signage. Municipal public 
space recycling programs can be improved over time helping to capture that elusive ~1i\St mile'" of 

recyclable material. 
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Bin DeslJl\, Location &. Signlll! Improvemenu 
These images show the improvement made by replaangstand-alone units with II dual-rtream 
bin. Separate units tend to wander and look disorganized overtime. 
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These images demonstfllte the benefit of platina fewer, more attractive bins over a IIreer .ru. 
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These imaKes compare the pre-pilot si§1age with the slanaae designed for the pilot program by 
the City of Richmond with assistance from StewardEdge. The communications stratelY 
emphasized consistency, clarity and colour. 

Pre-Plot Sl8lliltle 
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Post-Implementation Sl,nqe it MeS5aJlng 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To: Date: January 5, 2012 

From: 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

Tom Stewart, AScT Fite: 1~000-0112012-Vol 
Director, Public Works Operations 01 

Re: 4252Q - Award of Contract for Battery-Powered Ice Resurfacers 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That Contract 4252Q, for the Supply and Delivery of Five Battery-Powered Ice 
Resurfacers, be awarded to Vimar Equipment Ltd. at a total cost of $453,430.00, plus 
applicable taxes and levies; 

2. That the additional required funding of$288,738.50 be approved with funding from the 
Public Works Equipment Reserve and that the 2012 Capital Budget and the 5-Year 
Financial Plan (2012-2016) be adjusted accordingly. 

Tom Stewart, AScT. 
Director. Public Works Operations 
(604-233-3301) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTEOTO: 

Budgets 
Purchasing 
Parks and Recreation 

REVIEWED BY TAG 

3442708 

CONCURRENCE C". ... _y 

NO REVIEWED BY CAO 

o 

ENERAl.. MANAGER 

NO 

o 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

This report seeks Council approval to award Contract 4252Q, and expand the scope of the award 
to include a total of five units. As additional funding from the Public Works Equipment Reserve 
is required to award the Contract in light of the reconunended expanded scope, Council approval 
is required. 

Analysis 

Background 

The City currently has five ice resurfacers. Four of these machines are in-service units used to 
clean the eight different ice sheets at the Minoru (one unit) and Richmond Ice Centre arenas 
(three units). The fifth unit is a back-up and is intended to be used to ensure arena services can 
continue to be offered to the public during regularly-scheduled or demand maintenance of any of 
the four in-service units. 

Four ice resurfacers were replaced in 2006 and are battery-powered Olympia Ice Bears. This 
clectric technology is particularly well suited to the indoor arena environment due to the fact 
there are no fossil fuel emissions. The fifth is a 1996 Zamboni propane-powered unit (919) and 
was approved for replacement as part of its regular life-cycle under project 40530 with funding 
from the Public Works Equipment Reserve. Unit 919 is being replaced with an electric unit. 

To facilitate the replacement of unit 919, Contract 4252Q was issued to the marketplace on July 
28,2011. This request for quotations included an option for bidders to also quote on 
replacement of the four existing ice resurfacers, with a trade-in provision for each. This option 
was included to: a) allow consideration for consistency in the style and type of units for ease of 
operation and maintenance; and b) shop the marketplace since the four units purchased in 2006 
were first vintage or prototype units and require extra diligence for Fleet Operations and the 
vendor to maintain a sufficient inventory of the older-style parts needed for ongoing repairs, etc. 
In addition, these units will each require battery replacements (at a cost of approximately 
$16,500/each) prior to their nonnal scheduled replacement cycle in 2017. Staff considered it a 
prudent, but not mandatory, step to see what the market would bear for the early replacement of 
the existing four ice resurfacer units in conjunction with the acquisition of the replacement for 
unit 919. 

Public Tendering 

The request for quotations closed on August 3, 2011 and resulted in the following responses i
. 

Bidder Product Type 

344 2708 

Purchase Cost for One 
Unit (with trade.in of 

Four Additional Units Total Cost for Five Units 
(after trade·ln of four 
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Proposal Evaluation 

An interdepartmental staff team consisting of arena and Fleet Operations staff reviewed the 
proposal submissions in accordance with the requirements outlined in the quotation. A surrunary 
of each submission is outlined below. 

1. Crocker Equipment 

The Zamboni 552 ice resurfacer technology is based on a combustible platfonn-style unit which 
has been converted to an electric motor to drive the power train. This unit operates based on an 
opportunity charging system, i.e. charging after use. Alterations/adapters would have to be put 
in place to conform with the existing charging infrastructure at an estimated cost of $12,000 per 
charging location because the required charging infrastructure is not compatible with that 
currently in place. The opportunity charging system does not meet the specification requirement 
of25 sheets per single charge. The opportunity charge technology, while providing for 
continuous charge, is somewhat more vulnerable to oversight in maintaining regular charge 
status. For example, if the operator was remiss in plugging the unit in for charging after use, the 
battery charge could be depletcd and therc would be a negativc impact to service levels and 
potentially, arena revenues, since the unit would require time to be charged sufficiently bcforc 
the ice can bc cleaned. By contrast, the existing in-service units are charged once per day only 
(over-night) and can conduct 25 ice cleans per charge as a minimum, which meets the arenas 
daily operational requirements. 

Other considerations include operator familiarity and training/orientation requirements on a 
different make/model of unit, which could also negatively impact service intervals. Having one 
unit of a different style and make would also necessitate support for parts and materials for 
maintenance, with no ability to inter-change parts between units in situations where a quick-fix is 
needed to maintain service. To achieve consistency in all units, costing was sought to purchase 
four additional units, using the existing units as trade-ins. The costing provided by the vendor 
for this potential approach did not represent an attractive offer, i.e. $594,800 for four additional 
units. Ovcrall, the Zamboni unit is not desired by the user group. 

