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City Council 
 

Council Chambers, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Monday, April 23, 2012 
7:00 p.m. 

 
CNCL 
Pg. # 

ITEM  

 
  

MINUTES 
 
 1. Motion to adopt: 

  (1) the minutes of the Regular Council Meeting held on Tuesday, April 
10, 2012 (distributed previously); 

CNCL-11  (2) the minutes of the Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings held 
on Monday, April 16, 2012; and  

CNCL-43  to receive for information the Metro Vancouver ‘Board in Brief’ dated April 
13, 2012. 

 

 
  

AGENDA ADDITIONS & DELETIONS 
 
 
  

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

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

  (PLEASE NOTE THAT FOR LEGAL REASONS, DELEGATIONS 
ARE NOT PERMITTED ON ZONING OR OCP AMENDMENT 
BYLAWS WHICH ARE TO BE ADOPTED; OR ON DEVELOPMENT 
PERMITS/DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMITS.) 

 
 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 

   Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project 

   Liquor Primary Club Application - Army Navy & Air Force Veterans  

   Richmond Addiction Services’ - Proposal - Gambling Prevention & 
Education 

   2012 Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885 

   Land use applications for first reading (to be further considered at the 
Public Hearing on Tuesday, May 22, 2012): 

    Amendments to the OCP to include the City Centre Public Art Plan 

    7091 & 7111 Bridge Street – Rezone from (RS1/F) to (ZS14) 
(Parkland Developments Ltd. – applicant) 

    6471, 6491 & 6511 No. 2 Road – Rezone from (RS1/E) to (RTL4) 
(Matthew Cheng Architect Inc. – applicant) 

    10880, 10820 & 10780 No. 5 Road & 12733 Steveston Hwy – 
Zoning Text Amendment to the Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU18) 
(Townline Gardens Inc. – applicant) 

    7731 & 7771 Alderbridge Way – Rezone from (IR1) to (RAH2) 
(Onni – applicant) 

   BC Hydro 20 Year Work Program in the City of Richmond 

   Gilbert Trunk Sewer Update 
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   Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw Amendment 

   Continuation of Enhanced Pesticide Management Program 

   Moorage for Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary Station 10 

 
 5. Motion to adopt Items 6 through 20 by general consent. 

 

 
 6. COMMITTEE MINUTES

 

  That the minutes of: 

CNCL-47  (1) the General Purposes Committee meeting held on Monday, April 16, 
2012; 

CNCL-65  (2) the Planning Committee meeting held on Tuesday, April 17, 2012; 

CNCL-69  (3) the Public Works & Transportation Committee meeting held on 
Wednesday, April 18, 2012; 

  be received for information. 

 

 
 7. VANCOUVER AIRPORT FUEL DELIVERY PROJECT 

(File Ref. No.:  ) (REDMS No.) 

CNCL-47  See Page CNCL-47 for details  

(General Purposes Committee minutes of April 16, 2012) 
  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That letters be sent to the federal and provincial Ministers of Environment, 
and the local MLAs and MPs requesting that a Public Hearing be held 
during the course of the environmental assessment process for the 
Vancouver Airport Fuel Facilities Corporation (VAFFC) Vancouver 
Airport Fuel Delivery Project. 
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Consent 
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Item 
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 8. LIQUOR PRIMARY CLUB LICENCE APPLICATION ARMY NAVY 
& AIR FORCE VETERANS IN CANADA STEVESTON UNIT NO. 284 
UNIT 105 - 11900 NO. 1 ROAD 
(File Ref. No. 12-8275-05/2012-Vol 01) (REDMS No. 3494625) 

CNCL-77  See Page CNCL-77 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That a letter be sent to the Liquor Control and Licensing Branch advising 
that: 

  (1) The application by Army Navy & Air Force Veterans in Canada, 
Steveston Unit No. 284, to relocate Liquor Primary Club Licence No. 
029737 from 3960 Chatham Street Unit 200, to 11900 No. 1 Road 
Unit 105, to offer liquor service is recommended. 

  (2) Council comments on the prescribed considerations are: 

   (a) The location and the surrounding area of the establishment 
comprised of a senior’s residential housing component attached 
to the establishment; a townhouse complex to the north; a 
seniors apartment complex to the south; a mix of residential 
and commercial uses to the west; and parkland to the east, was 
considered and reviewed. 

   (b) The proximity of the proposed liquor primary location to other 
social or recreational facilities and public buildings within a 
500 metre radius was reviewed and it was considered that the 
application would not conflict with those facilities. 

   (c) The application for a 325 person capacity operation with liquor 
service hours of Monday to Sunday 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 a.m. will 
not pose a significant impact on the community based on the 
lack of responses received from the residents and businesses in 
the area.  Council does NOT support any opening past 2:00 a.m. 
as is indicated in the application summary received from LCLB. 

   (d) The number and market focus of clientele to existing liquor 
primary licence establishments within a reasonable distance of 
the proposed location was reviewed and it was considered that 
there would be no impact on those establishments. 

   (e) The potential for additional noise on the community in the area 
if the application is approved was considered and it was 
determined that there would be little or no additional noise on 
the community in the immediate vicinity.   

   (f) The impact on the community if the application is approved was 
considered and based on the lack of response from the 
community from public notices; the licence approval would 
have little impact on the community. 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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  (3) Council’s comments on the views of the residents were gathered as 
follows: 

   (a) Property owners and businesses with a 50 metre radius of the 
subject property were contacted by letter detailing the 
application and provided with instructions on how community 
concerns could be submitted. 

   (b) Signage was posted at the subject property and three public 
notices were published in a local newspaper.  The signage and 
notice provided information on the application and instructions 
on how community comments or concerns could be submitted. 

  Based on the lack of negative responses from residents and businesses in 
the nearby area and the lack of responses received from the community 
through all notifications, Council considers that the application is 
acceptable to the public. 

 

 
 9. RICHMOND ADDICTION SERVICES’ PROPOSAL TO RENEW A 

FIVE-YEAR PROBLEM GAMBLING PREVENTION AND 
EDUCATION PLAN 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3468541, 3497793) 

CNCL-85  See Page CNCL-85 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That:  

  (1) Richmond Addiction Services’ Proposal to Renew a Five-Year 
Problem Gambling Prevention and Education Plan be sent to the 
Minister of Energy and Mines, Richmond MLAs, the School/Council 
Liaison Committee and stakeholders for their information;  

  (2) Richmond Addiction Services be commended for preparing the 
Proposal; and 

  (3) staff review the situation and the report back by the end of November, 
2012. 

 

 

Consent 
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Item 
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 10. 2012 ANNUAL PROPERTY TAX RATES BYLAW NO. 8885 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8885 Xr: 03-0925-01) (REDMS No. 3492636 v.3) 

CNCL-187  See Page CNCL-187 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That Option 2, which redistributes $1.8M from Business class to 
Major Industry, Light Industry, Seasonal/Recreation, and Residential 
classes be approved as outlined in the staff report dated April 3, 2012 
from the Director, Finance, titled 2012 Annual Property Tax Rates 
Bylaw No. 8885; and 

  (2) That Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885 be introduced and 
given first, second and third readings. 

 

 
 11. AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 2.10 OF THE OFFICIAL 

COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 7100 (CITY CENTRE AREA PLAN), 
TO INCLUDE THE CITY CENTRE PUBLIC ART PLAN 
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20 12-8060-20-8889)  (REDMS No. 3498880) 

CNCL-201  See Page CNCL-201 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8889 proposing amendments to Section 2.10 of the Official 
Community Plan (Bylaw 7100), to include the endorsed City Centre Public 
Art Plan, be introduced and given first reading. 

 

 
 12. PARKLAND DEVELOPMENTS LTD. HAS APPLIED TO THE CITY 

OF RICHMOND FOR PERMISSION TO REZONE 7091 AND 7111 
BRIDGE STREET FROM “SINGLE DETACHED (RS1/F)” TO 
“SINGLE DETACHED (ZS14)-SOUTH MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE)” 
IN ORDER TO CREATE 8 NEW SINGLE FAMILY LOTS 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8886, RZ 12-596719) (REDMS No. 3479168) 

CNCL-209  See Page CNCL-209 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw 8886, for the rezoning of 7091 and 7111 Bridge Street from 
“Single Detached (RS1/F)” to “Single Detached (ZS14) – South McLennan 
(City Centre)”, be introduced and given first reading. 
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 13. APPLICATION BY MATTHEW CHENG ARCHITECT INC. FOR 
REZONING AT 6471, 6491 AND 6511 NO. 2 ROAD FROM SINGLE 
DETACHED (RS1/E) TO LOW DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTL4) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8890, RZ 11-586782) (REDMS No. 3497834) 

CNCL-225  See Page CNCL-225 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8890, for the rezoning of 6471, 6491 and 6511 No. 2 Road 
from “Single Detached (RS1/E)” to “Low Density Townhouses (RTL4)”, be 
introduced and given first reading. 

 

 
 14. APPLICATION BY TOWNLINE GARDENS INC. FOR A ZONING 

TEXT AMENDMENT TO THE COMMERCIAL MIXED USE 
(ZMU18) – THE GARDENS (SHELLMONT) ZONING DISTRICT AT 
10880, 10820 AND 10780 NO. 5 ROAD AND 12733 STEVESTON 
HIGHWAY (THE GARDENS DEVELOPMENT LANDS) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8891, ZT 11-593771) (REDMS No. 3499608) 

CNCL-245  See Page CNCL-245 for full report  

  STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8891, to amend the “Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU18) – 
The Gardens (Shellmont)” zoning district, be introduced and given first 
reading. 

 

 
 15. APPLICATION BY ONNI 7731 ALDERBRIDGE HOLDING CORP. 

AND ONNI 7771 ALDERBRIDGE HOLDING CORP. FOR THE 
REZONING OF 7731 AND 7771 ALDERBRIDGE WAY FROM 
INDUSTRIAL RETAIL (IR1) TO HIGH DENSITY LOW RISE 
APARTMENTS (RAH2) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8884, RZ 11-585209) (REDMS No. 3498893 v. 5) 

CNCL-265  See Page CNCL-265 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Bylaw No. 8884, which makes minor amendments to the RAH2 zone 
specific to 7731 and 7771 Alderbridge Way and rezones these subject 
properties from “Industrial Retail (IR1)” to the amended “High Density 
Low Rise Apartments (RAH2)”, be introduced and given first reading. 
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 16. BC HYDRO 20 YEAR WORK PROGRAM IN THE CITY OF 
RICHMOND 
(File Ref. No. 10-6060-01) (REDMS No. 3502343) 

CNCL-355  See Page CNCL-355 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That staff report back on BC Hydro activity and progress toward a common 
voltage for Lulu Island on an annual basis. 

 

 
 17. GILBERT TRUNK SEWER UPDATE

(File Ref. No. 10-6060-03-01) (REDMS No. 3501874) 

CNCL-375  See Page CNCL-375 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That the updated alignment for the Gilbert Trunk Sewer upgrade as 
identified in the staff report titled “Gilbert Trunk Sewer Update” dated April 
3, 2012 from the Director, Engineering, be endorsed.  

 

 
 18. ALEXANDRA DISTRICT ENERGY UTILITY BYLAW NO 8641 

AMENDMENT BYLAW NO 8892 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8892) (REDMS No. 3499575 v.7) 

CNCL-385  See Page CNCL-385 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That the Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641, Amendment 
Bylaw No. 8892 be introduced and given first, second and third reading. 

 

 
 19. CONTINUATION OF ENHANCED PESTICIDE MANAGEMENT 

PROGRAM 
(File Ref. No. 10-6125-04-01) (REDMS No. 3510579 v.4) 

CNCL-397  See Page CNCL-397 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

Consent 
Agenda 
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  (1) That the Enhanced Pesticide Management Program as described in 
the staff report titled “Enhanced Pesticide Management Program 
Review”, dated February 8, 2011 (Attachment 1), including the TFT 
Environmental Coordinator, be approved to continue on a temporary 
basis until the province takes action on the use of pesticides for 
cosmetic purposes; and 

  (2) That staff report back when the provincial Special Committee on 
Cosmetic Pesticides recommendations are made public. 

 

 
 20. MOORAGE FOR CANADIAN COAST GUARD AUXILIARY STATION 

10 
(File Ref. No. ) (REDMS No. 3496651) 

CNCL-417  See Page CNCL-417 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That: 

  (1) Britannia Heritage Shipyard, as detailed in the staff report, 
“Moorage for Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary Station 10,” from the 
Senior Manager, Parks, be approved as the location for the Canadian 
Coast Guard Auxiliary Pacific Region – Station 10 to moor its 
boathouse and operate its services; and 

  (2) staff be authorized to take all necessary steps to complete an 
agreement with the Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary – Station 10 to 
moor its boathouse and operate its services at Britannia Heritage 
Shipyards, as outlined in the report, “Moorage for Canadian Coast 
Guard Auxiliary – Station 10,” from the General Manager, Parks 
and Recreation including authorizing the Chief Administrative 
Officer and the General Manager, Parks and Recreation to negotiate 
and execute all documentation required to effect the transaction. 

 

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

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE 
CONSENT AGENDA 

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

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  

NEW BUSINESS 

 
 
  

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION 
CNCL-425  Housing Agreement (6951 Elmbridge Way) Bylaw No. 8691 

Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

 

CNCL-447  5 Year Financial Plan (2012-2016) Bylaw No. 8867 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

 

 
 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
 

 



Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 

Monday, April 16, 2012 

Council Chambers 
Riclunond City Hall 
6911 No.3 Road 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Councillor Chak Au 
Councillor Evelina Halscy-Brandt 
Councillor Ken Jolmston 
Councillor Bill McNulty 
Councillor Linda McPhai l 
Counci llor Harold Steves 

Gail Johnson, Acting Corporate Officer 

Absent: Counci llor Linda Barnes 
Councillor Derek Dang 

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

1. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8691 (RZ 07-380222) 

Minutes 

(Location: 695 1 Elmbridge Way; Applicant: 6951 Elmbridge Way Ltd.) 

PH1 2/4-1 

3486516 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

NOlle. 
It was moved and seconded 

That Zoning A melldmen t Byla w 8691 be givell secolld ami third readings. 

CAmuED 

I. CNCL - 11



PHI 2/4-2 

PH 12/4-3 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

2. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8870 (RZ 11-596352) 
(Location: 6688 Livingstone Place; Applicant: Ajit Thaliwal) 

Applicant 's Comments: 

The applicant was avai lable to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

It was moved and seconded 

Minutes 

That Zoning Ame"dment By law 8870 be given second ami third readillgl'. 

CARRIED 
It was moved and seconded 

Thai Zoning A mendmellt Bylllw 8870 be adopted. 

CARRIED 

3. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8871 (RZ 11-591786) 
(Location: 10231 and 10251 Ruskin Road; Applicant: Ying Zi Zhang) 

Applicant 's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 
Submissions from the floor: 

Ken Francis, 8311 Ryan Road, spoke in support of the proposed 
development but stated his concerns regarding: (i) the potential that 
drainage from the subject site, which sits at a higher grade than his property, 
could cause problems for him; and (ii) the potential for damage to his 
property during the construction period. 

PH I 214-4 It was moved and seconded 

That Zonillg Amendment Bylaw 8871 be givell second ami third readings. 

CARRIED 

2. 
3486516 CNCL - 12



PHI2/4-5 

3486516 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

4. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8872 (RZ 11-593412) 

Minutes 

(Location: 8540 and 8560 Jones Road; Applicant: Zhao XD Architect Ltd.) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the/loor: 

None. 

Y t was moved and seconded 
That Zonillg A melllimelll Bylaw 88 72 be g ivell secout! allli third readings. 

CARRIED 

5. Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8873 (RZ 11-577561) 
(Location: 9100, 9120 and 9140 No. 3 Road; Applicant: Am-Pri 
Construction Ltd.) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

John Henderson, 8271 Rideau Drive provided a written submission 
(attached to these Minutes as Schedule 1) and stated that he spoke on behalf 
of five residents of Rideau Drive. He outlined five concerns which have 
been addressed by the developer: privacy, height reduction, reducing the 
proposed 19 units to 18 units, removing one of the visitor's parking spaces 
and the electrical box from the green space between the project and existing 
homes, and drainage. 

tn addition, the residents still have a concern with potential noise pollution. 
Mr. Henderson concluded by suggesting that ll1e new Official Community 
Plan allow for six metres of green space between single-family residences 
and townhouse. or apartment, developments. 

3. CNCL - 13



PH12/4-6 

34S6516 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

Minutes 

Boris Tabakman, 9 160 No.3 Road spoke in support of the proposed 
development but noted that it was important fo r privacy to be maintained on 
surrounding properties. He expressed concerns regarding: (i) whether 
balconies of the proposed three storey units would overlook his property; 
(ii) the proposed height of the fence meant to buffer the subject site from his 
property; (iii) the proposed height of landscape elements betvveen the 
subject site and his property; and (iv) whether balconies of the proposed two 
storey units would face south. 

It was moved and seconded 

Thai Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8873 he givell second alllithird readings. 

CARRIED 

6. Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw 8874 and Zoning 
Amendment Bylaw 8875 (RZ 11-586705) 
(Location: 6011 and 6031 No. 1 Road; Applicant: Centro Terrawest 
Development Ltd.) 

Applicant 's Comments: 

Kush Panatch, 6791 Elmbridge Way, spoke on behalf of the applicant, and 
was accompanied by Project Architect Rob Weber. Mr. Panatch: (i) noted 
the high quality of the project; (ii) advised that the project team had 
consulted with the community living in the vicinity of the subject site; and 
(iii) that the proposed development included a variety of residential unit 
SIzes. 

Written Submissions: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 
(I) 

(g) 

(h) 

(i) 

Roger K. C. Cheng, 3331 Trutch Avenue (Schedule 2) 

Doug Nightingale, 3220 Semlin Drive (Schedule 3) 

Peter Chan, # 125-3880 Westminster Highway (Schedule 4) 

Connie S. B. Fung, 3200 Semlin Drive (Schedule 5) 

Parisa Zaini, #18-3880 Westminster Highway (Schedule 6) 

Phu Tse Sing Lan, 5720 Musgrave Cr. (Schedule 7) 

Mandeep Aulakh, 55 11 No. I Road (Schedule 8) 

Sharon Dulay, 5740 Forsyth Crescent (Schedule 9) 

Demetrios Dimou, 3400 Granville Avenue (Schedule 10) 

4. CNCL - 14



City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

U) B.C. Teoh and Joyce Teoh, 6071 Forsyth Crescent (Schedule II) 
(k) Pak Lin Lam, 5564 Cornwall Drive (Schedule 12) 

(I) John Giuliano, 5562 Hankin Drive (Schedule 13) 

(m) Solvig Kwei, #116·3880 Westminster Highway (Schedule 14) 

Minutes 

(n) Earl and Maryanne Kwei, # 116·3880 Westminster Highway 
(Schedule 15) 

(0) Courtney Haddix, #29·6000 Barnard Drive (Schedule 16) 

(P) Mei Chun Ng, #120·3880 Westminster Highway (Schedule 17) 

(q) Trinh Tu Ha, #20·6179 No.1 Road (Schedule 18) 

(r) Phcngiri Kanchanaphan, #1·6111 No. I Road (Schedule 19) 

(s) Mike Ducey, 5920 Forsyth Cres. (Schedule 20) 

(t) Alan Lian, # 11·3880 Westminster Hwy. (Schedule 21) 

(u) Anne Kwok, #5·6111 No. 1 Road (Schedule 22) 

Submissions from the floor: 
Erika Sinun. 4991 Westminster Highway, spoke in support of the proposed 
development and noted that it would improve the appearance of the 
Westminster Highway and No. 1 Road comer. Further, the proposed 
development would add much needed retail space to the Terra Nova 
neighbourhood. 
After a brief discussion between Mr. Panatch and Council. staff were 
directed to explore with the applicant the possibility of creating an on-site 
indoor amenity space in lieu of a financial contribution. 

PH12/4·7 It was moved and seconded 

3486516 

That OCP Amendment By/aw 8874 alld ZOll ing Amendment By/aw 8875 
each be givell second (lfId tltird readings. 

CARRIED 

5. CNCL - 15



PH12/4-8 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

7. Temporary Commercial Use Permit Application (TU 12-600784) 
(Location: 12631 Vulcan Way; Applicant: Paul Cheung (Lions 
Communications Inc.)) 

Applicant's Comments: 

Minutes 

The applicant, Paul Cheung stated that the proposed Summer Night Market 
was an important event which his company has managed in this location for 
the past four years, and that he would li ke to continue for another three 
years. 

Written Submissions: 

(a) Memorandum dated Apri l 12, 2012 from Brian 1. Jackson. Acting 
General Manager Planning and Development (Schedule 23) 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

It was moved and seconded 

Tlral a Temporary Commercial Use Permit be issued to Paul Clreung 
(Liolls Commlllricaliolls f llc.) for the property at 12631 Vulcall Way for 
the purpose of permitting an evening nigltt market eve"t between May 1 1, 
2012 to September 16, 2012 (inclusive), May 10, 2013 to September 8, 
2013 (inclusive) allfl May 9, 2014 to September 14, 2014 (inclusive) 
subject to tlte fulfillment of all terms, cOllditiOllS alld requirements 
outlilled i ll the Temporary Commercial Use Permit alld attached 
Schcl/ules includillg tI, e additiollal cOlli/ition outlinell in the Acting 
General Manager, Plam,illg and Developmellt 's, Memorandum dated 
April J 2, 2012. 

CARRIED 

ADJOURNMENT 

PH 12/4-9 It was moved and seconded 
That 'he meeting adjourn (7:42 p.m.). 

CARRIED 

6. 
]486S16 CNCL - 16



City of 
Richmond Minutes 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, April 16 , 2012 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the Regular Meeting for PubLic 
Hearings of the City of Richmond held on 
Monday, April 16, 20 12 

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) Acting Corporate Officer 
City Clerk's Office (Gai l 1olmson) 

7. 
3486516 CNCL - 17



Schedule 1 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

To AM-PRl Construction and the City of Richmond (RZ 11-57756 1 ) 

I 0 t'UDIiC Heartng 
O.t.: 8f'1l1,L /f" :<012.. 

Item ~ r' R.: r V I J NQ 
r 873 

We the 5 residences on Rideau Drive would like to thank the construction company for addrcssmg some 
of our concerns including: 

A) Privacy- -by having the proposed town homes face north and soulh so thai balconies and front 
windows arc not over looking our back yards 

B) Height Reduction -- there will be no 3 story units located all the eastern portion oflhe property 
and that these 2 story units will be no higher than 7.5 meters above grade. 

C} Reducing the size afthe project from 19 units to 18 units. 

D) Removing one of the visitor's parking spaces as well as the e lectrical box from the 4.5 meters 
of green space between the project and our homes. 