2. Vimar Equipment Ltd.: Olympia Ice Bear 

The Olympia lee Sear is an upgraded, newer vintage of the existing four in-service units. The 
Ice Bear technology was designed, engineered and constructed as an electric machine (i .e. not 
converted from a combustible style) and has four individual wheel motors to propel the unit. 
This allows for wheel speeds to be set and h'cnce draws less amperage from the battery, 
providing for the efficiency in battery power to achieve the minimum 25 ice cleans per charge. 
This provides for one unit to sufficiently support two sheets of ice for an entire day on one 
charge. This unit is charged once daily (over-night) so is less susceptible operator oversight in 
potentially forgetting to charge the unit between ice cleans, Overall, the Olympia Ice Bear is a 
more efficient design. The battery charging infrastructure is also compatible with the existing 
charging infrastructure at both Minoru and Richmond Ice Centre arenas. Operator familiarity 
with this style of unit is also a consideration since this unit is similar to the existing four units. 
Vendor support for the existing units (also Vimar Equipment Ltd.) has been excellent. As such, 
the Olympia Ice Bcar is thc unit desired by the user group. 
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To obtain consistency with all units and upgrade to a newer model in order to address the 
challenges with maintaining a sufficient parts inventory for these first vintage units, costing was 
sought to purchase four additional units, using the existing units as trade-ins. The costing 
provided by the vendor for replacement of the existing four units to the newer vintage design is 
very attractive at $70,878/unit for a total of$283,512 (plus levies and taxes) for four additional 
units, or $453,430 to replace all five units. It is important to note that this is a one time 
opportunity and that Vimar has made it clear that the City will not be able to take advantage of 
this exceptional offer in the future. In addition, this results in a favourable cost-benefit overall to 
the Public Works Equipment Reserve through savings in anticipated replacement costs. 

Therefore, there are two options available under this proposal: 

i) Purchase one Olympia Ice Bear and award this contract to Vimar Equipment Ltd. 
at a total cost of $169,918, plus levies and taxes, or 

ii) Expand the purchase to include five Olympia lee Bear units and award this 
contract to Virnar Equipment Ltd. at a total cost of$453 ,430, plus levies and 
taxes. 

In addition to the financial savings replacement of the existing ice resurfacers will enable the 
City to provide a reliable level of service given the down-time of the existing machines when 
repairs are required. 

Staff recommend Option ii). The cost benefit to support this recommendation is provided in the 
Financial Impact section of this report. 

3. Vimar Equipment Ltd.: Olympia Millennium E 

While the Olympia Millennium E is manufactured by the same manufacture of the Ice Bear and 
shares the same electrical motor design, the design of the snow dump box, wash and flood water 
arc different. The Millenium E has a longer wheel base than the Ice Bear and as a result has a 
turning radius of 180 inches compared to the Ice Bear's preferred 154 inches. The Millenium E 
is designed with a 2.91 cubic meter snow dump box compared to the Ice Bear's 3.37 cubic meter 
capacity. The Millenium carries a total of 1,164 htres of flood and wash water compared to the 
Ice Bear's 1,232 litres of water. The Millenium E's operator line of sight is not as good as the 
line of sight on the Ice Bear which could affect safety related to the operation of the machine. 
For these reasons, the Millenium E is not desired by the user group. In addition, the costing 
provided to purchase four additional units is not as attractive as that provided for the Ice Bear 
unit. 

4. Westvac Industrial Ltd. 

The Ice Cat 8220 unit proposed by Westvac Industrial Ltd. is a 2009 demonstration unit. The 
bid submission was incomplete and therefore did not comply with minimum specification 
requirements. This bid, therefore, was not considered. 
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5. Joe Johnsen 

The Engo 200SX unit proposed by Joe Johnsen did not meet specification requirements for the 
minimum required number of ice cleans per charge and lacks an hour meter (which is required 
for maintenance purposes). In addition, the warranty offer was minimal and there is no local 
service available to support servicing and parts. The machine is currently not in use anywhere in 
Canada, and therefore. the company's experience and the track record for this unit could not be 
verified as outlined in the request for quotations. For these reasons, the Engo 200SX was not 
considered. 

Summary/Recommendation 

After reviewing the bid submissions, the proposal by Vimar Equipment Ltd. to expand, the scope 
ofeantract 4252Q to replace five units, per Item 2 ii), above, represents best value to the City, 
and is therefore recommended. As noted previously, the offer to buy back the existing ice 
resurfacers is a one time offer by Vimar that presents best value to the City . 

Financial Impact 

The recommendation to expand the scope of Contract 4252Q to replace all five ice resurfacer 
units results in the requirement for additional fimding from the Public Works Equipment Reserve 
0[$288,738.50 ($283,512 plus levies and net taxes) at this time. While additional expenditure is 
required, this approach represents an overall savings in replacement costs of approximately 
$450,000 due to the incentive pricing obtained via the contract as follows: 

Summa o Costs and Amici ted Savin s er Recommended 0 tion to Purchase Five Ice Resur acer Units 
Vimur Equipment Ltd. Pro osal Fundini{IAntici ated Savin:;?s 

Purchase Funding 
Price! Total Cost Project Allocation in 

Unit with (not inc/. Project Approval Project PW Equipment Variance/ 
lee Resurfacer Unitls Trade-In taxes/ levies) Year Status Number Reserve Savings 
Unit 919 S169,918 $169,918 20 11 A roved 40530 $ 175,000 $5,082 

Units 1303. 1304. $70,878 $283,512 2017 Pending TBD $720,000 $450,004 
1305, 1330 I (SI80,OOO/unit) 
Total Cost for 5 Units $453,430 

As noted in the above table, the long-tenn Public Works and Corporate vehicle replacement plan 
allocates the 2017 anticipated replacement costs for the four existing in-service units at $180,000 
each, or a total of $720,000. The proposal by Vimar Equipment Ltd. offers significant trade-in 
incentive to encourage the acquisition/upgrade to purchase these four additional units at this time 
at a considerable price reduction, i.e. $283,512. Although this proposal requires that additional 
dollars be expended in 2012 vs. 2017, it represents an approximate savings of $450,000 over 
anticipated replacement costs. In addition, this represents an overall positive financial benefit to 
the Public Works Equipment Reserve in alignment with the proposed Sustainable Green Fleet 
Policy 2020. 