E) Drainage -- that access to the drainage system which will be built on-site will be made 
available to all the adjacent properties on Rideau Drive. 

The one concem we still have is the noise pollution which may arise as a result of the remaining 2 visitor 
parking places and the 2 driveways which will be located within a meter of the back fence. Allhough a 6 
foot cedar fence and the planting of laurel bushes may be an effective visual deterrent between properties 
,they are not as effective as a sound barrier. If sound reducing materials could be applied to those sections 
of the fence where asphalt meets cedar, it would be mucb appreciated. 

A NOTE to the CITY of RICHMOND : The present Richmond OCP a llows builders to construct 
build ings to within 4.5 meters of single fami ly residences without necessarily providing green space as a 
buffer between properties. Since Richmond prides itself in being green ( tree preservation, ALR lands and 
parks and other open spaces), wc would like to suggest that Richmond's new OCP allow for 6 meters of 
green space between single family residences and apartment or townhouse developments. We had 
originally had asked this developer for 6 meters of green space as a buffer zone but the proposed density of 
this development would not allow it. 

Respectively submitted by the 5 owners of properties on Rideau Drive: 

8231,8251,8271,829 1 ,and83 ll Rideau Drive (Jan. I Feb. 2012) 
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CilyClerk 
, 

From: Roger Cheng [rogerkccheng@hotmaitcomJ 

Sent. Apnl2, 2012 9.03 AM 

. To: CityClerk 

Subject: 6011 - 6031 No.1 Road - RZ11-586715 - Bylaw 8874 & 8875 

Categories: 12-8060-20-8874/8875 (RZ 11-586705) 

To whom it may concern: 

Page 1 of 1 

To Public Hearing 
Data: fIi} (6)"ZOIV 
Item #. 
Ra: (l".,!!l.!ol' 8S]:!: -r 

I 
B3J5 

Schedule 2 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012, 

I have reviewed the Development Resubmission, dated December 9,2011 prepared for Centro Terrawest 
Development Ltd. 

As a resident 'of Terra Nova, I am in support of this mixed-use development, which will provide one-level living 
space in an area dominated by multi-level homes and townhouses. The availability ofthis type of 
accommodation will allow existing owners downsize and age in place within the community. 

Yours truly, 

Roger K.C. Cheng 
3331 Trutch Avenue 
Richmond, B.C. 
V7C SW8 

Res: 604-821-0628 
Cell: 604-816-2282. 

04/02/2012 

~o~ 0 Z 1011 

CNCL - 19



Send a Submission Online (response #633) Page 1 of 1 

To Public Hearing 
Date, 4r~ ,L ,=,-z-

MayorandCouncillors Item I. t;2 
R.&,!"'*"-~::t >t- -

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca] &1l 1~ 
Sent: April3, 2012 11:40 AM 

To: MayorandCounciltors 

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #633) 

Categories: 08-4105·20·201 1586715 ~ Development at 6011-6031 NO. 1 Road 

Send a Submission Online (response #633) 
Survey Information 

Schedule 3 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on -------------

Site: 
--------------------- M 
Cj~y Website on day, April 16, 2012. 

Page Tille: Send a Submission Online -
URL, http://cms.richmond.ca/Page1793.aspx 

-
I Submission Time/Date: ! 4/3/201211:43:22 AM 

Survey Response 

Your Name: Doug Nightingale 

Your Address: 1 3220 Semlin Drive 

Subject Property Address OR 6011 - 6031 #1 Road, RZ11 - 586715 
Bylaw Number: 

I have seen the proposed design of this 
project and would like to endorse the project. 
It would be a welcome addit ion to our 

Comments: I neighborhood. I have lived in Terra Nova for 

I 10 years and look forward to this corner being 
developed. I also thinik it would be 

I advantageous in this area to have one/level 
living , available similar to this project. 

04/03/20 12 
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Item If. 
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Schedule 4 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 

---.-...... , _ >!. Monday, April 16, 2012, 
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To PUbl? Hearing 

CityClerk 
Oote:@pz1 If, 10(-2/ 

litem. I 

From: Connie Fung [csbfung@shaw.ca\ 
Re: { 81',1'\ .,-

Sent: ApnI3, 201216:53 
, 

~'B1<; 
To: CilyCler1< - INT 
Subject: 6011 - 6031 NO.1 Road - RZ11-586715 - Bylaw 8874 & bo<o oW 

~. GJ 
Categories: 12-8060-20-8874/8875 (RZ 11-586705) 

- :~I---
fJ'."J ! 

, . 

To whom it may coneent: 

I am living in the Terra Nova area. It comes to my attention that an application has been submitted to the City 
of Richmond in respect of redevelopment of the above property. 

I have reviewed the Development Resubmission, dated December 9, 2011 prepared for Centro Terrawest Development 
Ltd. I have no objection to the said redevelopment application and am in support thereof. 

Connie S. B. Fung 
3200 Semlin Drive 
Richmond, B.C. 
V7C 5V5 
Cell: 604-833-3458 

1 

Schedule 5 to the Minutes of 
. the Council Meeting fo r 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 
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Send a Submission Online (response #634) Page I of I 

To Public Hearing 
Dot.: I1l!rik Ik I Zol"Z-MayorandCouncillors 

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmo~d.caJ 
'lfernr~ 
A.a: =/""'>2 5&4 ~ 

Sent: April 7, 2012 3:04 PM M1"; 
To: MayorandCouncillors 

Subject : Send a Submission Online (response #634) 

Categories: 12-8060-20-8875 (RZ 11-586705) 

Send a Submission Online (response #634) 

Survey Information 

Schedule 6 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

. 
Site: City Website 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 

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

Submission TimeJOate: 4f7/2012 3:07:25 PM 

Survey Response 

Your Name: Parisa Zaini _ l 
Your Address: 18- 3880 Westminster HWY. Richmond V7C I 

5S1 

Subject Property Address OR Bylaw 8875 (RZ 11-586.705) 
Bylaw Number: 

I am opposed to the idea of making four story 
building in our neighborhood. Although it will 
generate jobs, but it will make lots of traffics 
and noises as well. We win lose our peace 
which we have in Terra Nova. This is a quiet 
and private community which stands it out 
from downtown and busy locations. People 

Comments: 
like us are choosing these places for their 
unique environment. I love our Mayor and his 
professional job in the city. I really do not 
understand the purpose of having high rises 

I 
in such a community. I do not mind to have 
more stores in the area for jobs and easy 

I shopping, but definitely no high rise. This is a 
town housing and detached housing 

'------- . __ J community , please do not ruin it. ---- - --_._-_. 

04110/2012 

CNCL - 23



Send a Submission Online (response #635) 

MayorandCounciliors 

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca] 

Sent: Apri l 10, 2012 2:22 PM . 
To: MayorandCouncilia rs 

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #635) 

Categories: 12-8060-20-8875 (RZ 11-586705) 

Send a Submission Online (response #635) 

Survey Information 
---

Site: City Website 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 

URL: http://cms.richmond.calPage1 793.aspx 

Submission Time/Date: 4/10120122:24:42 PM 

Survey Response 
--

Your Name: Phu Tse Sing LAN 
.-

Page 1 of 1 

TOr Heering 
Do'. · . ,...J,~, W V 

It8m~ 
Re: ~~:-~a~J~'" 

~S]S 

Schedule 7 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Pu blic Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

Your Address: , 5720 Musgrave Cr Richmond v7c 5n3 

Subject Property Address OR 
6011·6031 no 1 rd. RZ-586715 

Bylaw Number: 

I like the development that is planned for this 

Comments: 
corner. Would like to see more shops in this 
area. I have lived in this area for more than 15 
years. 

-

0411 1/2012 
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Send a Submission Online (response #637) Page I of I 

MayorandCouncillors To :~ Haaring 
---------------------------------------------I~:~(~,~\~ 

Item I b 
Re,l!rnlaws S '61'-1'-

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.caJ 

, j?,f$JS Sent: April 10, 2012 11 :08 PM 

To: MayorandCouncillors 

Subject : Send a SubmisSion Online (response #637) 

Categor;e., 12-8060-20-6675 (RZ 11-566705) 

Send a Submission Online (response #637) 
Survey Information 

Schedule 8 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 

. Monday, April 16, 2012. 

--
Site: City Website 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 
- .. -

URL: http://cms.richmond.caJPage1793.aspx 

Submission Time/Date: 4/101201211 :04 :31 PM -.----. 

Survey Response 

Your Name: MANDEEP AULAKH 

Your Address: 5511 NO.1 ROAD, RICHMOND, BC, V7C 1T1 

Subject Property Address OR 
8874 & 8875 

Bylaw Number: 

UNFORTUNATELY, I WI LL NOT BE ABLE 
TO ATIEND THE PUBLIC HEARING 
HOWEVER I DO WANT TO VOICE MY 
POSlTlON ON THE PROJECT IN 
QU ESTION FOR 6011-6031 NO.1 ROAD. I 
LIVE AT 5511 NO. 1 ROAD AND THINK 
THAT THIS PROJECT WOULD BE A 
WONDERFUL ADDITION TO THE TERRA 
NOVA COMMUNITY. THE CORNER IS 
CURRENTLY NOT VERY A TIRACTIVE, 

Comments: NOR VERY BUSY, IT JUST LOOKS LIKE AN 
EMPTY BUI LDING. HOW EVER THIS TYPE 
OF ENHANCEMENT WOULD, IN MY 

I OPINION, BRING DESIRED BUSINESSES 
AND QUALITY TO OUR BEAUTIFUL 

I NEIGHBOUROOD. IT WOULD PROVIDE US , 
WITH VARIETY WITHOUT HAVING TO I 
TRAVEL TO THE NEXT CLOSEST I 
SHOPPING MALl. THUS MY FAMILY AND I 
ARE VERY MUCH IN FAVOUR OF THIS 
PROPOSAl. 

APR 1 0 Z01Z 

04/1112012 
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Send a Submission Online (response #636) Page 1 of 1 

To ~Ubl!C earing 
MayorandCounciliors Data: i> -tef V 

JJe.m..A! .h. , . 
From: RI: Ill! 1 ~~ ~~:J 4 + City of Richmond Webs ite (webgraphics@richmond.ca] 

\ &'1>12 Sent: Apri l 10, 2012 10:35 PM 

To: MayorandCounci llors 

Schedule 9 to the Minutes of 
the . Council Meeting for 
Pubhc Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #636) 

Categories: 12-8060-20-8875 (RZ 11-586705) 

Send a Submission Online (response #636) 

Survey Information 
-_._--" ,·--------·-·,·---··-'--1 

Site: City Website .. 
I 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 
, , . I - I URL: http://cms.richmond.ca/Page1 793.aspx 

j --
Submission Time/Date: 4/10120121 0:32:23 PM 

Survey Response 

Your Name: I Sharon Dulay 

Your Address : !_5_7_4_0_F_O_rS-'Y_th_cr_e_s __________ """" 

Subject Prope~y Address OR I' 6011 & 6031 no, 1 'rd 
Bylaw Number: 

-----~------------1 

Comments: 

04111 12012 

I am a property owner & resident in this area 
& have been for over 10 years .. I would love to 
see the corner of nO.1 rd & Westminster 
updated. It would be beneficial to have more 
options of shops in our neighborhood. 
Currently I drive to Seafair, or Blundell for 
specialty shops, butcher, bakery, fruit & 
vegetable shop, flower shop, etc. We are an 
environmentally conscious family , therefore It 
is important for us to be able to walk , rather I 
than drive to different areas of Richmond. The I 
current commercial amenities do not 
encompass aU. There would be more 
employment opportunities for students, etc. 
More housing options for elderly with acces to 
amenities. J certainly hope that this area is 
redeveloped to accommodate shops & 
he:using for our community. 
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Schedule 10 to the Minutes of 
10 o rN COUN ct L ) the Council Meeting for 

.. I Pu blic Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 
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Schedule 11 to the Minutes of 
-A _-: \ loo.\, ~ (~ .. the Council Meeting for 
q""'.,- , - Public Hearing held on 

_. Monday, April 16, 2012, 
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City of Richmond 

Attn: City Clerk 

6911 No.3 Road 

Rkhmond, B.c' V6Y 2C1 

To whom it may concern: 

Schedule 12 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

RE: 6011-6031 No.1 Road, RZl1-586715, By-Law 8874 & 8875 

April 10, 2012 

As a resident of Terra Nova for the past twenty years, I am delighted to see the potential that 

TerraWest would bring to the corner of No.1 Road and Westminister Highway. Having lived In Terra' 

Nova (or such an extended period of time, I have seen multiple tenants in that area that did not add any 

particular value to my neighbourhood. After attending TerraWest's information meeting, I believe they 

would rejuvenate this corner lot to its maximum potential. 

As a recent newlywed, I would love to stay in the'area, allowing me to be dose to my parents, 

have access to a great elementary school, and be within walking distance to a number of resources. By 

in·traducing a new condominium to the space," would be able to stay in this area with my smaller 

budget. 

I am also exclted about the retail element TerraWest is bringing to this area. I am definitely 

interested to see more variety of stores within the neighbourhood. The idea of combining retail space 

and living space is a much better use of the corner than a standard townhouse complex. 

Re 

Pak Lin Lam 

5564 Cornwall Drive 

Richmond, B.c' 

Canada V7C 5M8 
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April S, 2012 

City of Richmond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, B.C. 
V6Y2Cl 

Attention : City Clerk 

Dear Sir/Madam, 

Re: 6011 - 6031 No.1 Road 
RZll - 586715 
By-Law 8874 & 8875 

Schedule 13 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

As a Richmond resident of twenty-four years and living in the Terra Nova area for the past six years, I 
writing in support of the above captioned re-development proposed for the southwest corner of No.1 
Road and Westminster Highway. 

I initially visited the open house over a year ago and was impressed with the building design and layout 
however I have now seen the revised plan and truly believe it is an improvement over the initial 
proposal. I believe it strikes a fair ba lance between respecting the residents to the west and south yet 
looks impressive on the corner and enhances the neighbourhood in general. In addition, the commercial 
level will provide the opportunity for increased amenities and complements Terra Nova Village. 

With an aging parent living in Richmond I know first-hand the benefits of the proposed one level 
condominium living with amenities in close proximity. I believe the demand for this type of residences 
will only increase over time therefore the proposed re-development of one level condominium will 
address tha t need. 

I urge the City to support the re-development as proposed. 

Regards, 

5562 Hankin Dr. 
Richmond, B.C. 
V7A 5N2 

APR 1 1 2012 
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Send a Submission Online (response #63 8) Page 1 of 1 

MayorandCouncillors To Public Haering 

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca] 
Date: ~-n;- i "Zo(--z... 

Item ~ ~ 
Sent: April 11 , 20121 :26 PM Ra: ~ ItM.> S £81'1' 
To: MayorandCouncitiors 

, 
&%15 

Subject : Send a Submission Online (response #638) 

Categories: 12-8060-20-8875 (RZ 11-586705) 

Send a Submission Online (response #638) 

Survey Information 

Schedule 14 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

-
Site: City Website 

p age Title: Send a Submission Online ---
URL: http://ems.richmond.caJPage1 793 .aspx 

- -- -- -~---

me/Date: 4/11 /20121 :2 9:18 PM I --------Submission Ti 

Survey Response 
-~--

Your Name: Solvig Kwei 

Your Address: solvigkwei@gmail.com . 
-

Subject Property Address OR 6011 and 6031 No_ 1 Road; Bylaw 8874 and 
Bylaw Number: Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8875 

I am a homeowner at 116 - 3880 Westminster 

i Highway, Richmond, BC V7C 5S1 in the 

I Terra Nova development. I object to the land 
use change from "residential" to "mixed use" 
and the zoning amendment change from 
"local commercial and single detached" to 
"commercial mixed use." The proposed 4-

Comments: story and 36 apartment units will cause traffic 
congestion and bring in a new mix of 
residents in our already crowded 
neighborhood. This traffic will also be a safety 

l 
hazard to pedestriCians and children living in 
Terra Nova. Please take these implications 
into consideration for the April 16th hearing. 

! 
Siincerely, Solvig Kwei 

04111 /2012 
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Send a Submission Online (response #639) Page 1 of 1 

MayorandCouncillors 
ToE 

Date: 
ubli~ 7~ar;ng 
.,..; f, r""V 

l'Orln " 
From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca] Ro: ~!I!!ll:' U1't-t 

2,'b:1S' Sent: April 11 , 20121 :29 PM 

To: MayorandCouncillors 

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #639) 
Schedule 15 to the Minutes of 
the . Council Meeting for 
Pubhc Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

Categories: 12-8060-20-8875 (RZ 11-586705) 

Send a Submission Online (response #639) 

Survey Information 
.. _--- -

Site: City Website 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 

URL: httpJ/cms.richmond.calPage1793.aspx 

Submission Time/Date: 41111201 21:31 :48 PM 

Survey Response 

Your Name: Earl & Maryanne Kwei 

Your Address: seakwei@gmail.com (property address 
below) -

Subject Property Address OR 6011 and 6031 No.1 Road; Bylaw 8874 and 
Bylaw Number: Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8875 

I am a homeowner at 116 - 3880 Westminster 
Highway, Richmond, BC V7C 5S1 in the 
Terra Nova development. I object to the land 
use change from "residential" to "mixed use" 
and the zoning amendment change from 
"local commercial and single detached" to 
"commercial mixed use," The proposed 4-

Comments: story and 36 apartment units will cause traffic 
congestion and bring in a new mix of 
residents in our already crowded 
neighborhood, This traffic will also be a safety 
hazard to pedestricians and children living in 
Terra Nova. Please take these implications 
into consideration for the April. 16th hearing. 
Sincerely, Earl & Maryanne Kwei 

0411112012 
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RE: RZl1-586715 
By-Law 8874 & 8875 
Terra West 
6011-6031 No.1 Road 

Attention: City Clerk 

To Public Hearing 
D ••• : ~ tb , -zo If>. 

~ 
i 

Item #. 
Ro: ~1~S , 'i'Pl < 

~~6 • 
April 11 "',2012 

Schedule 16 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Pu hlic Hearing held 011 

Monday, April 16, 2012. 

I am writing this letter to show my support for the Terra West project being 
developed by Centro Properties Group Ltd located at 6011 No.1 Road, in the 
neighborhood of Terra Nova in W est Richmond Be. 

As a lifelong resident of Richmond and an avid supporter of its residents and 
housing, I believe that this development will add many benefits to the local 
community. Furthermore, after seeing the detailed plans for this project 1 believe 
that the architecture and the building itself will add great value to the Terra Nova 
neighborhood. The addition of condominiums and retail shopping space will be a 
welcome bonus to an already thriving neighborhood. The Westside of Richmond is 
lacking the development of new condominiums that appeal to young professionals 
looking to Jay down roots in this beautiful community. The Terra West development 
will fill this void in the market, and add new housing that differentiates from the 
multitude of townhouses and single family homes in the neighborhood. In addition, 
the development will provide much needed curb appeal for a corner that is 
currently Visually unappealing and outdated. 

In conclusion, I believe that the Terra West development will be a welcome addition 
to the Terra Nova neighborhood and llook forward to enjoying the servicescape of 
the building and retail shops that it will add to the neighborhood. 

f 

Sincerely, 

C~~~ 
#29-6000 Barnard Drive 
Richmond, BC 
V7C SP7 
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s end a Submission Online (response #64l) 
To Public Heailllg 

Date: ~ !b \1Arv 

Item '- b 

MayorandCounciliors Re: ~[a....>< f?87~ <-
flV-£ 

From: City of Richmond Website (webgraphics@richmond.ca] 

Sent : April 15, 2012 9:06 PM 

To: MayorandCounciUors 

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #641) 

Categories: 08-4105-20-2012598802 - 6031 & 6033 No 1 Road 

Schedule 17 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

Send a Submission Online (response #641) 

Survey Information 
Site: City Website 

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 

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

Submission Time/Date: 4/15/20129:12:11 PM 

8mvey Response 

Your Name: Mei Chun Ng 

Your Address: #120-3880 Westminster Highway, Richmond, 
BC. V7C 5S1 

Subject Property Address OR 6011 & 6031 No. 1 Roaad 
Bylaw Number: 

I am strongly opposed to the rezoning of the 

I 
subject property because I do no want this 
area to become commercialized. When I 

I bought my unit, I chose this area specifically 
Comments: because it is only for residential use. 

Furthermore, the rezoning area is very close 
to my unit, so it will definitely have a severe 
effect to my family. 

04116/20 12 

APR 1 6 2012 
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Schedule 18 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 
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Schedule 19 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 

DI\1E:- APRIL- /6) JO 1"- Monday, April 16, 2012. 
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®. J)KIVEW~j }S .,00 HIGH TO e (;rqPMe 10 GXISTING "TOrlNHDU5€)C6f.USeoAj­

ift N13) _ 

Comrne:rrrs AeOu-r TH~ D6SI6N :-
, 

R. 001", 

1 
®, ~€ DoelS -nrc uPPER. Fl-DOR. PAR-KING iD-rs H61GHT AND 8HOUL() 8E. TNt SA{fTC 

cX{GllrJG II'JAi/::'WA~ OF SALISll>O~~ GAm'> TDHl'iHOOS€>, 

@' -me LC,V6L OF D(l. I VtV'JA~ 1"0 T He UPPER. HDoR.. PAR.K./I'IG iO; OF ~OOfL 

P~b.,jl5eT sHolJW HAIJ6 -,NE SAm6 HeiGHT OF "THE: BJ(IGTIN$- lrlAl-KII'JAy 

OF SAilS BU/1.~ "Mi6, 
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6. O:fficial Community' Plan Amendme nt 
Bylaw 8874 and Zoning Amendment 

-ayl~~ ~8~5 (!'Z ~1:58F05l -
LOCationls: . 60'" ~md""603 1 NO.1 Road 

Applicantls: .' Centro Terravyest 
DeVelopment Ltd. 

Purpose of OCP Designation Amendment: 

To change the larid ~~e designation on the 
, land Us"e Map in Sche"dule '2.28 (Terra Nova 
Sub-Area Plan) from -~Res idential (Sin-gle - . 
Family)" to "Mixed Use:'. 

PUrpose of Zoning Amendment: 

~().ame!ld the Zoning Bylaw, to create. 
"Commercia l Mixed Use (ZMU21) .-'Terra 

. ~Oy~:' z~m~!~~-:t(fr~~c: .. ~ij, t~<subJ~:--:f 
·/ <~r~Pierty.from "l-qc~I.S_9rnrpen'!~1 (~l)'~, al1d 

,..c~:·, ~ ~il'}gle Detac~~~JR~J!F)"~td~'Cpmnierc!al . " : 
t -:, M(xed..,Use (ZtvtJ.J2:1 f~·ierra ~b:,a;'! }o per!Jlit 

_ . Ctevelopment of a A-StoteY'rnixed~used builCting 
.-) ~itl:r ~otpmercia l ~p~ce-,ift gr~~de '(~pproxim~tely 

~. ' . • \ _ . ' " 'to ' " y , ":,13 r.rn2);, approxlrl)ately36"apartll1en~ I"!ousil)g 
. '~. ,d'~liiri!;fU11 iti: on ·ilppe~fLoors,.?nIHn- '~~'''t;'"_~ ;, 

r' . '-~ii*d ~o-!eve l ~~s~~~g.~r~~we~J-'-~.-,~·· 
City Cc>ntatt Sara-SadYal. ". ~'. ,:.' .~'.~ '­
.;, .~: '. ";":;.: 604-276-4f:82 '' :,X;·' ::- ."-

-. ,,-- -':;';J ';~;i ; ~;~~~~:~1\~;~;r.~~OPT~rJ' ;::?:;{~M,:;' ',':"'.-"'-" 
',".~ ~ 

, :. i. 
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p , 1 OL Send a Submission Online (response #640) 
To ~ublic ,H':'8ring 

o.t.: /IJU " V (" .."..:., ~, 

MayorandCouncillors 

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.caj 

Sent: April 13, 2012 3:42 PM 

Itam 11.' 
Rct: 

k 

To: MayorandCouncillors 

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #640) 

Send a Submission Online (response #640) 

Survey Information 

Schedule 20 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

Site: City Website --r----. 
Send a Submission Online Page Title: 

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

Submission Time/Date: 4113120123:45:48 PM 

Survey Response 

Your Name: Mike Ducey 

Your Address: 5920 Forsyth Cres 

Subject Property Address OR 
8874·8875 

Bylaw Number: 

Having lived in this neighborhood since 1999 I 
have had the oportunitiy to walk past and 
around this property literally thousands of 
times. The current proposal is one the best I 
could have imagined for this area. Having the 
least impact on its neighbors, dramaticaly 
improving the streelscape and providing an 

Comments: additional mix of services and shopping 
alternatives significantly lacking in our area. 
The off street parking for owners and 
business's is clever and ensures the focus of 
the property isn't lost in a mass of on slreet 
parking. We're looking forward to a 
revitalization of this corner and the benefits 

'---. 
this development will bring. 

04/1312012 
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Send a Submission Online (response #643) 

MayorandCouncillors 

From: City of Richmond Website Iwebgraphics@richmond.ca] 

Sent: April 16. 20 12 3:06 PM 

To: MayorandCouncillors 

Subject. Send a Submission Online (response #643) 

Send a Submission Online (response #643) 

Survey Information 
Site: City Website -

Page Title: Send a Submission Online 

URL: http://cms.richmond.calPage1793.aspx 

Submission Time/Date: 411612012 3:09: 52 PM 

Survey Response 

Your Name: Alan lian 

Your Address: 11-3880 Westminster Hwy 

Page 1 of 1 

T~WHe.ring 
.oot.. . (' ,1f(1-
Item #. (, .r 
R. : ~Jo..,.,l~ ~%1~ 

'8,'1,1) -
Schedule 21 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

Subject Property Address OR Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw 
Bylaw Number: 8874 and Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8875 

I don't agree with the amendment bylaws 

Comments: 
because I think it will cause more traffic jams 
at N01 and Westminster Hwy and more 
community safety problems in this area. 

0411612012 

o'f RieHM, 
,,~ DATE 01<" 

0" 0\ 
APR 1 6 1011 ) \ 

o ·.j 
'?):. RECEIVED .<:'1 

Cl."£:-A-K"""'S'-"d· . 

CNCL - 40



Send a Submission Online (response #642) Page I of I 

MayorandCouncillors 
TOW Hearing 

Date: " , (.l)/-z, 
Item ~ ?, , 

From: City of Richmond Website (webgraphics@richmond.ca} Rs: e...~l~ ~6.1:1. 
Sent: April 16, 2012 2:34 PM 

, 
~1'> 

To: MayorandCouncillors 

Subject: Send a Submission Onhne (response #642) 

Send a Submission Online (response #642) 

Survey Information 

Schedule 22 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

Site: City Website - --
Page Title: Send a Submission Online 

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

Submission TimeJOate: 4/16120122:37:20 PM 

Survey Response 

Your Name: Anne Kwok 

Your Address: #5·6111 NO. 1 Road, Richmond , Be 

Subject Property Address OR By Law 8875 (RZ 11-586705) 
Bylaw Number: 

I am writing opposed to the idea of building a 
four stories building in the site. I agreed those 
two buildings on site are old and no 
maintanence, and good to have a new look at 
the conrner. All the burilding in the area, are 
either two stories or three stories. Building a 
four stories building is totaly ruin the 
neghborhood. And break the hamory of our 
quiet neigbour. The building design is not 

Comments: 
appricable too. The propsed parking entrance 
is right at our front door, and it creates safety 

I concern as well . We already have the Terra 
Nova Mall right next to it, why we need 
another commercial building? In addition, our 
neighbourhood elementry school already 
overcrowed, and is hardly to get a daycare 
space for school age child . If we increasing 

0'< RICfj~ the density, the situation will be even wrost. I 
am strongly against the proposed building ~"..J.. DATE ~1< 
plan, o () 

APR 1 6 1011 \ , 
c> ",I 
'Q:: REC<IVED f<~ 

Ol€RK'S 0'< 

04116/20 12 
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City of 
Richmond 

Schedule 23 to the Minutes of 
the Council Meeting for 
Public Hearing held on 
Monday, April 16, 2012. 

Memorandum 
Planning and Development Department 

Policy Planning 

To: Mayor and Council Date: April 12, 2012 

From: Brian J . Jackson, MCIP File: TU 12·600784 
Acting General Manager, Planning and 
Development 

Re:" Temporary Commercial Use Permit for 12631 Vulcan Way - Revisions to Permit 
Terms and Conditions 

This memo advises Council of a recommended addition to the Terms and Conditions associated with the 
TemporalY Conmlmercial Use Penn it (TCUP) associated with the proposed evening market event at 
1263 J Vulcan Way (TV 12-600784) proceeding to the Public Hearing on April \6,2012. 

The recommended addional wording is as follows: 
Product Anti-Counterfeiting Strategy 
The event organizer is responsible for implementing the following action items as part of their 
anti~counterjeiting strategy: 
• Liaise with agencies involved with intellectual property rights (Canadian Anti~Counterfeiting 

Network- CACN) to develop and communicate their strategy. 
• Include specific provisions in vendor contracts that prohibit retailing of counterfeit, pirated 

and olher illegal products with clauses on vendor booth termination and remova/from the 
event and product seizure and turnover to the RCMP or Intellectual Property representatives 
ifillegal goods arefound. 

• Partner with RCMP alld Intellectual Property representatives to undertake education with 
vendor booth operators 10 ensure they are aware of the counterfeit good restrictions and 
related consequences (i.e., vendor booth contract termination). 

• Have dedicated, trained market event stajfto inspect and monitor retailers to ensure no 
counterfeit or pirated products are being sold. 

This wording would be identical to that approved for evening market event at the Duck Island property 
(8351 River Road; TU 11·595782). 

ase contact me if you have any questions (biackson@richmond.ca; 604~276-4138). 

Brian J kson, MeIP 
Acting General Manager, Planning and Development 

BJ: 
pc: 

3S09123 

Kevin Eng, Planner 1 
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SUSTAINABLE REGION INITIATIVE. • • TURNING IDEAS INTO ACTION 

Board in Brief 
For Metro Vancouver meetings on Friday, April 13, 2012 

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

For more infonnafion, please contact either: 
Bill Morrell, 604·451·6107, BiIf.Morrelf@metrovancouver.om or 
Glenn Bohn, 604·451·6697, G/enn.Bohn@metrovancouver.oro 

Greater Vancouver Regional District 

Metro Vancouver Caring for the Air Report Received 

Air quality in the Lower Fraser Val ley continued to improve in 201 1, maintaining the trend seen 
over the last two decades. 

Although cars , trucks and buses are increasingly cleaner, they continue to be a significant 
source of air contaminants in the airshed. This trend will continue with growth in population and 
distances travelled. 

Cars, vans and other "light duty vehicles" are the largest source of smog in the airshed, followed 
by bulldozers, excavators and other diesel·powered "non·road engines." 

Regional emission forecasts predict that smog-forming pollutants will decrease until 2020, after 
which some emissions will begin to rise. After 2030 - if no new air emission control programs or 
initiatives are launched - solvent use and agricultural activity are projected to become the largest 
contributors to smog-forming emissions. 

These forecasts help to identify where progress has been made and where new actions are 
needed. As a resuft, Metro Vancouver's new Integrated Air Quality and Greenhouse Gas 
Management Plan, adopted in 2011 , has targeted measures to reduce emissions from these and 
other sources that contribute to smog. 

The Board received the Caring for the Air report, for information. It also directed staff to forward 
the report to member municipalities, the Fraser Valley Regional District, the Northwest Clean Air 
Agency, the Federal Minister of Environment, the Provincial Minister of Environment, the region 's 
Chief Medical Health Officers, and other key partners in the airshed. 

~4 metro 
va nco u ve r www.metrovancouverorg 
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University of British Columbia Proposal - Innovative Tools for Enhanced 
Energy and Climate Change Community Planning 

Approved 

Approve funding for the project titled, ~Innovatjve Tools for Enhanced Energy and Climate 
Change Community Planning~ in the amount of $30,000 in 2012, with similar grants to be 
brought forward for consideration in the 2013 and 2014 budgets. Funding in each of 2013 and 
2014 will be contingent upon the submission of an annual progress report to the Environment 
and Parks Committee and an annual review of project progress by Metro Vancouver staff. 

Attendance at the Lower Mainland Local Government Association 
(LMLGA) 2012 Conference 

Approved 

The Board authorized the Chair to appoint two delegates to attend the Lower Mainland Local 
Government Association Conference being held on May 11 , 2012 in Whistler, BC, at the 
estimated cost of $1 ,460. 

Experience the Fraser Project Update Approved 

Experience the Fraser is a unique vision to connect communities, parks, natural features, 
historic and cultural sites and other points of interest along the lower Fraser River, from Hope to 
the Salish Sea, by means of 550 kilometres of trails and via the river itself. On April 9, 2012, the 
provincial government announced a $1 million grant to help Metro Vancouver and the Fraser 
Valley Regional District open new parkland, enhance riverfront access and park amenities along 
the river, and continue to build the Canyon to Coast Trail. 

A Board resolution requests the Province to undertake the integration of the multi-use path 
across the new Port Mann Bridge with the Experience the Fraser Project, minimize the exposure 
of pedestrians and cyclists to highway traffic and improve access by pedestrians and cyclists to 
parks and greenways on both sides of the Fraser. 

Appointment of the Electoral Area Advisory Planning Commission 
Members 

Approved 

The Board appointed the following persons as members of the Electqral Area Advisory Planning 
Commission for the 2012 - 2014 term: 

John l ee, representing Montizambert Wynd 
Jane Maisonville-Phillips, representing Ocean Point 
John Russell, representing Barnston Island 
Elmer Froese, representing Upper Indian Arm 
Kelly Petersen , representing Pitt lake 
Jim Huffman, representing Passage Island 

Possible Changes to Canada Fisheries Act Approved 

Recent media reports have suggested the federal government plans changes to the federal law 
that protects fish habitat. According to Otto langer, a former Department of Fisheries and 
Oceans staff member, DFO documents Fisheries Act to replace "banninglfimiting activities that 
result in the "harmful alteration, disruption or destruction offish habitat" under Section 35 (1) of 
the Fisheries Act with reducing the ~adverse effect" on ~fish of economic, cultural or ecological 
value. " 

Page 2 of 3 
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The Board approved a motion to: 
a) write to the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans, strongly opposing changing to the Canada 
Fishen'es Act which would weaken fish habitat protection; and 
b) direct staff to notify Metro Vancouver partners, including the Federation of Canadian 
Municipalities (FCM), Union of British Columbia Municipalities (UBCM) and Metro Vancouver 
municipal councils , of Metro Vancouver's concerns and action taken. 

Greater Vancouver Regional District Electoral Area A Board of Variance 
Amending Bylaw No. 1166, 2012 

Approved 

A bylaw amendment addresses a minor wording error identified by staff, by deleting "Supreme 
Court of Canada" and replacing it with "Supreme Court of British Columbia. ~ 

Greater Vancouver Regional District Board and Committee 
Remuneration Amending Bylaw Number 1167, 2012 

Approved 

The Board approved an amendment to the remuneration bylaw that sets the salary of the 
electoral area director position at 14.5% of the Board chair's salary. 

Regional District of North Okanakan Approved 

The Board approved a Regional District of North Okanagan request for a contribution of $900 
toward a study of the cumulative impacts of annexations on electoral areas. The $900 
contribution will come from Metro Vancouver's 2012 Electoral Area budget. 

Page 3 of 3 
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'" ' ~ ' . . 

, 

Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Monday, April 16,2012 

Anderson Room 
Ri chmond 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 McPhai l 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Councillor Linda Barnes 

Minutes 

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

35 113 12 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That tI,e minutes of tir e meeting 0/ the General Purposes Committee held 011 

Monday, April 2, 2012, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

DELEGATION 

1. With the aid of a Power Point presentation, attached as Schedule 1, and [onns 
part of these minutes, Robin Silvester, President and CEO, Port Metro 
Vancouver, joined by Peter Xotta, Vice-President, Planning & Operations, 
Port Metro Vancouver, provided an update on Port Metro Vancouver's 
(PMV) activities. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

During the presentation, Mr. Silvester reviewed the Port's vision and mission, 
and highlighted that: 

• PMV is the largest and busiest port in Canada, and the largest export 
port in North America; 

• PMV handled approximately 122 million tannes of cargo in 2011, and 
traded with 160 economies internationally; 

• PMV's jurisdiction covers over 600 kilometres, bordering on 16 
municipalities, and one treaty First Nation, and intersects the traditional 
territories of several First Nations; and 

• PMV is a port authority pursuant to the Canada Marine Act, accountable 
to the Federal Minister of Transport. 

Mr. Silvester and Mr. Xotta then spoke about the Vancouver Airport Fuel 
Delivery Project (V AFD), and provided the following information: 

• the Vancouver Airport Fuel Faci lities Corporation (V AFFC) is the 
proponent for proposed Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project 
(YAFD); 

• PMV is the federa l authority with legislated environmental assessment 
responsibilities; 

• Environment Canada and other agencies are providing technical advice 
related to the proposed project; 

• the Envirorunental Assessment Office (BCEAO) review and the federal 
envirorunental assessment are harmonized; 

• the V AFFC will need to apply to PMV for a project permit for portions 
of the project that will be constructed within the Port's jurisdiction. It 
was noted that PMV had not received a project permit application from 
VAFFCyet; 

• the project permit will include a significant consultation phase, to 
consider all information from the environmental assessment, as well as 
additional site-specific factors including site servicing, traffic impacts 
and emergency preparedness. The Permit application will be referred to 
City of Riclunond for review and comment; 

• PMV has commissioned a technical study to look at the operation of 
tankers carrying bulk liquids on the south arm of the Fraser River, and 
the results will infoml the environmental assessment and PMV project 
review processes for VAFD. It was noted that the results of the study 
will be shared with stakeholders, including the City of Richmond; and 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

• currently, there is a temporary suspension of the provincial 
environmental assessment review to allow time for the V AFFC to 
provide additional information in a number of areas. PMV will not 
conclude the federal environmental assessment review until 
Environment Canada's comments regarding additional studies have 
been considered. It was noted that PMV was not sure about when the 
study will resume. 

In answer to questions from members of Committee, Mr. Silvester provided 
the following information: 

• at this time the Gilmore Farm is contracted to be farmed, and there arc 
no plans to change the usage for the Gilmore Fann at this time; 

• PMV is embarking upon a land planning process for all land in PMV's 
jurisdiction. The process will include consultation meetings with a 
range of stakeholders, and City of Richmond staff will be involved in 
the process; 

• PMV is not directly involved in the Delta Port expansion matter; 

• the consultation process for the V AFD project has not triggered a 
requirement for a public h~aring. Mr. Silvester also noted that the City 
would need to contact the federal and provincial Ministries of 
Environment to request that a public hearing take place as part of the 
consullation process; and 

• with respect to the VAFD project environmental assessment, PMV will 
provide a series of recommendations that will ensure that ships are 
handled safely in the Fraser River. The environmental assessment will 
also consider the storage facility and tanks. It was noted that it was 
unlikely that the study would indicate that the V AFD project is unsafe, 
rather the study will provide information on what will need to be done to 
ensure safety. 

The Chair noted that PMV has financial interest in the proposed V AFD 
project, as PMV would receive rental income for the storage facility which 
would be bui ld on PMV's land. Mr. Silvester responded that having PMV 
conduct the federal environmental assessment while having a financial 
interest in the proposed project, was not considered a conflict of interest, and 
that PMV's motivation is to ensure that the safety concerns arc met. 

It was moved and seconded 
Tlrat leIters be sent to tIre federal amI provincial Ministers of Environment, 
aud tire local MLAs awl MPs requesting tlrat a Public Hearing be !r eid 
durilrg tire course of tire ellvirollmelltal assessmellt process f or tire 
Vancouver Airport Fuel Facilities Corporation (VAFFC) Vancouver 
Airport Fuel Delivery Project. 

CARRIED 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

BUSINESS & FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

2. LIQUOR PRIMARY CLUB LICENCE APPLICATION ARMY NAVY 
& AIR FORCE VETERANS IN CANADA STEVESTON UNIT NO. 284 
UNIT 105 - 11900 NO. I ROAD 
(File Ref. No. 12·8275-0SI2012.voi 0 1) (REDMS No. 3494625) 

It was moved and seconded 
Thai (l fetter be sellt to the Liquor COlltrol and Licensing Brallch ad)!isillg 
thai: 

(1) Tire application by Army Navy & Air Force Veterans ill Canada, 
Steves/oil Ullil No. 284, to relocate Liquor Primary Club Licence No. 
029737 Jrom 3960 Cllatllam Street U"it 200, to 11900 No. 1 Road 
Unit 105, to offer liquor service is recommended. 

(2) Council comments 011 the prescribed consideratiolls are: 

(a) Tire location alld lite surrounding area 0/ tire establishment 
comprised of a senior's residentiallrollsillg compon ellt attached 
to the establishment; a towll/lOuse complex to lite 1I0rth; a 
selliors apartment complex to tlte south; a mix of residelltial 
and commercial uses to tlte west; ami parklaud to the east, was 
cOllsideretianll reviewed. 

(b) The proximity of the proposed liquor primary locatioll to other 
social or recreational facilities and public buildings within a 
500 metre radius was reviewed alld it WllS considered that tlte 
application would IIOt cOllflict with those facilities. 

(c) Tire application for a 325 persoll capacity operatioll with liquor 
service hours of Monday to Sunday 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 a.lII. will 
II0t pose a sigllificant impact 011 tire commullity based 011 tire 
lack of respollses received from the residents alld businesses ill 
the area. Council does NOT support allY opening past 2:00 a.m. 
as is indicated ill tlte application summary receivedfrom LCLB. 

(d) Tlte flumber ami market focus oj clientele to existing liquor 
primary licence establishments with in a reasonable distallce of 
tI,e proposed location was reviewed and it was coltsiderel/ that 
there would be 110 impact olllhose establishm ents. 

(e) The pOlenlial for additio1lallloise 011 the community ill Ihe arell 
if the applicatioll is approved was considered alld il was 
delermitled that Ihere wouftl be lillie or 110 additiollal lIoise 011 
tlte community ill the immediate vicillity. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

(f) The impact Oil tire community if the application is approved was 
considered ami based Oil 'he lack 0/ response from 'he 
community from public notices; lite licellce approval would 
have little impact 011 'lte commuuity. 

(3) Comrcil's comments Oil tire views of 'lte resilients were gathered liS 

follows: 

(a) Property owners ami businesses with (I 50 metre radius of 'lte 
subject property were contacted by letter detailing the 
application and provided witlt illstructions 011 how comnumity 
concerns could be submitted. 

(b) Sign age was posted at fhe subject properly and three public 
notices were published ill a locaL newspaper. The sign age ami 
lIotice provided ill/ormatioll Oil tlte applicatioll altd illstructions 
On "ow community commellts or concerns could be submitted. 

Based 011 the lack of lJ egative respollses from residents alU/ businesses ill 
the nearby area alld the lack of respollses received from the community 
through all notifications, Coullci/. considers that the application is 
acceptable to the public. 

CARRIED 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

3. RICHMOND ADDICTION SERVICES' PROPOSAL TO RENEW A 
FIVE-YEAR PROBLEM GAMBLING PREVENTION AND 
EDUCATION PLAN 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 346854 1, 3497793) 

Lesley Sherlock, Social Planner, advised that the Riclunond BC Responsible 
and Problem Gambling Program (BCR&PGP) prevention and counselling 
contracts are still in negotiations. Ms. Sherlock also mentioned that a 
response had not yet been received from the provincial govenunent about the 
letter the City had sent seeking support for Richmond Addiction Services 
Society (RASS). Ms. Sherlock was requested to provide a report back with a 
review ofRASS' situation prior to the end of the year. 

1 t was moved and seconded 
Tltal: 

(1) Richmond Addictioll Services' Proposal to Renew a Five-Year 
Problem Gambling Prevelllioll alld Educatioll Pltm be sent to the 
Minister of Energy and MilJes, Richmond MLAs, the SchooVCoullci! 
Liaison Committee ami stake/widers for their ill formation; 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, April 16, 2012 

(2) Richmolld Addiction Services be commended jor preparing lite 
Proposal; alld 

(3) staff review 'lte situatioll and Ihe report back by tlte eml of November, 
2012. 

CARRIED 

BUSINESS & FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

4. 2012 ANNUAL PROPERTY TAX RATES BYLAW NO. 8885 
(File Ref, No. 12~8060-20-8885 Xr: 03-0925-01) (REDMS No. 3492636 v.3) 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) ThaI Optioll 2, wltieh redistributes 51. 8M from Business class to 

Major Illt/llstry, Light IlIdlls try, SeasollaVRecreatioll, alld Residential 
classes be approved as olillined ill tlte staff report dated April 3, 2012 
from tIre Director, Finance, titled 2012 All"ual Property Tax Rates 
Bylaw No. 8885; altd 

(2) ThaI A IIllual Property Tax Rates By/aw No. 8885 be introduced alld 
givelljirst, second ami third readings. 

CARRIED 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjollrll (4:54 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, April 
16,2012. 