The proposed option is recommended based on the analysis of the infonnation received through 
the bid process and does not consider factors such as overall life-cycle maintenance costs, etc. 
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Conclusion 

The proposal by Virnar Equipment Ltd. to expand the scope of Contract 4252Q to include 
replacement for all five City ice resurfacer units represents best value and overall cost savings. 
In addition, the Olympic Ice Bear unit proposed best suits the operational needs of the arenas to 
support the services provided to the public. The additional funding required to accommodate 
this expanded purchase at this time can be accommodated from the Public Works Equipment 
Reserve with Council's authorization. An adjustment to the 2012 capital budget and 5-year 
financial plan (2012-2016) will also be required. 

!;r 
SU7..anne Bycraft ? 
Manager, Fleet & Environmental Programs 
(604-233-3338) 
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DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL 

REPORT AND ACCOMPANYING PLAN 

TO BE CONSIDERED BY COUNCIL 

AT THE COUNCIL MEETING 

SCHEDULED FOR 

Monday, February 27,2012 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Councillor Chak Au 
Councillor Linda Barnes 
CounciOor Derek Dang 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Ken Johnston 
Councillor Bill McNulty 

Councillor Linda McPhail 
Councillor Harold Steves 
Director, City Clerk's Office 
Director, Development 
Council Chambers Binder 
Front of House Counter Copy 



To: 

City of 
Richmond 

David Weber 
Director, City Clerk's Office 

Memorandum 
Planning and Development Department 

Date: February 21,2012 

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: DP 11-584282 
Director of Development 

Re: Application by - Am-Pri Construction Ltd. for Development Permit at 
9811 Ferndale Road (formerly 9791 and 9811 Ferndale Road and 6071, 6091 and 
6131 No.4 Road) 

The attached Development Permit was given favourable consideration by the Development 
Permit Panel at their meeting held on January 25,2012. 

It would now be appropriate to include this item on the agenda of the next Council meeting for 
their consideration. 

4~- -
tW- Bri~/'J . Jacks9fl; CIP 

DJ:bl 
Att. 

3478332 
~ 

;--~chmond 



Panel Decision 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25, 2012 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat a Developmeflt Permit be issued wltich W'OlJ.W!'~ 

1. Permit lite cOflstructiofl of 3 louse uflits at 8691, 8711, 8731, 8751, 8771 
411d 8791 Williams II a site ZOfled Medium Density Towllltouses (RTM2); 
alld 

2. e provisiolls of Ricltmolld ZOllillg Bylaw 8500 to allow 30 talldem parkillg 
spaces ill 15 oftlte 31 towllltouse ullits. 

CARRIED 

4. Oevelopment Permit 11-584282 
(File Ref. No.: DP 11-584282) (REDMS No. 3414815) 

]442910 

APPLICANT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

AM-PRI Construction Ltd. 

9811 Ferndale Road (fonnerly 9791 & 9811 Ferndale Road 
and 6071, 6091 & 6131 No.4 Road) 

\. Pennit the construction of 24 Townhouse Units at 9811 Ferndale Road (fonnedy 
9791 and 981 1 Ferndale Road and 6071,6091 and 6131 No.4 Road) on a site zoned 
"Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2)"; and 

2. Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) reduce the required side yard setback along the north property line from 3.0 
meters to 2.69 meters to allow the projection of an electrical room outside Unit 
Clb;and 

b) permit resident parking to be provided in a tandem parking configuration for 
15 units (30 stalls). 

Applicant's Comments 

Taizo Yamamoto, Yamamoto Architect Inc., advised that the proposed 24 townhouse 
units are on a left over comer of Ferndale Road and No.4 Road, and that they are 
surrounded by single-family detached dwellings to the east, and multi-unit townhouse 
developments to the north, south and west. He provided the following design details: 

• originally, access to the subject site was provided by access from the townhouse unit 
complex to the west, at 9751 Ferndale Road, but through the public process, 
residents of the complex to the west expressed a desire that residents of the proposed 
townhouse unit complex not use this access; the architect created as robust a buffer 
as possible between the two sites to provide some meandering, and to allow large 
plants and some depth; 

7. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25, 2012 

• the planned three-storey townhouse units are stepped down to two· stories to respond 
to the lower density single-family residents to the east, across No.4 Road; 

• the tight nature of the subject site dictated different unit styles, thus allowing some 
affordabiJity, and with some units allowing parking for only one vehicle; 

• one of the proposed two-storey units is adaptable, with living areas closer to grade; 

• all proposed townhouse units have aging-in-place measures; 

• the overall architectural character is that of a subdued appearance, mirroring a 
similar form ofthe residences across the street, including more of a hip roof; 

• the entry area is increased by allowing paving; the public space is located at the 
centre of the subject site, at the intersection of the drive aisle; 

• a seating area with permeable paving and a climbing structure is also located at the 
centre of the subject site; 

• each unit has a patio, trees, some lawn space where possible, and sun exposure; 

• easy pedestrian access to the No.4 Road transit stop is provided; and 

• materials include Hardi-Board siding for the first floor and the intermix of vinyl 
siding and Hardi-Plank panels for the upper floors; 

Panel Discussion 

In response to Panel queries, Mr. Yarnamoto provided further information: 

• the end unit facing No.4 Road has gables that address the street, large wrap porches 
to provide depth, and a bay window starting at the second story that comes down to 
ground level, and each unit facing No.4 Road has a punched-in entry; and 

• the amenity area at the northwest comer of the subject site is paved, includes 
benches, includes a small climbing play structure for children aged two through six 
years, as well as a lawn area on its south side, and some trees along its west side. 

Staff Comments 

Mr. Jackson advised that staff supports the application, and the applicant's request for 
variances. He stated that the application: 

• respects the Agricultural Land Reserve to the east of the subject site, by providing a 
six metre setback and quite dense landscaping, which was reviewed and supported 
by the City'S Agricultural Advisory Committee; 

• in terms of architectural form, it provides low pitched roof forms that are low in 
provile; 

• in tenns of the central location of the amenity space it provides "eyes" on the play 
space and play equipment; and 

8. 



Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, January 25, 2012 

~ in terms of the proposed development's relation to the neighbour to the west, it 
provides landscaping buffering that breaks down what could have been an 
unattractive "bowling lane" design. 

Mr. Jackson summarized his remarks by saying that the architect has done much to 
address issues of adjacencies, and for this, and the other listed reasons, the best term to 
apply to the proposed design is "respectful". 

In response to the Chair's query regarding whether staff is advising applicants with regard 
to Council's preference to see side-by-side parking stalls in-townhouse unit developments, 
Mr. Jackson advised that staff promotes that idea over tandem stalls, and attempts to steer 
applicants and architects in the direction of side-by-side stalls for new development 
applications. 

Gallery Comments 

None. 

Correspondence 

None. 

Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 
That a Developmetlt Permit be issued wllich would: 

1. Permit jhe cOllstructioll of 24 Townhouse Units at 9811 Femdale Road (formerly 
9791 and 9811 Femdale Road and 6071, 6091 and 6131 No.4 Road) on a site 
zoned "Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2)"; and 

2. Vary the provisi01ls of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) reduce the required side yard setback along the north property litle from 3.0 
meters to 2.69 meters to allow the projection of an electrical room outsi(le 
Unit C1b; a1ld 

b) permit resident parking to be provided in a tandelil parking configuration for 
15 units (30 stalls). 

CARRIED 

5. New Business 

2970 

It was moved and seconded 
That tile Development Permit Panel meetillg tentati edule(l for Wednesday, 
February 15, 2012 be call celled, and that th eeting of the Development Permit 
Panel be tetltatively scheduled to ce ill the Council Chambers, Richmond City 
Hall, at 3:30 p.m. 011 Wi :V, February 29,2012. 

9. 



City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Depaltment 

Report to 
Development Permit Panel 

'fi: 1)1'1' ;t1'fA/@. JAN. ti?5; Ro I z.. 
To: Development Permit Panel Date: January 10, 2012 

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: DP 11-584282 

Re: 

Director of Development 

Application by AM-PRI Construction l.. TO. for a Development Permit at 9811 
Ferndale Road (formerly 9791 & 9811 Ferndale Road and 6071, 6091 
& 6131 No.4 Road) 

Staff Recommendation 

That a Development Permit be issued which would: 

1. Permit the construction of24 Townhouse Units at 9811 Ferndale Road (formerly 9791 and 
9811 Ferndale Road and 6071, 6091 and 6131 No.4 Road) on a site zoned "Medium Density 
Townhouses (RTM2)"; and 

2. Vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

a) Reduce the required side yard setback along the north property line from 3.0 meters to 2.69 
meters to allow the projection of an electrical room outside Unit C I b; and 

b) Permit resident parking to be provided in a tandem parking configuration for 15 units (30 
stalls). 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

BJJ:dj 

Attachment I 
Attachment 2 
Attachment 3 
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Development Application Data Sheet 
Advisory Design Panel Comments 
Agricultural Advisory Comrriittees comments on Landscaping buffer along 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Am-Pri Construction Ltd. has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to develop 24 
townhouse units at 9811 Ferndale Road (formerly 9791 and 9811 Ferndale Road and 6071, 6091 
and 6131 No.4 Road) on a site zoned "Medium Density Townhouses (RTM2)". The site 
currently contains a Single Detached Dwelling on each site. 

The site was rezoned from "Single Detached (RS IIF)" to "Medium Density Townhouses 
(RTM2)" under Bylaw 8763 (RZ 10-554759). Adoption of rezoning occurred at the December 
19, 2011 Council meeting. 

A separate Servicing Agreement is required for road upgrades and frontage improvements to 
Ferndale Road and No.4 Road. The Servicing Agreement will also include service connections 
for water, storm upgrades and sanitary sewer. 

Development Information 

Please refer to attached Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment 1) for a comparison 
of the proposed development data with the relevant Bylaw requirements. 

Background 

Development surrounding the subject site is as follows: 

To the North: At 6188 Birch street, a new 51 unit, 3 storey townhouse complex on a site zoned 
"Town Housing (ZT59) - North McLennan (City Centre)". 

To the East: Across No.4 Road, Single Detached Dwellings on land zoned "Agriculture and 
Golf Zones (AG1)". 

To the South: Across Ferndale Road at 6300 Birch Street, a 98 unit, 2 storey townhouse 
complex on a site zoned "Town Housing (ZT32) - North McLennan (City 
Centre)". 

To the West: At 9751 Ferndale Road, a 21 unit,3 storey townhouse complex, on a site zoned 
"Town Housing (ZT59) - North McLennan (City Centre)". 

Rezoning and Public Hearing Results 

During the rezoning process, staff identified the following design issues to be resolved at the 
Development Permit stage. (Staff comments are provided in bold italics): 

1. Design ofthe outdoor amenity area, including the play area. 

3414815 

The ou((/oor amenity area has achieved an adequate level of design. It is centrally 
located within the complex, just off of the main north-south drive aisle and contains a 
children's play area, benches and open lawn space. The entrance is at the northeast 
corner of the area, and the landscape plan provides good sightlines to allow the 
entrance to be easily located. 
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2. Overall appropriateness of the landscaping plan. 

Tlte applicant It as provided a good landscaping proposalfor tlte complex, with a variety 
ofplalltings to engage illterest. Several trees surround tlte perimeter of the complex 
which softens the appe(mmce of the two (2) and tltree (3) storey IInits as well as 
providing a goo(l bllffer alollg the No.4 Road side to provide a good tmllsilion to the 
low (/ellsity, agricultural lands to the east of the road. The plan also does well to 
address a comment raised by tlte Advisory Design Panel to position a good buffer 
between the north-south drive aisle of the subject site alld the adjacent qrive aisle to the 
complex directly west. This adjacellt site has their drive aisle butting up against the 
sltared property line. 

3. Manoeuvrability of larger vehicles (SU-9) within the site. 

Tlte applicant has submitted a plan tltat illustrates alUl confirms appropri(lte 
manoeuvrability for larger vehicles such as SU-9 with ill the site. 

4. Form and Character of the townhouse units and how they address adjacent propelties. 

The applicant has submitted elevatiolls and a context renderings tlUlt show that tlte 
proposed developmel/t has similar characteristics and is an adequate fit with the 
adjacent townhouses in the area. 

5. Provide a sense of territory for pedestrian use within the site. 

The buildillg arrangement of the subject site facilitates ample opportunity for 
pedestrian movement to avoid intemction with vehicle movement. The corner 
condition of the development site, with UllitS fronting the street, along with access 
poillts a/ollg No.4 Road, provides easy pedestrian movemellt within tlte site. 

6. Identify lillit(s) to allow easy conversion for Universal access. 

Tlte applicant is proposing one of the two level units (Ullit A1) to be cOllvertedfor 
Ulliversal access, with provisions made for this III/it to be framed to allow for a future 
lift, doors that are wide enough and adequate space is available to manoeuvre to 
accommodate wheelchair access. 

111 additioll to the cOl/vertible IlIIit, allllnits ill this development will have agillg ill 
place measures that include backer blocks in bathrooms for easy illstallation offutllre 
grab bars, alld door frames wide enough to accommodate walkers and scooters. 

7. Landscaping along the No.4 Road side to facilitate a buffer to the agricuiturallands 
across No.4 Road. 

The applicant has provided an extellsive /alldscaping plan alollg the No.4 Road 
frolltage that will provide adequate screenillg to the properties across No.4 Road to the 
east, throllgh a mixtllre of tree and shrub plantillgs. Tlte massing oftlte ullitsfrolltillg 
No.4 Road, by being two storey Imits,furtlter cOlltriblltes to the transitiollfrom urban 
form to all agricultural cltamcter. 

The Public Hearing for the rezoning of this site was held on June 20, 2011. At the Public 
Hearing, there were no public concerns about the rezoning of this property. 

3414815 
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Staff Comments 

The proposed scheme attached to this report has satisfactorily addressed the significant urban 
design issues and other staff comments identified as part ofthe review of the subject 
Development Permit application. In addition, it complies with the intent of the applicable 
sections of the Official Community Plan and is generally in compliance with the Zoning Bylaw 
8500 except for the zoning variances noted below. 

Zoning ComplianceNariances (staff comments in bold) 

The applicant requests to vary the provisions of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to: 

I) Reduce the required side yard setback along the north property line from 3.0 meters to 2.69 
meters to allow the projection of an electrical room outside Unit C1 b. 

Staff supports tile propose(l variance as a relatively minor variance for a small 
component of tile proposal tllat will be screelledfrom view by surrounding landscaping 
alld perimeter fencing. 

2) Permit resident parking to be provided in a tandem parking configuration for 15 units (30 
stalls). 

The tandem parking configuration is proposed in 15 of the 24 attaclled garages and 
will not cause intelj'erellce with other units. A coven alit will be registered to prevent 
conversioll of parking area to IIabitable space prior to the issuance of tile Development 
Permit. 

Agricultural Advisory Committee Comments 

With the subject site located along the western side of No. 4 Road, the agricultural lands to the 
east side of No. 4 Road contrasts to the more urban form to the west. To help with keeping the 
greater urban form from disrupting the appearance of the land to the east, a landscaped buffer is 
required as part of the design guidelines within the McLennan North Sub-Area Plan. To obtain a 
impartial review of the proposed buffer for this project, the proposal was taken before the City'S 
Agricuitmal Advisory Committee (AAC) for comment. The AAC was supportive of the 
proposal and identified areas for consideration that would limit any impacts coming onto the 
agricultural lands to the east as well as provide an attractive buffer to the street front. A relevant 
excerpt from the Committee's September 14, 2011 meeting is attached for reference 
(Attachment 3). 

Advisory DeSign Panel Comments 

The Advisory Design Panel was supportive of the proposal and identified areas for design 
development and consideration. The applicant addressed staff and Panel comments and made 
refinements to the design proposal. A copy of the relevant excerpt from the Advisory Design 
Panel Minutes from their November 2, 2011 meeting is attached for reference (Attachment 2). 
The design response from the applicant has been included immediately following the specific 
Design Panel comments and is identified in 'bold italics'. 

Analysis 

Conditiolls of Adjacellcy 
• The subject site is located in the North McLennan area, where there has been significant 

townhouse development over the past several years, with most ofthe surrounding parcels 
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being redeveloped from Single Detached Houses to Townhouses. The proposed 
development will be of similar height and massing to these recent redevelopments and 
conforms to the guidelines set out in the neighbourhood plan. 

• The proposal for this two (2) and three (3) level townhouse complex respects the agricultural 
lands, consisting oflow density single detached dwellings to the east of No. 4 Road, by 
locating the two level units at the eastern side ofthe property. These units are also at the end 
of building clusters of townhouse units that reduces the massing oftownhouse buildings and 
provides a softer scale to the street frontage. 

• The applicant is proposing landscaping and metal fencing with brick columns along the street 
fronting sides of the site to help soften the streetscape, and six foot high cedar fence with a 
lattice top to help protect the visual privacy to the neighbouring property to the west and 
north. Additional attention has been given to the landscaping along the north-south internal 
drive aisle where a buffer has been provided to allow for effective planting to take place to 
create a good separation with the drive aisle on the adjacent property to the west. 

Urban Design and Site Plalllling 
• The townhouse units are arranged in four (4), five (5) and six (6) unit clusters located 

throughout the site. 
• The clusters are arranged in a predominately east-west direction to reduce the impact of 

townhouse units fronting No.4 Road. The two (2) storey end units provide a good transition 
to the less dense single detached homes to the east of No. 4 Road. 

• All units fronting the street have their main pedestrian access from the street. 
• Vehicle access will be off Ferndale Road and will not require access connecting to adjacent 

properties. 
• Pedestrian access is along the street frontages of both Ferndale Road and No. 4 Road. 

Additional pedestrian access to the units is provided within the complex, accessing off of the 
internal drive-aisle, and site access points connecting to No.4 Road. 