Shanan Dhaliwal 
Executive Ass istant 
City Clerk's Office 
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City of 
Richmond Minutes 

Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

Also Present: 

Call to Order: 

Planning Committee 

Tuesday, April 17, 2012 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt, Acting Chair 
Councillor Chak Au 
Mayor Malcolm Brodie 

Councillor.Bill McNulty 
Councillor Linda Barnes 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Counci llor Linda McPhail 

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

The Acting Chair stated that Item 6 - "Application By Townline Construction 
Inc., For A Temporary Commercial Use Pennit At 9020 Bridgeport Road" 
has been withdrawn at the request of the applicant. 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat Item No. 6 - Application By Towlliine Constructioll lIlC., For A 
Temporary Commercial Use Permit At 9020 Bridgeport Road be deleted 
f rom tire Planning Committee agenda. 

CARRIED 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
Tlral tlt e minutes oj tire meeting of tlte Planning Committee fr eld 0 11 

Tuesday, April 3, 2012, be adopted as eircufated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Tuesday, May 8, 2012, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room 

I. CNCL - 65



lSl1447 

Planning Committee 
Tuesday, April 17, 2012 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

l. AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 2.10 OF THE OFFICIAL 
COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 7100 (CITY CENTRE AREA PLAN), 
TO INCLUDE THE CITY CENTRE PUBLIC ART PLAN 
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20 12-8060-20-8889) (REDMS No. 3498880) 

It was moved and seconded 
That By/aw No. 8889 proposing amendments to Sectioll 2.10 0/ fhe Official 
Community Plan (Bylaw 7100), to iuc/ude tlte endorsed City Celltre Public 
Art Pia", be i"troduced and givellfirst reat/illg. 

CARRIED 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

2. PARKLAND DEVELOPMENTS LTD. HAS APPLlED TO THE CITY 
OF RICHMOND FOR PERMISSION TO REZONE 7091 AND 7111 
BRIDGE STREET FROM "SINGLE DETACHED (RSl/F)" TO 
"SINGLE DETACHED (ZS14)-SOUTH MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE)" 
IN ORDER TO CREATE 8 NEW SINGLE FAMILY LOTS 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8886, RZ 12-596719) (REDMS No. 3479168) 

It was moved and seconded 
That Bylaw 8886,/or the rezolling oj 7091 am17111 Bridge Street/rom 
USiugle Detached (RS11F)" to "Sillgle Detached (ZS14) -South McLellllall 
(City Celltre)", be introduced alld givelljirsl readiug. 

CARRIED 

3. APPLICATION BY MATTHEW CHENG ARCHITECT INC. FOR 
REZONING AT 6471, 6491 AND 6511 NO.2 ROAD FROM SiNGLE 
DETACHED (RS1IE) TO LOW DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTL4) 
(File Ref: No. 12.8060·20.8890, RZ 11 .586782) (REDMS No. ]4978]4) 

It was moved and seconded 
That Bylaw No. 8890, for the rezoning of 647 J, 6491 alld 6511 No.2 Road 
from USillgle Detached (RS11E)" to uLow DelJsity Townhouses (RTL4) ", be 
introduce{1 {lilt! givellfirst reading. 

CARRIED 

4. APPLICATION BY TOWNLINE GARDENS INC. FOR A ZONING 
TEXT AMENDMENT TO THE COMMERCIAL MIXED USE 
(ZMUI8) - THE GARDENS (SHELLMONT) ZONING DISTRICT AT 
10880, 10820 AND 10780 NO. 5 ROAD AND 12733 STEVESTON 
IDGHWAY (THE GARDENS DEVELOPMENT LANDS) 
(File Ref: No. 12·8060·2()..8891, ZT 11·59]771) (REDMS No. 34996(8) 

Brian J. Jackson, Director of Development, provided background infomlatioll. 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, April 17, 2012 

In reply to a query from Committee, Mr. Jackson stated that the proposed text 
amendments (i) maintain the existing 20 metres maximum height; (ii) 
maintain existing Floor Area Ratio of 1.43 FAR for the entire project; and (iii) 
add a provision to establish maximum floor areas for commercial use at 9,000 
square metres. Mr. Jackson stated that the proposed amendments provide 
greater des ign flexibility. 

1 t was moved and seconded 
Tlrat Bylaw No. 8891, to omellil tire "Commercial Mixed Use (ZMUJ8) -
rhe Gardens (Shellmollt)" ZOlling district, be introduced alld givell first 
readillg. 

CARRIED 

s. APPLICATION BY ONNl 7731 ALDERBRIDGE HOLDING CORP. 
ANn ONNl 7771 ALDERBRIDGE HOLDING CORP. FOR THE 
REZONlNG OF 7731 ANn 7771 ALDERBRIDGE WAY FROM 
INDUSTRIAL RETAIL (IRl) TO mGH DENSITY LOW RISE 
APARTMENTS (RAH2) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8884, RZ 11 -585209) (REDMS No. 3498893 v. 5) 

Mr. Jackson provided background information and stated that the proposed 
project consists of a 660-unit development in four, six-storey wood frame 
buildings. He commented on the various proposed road improvements, 
noting that the area will see significant urbanization. 

Mr. Jackson highlighted that the Applicant has met a ll the conditions of the 
City Centre Area Plan. in addition to provisions of the Affordable Housing 
Strategy and Public Art Program. Also, the Applicant has agreed to conunit 
to connecting to the proposed City Centre District Energy Utility. 

It was moved and seconded 
rltat Bylaw No. 8884, whiclt makes millor amendments to the RAH2 ZOlle 
specific to 7731 alld 7771 Alderbridge Way ami rezones these subject 
properties from "Iudustrial Retail (JR1) " to the amended UHigh Density 
Low Rise Apartments (RAl12)", be introduced alld givellfirst reading. 

CARRIED 

6. APPLICATION BY TOWNLINE CONSTRUCTION INC., FOR A 
TEMPORARY COMMERCIAL USE l'ERMIT AT 9020 BRIDGEPORT 
ROAD 
(File Ref. No. TU 12-603672) (REDMS No. 349759 1) 

Please see Page 1 for action on this matter. 

7. MANAGER'S REPORT 

None. 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, April 17, 2012 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
TlllIt the meeting adjollm (4:09 p.m.). 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Planning 
Committee of the Counci l of the City of 
Richmond held on Tuesday, April 17, 
2012. 

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Acting Chair 

Hanieh Berg 
Committee Clerk 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 

Wednesday, April 18,2012 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Chak Au, Acting Chair 
Councillor Derek Dang 
Councillor 'Linda McPhail 

Councillor Linda Barnes 
Councillor Harold Steves 

Minutes 

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

3S1}.474 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That the min lites of the meeting of the Public Works & Trallsportation 
Committee held Oil Wedllesday, March 21, 2012, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Thursda.Y. May 24, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room 
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, April1B, 2012 

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

1. BC HYDRO 20 YEAR WORK PROGRAM IN THE CITY OF 
RICHMOND 
(File Ref. No. 10-6060·01) (REOMS No. 3502343) 

It was moved and seconded 
Tlrat staff report back 0 11 Be Hydro activity and progress toward a common 
voltage/ or Lulu Is /alld Oil all amma{ basis. 

The question on the motion was not called. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Lloyd Bie, Manager, Engineering 
Planning, advised that (i) extensive upgrading of Be Hydro's infrastructure 
will impact Richmond neighbourhoods; (ii) staff anticipate typical 
construction impacts such as traffic and electrical service di sruptions; and (iii) 
there is no cost to the City associated with Be Hydro's infrastructure 
upgrades. 

Discussion ensued and John Irving. Director, Engineering, advised that as the 
City further develops, there may be more opportunities to utilize underground 
electrical service versus existing overhead electrical service. 

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

2. GILBERT TRUNK SEWER UPDATE 
(File Ref, No. 10·6060·03·01) (REDMS No. 3501874) 

In reply to a query from Committee, Colin Meldrum, Senior Project Engineer, 
Metro Vancouver, advised that the Ministry of Transportation and 
Infrastructure expressed a preference fo r Sea Island Way as opposed to 
Bridgeport Road for the Gilbert Trunk Sewer alignment as they believe this 
route would have less impacts on traffic. 

Vanessa Langan, Consultation and Community Relations Coordinator, Metro 
Vancouver, commented on Metro Vancouver's community relations strategy 
and stated that high impact stakeholders include residents and businesses that 
will be affected by the project. 

It was moved and seconded 
Tlrat tire updatel/ alignment for tIr e Gilbert Trunk Sewer upgrade as 
idelltified ill tire sta/freport tilled ffGilbert Trunk Sewer Update" dated April 
3, 2012/rom tire Director, Engilleering, be endorsed. 

The question on the motion was not called. 

In rep ly to a query from Committee, Mr. Meldrum stated that the ex isting 
Gilbert Trunk Sewer will be rehabilitated and put into serv ice again. The 
sewer is approximately 41 years old. 

The question on the motion was then called and it was CARRIED. 
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, April 18, 2012 

3. EAST RICHMOND IRRIGATION AND DRAINAGE UPDATE 
(File Ref. No. 10-6060-04·01) (REDMS No. ]490862) 

It was moved and seconded 
Tllal lite staff report titled "East Richmolld Irrigation alld Draillllge 
Update" dated April 3, 2012 from the Director, Engineering, be received for 
ill/orma/ioll. 

The question on the motion was not called. 

In reply to a query from Committee, Mr. Sic stated that staff anticipate 
conducting a new study in 20 12 and that its findings could be brought to a 
future Public Works and Transportation Committee meeting. 

The question on the motion was then cal led and it was CARRIED. 

4. ALEXANDRA DISTRICT ENERGY UTILITY BYLAW NO 8641 
AMENDMENT BYLAW NO 8892 
(File Ref. No. 12.8060.20.8892) (REDMS No. 3499575 v.7) 

It was moved and seconded 
Thai lite Alexandra District Ellergy Utility Bylaw No. 8641, Amendment 
By/ow No. 8892 be introduced am/ give" first, secolld alld third readillg. 

The question on the motion was not called. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Irving stated that (i) there is no late 
comerfee as the Alexandra District Energy Utility (ADEU) infrastructure is 
paid for by the utility, and (ii) staff will report back in Spring 2012 with 
reconunendations related to governance models and financing options for the 
ADEV. 

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

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

5. CITY OF RICHMOND - "TAP WATER FIRST" INITIATIVE 
UPDATE 
(File Ref. No. 01 -0370-01) (REOMS No. 3503400 V.3) 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltatllte slaff report tilled UCily Of Ricltmond - 'Tap Water First' Illitiative 
Update" dated April 3, 2012 from tlte interim Director, Sustainability am/ 
District Ellergy, be received for illformatioll. 

CARRIED 
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, April1B, 2012 

6. CONTINUATION OF ENHANCED PESTICIDE MANAGEMENT 
PROGRAM 
(File Ref. No. 10-6125-04-01) (REDMS No. 35 10579 vA) 

In reply to queries from Committee, Cecilia Achiam, Interim Director, 
Sustainabilityand District Energy, provided the following infonnation: 

• a cosmetic pesticide is one that is used for non-essential control of pests 
in lawns and gardens on residential properties and City-owned lands; 

• staff anticipate that the recommendations of the Special Committee on 
Cosmetic Pesticide be brought forward to the Legislative Assembly in 
the near future; 

• staff are continuing to work with local businesses such as landscapers 
and nurseries to educate them on the Pesticide Use Control Bylaw; 

• staff conduct workshops on natural gardening and lawn care in an effort 
to further promote the Program; and 

• staff have assisted Community Bylaws with complaints and conducted 
on-site visits to educate residents on alternatives to traditional 
pesticides. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) 11lat the En!tartced Pesticide Mallagement Program as described ill 

Ihe stafl report titled "Enhanced Pesticide Managemellt Program 
Review", dated February 8, 2011 (Attachment J), including the 1FT 
Euvironmental Coordinator, be approved to cOlltilllle 011 a temporary 
basis ulltif lite province takes actioll 0 11 tlte lise of pesticides for 
cosmetic purposes; Qnd 

(2) That staff report back w!tell tlte provincial Spechll Committee 011 

Cosmetic Pesticides recommelt{iatiolls are made public. 

CARRIED 

PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT 

7. MOORAGE FOR CANADIAN COAST GUARD AUXILIARY STATION 
10 
(File Rc( No.) (REDMS No. 3496651) 

In reply to a query from Committee, Serena Lusk, Manager, Parks Programs. 
advised that the Britalmia Heritage Shipyard Society. Canadian Coast Guard 
Auxiliary (Station 10), and the Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative are pleased 
with the proposed recommendations. 

In reply to queries from the Acting Chair, Rob Hayman, Station to Leader, 
advised that Station 10 has approximately 35 members and fundraising is their 
primary source of revenue. 
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It was moved and seconded 
Tlral: 

(1) Britannia Heritage Shipyard, as detailed ill lite staff report, 
"Moorage for Calladian Coast Guard Auxiliary Slatioll 10," from tlu! 
Sellior Mallager, Parks, be approvel/ as the locatioll/or tire Callodion 
Coast Guard Auxiliary Pacific RegiolJ - Stalioll 10 to moor its 
hoathouse and operate its services; (iliff 

(2) staff he Quthorizec[ to take all necessary steps to complete OIl 

agreement with 'lte Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary - Statio" 1010 
moor its boat/,ollse altd operate its services at Bri/am.in Heritage 
Shipyards, as outlined ill the report, "Moorage for Calladian Coast 
Guard Auxiliary - Statioll 10," from tlte Gelleral Mallager, Parks 
ami Recreatioll illcluding authorizing the Chief Admillistrative 
Officer aud the General Mallager, Parks afld Recreatioll to negotiate 
"IU[ execute all docume11tation required to effect tire transactioll. 

CARRIED 

8. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Update Oil Fraser River Freshet 

Tom Stewart, Director, Public Works Operations, distributed a graph titled 
'Historical Snow Pack-Fraser' (attached to and [oIming part of these Minutes 
as Schedule 1). Mr. Stewart reviewed the graph's findings and stated that 
staff do not anticipate any problems for Richmond related to the Fraser River 
freshet. 

(ii) 2012 Capital Projects Ope" HOllse 

Mr. Ivring spoke of the April 4, 2012 Capital Projects Open House, 
highlighting that it was very successful. 

(iii) Bus Re-Routillg Changes at Richmollll-BriglrollSe Statioll 

Victor Wei. Director, Transportation, referenced a memorandum dated April 
16,2012 titled 'Upcoming Bus Re-Routing Changes at Richmond-Brighouse 
Station' (copy on file, City Clerk's Office) and provided background 
infonnation. 

Also, Mr. Wei commented on the recent articles regarding the TransLink 
funding shortage for fare gates I;1t the Broadway and Commercial SkyTrain 
stations. Mr. Wei advised that the Canada Line is not affected by tllls funding 
shortfall and it is anticipated that Richmond's Canada Line stations be fully 
equipped with fare gates/turnstiles on schedule. 
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Public Works & Transportation Committee 
Wednesday, April1B, 2012 

ADJOURNMENT 

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

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Public 
Works & Transportation Committee of the 
Council of the City of Richmond held on 
Wednesday, Apri l 18,2012. 

CounciIJor ehak Au 
Acting Chair 

Hanieh Berg 
Conunittee Clerk 
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To: 

From: 

Re: 

City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

I() AP -Apt 110 2-0[2-

General Purposes Committee 

W. Glenn McLaughlin 
Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager 

Liquor Primary Club licence Application 
Army Navy & Air Force Veterans In Canada 
Steveston Unit No. 284 
Unit 105 -11900 No.1 Road 

Date: April 10, 2012 

File: 12-827S-0S/2012-Vol 
01 

Staff Recommendation 

That a letter be sent to the Liquor Control and Licensing Branch advising that: 

J49462S 

1. The application by Anny Navy & Air Force Veterans in Canada, Steveston Unit No. 
284, to relocate Liquor Primary Club Licence No. 029737 from 3960 Chatham Street 
Unit 200, to 11900 No.1 Road Unit 105, to offer liquor service is recommended. 

2. Council comments on the prescribed considerations are: 

a. The location and the surrounding area of the establishment comprised of a 
senior's residential housing component attached to the establishment; a 
townhouse complex to the north; a seniors apartment complex to the south; a mix 
of residential and commercial uses to the west; and parkland to the east, was 
considered and reviewed. 

b. The proximity of the proposed liquor primary location to other social or 
recreational facilities and public buildings within a 500 metre radius was 
reviewed and it was considered that the application would not conflict with those 
facilities. 

c. The application for a 325 person capacity operation with liquor service hours of 
Monday to Sunday 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 a.m. will not pose a significant impact on the 
community based on the lack of responses received from the residents and 
businesses in the area. Council does NOT support any opening past 2:00 a.m. as 
is indicated in the application summary received from LCLB. 

d. The number and market focus of clientele to existing liquor primary licence 
establishments within a reasonable distance of the proposed location was 
reviewed and it was considered that there would be no impact on those 
establishments. 
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e. The potential for additional noise on the community in the area if the application 
is approved was considered and it was detenn ined that there would be little or no 
additional noise on the community in the immediate vicinity. 

f. The impact on the community if the application is approved was considered and 
based on the lack of response from the community from public notices; the 
licence approval would have little impact on the community. 

3. Council' s comments on the views of the residents were gathered as follows: 

a. Property owners and businesses with a 50 metre radius of the subject property 
were contacted by letter detail ing the application and provided with instructions 
on how community concerns could be submitted. 

b. Signage was posted at the subject property and three public notices were 
publ ished in a local newspaper. The signage and notice provided information on 
the application and instructions on how community conunents or concerns could 
be submitted. 

Based on the lack of negative responses from residents and businesses in the nearby 
area and the lack of responses received from the community through all notifications, 
Council considers that the application is acceptable to the public. 

nit'Mqtllllgnl~---In 

Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager 
(604-276-4136) 

At!. 2 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The Provincial Liquor Control and Licensing Branch (LeLB) issues licences in accordance with 
the Liquor Control and Licensing Act (The "Act") and the Regulations made pursuant to the Act. 

This report deals with an application submitted to LeLB and to the City ofRichmol1d by the 
Anny, Navy & Air Force Veterans in Canada, Unit No. 284: 

To relocate Liquor Primary Club Licence #029737 from 3960 Chatham Street, 
Unit 200 to 11900 No.1 Roa,d, Unit 105, in order to operate a 325-person capacity 
establishment offering all types ofliquor, food and entertainment, Monday to Sunday 
9:00 a.m . to 2:00 a.m. 

Local government is given opportunity to provide comments and recommendations to the LeLB 
with respect to liquor licence applications and amendments. LeLB is treating this application as 
a new Liquor Primary licence application and under the latest LeLB guide, Local Government 
must take into account the following regulatory criteria with respect to comments: 

• the location of the establishment 
• the proximity of the establishment to other social or recreational facilities 

and public buildings 
• the person capacity and hours of liquor service of the establishrnent 
• the number and market focus or clientele of liquor primary establishments 

within a reasonable distance of the proposed location 
• the impact of noise on the community in the immediate vicinity of the 

establishment 
• the impact on the community if the application is approved. 

Local government is not limited by considering and commenting on only the regulatory criteria 
and have the ability to impose other operating rules through the Applicants Business Licence. 

Analysis 

Regulatory Criteria 

Location of the establishment 

The proposed establishment is part of a development that will consist of the liquor primary club 
operation and 144 apartments dedicated to housing seniors. To the south there is a converted 
heritage house from which operates a number of therapeutic service businesses and to the 
southeast is a senior's apartment complex. To the north is an 8-unit town house complex and to 
the west is a combination of mixed residential and business uses. East of the proposed operation 
is parkland (Attachment 1). 
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Proximity to other social, recreational or public buildings 

Within a SOO-metre radius of the proposed establishment are the Stcveston Community Centre 
and Park, a high school and a church. Since there was a liquor establishment previously 
operating at this location and from the lack of response received from the community on the new 
proposal, it would be reasonable to assume that the new operation will have no more of an 
impact than the previous operation on these surrounding facilities . 

Person Capacity and I-fours oj Operation 

The Applicant's LeLB application proposed operating hours on Friday and Saturday to 3:00 am. 
Council Policy 9305 - Liquor Primary Licence and Food Primary Liquor Licence - Hours of 
Operations states that Applicants seeking to extend hours (new or amended) beyond 2:00 am will 
not be recommended. Following discussion, the Applicant has submitted a City Application for 
New Liquor Licence with the operating hours of Monday to Sunday 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 a.m. with a 
person capacity of325. Staff notes the original liquor licence at this location was 435 persons. 

Proximity of other liquor primary establishments and market focus 

The Steveston Hotel is the only liquor primary establishment within a reasonable distance to the 
Applicant's. The Applicant's proposal is not expected to impact this establishment as the Hotel 
has a different market focus toward a younger clientele or tourists that utilize the hotel facility 
and restaurant operation. 

Noise Impact 

The proposal is not expected to generate any additional noise in the area other than the street 
noise generally associated with closing time dispersals. 

Impact on the Community 

To satisfy LCLB requirements, the City's review process requires that the public be notified of 
the liquor licence application and be given an opportunity to express any concerns related to the 
proposal. 

The City relies, in part, on the response from the community to any negative impacts of the 
liquor licence application. As of April 6, 2012, there were no responses received from any of the 
public notices and as such it is reasonable to assume that the approval of a liquor licence would 
not have a negative impact on the area. 

The City's process for reviewing applications for liquor related permits is prescribed by the 
Development Application Fee's Bylaw No. 7984 which under section 1.9.1 calls for 

1.9.1 Every applicant seeking approval from the City in connection with: 

(b) any of the following in relation to an existing licence to serve liquor: 
(i) addition of a patio; 
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(ii) relocation of a licence; 
(iii) change or hours; or 
(iv) patron participation 

must proceed in accordance with subsection 1.9.2. 

1.9.2 Pursuant to an application under subsection 1.9.1 , every applicant must: 

(b) post and maintain on the subject property a clearly visible sign which 
indicates the intent of the application; and 

(c) publish a notice in at least three consecutive editions ofa newspaper 
that is distributed at least weekly in the area affected by the 
application. 

In addition to the advertised public notice requirements set out in Section 1.9.2, staff have 
adapted from a prior bylaw requirement, the process of the City sending letters to businesses, 
residents and property owners within a 50-metre radius of the establishment (Attachment 2). 
This letter provides details of the proposed liquor licence application and requests the public to 
communicate any concerns to the City. There are 16 property parcels within the consultation 
area. On March 8, 2012, letters were sent to 138 businesses, residents and property owners to 
gather their view on the application. 

The following table is a summary of the application data and dates: 

ITEM DETAILS 

City of Richmond Application Received March 2, 2012 

Type Relocation of Liquor Primary Club Licence #029737 

Location \1900 No. I Road, Unit 105 

Proposed Hours of Liquor Sales Monday to Sunday, 9 a.m. to 2 a.m. 