• An outdoor amenity space is centrally located within complex and contains an area for 
seating, the mailbox for the complex, and a child's play area consisting of a rope ladder, 
climbing walls with grips and crawl through holes. The play structure is listed suitable for 
children from ages 2-5. 

A rchitectural Form and Character 
• The proposed form and massing of the buildings meet the intent of the guidelines set out in 

the neighbourhood plan. 
• The choice of materials used for the fayade of the buildings is satisfactory. The use of brick 

at the base of the building, along with hardiboard siding for the first floor and the intermix of 
vinyl siding and hardiplank panels for the upper floors is effective to create additional 
interest to the buildings by arranging them in a base, middle and top formation that adds to 
the articulation of the building massing. 

• Colour choice for the fayade is varied but match well together and should complement the 
other developments in the surrounding area. 

• Note: the roof design of the proposal differs from the gable dominated form to the townhouse 
complexes to the north and west, but the overall form and massing works well. As the 
subject site is at the end of the block on a corner site, the different roof form works well to 
provide an anchor or a bookend feature to the streetscape. 

Transportation 

3414815 
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• Vehicle access to the site is off Ferndale Road, as far west of the intersection to No.4 Road 
as possible. A slight land dedication for the improvements of both Ferndale Road and No.4 
Road was secured at the rezoning stage. Design and construction of these improvements will 
be undertaken by the djeveloper as partofthe servicing agreement. 

• All 24 units have an attached garage to serve resident parking needs. Fifteen of the units will 
have two car garages in a tandem configuration, which will require a variance to the Zoning 
Bylaw. The remaining units have room for either a single car garage, or allows two cars in a 
side-by-side configuration. The number of proposed parking stalls meet the number required' 
by the Zoning Bylaw. A restrictive covenant will be registered prior to the issuance of the 
Development Permit to ensure the tandem stalls cannot be converted into habitable living 
space. The covenant will also include the 'L-shaped' single car garage proposed for unit type 
'A', 

• Visitor parking is provided within the site, offthe main north-south drive aisle. The stalls are 
spaced far enough through the site to allow for easy access to all units. One stall is provided 
for those with disabilities and is located near to the unit that is identified for conversion to 
universal access (unit type AI). The number of visitor stalls meets the requirements of the 
Zoning Bylaw. 

• Bicycle parking is provided within the individual garages for long term storage and an 
outdoor bike rack is located next to Building 2, near the main entrance to the complex will 
serve for short term bike parking. Both meet the requirements of the Zoning Bylaw. 

• A Flood Plain covenant is secured through the rezoning conditions that will specify the 
minimum elevation of habitable floor space. 

Landscaping 
• The submitted landscape plan identifies a mixture of soft and hard landscaping to help 

identify edge treatments throughout the site. Hard surfaced landscaping is also proposed 
through a mixture of asphalt and a permeable paving system to help reduce the apparent 
length of the drive-aisle and identifies areas of interest such as the amenity area and visitor 
parking. The amount of permeable paving within the hard surfacing is about 40%. 

• The applicant has provided a lighting plan to illustrate how the site is to be illuminated 
during evening hours. The fixtures themselves will provide good illumination but will avoid 
illumination spilling onto adjacent properties. 

• An Arborist report was submitted at the rezoning application stage and was reviewed by City 
staff. The report identified eighteen (18) on-site trees that are affected by this development 
and called for the removal of these trees due to its poor condition and its location within the 
development footprint. City Staff concur with the report and will secure a security from the 
developer to ensure survival of the proposed landscaping plan. 

• In accordance with City Policy, the applicant must provide at least 36 trees to meet the 2: I 
replacement ratio policy. In response, the applicant easily meets this requirement by 
proposing 62 trees. The table below summarises this requirement. 
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Amenity Space 
• The applicant is not proposing indoor amenity space with this application. Instead, the 

applicant volunteered a contribution in lieu of providing an indoor amenity space through the 
rezoning process. 

• The applicant is providing an outdoor amenity space that meets the minimum size 
requirements and provides adequate open space for sitting and a child's play structure. 

Garbage and Recycling 
• The garbage and recycling containers are located next to Building 1, next to the entrance to 

the complex to facilitate proper service by collection trucks. The number of bins and access 
to these bins meet the requirements of Environmental Programs. 

Aircraft Noise 
• The site is located within the Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development (ANSD) area and will 

require an acoustical report by a professional acoustical engineer when applying for their 
Building Permit. The report is to outline mitigation measures to the building envelope to 
minimise the amount of aircraft noise infiltration to all townhouse units. A restrictive 
covenant was registered at the rezoning stage to identify this site as being within the ANSD 
area to ensure purchasers are aware the site is affected by aircraft noise. 

Affordable Housing 
• The applicant will make a contribution towards the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund in 

accordance with policy. This payment has been secured through the rezoning stage. 

Sustainability Indicators 
• The proposed plan is reusing existing single-family sites to increase living density within the 

neighbourhood, utilizing existing and proposed infrastructure more efficiently. 
• The residential units will provide energy efficient appliances and water saving faucets. 
• The site is close to a major transit corridor and close to stops for convenient use. 
• A permeable paving system covering approximately 40% of the hard surfaces are proposed 

on areas where the concrete pavers are located. 
• The proposed landscaping provides a variety of plantings that are appropriate for the 

geographical area, are low maintenance and will improve over time. 

Universal Access 
• All units will provide aging in place features such as additional backer blocks for the easy 

installation of future grab bars, door handles instead of knobs and sufficient door openings to 
allow access for wheelers. 

• To provide design flexibility and to allow for better movement to those with limited mobility, 
the applicant has provided a unit plan for unit type Al (one of the two level units) to allow 
for conversion to those who require wheelchair mobility. Items that have been taken into 
consideration are: 

3414815 
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o Wider doors for easier access to the unit. Adequate dimensions are to be shown on the 
Building Permit drawings. 

o Closet space that can be removed to accommodate an elevator to provide access for 
occupants to different floors of the unit. Dimensions to the future openings are to be 
shown on the Building Permit drawings. 

o Proper design ofthe layout of the kitchen and bathrooms for wheelchair mobility. 
Dimensions are to be shown in the Building Permit drawings to indicate full mobility. 

o Additional blocking behind the finished walls for the future installation of grab bars. 
Notations are to be indicated on the Building Permit drawings. 