Zoning Congregate Housing (ZR6) - ANAF Legion Steveston 

The Army Navy and Air Force Veterans in Canada 
Business Owner Steveston Unit No. 284 

Date Sign Posted March 07, 2012 

Newspaper Publication Dates March 07, 09,14,2012 

Letters to residentslbusinesses 
March 08, 2012 

The public consultation period for the application ended on April 6, 2012. 
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Non- Regulatory Criteria 

Other Agency Comments 

As part of the review process, staff requested comments from Vancouver Coastal Health, 
Richmond RCMP, Richmond Fire-Rescue and the City's Building Permit and Business Licence 
Departments. These agencies and departments generally provide comments on the compliance 
history of the Applicant's operations and premises. 

No objections were received to the application from the departments contacted. 

Other Considerations 

The transfer of liquor licence for The Anny Navy and Air Force Veterans in Canada to 105 -
11900 No 1 Road is where the ANAF was originally located since 1945. The new ANAF 
facility will provide a new club meeting area for its members. 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact associated to this report. 

Conclusion 

Following the public consultation period, staff have reviewed the application and considered it in 
light of the legislated review criteria. 

Given that there was no objections to the proposal from the various agencies consulted and the 
lack of any negative feedback from the public, staff recommend that Council provide a 
Resolution to LeLB recommending the application for a 325 person capacity Liquor Primary 
Club Licence with the hours of operation of Sunday to Monday from 9:00 a.m. to 2:00 a.m. 

~u):r{;j;;J 
.~upervisor, Business Licence 

(604-276-4155) 

JMH:jmh 
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Original Date: 04/02/ 12 

11900 No. 1 Road Amended Date: 

Note: Dimensions are in METRES 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

\0 (]P Bfv· 102Q2-

To: 

From: 

General Purposes Committee 

Cathryn Volkering Carlile 
General Manager - Community Services 

Date: March 29. 2012 

File: 

Re: Richmond Addiction Services' Proposal to Renew a Five-Year Problem 
Gambling Prevention and Education Plan 

Staff Recommendation 

That: 

1. Richmond Addiction Services' Proposal to Renew a Five-Year Problem Gambling 
Prevention and Education Plan be sent to the Minister of Energy and Mines, Richmond 
MLAs, the SchooVCouncil Liaison Committee and stakeholders for their information, and 

2. Richmond Addiction Services be commended for preparing the Proposal. 

~~ 
Cathryn Volkering Carl ile 
General Manager - Community Services 
An. I 
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March 29, 2012 

Staff Report 

Origin 

On May 29,2002 Richmond City Council adopted a Full Service Gaming Policy to allow one 
full service casino including table games and slot machines in Richmond. To minimize possible 
harmful impacts, staff were asked to investigate strategies to reduce addictive gambling and 
enhance support for problem gamblers. 

In December 2004, General Purposes Committee was presented with the Draft Richmond 
Problem Gambling Prevention & Treatment Strategy prepared by Richmond Addiction Services. 
On December 13, 2004, Council endorsed the Strategy, requested Provincial funding of the same 
and requested that: 

stafJreporllO Commillee on (i) interim Richmond initiatives which could be taken with 
regard to addiction issues, and (ii) the suggestions made by RASS 

On March 29, 2005, in reviewing the requested information, Council resolved that: 

1. $91,950 be provided to Richmond Addiction Servicesfor interim problem gambling 
prevention services for olle year, until March 2006; 

2. RASS be askedfor an annual report of services provided; 
3. a decision regarding the request for support for the establishment of an independent B.c. 

problem gambling research institute be deferred; and 
4. staff provide comment on the Provincial strategy as soon as possible, upon its receipl. 

Staff comments with respect to Provincial problem gambling initiatives were provided in a 
October 2005 report to Council regarding a request from the Province for a City contribution to 
establish a "Responsible Gambling Information Centre" at the River Rock Casino. The Province 
conveyed in correspondence to the City, in response to the request to fund the Strategy, that only 
provincial Responsible Gambling Strategy initiatives would be funded. Staff reported that al l 
Provincial initiatives were consistent with Richmond 's Problem Gambling Strategy, although 
components of Richmond-specific requests to the Province were not addressed (e.g., Richmond­
based research, on-site counselling at the River Rock Casino). 

Since 2005, RASS has provided annual repofts outlining Richmond Problem Gambling Strategy 
prevention activities, numbers served, and evaluation results as part of their annual City Grant 
application. As the five-year strategy has now expired, RASS has prepared a reporl summarizing 
activities and progress to date and proposes a new five-year plan to continue addressing problem 
gambling prevention and education in Richmond. 

The purpose of this report is to present RASS ' Proposal to Renew a Five-Year Problem 
Gambling Prevention and Education Plan (Attachment 1). 

CNCL - 86



March 29, 2012 - 3 -

Council Term Goal 

RASS' proposed Plan reflects the following Council Term Goal: 

2.1 Completion of the development and implementation of a clear social services strategy 
for the City that articulates the City's role, priorities and policies, as well as ensures 
these are effectively communicated to the public in order to appropriately target 
resources and help manage expectations. 

Findings Of Fact 

1. P rogress Since 2005 - Problem Gambling Prevalence and Demographics 

1.1 Provincial Data 

No problem gambling baseline data from 2005 is available. However, in 2007, a Be Problem 
Gambling Prevalence Study was conducted, providing provincial trends in gambling 
participation, problem gambling prevalence, and profiling problem gamblers, including 
comparisons with previous survey results. As a breakdown of results by region or municipality 
was not conducted, no Ridunond-specific data is available. A range of gambling-related 
comparisons between provinces is provided in the Canadian Gambling Digest 2009 - 2010 
(Attachment 1, Appendix 1). 

While overall gambling participation rates, including raffles, lotteries, bingo, casino use, etc., 
declined by 12% from 2002 to 2007 (from 85% to 73%), casino gambling remained steady with 
a slight decline from 27% to 25%.lnternet gambling increased from 2% to 3%. Of all problem 
gamblers, 12.1 % are casino gamblers. The highest number (29%) are internet gamblers. 

Problem gambling prevalence was estimated at 4.6% of the B.C. population, identical to the 
2002 estimate. In comparison with other provinces, BC had a relatively high rate of problem 
gambling - only Saskatchewan (5.9%) and Alberta (5.2%) were higher. While the estimate of at­
risk gambling in B.c. reduced from 11 .1 % in 2002 to 8.7% in 2007, there was a statistically 
significant increase in those estimated to have severe gambling problems, fTOm 0.4% in 2002 to 
0.9% in 2007. This estimate is comparable to other provinces. 

Awareness of free counselling services (from 29% to 46%) and availability in communities 
(from 29% to 38%) increased significantly in BC from 2002 to 2007, and particularly among 
problem gamblers. . 

1.2 Richmond Data - Youth 

As indicated above, Richmond-specific data from the BC Problem Gambling Prevalence Study is 
not available. However, the 2008 BC Adolescent Health Survey (McCreary Centre Society) 
provides data on both a provincial and municipal basis. The McCreary study demonstrated a 
province-wide reduction in youth gambling activity since 2003, with the overall rate declining 
from 51 % to 39%. Of those gambling, 9% fewer played games for money (from 41 % to 32%); 
10% fewer bought lottery tickets (from 26% to 16%), and a slighter number reduced betting at 
casinos or online (from 8% to 7%). 
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[n comparison with provincial rates of 39%, 31 % of Richmond youth reported gambling activity 
in 2008. While playing games for money decreased slightly (from 29% to 26%), significant 
drops were reported in the purchase of lottery tickets (from 23% to 10%) and betting money at a 
casino, track, or online (from 23% to 7%). 

Analys is 

1. 2005 - 2009 Ricbmond Problem Gambling Prevention and Treatment Strategy 

1.1 Overview 

1n December 2004, Council endorsed the 2005 - 2009 Richmond Problem Gambling Prevention 
and Treatment Strategy, developed in partnership by RASS and City staff. In March 2005, 
Council provided RASS with $91,950 for problem gambling prevention and education targeting 
children, youth and seniors. The City has continued to provide funding for the prevention 
component of the Strategy through the City Grant Program. 

The following table outlines the 2005 Strategy recommendations, responsibilities, funding and 
implementation results. As indicated above, no Richmond-specific data was available to provide 
a baseline for, or to measure the effectiveness of, these initiatives. 

2005 2009 Richmond Problem Gamblin ·Prevention and Treatment Strate 

Recommendation Proposed Responsibility Funding Provided 
Implementation 

Results 
1. Improved Stakeholder Province to Coordinate - Province funded BC Province formed BC 

Responsibility Partnership for Responsible Partnership for 
- coordination, collaboration Gambling Resporlsible Gambling, 

and action - Richmond school resource including 10 
pilot partnership (see #2 municipalities, but no 
below) Richmond-specific 

Qroup formed 
2. Erlsure Sufficient Resources Stakeholders to innovate - City Grant of $91,905 Province, City, School 
- fundin9 , capacity, support, - Province matched funding District and RASS 

legislation, policies partnered to adapt and 
pilot KnowDice for use 
in schools throughout 
Be 

3. Qualified Service Provider Province to support RASS to - Provincial contracts awarded RASS' reports their 
- enhance capacity increase services to RASS, but not billed to capacity to deliver 

capacity service not maximized 
4. Research Program Province - Province funded Be Not implemented. A 
- mon~or and analyze the prevalence study but no province-wide BC 

impact of the Casino on municipal data available Problem Gambling 
Richmond gamblers and Prevalence study was 
communitv- undertaken in 2008 ,. Effective Problem Gambling Provincial funding for RASS - City fundin9 of $91 ,950 per RASS prevention and 
Prevention and Treatment prevention and counselling staff year provided to RASS for counselling contracts 
Strategy and an additional RASS prevention continued, no on-site 

- adequate, accessible counsellor in the Casino - Provincial funding of RASS counselling at Casino 
- culturalty relevant cont~:~s continued (see #3 (referra ls are made) 

above 
6. Responsible Gambling Province, BCLC, River Rock - Province and BCLC funded GameSense 

InformationfEducation Casino to fund - City contributed $25,000 to Information Centre 
Centre RASS to provide provide start-up cost established at the River 

- on-site counselling provincially·funded counsell\ng Rock Casino, staffed by 
requested GameSense Advisors, 

no on-site counsellor 
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1.2 RASS' Problem Gambling Prevention and Education Activities 

Since inception of the Strategy, funding for RASS ' problem gambling prevention and education 
activities was shared by the City of Riclunond through the City Grant Program, the Gaming 
Policy and Enforcement Branch (GPEB) and, when substance abuse prevention was also 
addressed, by Vancouver Coastal Health. Tn 2010111, RASS received approximately $40,000 
from OPEB and $92,000 from the City for problem gambling prevention and education. 

RASS prevention work (Attachment 1, Appendix VIII) undertaken since the 2005 Strategy was 
endorsed is summarized below: 

2005 - 2011 ~ASS ~ i 
Yea r" Tolal #ol i 

~ 1370 
2745 

2007 N N/A 

~ -* 2876 

it 201C 53 
2011 61 

"/~ 
408 14,262 , ;, , du"o 

As indicated, RASS has reached a large number of Richmond residents each year, through a 
wide range of activities including secondary school classes, childrens' day camps, media 
interviews, resource fairs, parent support groups, conferences, and special events . 

City funding to RASS was also used, at the request of the Ministry of Public Safety and Solicitor 
General (MPSSG), to prepare a problem gambling curriculum for use in schools throughout the 
Province. The MPSSG provided RASS with funding equivalent to the City grant to prepare this 
resource, "Know Dice". This partnership included the Richmond School District in curriculum 
development and pilot testing. 

The Richmond results of the BC Adolescent Health Survey are encouraging and the lower rates 
of Richmond youth engaged in gambling activities may indicate the positive impact ofRASS 
prevention work in schools and the community. 

1.3 Provincial Initiatives 

BC Problem Gambling Program and BC Lottery Corporation's (BCLC) initiatives to prevent and 
treat problem gambling, as well as to promote responsible gambling, are described in 
Attachment I. Several of these initiatives have been implemented since Richmond's strategy 
was prepared in 2004, including: 

GameSense Information Centres in Casinos, including River Rock, staffed by 
GameSense Advisors, 
BC Partnership for Responsible Gambling (last active in 2009), of which Richmond is a 
member, 
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Development of KnowDice for province-wide use in schools, developed in partnership 
with the City, School District No. 38 (Richmond) and RASS, 
Appropriate Response Curri culum development and training for industry staff, 
2008 BC Problem Gambling Prevalence Study, and 
2008 province-wide Responsible Gambling media campaign. 

As previously noted, the Province has not collected data that would provide insight into the 
prevalence or demographics of problem gambling in Riclunond. 

The Province's Be Problem Gambling Program has been admjnistered by the Gaming Policy 
and Enforcement Branch of the Ministry of Public Safety and Solicitor General. On February 8, 
2012 the Province announced that responsibility for gaming would be transferred to the Ministry 
ofEncrgy and Mines. 

As indicated in the RASS Strategy (Attachment 1), the Province, in partnership with BCLC, 
promotes responsible gambling at the River Rock Casino and, through on-site GameSense 
Advisors, refers patrons as appropriate to the BC Problem Gambling Helpline. Helpline staff 
then make referrals to intake workers, contracted counsellors (e.g., RASS) and other services. 

2. Proposed Richmond Problem Gambling Strategy Renewal- Five-Year Prevention and 
Education Plan 

The following table identifies RASS' recommendations for a renewed Richmond Problem 
Gambling Strategy (Attachment 1), including proposed responsibility, funding and 
implementation. 
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, 
Recommendation Proposed Responsibility 

, , 
1. , ,,,dI ; I All , ~to", 201: 

Study - prop~ses , per 
- to determine number and stakeholder 

characteristics of Richmond - Confirmed City contribution of 
gamblers and problem gamblers $5,000 as part of RASS' 2012 

- to understand incidence and City Grant 
patterns 

I ,. , I All ",,', $1'0,060'"" Y'" ~_,,_' ~,~"." "" - '"" 
- , II I advertising, $57,500) 

31"1d awareness - Proposes cost-sharing by all 
campaigns, leading to more calls levels of government 
for prevention and counselling - None col"lfirmed 

- ; target 

f;~~:~~; and affected 

- ; 
3. YOllth, ' ; ; , - ; , 

~~~;ince tof 
- request that the reduce 

the age limit for counselling from 

~~~t~ 16, given high incidence in 

4 . - , (Bele tof 
Capacity BCLC 

- increase to include Mandarin and 

5, I i r_ p!~blem ~ :~~~~~Olders to : ::~~~ P"!,""- . 2012 - '0'6 
of Gambling Task Force 

- to develop strategies and solutions participate $500 as part . 2012 
to arising issues - Crty Grant funding City Grant 

- to collaborate and establish proposed to cover cost as 
partnerships ::~ ~~5:,.:~,~ pi;; ; 

As the City has supported the prevention and education component of the 2005 Strategy through 
the City Grant program, RASS is proposing that the City continue to fund this component 
through a Five-Year Prevention and Education Plan. Implementation would consist of a 
continuation of school and conununity-based activities, as outlined in Attachment 1 (Appendix 
II), coordination ofa Riclunond Multi-Stakeholder Task Force, a Prevalence and Demographic 
Study and a culturally-relevant media awareness campaign. A timeframe and budget for 
implementation has been prepared by RASS (Attachment 1, Appendix VI & VII). 

RASS also recommends monitoring policing, transit and traffic needs at the facility and in the 
vicinity of the Casino. However, should concerns arise, such matters would be brought to 
Council's attention through Community Safety and Transportation reports. To date, no related 
challenges have been noted resulting from problem gambling. 

For 2012, Counci l approved a Health, Social & Safety Grant of$194,487 to RASS, half of which 
($97,244) is to support tlils Prevention and Education Plan. A report detailing how the money 
was spent, as well as evaluation results, will be required with RASS' 2013 Grant application. 
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3. Be Responsible and Problem Gambling Contract Status 

On February 27, 2012, Counci l considered a request from RASS to support their requests of the 
Province to a) fully fund RASS' BC Responsible and Problem Gambling Program (BCR&PGP) 
contracts, and b) to receive adequate referrals from the Province, as outlined by RASS in 
correspondence provided to Council. It was resolved: 

That a letter be sent to the provincia! government, asking that they support the filii 
fundingforrnula andfull access to clientele as sought by Richmond Addiction Services 
Society (RASS). 

A letter was subsequently sent to the Minister of Energy and Mines conveying this request and 
the rationale behind it. Staff communication with the Minister' s Office indicates that a response 
is anticipated within the month. 

The status of the Richmond BCR&PGP prevention and counselling contracts will be conveyed to 
Council as soon as the infonnation is received from the Province. 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact at this time. 

Conclusion 

RASS ' Problem Gambling Strategy Renewal proposes roles for a number of stakeholders. For 
the City, RASS is seeking support of the Five-Year Prevention and Education Pan that proposes 
to continue a range of problem gambling prevention and education initiatives. The Plan also aims 
to increase the effectiveness of such initiatives through research and the development of targeted 
awareness campaigns, based on a cost-shared approach. In addition, RASS proposes to ensure 
multi-stakeholder participation by establishing and coordinating a Task Force to monitor 
Strategy implementation. 

Based o n the number of Richmond residents who will be served, the range of problem gambling 
prevention initiatives to be offered, and the merit of all proposed actions, RASS should be 
commended on the preparation of this renewed Strategy. It is recommended that copies be sent to 
key stakeholders for their information. 

~{D~ 
Social Planner 
(604-276-4220) 

LS:ls 
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1. PURPOSE 

The purpose of this report is to: 

(I) examine the status of gambling in Richmond and its impact on the community, 

(2) present an updated review to the City of Richmond, and 

(3) engage the City of Richmond in the process of completing an Implementation Plan, 

Strategy five-year budget, and opportunities for multi-stakeholder support for the 

Strategy. 

2. INTRODUCTION 

2.1 Gambling and Problem Gambling 

Gambling is any experience involving a wagering, risking or betting of money or other 

valuables (home, jewellery, art, etc.) on an activity of chance (unpredictable outcome) 

where money or valuables may be won or lost. Examples include poker playing, internet 

gambling, sports wagering, racetrack betting and bingo, as well as casino gambling. 

Gambling includes both legal and illegal fonns. The province and the industry often refer 

to legal gambling as «gaming". 

Any reference to gambling and problem gambling in this report includes all types, unless 

otherwise specified. 

From casinos to internet gambling, it's easier to gamble than ever before. The widespread 

expansion of gambling in Canada over the past I 0 years has seen its growth as a contentious 

public and community issue. Most people who gamble do so responsibly and view gambling 

as harmless entertainment that benefits the community by lowering taxes and funding social 

programs. (R.J. Williams, J. Rehm, RM.G. Stevens (2011) The Social and Economic Impacts 

of Gambling.) 

However, a small but significant portion of the gambling populati on (about 4.6%) develops 

gambling problems which have negative impacts on the individuals, families and 

communities (BC PG Prevalence Study 2008). 
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Problem gambling, in the Canadian context, is defined as "gambling behaviour that creates 

negative consequences for the gambler, others in his or her social network, or the 

community" (Ferries & Wynne, 200 I). 

These problems can include bankruptcy, marital problems, the loss of employment, ruined 

businesses, fam ily violence, and stresses on the health and social services sectors of the 

community. In add ition, the development of concurrent disorders and cross addictions and, in 

extreme cases, suicide have also been linked to problem gambling (E.L. Grinols (2004) 

Gambling in America: Costs and Benefits, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, United 

Kingdom.). 

Richmond City Counci l requested and endorsed the 2005 - 2009 Richmond Problem 

Gambling Strategy to mitigate possible problem gambling impacts of policy and zoning 

decisions permitting the establi shment of the River Rock Casino in Richmond as a fullw 

service gaming fac ility. This report proposed a renewed Fivew Year Prevention and Education 

Plan. 

As there is no Richmondwspecific data available regarding problem gambling prevalence, it is 

difficult to ascertain the number of gamblers and problem gamblers in Richmond, as well as 

to determine if the presence of the River Rock Casino has impacted these numbers . The River 

Rock casino is a fully functional entertainment centre consisting of a hote l, convention 

centre, marina and theatre. Great Canadian Gaming Corporation estimated that 4 million 

visits occurred at the River Rock Casino and Resort in the year 201 o. The complex is 

frequented by many non-Richmond residents, although no data on place of res idence is 

available, and not all patrons gamble. Richmond prob lem gamblers may also frequent casinos 

outside the municipality, or may not be cas ino gamblers at all. 

2.2 Gambling Revenue 

To understand the amount of revenue generated by gambling across Canada, in the province 

of Be and in the City of Richmond the fo llowing data has been collected. 

_National Government = $ 13.645 billion (Canadian Gambling Digest 2009w20 I 0) 

-BC = $2.68 billion gaming revenues in 20 10 - 20 11 

(http://www.pssg.gov.bc.calgaming/revenue/index.htm#two Ministry of Publ ic Safety 

and Solicitor General, Government Gaming Policy and Enforcement Branch webs ite 

20 11 ) 
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_City of Richmond = $ 13 million 20 I 0-20 II 

(hUp:llwww.pssg.gov.bc.calgamingireports/docsifin-mt-local-gov-revenue.pdf 

Ministry of Public Safety and Solicitor General, Government Gaming Policy and 

Enforcement Branch website 201 1). 

A full break down of financial accounting is beyond the scope of this paper, but is provided in 

the Canadian Gambling Digest 2009-20 I 0 (Appendix I) which provides Canada-wide data 

regarding gaming, including inter-provincial comparisons. 

According to BC Government statistics the Gaming Policy and Enforcement Branch (GPEB) 

received 0.2% of provincial gambling revenue for 2009-20 I 0 fiscal year to help fund problem 

gambling treatment and prevention services with in the province. In fiscal 20 1012011, BCLC 

recorded $2.68 billion in gaming revenue. The Prov ince ofB.e. directed $1 , 104.6 million of 

BCLC's net income as follows: 

- $82.3 million to Host Local Governments with a community gaming centre or casino 

- $135 million to close to 6,000 charitable and community organizations 

_ $147.3 million to the Health Special Account which administers, operates and delivers 

health care, research, education and promotion 

- $691.8 million to government consolidated revenue 

- $13 .1 million to Gaming Policy and Enforcement Branch (GPEB) for regulatory 

oversight - administration 

_ $8.9 million to Government of Canada - taxes or what is called conso lidated revenue 

- $ 10 million committed to horse racing industry - gaming infrastructure 

- $ 10.9 million to Development Assistance Compensation - gaming infrastructure 

- $5.3 million responsible gam bl ing strategy - gambling treatment and prevention 

Total: $1,104.6 million 

In addition to the $5.3 million distributed to the Provinces Responsible Gambling Strategy, 

BCLC invested approximately $2.0 million of its operating budget to responsible gambling 

programs, including GameSense. 