Crime Prevention Through Environmental Design 
• The proposed plan provides good edge features such as low fencing, landscaping and paving 

materials to separate public and private space, giving the site a good sense of territoriality to 
residents and visitors. 

• The submitted lighting plan should provide good evening illumination as well as not 
extending unwanted light onto adjacent properties. 

• The site design allows for good sight lines through the development site for open observation 
including looking onto the outdoor amenity area. There are enough windows looking out 
onto the common property to promote casual surveillance. 

Conclusions 

Am-Pri Construction Ltd. has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to develop 24 
townhouse units at 9811 Ferndale (formerly 9791 and 9811 Ferndale Road and 6071, 6091 and 
6131 No.4 Road). The design has gone through some modifications with staff assistance and 
the result is a design proposal that addresses the design guidelines for the area. Staff recommend 
that this Development Permit application be approved as the proposed design should fit well 
within the streetscape and the character of the neighbourhood. 

---~==~z~=--Davi~n 
Planner 

DJ:cas 

The following are to be met prior to forwarding this application to Council for approval: 
• Receipt of a Letter-of-Credit for landscaping in the amount of$53,808.00 (based on total floor area of26,904 

square feet). 
• Registration of a legal agreement prohibiting the conversion of the Tandem Parking area into habitable space, 

including the additional space of the 'L-shaped' garage in unit type' A'. 

Prior to future Building Permit issuance, the developer is required to complete the following: 
• The applicant is required to obtain a Building Permit for any construction hoarding associated with the 

proposed development. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily occupy a street, or any part thereof, 
or occupy the air space above a street or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated fees may be 
required as Palt of the Building Permit. For further information on the Building Permit, please contact 
Building Approvals Division at 604-276-4285. 

• Submit a floor plan for the units identified as easily conveltible for Universal Access. Information provided on 
the plans are to be in accordance with Section 4.16 of Zoning Bylaw 8500. 

• Submission ofa construction traffic and parking management plan to the satisfaction of the City's 
TranspOltation Division (http://www.richmond.ca/services/ttp/special.htm). 
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6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2CI 
www.richmond.ca 
604·276·4000 

Development Application 
Data Sheet 

Development Applications Division 

DP 10-546272 Attachment 1 
9811 Ferndale Road 

Address: (formerly 9791 and 9811 Ferndale Road and 6071, 6091 and 6131 NO.4 Road) 

Applicant: Am-Pri Construction Ltd. Owner: _S~a~m~e ____________________ _ 

Planning Area(s): McLennan North Sub-Area Plan (Schedule 2.1 OC) 

I Existing I Proposed 

Site Area: 3,960 m2 3,857 m2 

Land Uses: Residential - Single Detached Residential- Townhouse 

Residential Area 4 
0.55 FAR One and Two-Family 

OCP Designation: Dwelling& Townhouses (2.5-storeys No Change' 
typical, 3-storeys maximum where a 

maximum 30% lot coverage is achieved 

Zoning: Residential - Single Detached (RS 1/F) 
Medium Density Townhouses 

(RTM2) 
20 - 3 Storey Townhouse 

and 
Number of Units: 1 Single Family Dwelling per Lot 4 - 2 Storey Townhouse 

Units 
24 townhouse units total 

Bylaw Requirement Proposed I Variance 

Floor Area Ratio: 3,857.0m2 (0.65) 2499.5m2 
none permitted = 2,508.0m2 (0.65 FAR) 

Lot Coverage: Max. 40% 37.2% none 

Setback - Ferndale Road: Min. 6.0 m 
5.09m for porch 0.91m 

projection of Building 1 porch projection 
4.78m for porch 1.22m Setback - Alder Street: Min. 6.0 m projection of units A, A 1 

porch projection 
andA2 

Setback - North: Min. 3.0 m 2.69 for electrical room 
0.31m for 

electrical room 

Setback - East: Min. 3.0 m 3.0m none 

Height (m): Max. 12.0m 10.51m none 

Lot Size: Width (min): 30.0m Width: 40.8m none Depth (min): 35.0m Depth: 78.4m 
Off-street Parking Spaces - 34 (resident min.) and 40 (resident) and 

none ResidentNisitor: 5 (visitor min.) 5 (visitor) 

Off-street Parking Spaces -
1 Stall 1 Stall 

(included with visitor (included with visitor none Accessible: parkinQ) parking) 
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Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance 

Total off-street Spaces: 39 spaces (min.) 45 spaces none 

15 tandem stalls 15 tandem stalls 
Tandem Parking Spaces not permitted (30 parking stalls) (30 parking 

stalls) 
None provided 

Amenity Space - Indoor: Min. 70 m2 Optional cash-in-lieu 
none payment secured at 

Rezoning stage. 

Amenity Space - Outdoor: Min. 144m2 144m2 none 
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Excerpt from the Minutes from 

The Design Panel Meeting 

Wednesday, November 2,2010 - 4:00 p.m. 
Rm. M.1.003 

Richmond City Hall 

Attachment 2 

1. DP 11-584282 - 24-UNIT TOWNHOUSE DEVELOPMENT 

ARCHITECT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 

Yamamoto Architecture Inc. 

9811 Ferndale Road (formerly 9791 and 9811 Ferndale Road 
and 6071, 6091 and 6131 No.4 Road) 

That DP 11-584282 move forward to the Development Permit Panel subject to the 
applicant addressing the items discussed by the Panel, including the items highlighted 
below: 

1. consider unifying the paving of the driveway and integrating sign age and 
paving at the main entry to the development; 

The asphalt paving between the two paver areas has been replaced with 
concrete paver. The paving at the entry is now, continuous paver from the 
site entrance to the end of first intersection of the internal road. 
A new project sign has been introduced at the site entrance as suggested. 
Please refer to detail #7/3a. 