In Richmond, Richmond Addiction Services received $174,530 from City of Richmond 

Cas ino revenue to support the problem gambling and alcohol and drug prevention programs 

which is - 1.34% of the $13 million City's gambl ing revenue in 20 I 0-20 II. Richmond 

Addict ion Services, through its contracted clinical and prevention services with the Be 
Problem Gambl ing Program earned $121,297 in 2010/11. 
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2.3 Richmond Addiction Services Role 

Richmond Addiction Services has continued its work in the community in treatment and 

prevention services focusing on addict ions (including gambling, alcohol, drug and internet 

and gam ing; for January to June 20 11 figures, see Appendix II). As a partner with the Be 
Problem Gambling Program, Richmond Add iction Services has offered gambling treatment 

in the form of individual and group counselling to the community of Richmond. Prevention 

funding partners include the City of Richmond, Vancouver Coasta l Health - Richmond 

Services. Programs provided by RASS, targeting individuals, families, ch ildren, youth and 

seniors, in funding partnersh ip with the City, OPEB and VCH-Richmond, include: 

- the Peer 2 Peer Prevention program in secondary and elementary schools, 

- community presentations, 

-the community educat ion series, 

-poster campaigns, 

- special events such as Hockey Day in Richmond, and National Addictions Awareness 

Week 

-BC Problem Gambling sponsored programming includes the KnowDice and Know 

Bettor programs and other presentations offered to Elementary schoo ls in the 

Richmond School District (City funding has also supported these initiatives). 

3. CURRENT SITUATION 

3.1 The people who gamble 

Most British Columbians who choose to participate in gambling do so for social and 

recreational purposes and do not experience problems requiring assistance. According to the 

research results ofa survey conducted by Ipsos-Reid and Gemini Research at the end of2002 

in British Co lumbia, the vast majority of British Columbians have gam bled at some point in 

their lifetime. In fact, 91% of them have taken part in at least one gambling activity. 

However, following a 2007 survey the percentage dropped to 73%. The percentage (about 

4.6%) that are predicted to experience varying degrees of problems that require intervention 

and treatment has remained the same at 4.6%, according to the Ipsos Reid BC PO Prevalence 

Study conducted in Jan 25, 2008. 

Compared to 10 other provinces in Canada, BC with 4.6% (having serious consequences 

from gambling) ranked 4th after Manitoba (6.1 %), Saskatchewan (5.9%) and A lberta (5.2%) -

accord ing to the Canadian Gambling Digest 2009-2010 (Appendix I). When projected across 
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the entire province of BC, this equates to an estimate of 163,784 in BC and 7,264 in 

Richmond in 2010 (BC Stats). 

If this is projected, the total number of problem gam blers in Richmond is estimated to be 
7,264. 

Despite the fact that only a small percentage (4.6%) of the population experience problems 

with gambling, research suggests that for every problem gambler, there are 10-1 7 people 

around him/her that are negati vely affected as a result (Politzer, Yesalis, Hudak, 1992). Ifwe 

take all these people into account, the extent of the problems is tenfold or more. 

Canada is a country of immigrants with multicultural backgrounds and Richmond has the 

largest proportion of visible minorities in the country. Gambling may have different 

meanings to different cu ltures. 

For example: 

a) For some cultures, playing games for small amounts of money among friends and 

family is not considered "real" gambling, or an activity that could cause hann (Tran, 

2003) . 

b) Accordi ng to an Australian study about the impact of gambling on specific cultural 

groups, the rates of participation in gambling from the 4 cultural groups surveyed 

(i .e., Chinese, Vietnamese, Greek and Arabic) were found to be lower than those in 

the general community. However, they outlay larger amounts of money per week than 

the general community and they scored higher for prob lems with gam bling (Victorian 

Cas ino and Gaming Authority, 2000) than the general community. 

c) However, Blaszczynski et at. raised in another context that pathological gambling 

may be under-reported in some cu ltures due to: 

a. a cullural reluctance to recognize the problem for the social stigma associated 

with mental illness, 

b. a fear of losing respect in public, 

c. a marked reliance on fam ily support, 

d. the disposition to use personal control, and 

e. a reluctance to approach mainstream health services due to language and 

cu ltural barriers (Blaszczynski, Huynh, Dumlao & Farrell, 1999). 

9 

CNCL - 101



These find ings coincide with the findings from some of the counselling cases that Richmond 

Addiction Services (RASS) and other community agencies have encountered in the Lower 

Main land over the past few years. Agencies report that it is difficult for some members of 

certain communities to recognize and accept that gambling can be a problem as devastating 

as drug addiction and that it is imperative for them to seek help from professionals as early as 

possible if they develop a problem associated with gambling. 

3.2 Stakeholders in Richmond 

In Richmond, there are several stakeholders who have an interest in or direct involvement 

with gambling. Each is involved di fferently with gambling and each has interests and 

expectations that, in some cases, are similar and in others are at odds with one another. The 

extent to which they influence or are influenced by the existence of gambling is directly 

related to their role in rcgulating, tax ing, operating gaming services and products, or dealing 

with some ofthe consequences involved in the gambling act ivity. Regardless of their stake in 

gambling in the City of Richmond, all playa role in shaping the outcomes for the City and its 

population as a resu lt of the existence of a casino. These stakeholders include: 

3.2.1 Gaming Policy and Enforcement Branch, Ministry Of Public Safety and 

Solicitor General 

"Gaming Policy and Enforcement Branch (GPEB) regulates all gaming in British 

Columbia, ensures the integrity of gaming industry companies, people and equipment, 

and investigates allegations of wrongdoing." 

The Gaming Policy and Enforcement Branch is responsible for the control and regulation 

of alllegaJized gaming in BC including the: 

a) Development and management of gaming policy, leg islation and standards; 

b) Regulation of all aspects of the gaming industry; 

c) Licensing charitable gaming events and horse racing; 

d) Overseeing horse racing events, detennining the outcome of each race and 

adj udicating any related matters; 

e) Registering gaming service providers and gaming workers, and approving and 

certifying gaming equipment and lottery schemes; 

f) Conducting aud its of charitable and commercial gaming activities to ensure 

compliance; 
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g) Ensuring a comprehensive approach to risk management for GPEB operations and the 

gaming industry at large; 

h) Investigating all alleged contraventions ofB.C.'s Gaming Control Act and working in 

cooperation with law enforcement, all alleged contraventions of relevant sections of 

Canada's Criminal Code; 

i) Managing the distribution of government's gaming proceeds, including grants to 

community organizations, local governments and the horse racing industry; 

j) Managing the Province's Responsible Gambling Strategy, including the Problem 

Gambling Program, in order to minimize harm and promote responsible gambling 

practices. 

Through GPEB 's Problem Gambling Program, the province currently funds 30 clinical 

contracts, 27 responsible gambling contracts (GameSense Advisors) and 17 prevention 

contracts. In 2010/11, the BC Problem Gambling program budget was $5.3 million. 

3.3.2 BC Ministry of Education 

The BC Ministry of Education is responsible for the general public education. 

3.3.3 British Columbia Lottery Corporation (BCLC) 

Following amendments to the Criminal Code of Canada in 1969 and enabling legislation, 

BCLC was incorporated in 1984 and operated under the Gaming Control Act (2002) of 

British Columbia. BCLC is mandated to conduct, manage, and operate lottery gaming 

including the marketing of nationwide and regional lottery games with other Canadian 

provinces; casino gaming, commercial bingo gaming and eGaming. BCLC operates a number 

of programs intended to minimize the occurrence of problem gambling, including its 

GameSense responsible gambling program. 

Additionally. BCLC fosters player awareness and knowledge of responsible gambling 

through the following: 

• GameScnse Info Centres operate in casinos al)d community gaming centres throughout 

the province. 

• Responsible play messages are included on all BCLC marketing materials. 

• BCLC provides free downloads of BetStopper, which blocks access to gambling 

websites. 

• Games are operated with a high degree of security and integrity. 

• Products display the Problem Gambling Help Line number (1-800-795-6111). 
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• Product information includes the odds of winning. 

• Laws concerning the legal age to participate in gambling in B.C. are strictly upheld and 

widely publicized through a 19+ program. 

• All initiatives are developed with consideration for responsible play practices. 

GameSellse III formation Celltres 

GameScnse Info Centres (GSIC), previously known as Responsible Gambling Information 

Centres, can be found at all casinos and community gaming centres across BC. The centres 

are located on or near the gaming floor of all casino and community gaming centre locations 

and offer a variety of resources and strategies intended to keep gambling fun. 

The centres operate as either staffed or self-serve interactive booths, providing information 

and education to players in an open, approachable environment, in order to foster healthy 

choices with regards to gamb li ng. Program deliverables include responsible gambling 

education; problem gambling education and referral; and, gaming staff training delivery. 

To assist patrons requiring resources, all GameSense brochures, in addit ion to brochures 

about the Voluntary Self-Exclus ion program, are availab le in six languages: Chinese, 

Punjabi, Tagalog, Korean, Vietnamese and French. GameSense Advisors are knowledgeable 

in assisting patrons with obtaining the resources available to help with translation. 

GameSellse AdvertiSing 

In addition to signage and information where British Columbians play BCLC games and 

infonnation on its webs ite, BCLC has paid advertising running throughout BC on television, 

in ethnic-reaching newspapers, in cinemas, in digital signage in pubs and bars, and online. 

These ads provide a variety of messages, including dispe lling gambling myths, encouraging 

and reminding people to gamble responsibly, directing them to where they can get more 

information, and also promotion of the Problem Gambling Help Line. 

Appropriate Relpom·e Training 

In 2004 the Strategy recommended a specialized prob lem gambling training program which 

has been instituted by BCLC Appropriate Response Training is a mandatory BCLC training 

program for all employees that work within a gaming facil ity in B.C. Training is comprised 

of two distinct levels based on the employee's job requirements and since 2004, has trained 

over 13,500 gaming workers. Training is provided to enhance the knowledge, awareness, 

attitudes and confidence of all onsite employees so they can respond meaningfully and 

without judgment to customers who experiencing problems with in a gaming facility. Since 

2004 over 13,500 service providers and BCLC site staff have received ART. 
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Volulltary Self Exclusioll 

BCLC offers a program to enab le individuals to voluntarily exclude from all gaming facilities 

with slot machines, from commercia l bingo halls, or from PlayNow.com for a period oftime -

6 months, I year, 2 years or 3 years. BCLC has indicated that 70% of those signing up are 

able to follow through with their commitment to self-exclude. 

3.3.4 Great Canadian Casino (GCe) In Richmond aka River Rock Casino 

The Great Canadian Gaming Corporat ion has entered into a service agreement to currently 

operate the only casino with slot machines in Richmond. 

3.3.5 City of Richmond 

The City of Richmond controls whether or not to allow casinos and slot machines, and where 

they may be located in the City by the municipal bylaw. Since 2004, there has been a fu ll 

service casino in Richmond when the provincia l government lifted the 300-slot limit per 

casino in June 2003. The City's Fu ll Service Gaming Pol icy allows fo r the same number of 

slot machines and tab les as permitted by Provincial Gaming Legislation and Government 

Policy. 

The City of Richmond receives revenue and property taxes from the Cas ino. It also bears 

certain costs (e.g., policing) in addressing any public nuisances, incidences of criminal 

activities and other problems related to problem gambling. 

3.3.6 Richmond Addiction Services (RASS) 

RASS, whose mission is "to prov ide expertise in preventing and treating addictions in our 

community", has prov ided alcohol and drug counse lling to Richmond residents since 1975 

and problem gambling prevention and counselling since 1977. RASS' objectives are to 

provide community-based services and programs for the treatment and prevention of 

addictions and to provide a fu ll range of assessment and counse ll ing serv ices to the 

community be ing impacted by substance use/misuse and problem gambling. 

RASS has been the only contracted agency in Richmond with the BC Problem Gambling 

Program to offer outpatient and outreach clinical services for people affected by gambling. 

RASS also serves youth (under 25 years ofage) and seniors (older than 55) for issues related 

to alcohol and other drugs in Richmond. 
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3.3.7 School District No. 38 (Richmond) 

Information and education is imperative for the prevention of addictions including gambling. 

According to best and promising practices in prevention, intervention is most relevant at key 

developmental transition points (grades 4, 7, 9, 11) when children are most vulnerable to 

experimentation and a potentially harmful involvement with alcohol, drugs, tobacco and 

gambling. (http://www.albertahealthservices.ca/2679.asp ) 

3.3.8 RCMP 

The Richmond RCMP is another key stakeholder. The primary interest ofthe RCMP is to 

contain or minimize the impact of gambling on law enforcement and the judicial and penal 

systems. The possible law enforcement problems related to the casino such as loan sharking 

and money laundering require additional attention from the police. 

3.3.9 Richmond Residents 

Richmond residents benefit from the River Rock casino and entertainment complex. Many 

access it's amenities, and a wide range of residents benefit from City services provided 

through casino revenue. As of2007-2008 data, the casino employs 1,004 people. 

While Richmond-specific data is unavailable, a percentage of patrons (the provincial average 

is 4.6%) will develop problem gambling behaviour, harming themselves and those close to 

them, resulting in both personal and community cost. 

4. RICHMOND RESOURCES AND SERVICES 

The efforts and resources currently directed at problem gambling prevention, the promotion 

of responsible gambling, and assisting those affected by problem gambling in Richmond are 

as follows: 

4.1 Gaming Policy and Enforcement Branch, Ministry Of Public Safety 
and Solicitor General: Be Problem Gambling Program 

As indicated with respect to stakeholder roles, GPES manages the Province's Responsible 

Gambling Strategy, including the Problem Gambling Program, in order to minimize hann and 

promote responsible gambling practices. Problem gambling prevention and counselling 

services are available through contracted service providers such as RASS. In Richmond, the 

Province has previously awarded two contracts to RASS, one for prevention and one for 

treatment (counselling). 
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The 24-Hour Problem Gambling Helpline is funded by the BC Problem Gambling Program. 

The Helpline is advertised on brochures, stickers, posters and other products. Helpline staff 

refer clients to a centralized intake worker or directly to service providers such as RASS. 

Recent calls to the Helpline are as follows: 

Year BC Richmond 
2008109 6,737 200 
2009110 5,926 134 
2010111 5,932 164 

4,2 BC Lottery Corporation 

GamcSense (Responsible Gambling) 

In 2006 - 2007, BCLC launched GameSense, as part of their commitment to educating the 

public and players about the responsible use of gambling products, as outlined in Stakeholder 

infonnation. Through GameSense, BCLC promotes awareness of responsible play behaviours 

and the risks associated with gambling by providing educational materials and access to 

information and resources. These resources and services are available province-wide; for 

Richmond-specific services, see River Rock Casino, below. 

4.3 Richmond Addiction Services (RASS) 

The BC Problem Gambling Program is a main partner in supporting Richmond Addiction 

Services ' Centre of Excellence in the Prevention of Gambling, Alcohol and Drug Misuse and 

Addiction. Through thi s Centre of Excellence RASS provides public education, prevention 

and counselling services to the community and people suffering from or affected by their own 

or others ' gambling problems. 

Through contracts with the BC Problem Gambling Program, RASS has been the only agency 

in Richmond to offer outpatient and outreach clinical services for people affected by 

gambling. Various other community agencies have contact with individuals and families 

dealing with gambling issues but they will generally refer these cases to RASS or to the 

Helpline. In recognition of the large Chinese population in Richmond, the BC Problem 

Gambling Program has previously partnered with RASS to employ a full-time bilingual 

outreach and outpatient counsellor, and partners with the Chinese immigrant services agency, 

SUCCESS (United Chinese Community Enrichment Services Society), to offer the Problem 

Gambling Program in the Chinese community (See SUCCESS, below). 
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Since January 2011 to December 15th 2011 the number of counselling referral s received by 

RASS for clinical services was 33. It is also important to note that there are private-practice 

clinicians working in Richmond who would also be working with gambling clients and these 

clients or resources are not included in this report. 

The BC Problem Gambling Program contracted Richmond Addiction Services to offer 

education and awareness programs within elementary and secondary schools and community 

colleges in Richmond. These programs can be offered independent of other prevention 

programming, such as substance use prevention, but in many occasions are partnered with 

substance misuse, internet and gaming overuse prevention programming. City and VCI-I 

funding has also supported these school and college-bascd prevention initiatives. 

RASS has had two staff devoted to problem gambling; one for prevention and one for 

counselling. These two staff members work closely with the three other RASS staff providing 

prevention services in Richmond, also funded by VCH and the City of Richmond. 

Statistics of all prevention and education programming conducted since the Richmond 

Problem Gambling Strategy was adopted in 2005 (except 2007 when data was not collected 

in a manner consistent with other years) are attached in Appendix VIII. 

4.4 River Rock Casino 

The BCLC authorizes casino operators to operate casinos. All staff are currently trained in the 

Appropriate Response Training (ART) to identify and approach patrons showing signs of 

problem gambling and offer appropriate assistance to patrons in distress due to gaming or 

other issues that they might be dealing with. Through the training, employees are aware of 

the resources available to patrons and where further assistance can be obtained. These 

programs are provided in collaboration with the Provincial Government (see Stakeholder 

roles, BCLC). 

A GameSense Information Centre, also described in Stakeholders roles, is located at the 

River Rock Casino, initiated in 2005 by a partnership with BCLC that included a one-time 

funding contribution 0[$25,000 from the City of Richmond. No counselling is provided on­

site, but referrals are made to the 24-hour Problem Gambling Helpline by GameSense 

Advisors who are there at peak hours (e.g., 5:00 p.m. -12:00 a.m.). In tum, the Helpline 

refers to RASS and other services as appropriate. 
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4.5 City of Richmond 

The C ity has played a leadersh ip role in addressing problem gambling issues through 

endorsing the 2005 - 20 1 0 Strategy and funding RASS to provide problem gambling 

prevention and education services to Richmond residents, beyond those provided through 

their provincial contract. The C ity wi ll be considering endorsement and funding of the 

proposed 20 12-20 17 Strategy to continue and enhance these serv ices. 

4.6 CIDMO 

CHIMO operates the Crisis Line in Richmond and received the following number of calls in 

which problem gambling was identified as the main source of distress. 

CHIMO cautions that these numbers only reflect those calls where the presenting problem is 

gambling. This does not include other calls where problem gambling may be identified as an 

issue, but not articulated as the key reason for the call. Geographical infonnation on callers 

has not been gathered thus far. If after midnight on any given day, BC2 ll would receive 

crisis line calls from the Richmond area, so are not represented above. 

The caller is prov ided with both the Provinc ial Problem Gambling Helpline and Richmond 

Addiction Services numbers. 

4.7 SUCCESS 

GPEB supports a partnership between SUCCESS and Richmond Addiction Services where 

office space is rented per month at the Caring Place. SUCCESS hosts the Ch inese Problem 

Gambling Website (see Appendix V for statistica l analysis). Orig inally, the setup of the 

website was funded in partnership with the City of Vancouver and SUCCESS. RASS and 

Family Services of Greater Vancouver partnered to prepare the copy and text, while the City 

of Richmond and BC Problem Gambl ing funding contributed to website development. 

Ongo ing website maintenance is funded by SUCCESS. 
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SUCCESS also operated the Chinese Helpline, which received 14 gambling related calls 

between June 20 I a and May 20 11. 

4.8 School District No. 38 (Richmond) 

The Richmond School District has been supportive in allowing RASS to have Prevention 

Specialists disseminate infonnation regarding gambling, alcohol, tobacco and other drug use 

throughout the school district in both elementary and secondary schools. The BC Problem 

Gambling Program, in partnership with RASS and supported by City funding, helped pilot 

the Amazing Chateau and KnowDice programs, developed at McGill University, to Gr. 5 & 6 

students in 2006. These programs have been fully implemented since 2007 and promoted to 

other school districts in 2008. Importantly, the school district has facilitated having the 

Amazing Chateau CD ROM uploaded onto school computers, allowing every elementary 

school in Richmond to participate. In 2010-lt nine schools were actively using this program. 

Another example of this support is the Peer 2 Peer (P2P) programs that occurred in nine of 11 

high schools in 2010-20 II. More specifically, the month long Peer 2 Peer was held at four 

schools, the P 2 P primer in three schools, during a day of prevention at one school and a 

classroom presentation at another. There was only one school that did not have prevention 

services in their school. All of these presentations included alcohol, drug and gambling 

prevention programming. There was also one Parent Advisory Committee presentation 

discussing gambling prevention. 

Hence, it is important to acknowledge the partnership between the Richmond School District 

and Richmond Addiction Services. For a comprehensive prevention approach, school-based 

gambling prevention curriculum and delivering effective prevention messages for addictions 

to kids and youth is of paramount importance. This is the reason why Richmond Addiction 

Services offers problem gambling as well as substance use and internet misuse concurrently 

throughout the school district. 

5. CHALLENGES 

5.1 Benefits and Acceptance of Gambling 

Governments at all levels (federal, provincial, and municipal) benefit in varying degrees from 

the revenues generated by the gaming industry, according to the Economic Impact of the 

Canadian Gaming Industry report prepared by the Canadian Gaming Association. In 2010-

2011, the CGA reports that Canadian Governments gross outputs amount to $31.1 billion and 
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in BC totalled $4.0 billion in gross output. 

5.1.1 Casino Gambling 

From 2004 to 20 I 0 the Great Canadian Casino or River Rock Cas ino in Richmond has 

increased its gaming revenue from $40.9 Million to now $86.2 Million, a more than doubling , 
of revenue (Great Canadian Casino Annual Report, 20 10). Despite these increases over the 

years, it has been noted, there has not been an increase in gaming revenue each and every 

year, for example in 2007 gaming revenue was $79.7 million and in 2009 it was $76.5 million 

(Great Canadian Casino personal communication). As previously indicated, the City receives 

a percentage of revenue that is used for community benefit. The current data on the number 

of patrons to the River Rock Casino in Richmond is now more than 4 million a year, and its 

presence in the community is generally well-accepted. 

It has been suggested that the proximity of the River Rock Casino has increased the number 

of seniors, women and young people (under 25) participating in casino gambling. It is 

important to note that identification is checked as individuals under the age of 19 arc not 

permitted in the Casino. However, it is impossible to tell if gambling activity, and problem 

gambling specifically, for these age groups mayor may not be increas ing as demographic 

infonnation is not available. This will be addressed in the recommendations section. 

5.1.2 Internet Gambling 

In October 2008, there were 2,002 internet gambling web sites owned by 520 different 

companies listed at www.online.casinocity.comandasofJuly4, 2011 , there were 2,48 1 

internet gambling web sites owned by 662 different companies. Revenues are difficult to 

detennine. However, Global Betting and Gaming Consultants (2008) estimate that worldwide 

gambling revenues were 600 million in 1998; 5.6 billion in 2003; and 16.6 billion in 2008. 

(Internet Gambling: Prevalence, Patterns, Problems and Policy Options, Robert T. Woods, 

Robert J. Williams, January 5, 2009). 

In 2007, 3% of the popu lation gambled on the internet in the past year. It was one of the two 

gambling activities that showed a directional increase from the last survey in 2002 i.e., 22% -

up 2 points from last survey (the other gambling act ivity was private game betting). BC rolled 

out its internet gambling in July 20 10 with 75 new games i.e. PlayNow.com. It was the first 

jurisdiction in North America to offer legal on line casino gaming. 
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Through PlayNow.com, BCLC provides an established, safe, secure and regulated alternative 

to grey market websitcs and the revenue generated stays in the province to benefit British 

Columbians. BCLC embedded gambling activity controls, tools and responsible gambling 

educational resources within PlayNow.com, such as: 

Strict age and residency contro ls with independent identity verification 

Player pre-set deposit limit with 24-hour delay for all increase requests. 

Session logs that show time and amount spent. 

Purchase history so players can track play and spending for 52 weeks. 

Responsible play and problem gambling help information on all pages. 

Username and password-protected accounts, secure payment methods and strict 

privacy controls. 

Players must use a verified cred it card to deposit money into their account. 

Concomitant with the growth of the Internet gambling sites, there is also growing concern for 

the issues that it brings, including how to: 

regulate the access of individuals to gambling web sites; 

prevent people suffering from [ntcrnet gambling addiction from playing, given the 

anonymous, convenient and addictive nature of Internet speed play and re-play; 

prevent youth, who show the highest problem gambling rates of all age groups, from 

gambling on line; 

control crime through Internet gambling such as money laundering. (Kelley, Robin, 

Todosichuk, Peter & Azmier, Jason J. (October 200 I). Gambling@ Home: Internet 

Gambling in Canada, Canada West Foundation.) 

5.1.3 Seniors Gambling 

Today in Canada the fastest growing sector of the population are individuals aged 65+, or 

seniors. British Columbia is considered to be the provincial retirement capita l of Canada. An 

estimated 677,770 seniors over 65 (BC Stats Projected population 2010), who represent 15% 

of the population, live in BC wh ile 24,946 seniors (about 12.7% of the Richmond population) 

live in Richmond (BC Stats Projected population 2010). Accord ing to the 2007 survey, about 

2.8% of sen iors over age 65 are classified as severe and moderate problem gamblers. 

Potentially, 2.8% of24,946 of seniors are problem gambling in Richmond, a total of698 

sen iors. 

The profile of BC's senior problem gambler is as fo llows: 

70% suffer from chronic pain; 

may gamble to create distance from a spouse or relative; 

20 

CNCL - 112



gamble to engage in a leisure activ ity with their spouse; 

gamble as a means of asserting independence and freedom from a past or current 

controlling relationship; 

has an average of7.7 free hours/day; 

has often immigrated to BC; 

often engages in sweepstakes by mail as a fo rm of gambling; 

- may relocate to BC during the winter months only. (Neufeld & Burke, 1999). 

It is a fact that the senior population is growing in BC and Richmond. A large number of 

seniors appear to have both the time and the disposable income to gamble. The reasons 

for seniors gambling include: 

to escape from boredom, despair, stress and depression caused by financial and soc ial 

problems; 

to rece ive pleasure and exc itement; and 

for social interaction, independence, empowemlent and financial gain. 

With more opportunities to gamble in Richmond with the introduction of slot machines, a 

favourite game of many seniors, it can be expected that more seniors will gamble and 

more may become addicted to gambling. Consequently, it can be expected that an 

increase in the number of seniors who become problem gamblers will occur. 

5.1.4 Children and Youth Gambling 

Retrospective studies have indicated that adult problem gamblers report that the onset of their 

pathological behaviours began between the ages of 10-19. All over the world, preva lence 

surveys of adolescent gambling have shown that their rates are two to four times higher than 

those of adults. The estimate of problem gambl ing for the 18-24 years age segment was 6.3% 

in 2007. However, ado lescents who seek treatment fo r the gambling problems are lower than 

the adults. A we ll-known psycho logist in the gambling treatment field, Mark Griffiths 

specu lated that the possible reasons for the under-representation include: 

spontaneous remission or maturing out of adolescent gambling problems; 

adolescents being constantly bailed out by parents; 

a lack of adolescent treatment programs; and 

the inappropriateness of treatment programs (Griffiths, 200\). 

Children and adolescents are informed via their schoo l system about the dangers inherent in 

smoking, alcohol and drug use. However, few are informed as to the addictive potential of 

gambling activities. 
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BCLC launched GameSense for Parents in 2011 to raise awareness among parents to educate 

their children about the risks associated with gambling. GameSense for Parents information is 

available at www.gamesense.ca. 

Additionally, BCLC offers parents in B.C. free content blocking software to help prevent 

children and youth from accessing online gambling websites. BetStopper software is 

customized to block access to minors on internet gambling sites, while providing adults with 

password protected access. The software includes a reporting function that allows parents to 

monitor the number of times users try to access blocked sites. BetStopper also provides 

instant alerts via email or phone when an unauthorized user attempts to access a blocked site. 

B.C. residents can download BetStopper on their home computers free of charge at: 

www.betstopper.ca. 

Youth are generally dependent on their parents for their financial resources. When these 

resources have been lost to gambling and youth are unable to justify them to their parents, as 

well as their need for additional resources, they tend to engage in criminal activity (e.g., theft, 

dealing in drugs, extortion) to get the money they need. tfthey do not engage in criminal 

activity and their friends will no longer loan them money, they can become indebted to 

money lenders and loan sharks. This sequence may lead to criminal activity that endangers 

them and their families. 

5.1.5 Policing 

A RCMP report of Casino-related incidents (Appendix III, Calls for Service Analysis) 

indicates a significant spike from 2004 to 2005, following opening of the River Rock Casino 

in June 2004. Numbers have remained relatively stable since that time. The RCMP indicated 

that these numbers are common to other areas in Richmond where large number gather (e.g., 

malls, YVR, Silver City). 

The Vancouver Sun (November 26, 2011) reported that while the River Rock Casino is the 

largest casino in the province, generating the highest revenue, it docs not top any criminal­

incident categories. However, it did have the second most gambling cheats (48), third most 

assaults (49) and sixth most drug incidents (21) of Lower Mainland casinos (2005 - 20 I 0). 
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5.1.6 Transportation 

As transit and traffi.c are impacted by the River Rock Casino, the Steering Committee agreed 

that information regarding transportation, patterns and utilization with respect to the Casino 

and surrounding neighbourhood is needed to determine if there are issues that need to be 

addressed. 

5.2 Perceptions and Knowledge of Gambling 

The population at large tends to be knowledgeable and well informed about the dangers 

associated with alcohol, drugs and smoking. However, when it comes to gambling, most 

youth and adults tend to have little knowledge about its addictive qualities and generally view 

it as a hannless fonn of entertainment. 

This perception and lack of knowledge are factors that contribute to the number of people in 

the community who become problem gamblers. 

In BC, the population gathers information about the harm associated with gambling through 

agencies like RASS, which have been funded by the provincial government to provide 

prevention and counselling services. 

BCLC has paid advertising running throughout BC on television, in ethnic-reaching 

newspapers, in cinemas, in digital signage in pubs and bars, and online. These ads provide a 

variety of messages, including dispelling gambling myths, encouraging and reminding people 

to gamble responsibly, directing them to where they can get more information, and also 

promotion of the Problem Gambling Help Line. 

Apart from the publicity for the 24-hour Problem Gambling I-lelp Line through brochures, 

stickers, posters and on all BCLC lottery products, there is no ongoing mass media publicity 

campaign by the provincial government on gambling hann minimization or the provision of 

help services other than through the helpline. It would be the opinion of the authors of this 

report that advertising local or community based programs would enhance or increase the 

number of referrals due to the proximity and relationships already established in the 

community. For example, statistics provided by SUCCESS for the Chinese Problem 

Gambling website saw increased website hits and internet traffic directly after the launching 

of the website, thereby demonstrating the power of advertising and promotion of resources to 

the community (see Appendix IV). Though there is a large advertising campaign for 

gambl ing funded by BCLC, such as at The River Rock Cas ino or Sports Action, there is 
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currently no mass publicity campaign funded through the BC Problem Gambling Program. 

However, awareness strategies have been implemented, such as big-screen use during the 

PNE and digital advertising promoting the Helpline and counse lling services in Be. 

Similar to addiction to alcohol and drugs, problem gambling can be a hidden addiction. 

Although it can have the same dcvastating effects as the other addictions, it is not as visually 

obvious. Buying lottery tickets, going to bingo, the horse races, betting on sports, and going 

to a casino are generally seen as entertainment. As gambling does not have the same stigma 

as excessive drinking or taking drugs, it is generally not seen as an addiction problem. 

5.3 Diversity 

In the City of Richmond, having problem gamblers access treatment services is further 

complicated due to cu ltural differences within the community. Among Richmond's 

multicultural population, people experiencing problems with gambling may be less likely to 

seek assistance due in part to shame and loss of face, guilt, lack of knowledge about 

counselling, lack of infonnat ion and lack of trust in confidentiality. Furthennore, cu ltural 

differences can contribute to gambling being regarded as a hidden addiction. For example, in 

some cultures, playing games for small amounts of money among friends and family is not 

considered "real gambling" or an activity that could cause harm. Also, within some cultures, 

there is reluctance to recognize the problem and seek help because of the social stigma 

associated with mental illness, a fear oflosing respect in public, and a marked reliance on 

family support (Wong. S .• 200 I; Wong. J. & Everts. H .• 2001; McMillan. J. et ai., 2004). 

6. PROGRESS SINCE 2005 

To make comparisons from 2004 to the end of20 11 is difficult as the structure of Richmond 

Addiction Services has changed. There have also been staff changes in RASS and the BC 

Gambling Program, as well as contract changes. The greatest change overall has been an 

increase in prevention, education and awareness momentum from 2004 and a continued 

increase in breadth of service delivery to Elementary Schools, Secondary Schools and the 

greater community, including community agencies and groups. It has on ly been the decrease 

in clinical counselling referrals in the last two years that has been significant, as previously 

noted. 

To demonstrate this work, the most consistent group of historical reports regarding problem 

gambling prevention activities from 2004 - 2011 is attached (see Appendix VIII). 
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The number of problem gamblers in BC remains unchanged at an est imated at 4.6%. 

However, demand fo r clinical services that RASS has witnessed in the last two years (see 

Appendix IV) has decreased noticeably, as already commented. 

The greatest degree of changes regarding serv ices have been those offered by BCLC and 

Great Canadian Casino, consistent Responsible Gambling and Gaming pol icies, including the 

GameSense Advisors and Appropriate Response Train ing, as we ll as increase in language­

specific help on print and other marketing materials, as outlined in " Resources and Services", 

above. 

BCLC's general market tracking study measures a varicty of consumer responses to BCLC 

products, initiatives, including play behaviour, awareness, and other key matrics. Awareness 

of BCLC's responsible gambling initiatives overall have increased from 70% of past year 

player in 2010 to 79% in 2011. Awareness of Problem Gambling Helpline has increased from 

57% of past year players in 20 I 0 to 62% in 20 II . Another positive trend noted is the 

reduction of gambling activity among youth province-wide, with lower than average rates 

noted in Richmond. 

While progress has been made, the Prob lem Gambling Steering Committee has identified the 

following areas where Problem Gambling Prevention and Treatment could be strengthened. 

RASS is proposing to address these gaps, in partnership with stakeholders, as part of the 2012 

- 20 17 Richmond Problem Gambling Prevention Strategy. RASS would continue to offer 

current prevention initiatives. For a proposed recommendation plan, please see Appendix VI. 

7. RECOMMENDATIONS 

7.1 Prevalence and Demographic Study 

The Steering Committee proposed that a gap in understanding of the prevalence and 

demographics ofgambling in Richmond is a major concern. It is recommended that a city­

wide study occur to determine number and characteristics of Richmond gamblers, as well as 

the incidence of gambling and problem gambling in Richmond. Thi s will help the City and 

the serv ice providers meet the current demand in the region for prevention and treatment 

serv ices. The authors propose that this study be funded in partnership with local and 

provincial partners. Examples of such partners include the City of Richmond, SUCCESS, 

Family Services of Greater Vancouver, CHIMO, BCLC, RCMP and the Great Canadian 

Casino. Partial funding of this study was included in the RASS City Grant request for 20 12, 

and similar amounts would be requested from partnering agencies . 
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7.2 Culturally Relevant Awareness Campaign 

The Steering Committee proposed that more culturally relevant advertising and promotion 

and awareness campaigns be created as more awareness leads to morc ca ll s for prevention 

and treatment services. A local campaign could be piloted to demonstrate the importance of 

awareness-raising efforts in increasing referral rates. The Steering Committee would 

approach all levels of government for funding such initiatives. 

7.3 Youth Counselling 

As provincially-funded counselling is currently limited to those 19 years and older, the 

Steering Committee proposes that the Province reduce the stated age limit for treatment 

services for problem gamblers to 16 years of age, given the high incidence of gambling 

activities in this age group. 

7.4 GameSense Advisor Language Capacity 

Though information such as brochures are written in six different languages, the language 

capacity for BCLC's GameSense Information Centres and GameSense Advisors needs to 

increase to include Mandarin and Cantonese. The current GameSense Advisot at River Rock 

speaks English, Punjabi and Hindi. Other casino staff are sought to interpret as necessary. 

7.S Multi-Stakeholder Problem Gambling Task Force 

A proposal from 2005-20 I 0 that continues to be important is to develop a Multi-Stakeholder 

Problem Gambling Group or Task Force. While a specific partnership was formed in 2005 to 

adapt and pilot the KnowDice and Amazing Chateau programs in Richmond Schools, a 

broader task force is again proposed so that this group can develop strategies and solutions to 

current issues arising in the community and continue to network to create collaboration and 

partnerships. 

7.6 Safety and Transportation Impact Monitoring 

As an attraction such as the casino impacts policing, transit and traffic needs, the steering 

committee recommended monitoring the need for enhanced safety and transportation 

infrastructure both at the facility and in the vicinity. 
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8. FlNAL REMARKS 

The aim of this report is to provide a full and accurate update to the City of Richmond 

concerning the impact and the work that has occurred in Richmond since the initial Strategy 

was funded. The authors have endeavoured to bring a steering committee together to discuss 

the impacts on the agencies and their work, as well as the community in general. Finally, the 

steering committee discussed how we can continue to work together in a more 

comprehensive manner to ensure that the consequences of the gambling do not outweigh the 

benefits. This report also attempts to straddle the varying and at times competing interests in 

the community regarding these benefits and consequences. 

The Gambling Prevention and Education Plan (Appendix VI) and budget (Appendix VII) are 

draft proposals to address what many of the partners on the steering committee are working 

toward and would like to see improved. The authors suggest that monies cou ld come together 

from the partnership, rather than suggesting that one agency or govemment body be 

responsible for the financial plan. The authors of this report also see this paper as an excellent 

opportunity to re-energize the stakeholders to support the community with prevention and 

education, and to help those struggling with the impact of gambling addiction. 

It would be the authors' intention that RASS continue to take a leadership role in 

coordinating the Steering Committee and continue to report on the progress of proposed 

initiatives. RASS sees this as a part of our role in leading the Centre of Excellence in the 

prevention of alcohol, drug, gambling and other addictive behaviours in Richmond. 
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Appel/dix I 
Canadian Gambling Digest 2009-2010 

1. Sec Table li on page 10 fo r Net Gaming Revenue to Government 

2. See Table 12 on page 12 fo r Net Gaming Revenue to Charitable Organizations 

3. See Table 13 on page 13 fo r Distributions to Charity, Problem Gambl ing and 

Responsible Gaming 
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The Partnership 

In 2004, a group of non-profit organizations. gaming providers, and gaming regulators came together to form the Canadian Partnership for 

Responsible Gambling (CPRG). The first priority of the Partnership was the assembly of reliable and accurate gambling-related information 

across the country. The result was the Canadian Gambling Digest, an annual report of statistics related to gambling in each of the ten 

Canadian provinces. This edition of the Digest is the eighth report released to date. 

The Report 

The Digest is arranged by subject matter, starting with general industry data (venues, games, charitable gaming licences), followed by 

revenues, revenue distributions, gambling participation, problem gambling prevalence, problem gambling assistance. and on-site 

support centres at gaming venues. Data in each section is presented in tables and figures. Accompanying text describes the data 

and highlights some of its more salient features. While considerable effort was made to ensure that the data in a given table or figure is 

comparable across provinces, this was not always possible due to differences in record keeping and other factors. Unless stated 

otherwise, a ll data pertain to fiscal 2009-10 (Apri l 1. 2009 to March 31. 2010). Revenues have been rounded off to the nearest thousand. 

Data Sources 

Information in the Digest is obtained from annual reports, other publicly available documents. web sites. previous Digests and their 

addendums, and extensive direct contact with gaming providers, regulators, and other individuals from various organizations and 

government departments. Data that were inaccessible at the time of publication or could not be determined are denoted throughout 

the report as Munavailab le.~ Further detail about the data presented may be found in the documents listed in the References section. 

InrrodlJcriotl 
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Table 1 shows the numbe r of gaming venues ava ilable across Canada in 2009-10. As can be seen, all provinces had venues with 

electronic gaming machines (EGMs), as well a s horse racin g venues and lottery ticket outlets. Only some provinces, however, had bingo 

facilities, casinos, electronic keno venues, player-banked poker rooms or areas, and sports b e tting rooms or are as. Across the country 

overall, the re were approximately 36,176 gaming venues in total. This is 4 36 less than the 36,612 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010; 

201 1). Quebec and Ontario had the h ighest numbe r of venues (10,720 and 10,327); Prince Edward Island had the lowest (226). 

Table 1. Venues ........ ....... .. 
IPopulation 18+ 3,680,749 2,899,754 804,013 950,'-22 10,491,416 j ')80.'" It 610,834 I 768,197 113,412 416,660 

Bingo Facilities 

I Total Bingo Facilities " 32 14 I , 74 .. i 0 i 0 0 0 

Casinos 

First Nation (On Reserve) 5 • , 0 0 0 0 

~ Noo-fir!l Nation " " 
, , 8 • 0 , , 

Total Casinos " " • 8 II • ~ 10 I • Ii 0 I' , 
ElectronIC Gaming MachIne (EGM) Venues 

Bars, loonges, et<. witll VlTs 0 1,032' ... , 517' 0 1-938' m ,,,. .. 
~ 

Bingo Facilities with 5101$ " 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Casinos with Slots '" " 8 • 10 • 0 , 
Ra<:etracks with Slot.! or Vl Ts 0 , 0 " • 0' 0 • 
Total EGM Venues 32 1,1)59 ~ ... , !i S22 " I 1,942 Ii m I ~ '96 " .. , 

ElectronIC Keno Venues 

I Total EleafOnl, Keno Venues 3,914 80 0 II ... 0 , I 0 I • 0 0 

Horse Racing Venues 

Major Racetracks , , , 
" 

, , , 

~ Minor Racetracks , , , , • 0 0 

Te1etlleatres 2S .. , , 70 0 • 0 

Total Horse Racing Venues 30 SO ~ , i. " I " L , I • " 
, , 

lottery TICket Outkots 

I TotalLotteryTlCketOl.ltlets ...... ' .... 800 II sn ! 10,152 8,731 .. 1,131 '" 1,1)73 

Player-banked Poker Rooms or Areas 

Days Used per Month 30 30 - 30 30 30 0 " 23 =a Total Poke.' Roomsor Areas , 
" - j, , 10 i • IL o n , , 

Total Venues 200910 . , 
h 

Total venue. 2009-10: 36,176. Totil """ves 2003-09: 36,612. Overall c1la<lge: -1.2 'If>. Note: Some venues In Table 1 are wntained within ott>er gaming venues and are therefore not added 
to the total. Bingg facilities are venues des;g..ated for bingo ful~time (e.g. bingo association llalls). Ca1i.nm are permanent,aocllnclvr:le those termed 'Aborig inal: 'ch;"lty,"commercia~' 
'commllOity: 'destloat>on': 'exhibition,' 'Fim Nation', and 'g<>vemmem-run: EIKlronic keno yenues are facilities where rapid (electronic) keno can be played. Piaye<s select sever,,1 numbers 
between 1 and BO that are matched against r;rndomly..generated winning numbers. ""am OCCur it regula r, short inte",als (e.g. every fo~r to ten minutes). No provinces have stand-alone 
electronic keno venues. They are therefore not ..dded to TOlol VMU~J in orde. to avoid double cOOlltlog. Horse raciD!! venues are faclliti-es Issued at ~st one pe rm~ b)I the Canadian Pari­
Mutuel Agency (CPMA} to cooo"" pa~-mutuel betlfng In fiscal 2009--10. Figures do not Include faclilties Issued permil. that did not uttlmal<>ly conducl any pari-mutuel activity dunng the 

period ""'ttlle pe<mlB were valid for. Major RacerrockJ are those thai Ileld 15 Or more live days 01 "King In 2009-10; Mill()( Ra«frocknre t!>ose that held fewer than IS. Teler~f~nre 
buildings where 1>0<"" races are televised and off-track bel> ire placed. Player_banked poker is poker played agalost other patTons 'ather than the house. Rooms or Are"J are those in a 
gaming venue whefe player-banked poker took place at leasl once per monlh. The rooms 0< areas could have been used for poIIer only, 0< for poke. ao-d other purposes at different times 
(e.g. meetings, other gaming activities). Day. U.td ptr M"nlh may be estimales only. Sports betting Is gambllrog on professional or wlle-ge sports In .pecifK, de';gnated room. or are", of a 
gaming venve. It does not indude the purcha"" 01 spons lonelY Ilckets (e.g. Pro .. Une) allonery ticket outlets, nor does It ioclvr:le betting on hO<se races at racetracks or teletheatres. Playe<S 
bet on the winOl'r, pointspread, toul score, 0< othe. statistic occurring in mulripk spoiling event.! ratller tI1an a sirogie event (which is prolllblted b)I Canadian law). Rooms or AIeD. are those 
in a gamirog venue where sports belting took place at least once per month. The rooms or areas wulci have been used for sports betdng only, or for sports betting and ott>er p"rpo$eS at 
different times (e.g. meetings, other gamingactiviti-es). Doys UwJ ptf Month may be es~mates only. 

Indudes 71 Video Gaming Entertainment Rooms (VGERs). 
Indude, 34 sites on Firsl Nations ,e""rves. The sites were age-restricted o~t oot necessarily liqUOf~kensed. 
Indvr:les 2 gaming halls (which used 10 be VlTs-al-racetra<:k fa<:il ities) ao-d 85 estab!ishment.! awaiting Installation. 

c ,d,,,n Gambling Of <' 200 10 Venues 
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Jotnotes from p'tviou' page continu d 

Indudes 40 VLT ";te. on Firn Nations re",,,,,,s, whkh were not counted in previous Digt''''. 