2. create a landscaped area planted with sizeable trees between the drive aisle 
of the subject development and the adjacent project; 

The internal roadway along the west property line has been reconfigured to 
accommodate 6 large trees. 

3. design development to reduce the repetitiveness of windows on the second 
floor of Building 4 (north elevation); and 

Windows on the second floor has been revised, please see Plan #7. 

4. consider design (levelopment at the corner of Building 1 (corner of 
Ferndale Road and No.4 Road). 

3414815 

Larger window in BR-2 on the East elevation (Unit Ba). 
Unit Ba BR-2 window (South elevation) reduced and moved to corner. 
Unit A ground floor porch extended to the west edge of unit. 



ATTACHMENT 3 

7. Development Proposal- No.4 Road and Ferndale Road (Buffering and Adjacency to 
ALR) 

Staff provided an overview of the multi-family development adjacent to the ALR, situated on 
the east site of No. 4 Road. The description included the layout of buildings, massing for 
units along No.4 Road, pedestrian access points along the public road and the proposed 
landscape treatment for areas adjacent to the ALR. The ALR buffer composition consisted 
ofthe road frontage upgrades (new sidewalk and grass and treed boulevard along No.4 
Road, 6m to 7m setback for buildings along this adjacency. The setback areas along No.4 
Road would consist oflow level shrubbery, low-medium height shrubs/hedging and equally 
spaced deciduous trees. 

Based on a review of the development proposal, AAC members commented that: 

• Proponents should explore the integration of coniferous plantings along the road 
frontages to assist in providing year round screening and that selected deciduous trees 
should be replaced with conifers and/or new conifers added where appropriate. 

• The landscape treatment along No.4 Road should wrap around the corner of the 
development site and continue along Ferndale Road as far as possible. 

• Eliminate the proposed Northern Highbush Blueberry shrub from the plant listing as 
this could result in the spreading of diseases amongst plant species if an outbreak 
were to occur, which would be detrimental to the nearby blueberry operations. It was 
also identified that any vacciniums (fruit berry producing) would not be considered 
appropriate for this site as well. 

As a result of the discussion, the AAC forwarded the following motion: 

That the Agricultural Advisory Committee support the landscape buffer scheme associated 
with the multi-family development at the cornel' of northwest corner of Ferndale Road and 
No.4 Road subject to the incorporation of the following minor revisions: 

• Integration of coniferous plantings into ALR landscape buffer. 

• Extension of ALR landscape buffer treatment around corner and along Ferndale 
Road 

• Elimination of the Northern Highbush Blueberry planting and substitution with 
appropriate alternative. 

Carried Unanimously 



City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Depaltment Development Permit 

DP 11-584282 

To the Holder: AM-PRI CONSTRUCTION LTD. 

Property Address: 9811 FERNDALE ROAD (FORMERLY 9791 AND 9811 
FERNDALE ROAD AND 6071, 6091 AND 6131 NO.4 ROAD) 

Address: C/O KAREN MA 
YAMAMOTO ARCHITECTURE 
9751 NO.6 ROAD 
RICHMOND, BC V6W 1E5 

1. This Development Permit is issued subject to compliance with all of the Bylaws of the City 
applicable thereto, except as specifically varied or supplemented by this Permit. 

2. This Development Permit applies to and only to those lands shown cross-hatched on the 
attached Schedule "A" and any and all buildings, structures and other development thereon. 

3. The "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500" is hereby varied to: 

a) Reduce the required side yard setback along the north property line from 3.0 meters to 2.69 
meters to allow the projection of an electrical room outside Unit Clb; and 

b) Permit resident parking to be provided in a tandem parking configuration for 15 units (30 
stalls). 

4. Subject to Section 692 ofthe Local Government Act, R.S.B.C.: buildings and structures; 
off-street parking and loading facilities; roads and parking areas; and landscaping and 
screening shall be constructed generally in accordance with Plans #1 to #12 attached hereto. 

5. Sanitary sewers, water, drainage, highways, street lighting, underground wiring, and 
sidewalks, shall be provided as required. 

6. As a condition of the issuance of this Permit, the City is holding the security in the amount of 
$53,808.00 to ensure that development is carried out in accordance with the terms and 
conditions of this Permit. Should any interest be earned upon the security, it shall accrue to 
the Holder if the security is returned. The condition of the posting of the security is that 
should the Holder fail to canoy out the development hereby authorized, according to the terrrj.s 
and conditions of this Permit within the time provided, the citY;maYu,'s, '¢"t1i,~, ~~q~, tiW, to, ',c, arr,~ 
out the work by its servants, agents or contractors, and any sllfpluS ~j1alll qe p~i~ oy.~rto;the,! 
Holder. Should the Holder carry out the development permitted by this permit within the i 
time set out herein, the security shall be returned to the Holdet. The City may retain the \ 
security for up to one year after inspection of the completed hlndscaping in order tq,ellsure I 
that plant material has survived. i ' '" ""--" 'J , ,,', ' ; 
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Development Permit 

DP 11-584282 

To the Holder: 

Property Address: 

Address: 

AM-PRI CONSTRUCTION LTD, 

9811 FERNDALE ROAD (FORMERLY 9791 AND 9811 
FERNDALE ROAD AND 6071, 6091 AND 6131 No, 4 ROAD) 

C/O KAREN MA 
YAMAMOTO ARCHITECTURE 
9751 NO, 6 ROAD 
RICHMOND, BC V6W 1E5 

7. If the Holder does not commence the construction permitted by this Permit within 24 months 
of the date of this Permit, this Permit shall lapse and the security shall be returned in full. 

8, The land described herein shall be developed generally in accordance with the terms and 
conditions and provisions of this Permit and any plans and specifications attached to this 
Permit which shall form a palt hereof. 

This Permit is not a Building Permit. 

AUTHORIZING RESOLUTION NO. 
DAY OF 

DELIVERED THIS DAY OF 

MAYOR 

3414815 

ISSUED BY THE COUNCIL THE 
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