Indudes F,,,ser Down. R"cer,,,ck & Co.i"" and fMstin'1I Racer:oo"e Cmino, both of which are <a.ino. co-lexated at a racetrack. 

There .re no longer any VLT.-aI-l'Metrack fadli ties in Qu~bec:. Two of the racetrMks that used to have VLTs a ... now gaming hall., and induded in &"', Loon~ t IC. with VLTs. 

While the'e were two 'Metracks with Vl..Ts in New Brunswick In 2009-10, they are consid",ed to be pan of the Bars. LOOngtI, erc. with vas network. 

The two r.,etra'ks with slot machine. a.e considered to be ca,inOI lexated at a racetrMk (boIh the ca.ino, ami the rMenacks are operated by Atlantk lonelY). As such. they 
are induded In Cosi""I with Slot<. 

f le(.tronic Keno was discontinued In Nova Sc:otia in September, 2009. Until that ti""', the.e we.e 131 venueS that offered the game. 
r. for mmpa~son purposes, this ~gu,e has been restated from the original 2008-09 Digest to Include the 40 VLT sites On First Nations re ... rve •. 

Table 2 presents the availability of games across the country in 2009-10. As shown, only some provinces had electronic bingo units, 

gaming tables, or Internet gaming. All provinces, on the other hand, had EGMs-although the particular type they had and where the 

machines were located varied somewhat by jurisdiction. Across Canada overall, there were 104,745 games in total. This is 3,119 more 

than the 101,626 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010; 2011). Ontario and Alberta had the highest number of games {24,81 7 and 20,662); 

Tota l game. 2009-10: 104,7~5. Total ga""'s 2008-09: 101,626. OWrali change: 3.1~. Note; Gaming table$ a,e getle<ally those at permanent facilities only. Eltcrroni<: gaming tab~s a,e fully­
automated.. with several player stations that allow patrons to playa variety of games electronically (e.g . blackjack. poker, roulette). Typlc.IIy,. horizontal plasma screen dis~.ys the table top 
and g.~ activity. while an upright plasma screen displays a video deale... 

Il These .'e both bingo termin.l. ami slot rnMhines, M .uch, they are al'" induded in Slots ar Casinos under EGM •. They are oot counted twke, however, in Total Games. 

11 Indudes the 461 slot machin~ at F,a_ Down< Rm:~t,,,ck &- C"sina, and the 596 .Iot m.chi ...... at Hanings RQCe<ou~ Casi"". 

" Does no! Indude the ~2 .Iot machines at summer fair u,inos or other temporary exhibltioflS. 

" Indudes 71 VLT. at Video Gaming fntenainment Rooms (VGfRs) . 

.. Includes 1,173 VLTs on Fi.st N.tlons reserves. The .ites were age-restricted but not ne<:e .... rily liquor-liceflSed , 

.. Indudes 410 VLT. at gaming h.lls, but does nOl lndude their electronic poI<er or roulette units (totalling 125 gaming po,itioflS). 

" Indudes S8S VLT. on first N.tions .eserves, which were oot counted in previous Digt'IIS. I. f or comparison purpose,. this figure has been reslated from the or;ginal 2008-09 Di9f!S1 to indude the S8S VLTs on First Nation. reS<'fVe •. 

G, 0/; r9 Dig", 100, GQm~$ 
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Bingo 

IngeniCI 

lottel)' Tw;ket<; 

Online Instant/5cratch Tickets 

Table 3. Type of Internet Gaming Available 

, , , , , 
Note' Iogmig was only ilvililable In the Atlilntk Provinces until September, 1009. 

Table 4. Number of Lottery Ticket Terminals Available 

, , , , 
, , , , 

Totel lerminal ., 31,576. NOle: ~ lonery licketl"""inal, alk>w players to p<Jrmale lon e<)" tickel:S them >elvti, OOt mefely check the tidelS 10 see if they have woo. 

.. 
~ 
.. 

The number of venues and games available per 100,000 people 18+ across Canada in 2009-10 is shown in Table 5. As can be seen, 

EGM venues and EGMs, as well as lottery ticket outlets and terminals, generally had the highest per capita numbers. 

Table 5. Venues and Games per 100,000 People 18+ ......... ...... .. 
Venues 

Bingo Facilities " 1.1 1.7 0.2 0.7 0.7 O. O. 0.0 0.0 

Casinos 05 " I. OA 0.1 0.1 O. OJ .. 0.0 

EGMVenves 0.' 36.5 SO.7 54.9 03 30.4 51.2 51.5 37.0 112.1 

Eiearonic Keno Venues 106.3 ,. 0.0 92.6 0.0 0.0 '" '" 0.0 0.0 

Horse Racing Venues " 1.7 0.' .. 0.' 0.0 0.7 0.' .. " lottery Ticket Outlets 109.9 85.0 99., 91.7 ".8 136.8 148.6 147.2 1605 257.5 

Poker Rooms ()( Areas 0.2 " - 03 0.1 0.1 0.0 OJ .. '" 5porn Betting Rooms or Areas '" 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 O. 0.0 '" 0. O. 
Games 

Electronic Bingo Units 134.6 45.4 0.0 "A 5.2 O. O. 0. O. 0. 

"'" 30'5 6SO.3 851.9 !J42.0 225.7 280.1 323.3 "'.8 455.0 494.2 

Gaming Tables 13.2 16.9 11.9 11.6 5.7 ,., 1.0 5.' 7.1 0. 

lonery TICket Terminals 167.1 85.0 99., 92.6 97.3 136.8 149.1 152.4 160.5 2SS.S 

Ave.ag. bingo facilitie., 05. Ave •• ge c.-ino., O.S. Ave.age EGM venueS, 45.6. Aver' ge electron;': keno v'nueS: 102. Averilge horse ,l(in9 venues: 1.0. Ave"ge lottery ticket 
outlets, 133.4. Averege poke •• ooms or e ..... , 0.4. Aver.ge sporto betting rooms o • • • us: 0.0. Average elect.onlc bingo units: 25.4. Average EGMs: SO I.9. Ave"ge g.mlng tables' 
7.7. Av .... ge lotter~ ticket terminl l., 139.9. Note: Some ven ..... in Table 5 ire contained within other gaming venues. The a~ a! which it is legal to gamb~ often varies ac'oss provinces 
and 9ilming a<liyjt~ •. For example, 10 gamble a! asillO' in Alberta, Manitoba, and Qu~ one must be 18. In all other provir>ees. one must be 19. 

C II(ld, n Gllmb/jng DigeJf 2009·10 Venues Qnd GQmeS per 100,000 18. 

CNCL - 126



Table 6 presents the number of charitable gaming licences that were issued across Canada in 2009-10. As can be seen, the greatest 
number of licences was generally issued for bingo and raffies. Across the country overall, approximately 40,364 licences were issued in 

total. This is 582 less than the 40,946 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010). 

Table 6. Charitable Gaming Licences .. 
,1 

Tot~1 Ucences2009 10 

.1 

Tol. ' licen<es 2009-10: 40.364. TOI~llIcences 2008-09: 40.946. Ove'all change: -1 A'Ko. Not., Cbaritable gaming lireore< are IkencP': i<sued to charil<lble and ""igiou< organizations to 
conduct g~ming events. One licence Is typlc~lfy valid for many Indivld ..... 1 events. and m~y. In some ca5es, be valid for up 10 thr .... years and/or for more than one type of gaming activity. 
Figures may be estimate< onfy and may exclude Ikences Issued by First Nations and local munkipalitles. They may allOe_dude licences issued {oorganizalionslhat we,e not 'equi,ed 
10 submit ~nanclal reports for their gaming ope,atiom. due 10 the 5mall value of prize, awarded and/or the revenue, ral.ed. Luioa IIrences may be for 'iOCial ocG"ion o<in", (British 
Columma), !;Ible games at ongoing charitable usinos (Ali:lertal. or Monte Carla nights (Saskatchewan. Man~oba. New Bmn,wkk, Prince Edwa,d Island. Newfoundland and lab,ado. ). 
Some province, other Ihan Ihose Indicated in the table may permit Il!lIw: 10 be played al certain cha.itable gaming eVllnt>, bulthey do not ImH! Hcence, for poke, sped~c .. lly.liII.il 
licences 2009-10 may nOt equal its subtotals due to overlap betw .... n cat"9ories. Bingo Ikences. for e_ample. sometimes include Ikence< for combined bingo/b.eax open event .. whkh 
a.e allO induded In licence, /or B.eakOpen/PuI/-tlckel5. 

,. locludes curfent ~SClJI year data for bingo events COf!durlM 3t licen<ed bingo fadlfties, and prior year data fo< bIngo event> conducted at community bingo fadli ties. Doe, not 
include community bingos with gross salu uncle, $2.500. 

,. Include< 68S licence, for combined blngoibreak open events. 

>1 Includes 200 licence< for combined bingoibreak open events. 

» Data uased Of! cunent ~5Ca l year data for pull·tkxet< sold at IIc~n'M bi"'}o foci!llle5, and prior yea, data for pull-tkxet> sold at all othe< location •. 

>J Ucence, fo, comhined bingo/b.eak open evems only. 

to Indudes 200 licence< /0. combined bingoJbre .. ~ open events. 

.. Ucences for Monte (a.k> night> IKlly, not /or ongoing cha.ity (i";nos. 

H licence, for Monte (a.lo nights. Games we.e played for prizes only. not for ush . 

., While poxer wa, permt!!..! for twO liceoces Issued uncle< F"IIS "ltd f"blblfioll .. licence, were not Issued for poke, 'pecifically. 

II Oat. blI ... d 00 cunenl ~5C.1 year clat. fOi ,affl~s with gross oales uMe. $10.000. and pfior year data /0 •• affle, with g.o .... Ies over $10,000. 

H Doe. not include liceoce< i<sued by Indigenous Gaming Regulators (IGR) fof On-.eserye charitable gaming activity. 

•• In addilion to the<e !kences, 691lkences Were Issued to organi .... tions that. due to rcporti",} th.eshold .. were no! required to subm~ financl.1 reporu 01" licen,'ng fees 
(117 for bln\lO. 2 for medl. bingo, 34 for bfe.k opl'n, 531 for raffles. "nd 9 /0. other oc,Mlles). 

.. All Ontario figures .efle<:t licences Issued by the Akohol.nd Gaming Comml .. lon of Onmlo (AGeO) Of!1y. They do not Include licences Issued by municipalities or First Nation<. 

n Figu.e does not equal il< subtotal. because 685 licences for combined bi"'}Cllbreak open events a.e Included in both Bingo Ikence, and Break ~n I Pul/-rleket Ikence, and 
a,e ,he,efo.e not counled twke. 

.. Figu.e doe. nol equal its <ub-tota" because 200 Ikencts fo, combln-rd bingolbreak open events are iocluded In both Bingo Ikence, and 8"",k O~n I Pull·rieker licences and 
.re therefo.e not counted twke. 
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The next set of tables and figures presents government-operated, horse race, and charity-operated gaming revenues across canada in 2009-10. 

Government-operated gaming is conducted and managed by provincial governments, typically by Crown corporations; revenue generally goes 

to the provinces. Horse race and charity-operated gaming are conducted and managed by private, charitable, or religious organizations under 

provincial and federal regulations; revenue generally goes to the horse racing industry and charitable or religious organizations, respectively. 

As can be seen in Table 7, EGMs generated the most revenue of all forms of govemment-operated gaming except in British Columbia, where 

casinos generated the most (revenue measured as wagers less prize payouts, before operating expenses deducted). Across the country 

overall, total revenue generated from govemment-operated gaming was approximately $13,645,249,000. This is $316,037,000 less than the 

$13,961,286,000 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010). Revenues were highest in Ontario and Quebec ($4,733,785,000 and $2,761,257,000), while 

they were lowest in Prince Edward Island ($42,758,000). 

Table 7. Total Government-operated Gaming Revenue 
(Revenue after prizes paid, before ~xpenses deducted) ........ ...... .. 

I Population 18t 3,680,149 2,899,1S4 804.013 
, 

950,422 10,491,416 ..... '" 610,834 768,197 113,412 416,660 

Bingo 

I T01al 8ingo Revenue 185,529,000" IO,907,(lOO" .. 3,369,000 • 13,944,000" "" 0 0 0 0 

Casinos 

! T01alCasino Revenue 1,321,625j)OO 1,115,245,{OO" 366,411,000 247,300,000 11,749,457,(00'" 1829,810.000 1 0 ~ 78,466,000 11,642,000 0 

E1ectronk Gaming Machines lfGMs) 

Slots at Bingo Facilities 143,9S9,OOO 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Slots at Casinos 9S4,S99,OOO 1,115,245,000 345,418,000 220,827,000 1.300,267.000 611 ,393,000 0 67,816,000 10,817.000 0 

Slots at Racetracks 0 48,321.000 0 0 1,684,755,000 0 0 0 0 0 

VLTsat BaIS, Lounges, etc. 0 601,938,000 225,835,000 329,499,000" 0 1.{l43.332,OO'J'" 143,517.000 145,078.000" 17,7781)00 121,558,000 

VLTsat Racetracks 0 0 0 8,176,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Total EGM Revenue 1,()!18,55B,OOO \,765,504,000 571,313,000 5S8,S02,OOO 2,985,022,000 11,6~nsP,09 143517 212,894,OOO j 28,595.000 121,55s.ooo 

, . 

Totll ",venue 2009-10: $13,645,.249,000. Total revenue 2008-09: $13.961,286.000. OVerall chan.ge: ·2.3%. Note : Revenue measured <IS wagers less p(ize payouts. before operating e~pen!eS 
deducted. f ig ures rounded off to the 1lI!iI, ... 1 thousand. Total rwmue 2009·10 may not equal lis subtotals due te> e>verlap between categories. for eoample, re>rw Coslno R~nw indud ... 
revenue from cuioo slot machine .. which i, al'" induded In Slots OICos/nos uooer fleclrortic Goming Moa.ifll!:s (fGMs). In the loteu')et gamiOQ category, LOllety ruefS Include traditional lot· 
tel)' tkktts (e.g. lOrro 649. LOTTO Max), as _II as keno. poker, Sc.atcMnslant Win. break open, and/or sports Iottety tickets. OtMr lnciudes bingo, lngeoio, aodlor Pick'n (lick. 

.. Include. revenue from paper bingo, electronic bingo, and .\ot machines al bingo fadlitie •. 

.. Alberta has adopte<:l a charitable g.ming model for Its bingo and ca,ioo operation • . It, ~IKII'Onic bingo and ca,ioo ,lot mQChin~' are canducte<l and managed by the Alberta 
Gaming and Uquor Commission lAGlQ, while its p<Jper bingo an<! cuioo loble 9am~' are canduc:te<:l an<! managed by charitable and religious organizatiom through a licence 
granted by the AGlC. As ",(h, only revenue from elea .. ",ic bingo and .::a,ioo 'lot machine. i, included In Table 7 grn:luding ,evffiue Imm ,lot machine, at ,ummer lai' 
casinos and other temporaty exhibition.). Revenue from p;ape' bingo an<! ca,ioo table game, i, Included In Table 10. 

U There were no bingo reven ..... reported for Saskatchewan in 2009-10 """" though there were biogo facil~ie, {Table n because all bingo reven ..... went ro charily. not 10 goovemmenl 

., Revenue from bingo COnducled and managed by Omario Lonety an<! Gaming (OlG) only. There are many bingo hall. in Omario that have nothing te> do with OLG, and 
operate under. different part of the Criminal Code. Reveflue, fo< the.e other veflUe, i, unavailable. 

.. Doe. not Indude table g3me ,evenue from Grm, Blu~ Ikron Chority Ca,;"", an Abo,iginal (a,ino owned by the Mi"i"auga. of Scugog 1,lan<! fif51 Nalion. It, table 9ames are 
(ondueted and managed by a non"1"otit charitable association, not the Crown corpot"atlon thi( conducts and manages lIS slol facility. 

n Indudes .evenue f.om firs! Nation. VlTs . 

•• In.cludes VlT 'evenue from gaming halls, as well a, the ,evenue from electron ic po~e, and roulene units in the hall,. 

.. Does no! Indude revenue from first Nation, VlT •. 
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Table 8 shows the percentage of total govemment-operated gaming revenue that was derived from the major gaming s&tors presented 

in Table 7. As can be seen, EGMs accounted for the greatest proportion of revenue in all provinces except British Columbia, where 

casinos accounted fo r the greatest proportion. 

Bingo 

(asino$ 

""" Intemet Gaming 

""",r_ 

Table 8. Percentage of Total Government-operated Gaming Revenue 
Derived from Major Gaming Sectors 

(Revenue after prizes paid, before expenses deducted) 

,. 05" 00 OS 03 
, ,. ~ ,. 00 ... , 53.5" , ... 36.1 37.0 .. , ,. 2~.4 

56- "" ". .,. 63.1 59.9 67.1 69.0 

0$ ,. 0.0 O' 0.0 .. 0$ 0.' 

m , .. 12.1 ". 27.2 .. - m 272 

.. 
,. M 

27.2 O' ... , ".J 
0$ 0.7 

30.9 39.4 

Aver. ge bingo: 1,1'10. Averag, caf lnOJ: 33.2%, An rage EGM.!: 69,4'10. Av"ag. Inl"net gaming: 0,4%. Avera ge lottery tkbu: 252%. NOIe: Revenue me~5~red ~5 WII9ef5 les~ prize 
payouts. before operMing expenses dedllCted , Percenlage~ do not add ~p to 100 be<:a ~se of overlap between se<:IOr~. 

The amount of government-operated gaming revenue that was generated per person 18 years and over in 2009-10 is shown in Figure 

1. As can be seen, the amount ranged from a low of $350 in New Brunswick to a high of $838 in Saskatchewan. Across the country 

overall, the average was 5530. This is $17 less than the 5547 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010). 

Figure 1. Total Government-operated Gaming Revenue per Person 18+ 
(Revenue after prizes paid. before expenses deducted) 
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Avltlage 2009-1 0: 5530, A~ 2006--09: SS47. Overall change: -3.1' Note : 2009-11) rig"",, represent Torol R~ lOOSHO In Table 7 dMded b')I t .... population 18 +. 200f1.09 figures taken from 
C~nodian GDmbling 0IgesllOOlHOO9 (CPRG. llllO). The reader should Interpret the data with uution. as the age M which It;, legal to gamble often """e' acros, provinces and qaming OCIMt>es. 
For example. to qamble ~1 Cilsinos in Albe<Ia. Manitoba. and Quebec, one mU$1 be 18; in all <>the< provinces, one mU$t be 19. 

u C.k~l.ted from ~I~aronic bing<> reven~e only. Paper bingo i, mnduc:ted and mana9ed by cka ritable and reli9K>US organizatiom. nOlme provi""ia! government. 

.. C.k~lated from c.sino I/O/ morhin~ reYefl~e only. Casino table game, are cOOOllCled and managed by char~abie and ",'igiOlJs organization., Mltke provincial govemmen1. 
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Table 9 shows the amount of revenue that was generated from horse racing at racetracks and teletheatres across Canada in 2009-10 

(revenue measured as wagers less prize payouts, before operating expenses deducted). As can be seen, revenue was highest in Ontario 
($244,029,000) and lowest in Newfou ndland and labrador ($487,000). Across the country overall, total horse racing revenue was 

approximately $362,455,000. This is $38,477,000 less than the $400,932,000 reported in 2008·09 (CPRG, 2010). 

Table 9. Total Horse Racing Revenue 
(Revenue after prizes paid. before expenses deducted) ........ ...... .. 

Tot •• reve nl.!e 2009-1 0; $362,4S5.000. Total revenue 2008-09: $400,932.000. ~rall c!lange: -9.6%. Note: Revenue measured as wagers less Pfize payouts, before operating expenses 
deducted. f igu,es rounded off to the nearest thous~nd. 

Table 10 presents the amount of revenue generated fro m charity-operated gaming across the country in 2009-10 (revenue measured as 
wagers less pri2e payouts, before operating expenses deducted). As the table shows, raffles and bingo typica lly generated the most 

revenue-the one exception being in Alberta, where charitable casinos generated the most. Although difficult to calculate exactly because 

of the unavailability of data in some provinces, total charity-operated gaming revenue across Canada was at least $1,055,833,000 in 
2009-10. This is $32,785,000 more than the estimated $1,023,048,000 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010). Revenues were highest in Ontario 

and Alberta ($416,000,000 and $352,613,000), and lowest in Newfoundland and labrador ($ 15,799,000). 

Table 10. Total Charity-operated Gaming Revenue 
(Revenue after prizes paid, before expenses deducted) 

, . 

, . 

Total .. v ....... 2009·10: S 1,055,833.000. Total revenue 2{){)(H)9; S 1.023.048,000. Overal l change; 3.2%. NOI, : Revenue meawre<l as wag-ers less Pfi~ payouts, before operating expenses 
dedveted. Figu res founded off to the nearest thousand. D~ta should be interpreted with cal.!Von, as chariUOble o'ganiz;!tions are not always '<'<II.!I,ed to .ubmit financial repor" fOf thel, 
gaming operalions. II often depen<b on the amoonl of revenue raised ~ nd/or the value of prizes awarded. Figures may also be esti"",~es only and may exdude revenues generated 
f,om Ihe gaming opemions of Firs~ Na~ions and local municiPilli~ies. Ca1lna revenues may be from social occasion casinos (British Columbia), uoble games a~ ongoing cl\<lritable casinos 
(Alberta), or Monte urlo nights (Saskat<:hew~n, Manitoba, New Brunswld:. Prince Eo:tward Islan.d, Newfoun.dland and l.brador). 

.. Albe,ta has adopted a charitable gaming model for its bingo and ca,iflO operations. hs tltaronic bln-go and casino slor machines are con.dveled and ""'nage<! by the Albert. 
Gaming .nd liqoor Commission (AGlC). while Its {XJPf' bingo and c .. ino table g<!rnes are condl.!cted and managed by cl>ariuob~ and religious o<ga niz.nio", thrOl.gh • licence 
gramed by th e AGlC. As ,veil, bingo and casino ,<!Venue in T.ble 10 in.dudes ,evenue f,om all p<lpe' bingo an.d casino table game. in thoe P,ovince, ,e'pe<:tively. Aevenu-e from 
electronic bingo and c.siJ>O slot machines is included In Table 7. 

os I nclu~. $4.028.000 from combined bingo/break open events. 

.. Dala based on current fiscal year for pull-tlckeu sold at licensed bingo facilities. and Plior year data for pull-tickeu sold at ali other locations. 
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Footnotes from previous page continued, 

., In p.ior yea.s, charities did not .eco.d this revenue properly and combined it with Bingo revenue. Thi. explain< the variance in both amounts compared 10 pfE'vious editions 
of tile Di~st. 

.. While Alberta does nOI Issue licences for charitab le poker event<, chariti ... fl'Ceive the rake (maximum $S per hand Of 10% from tournaments) from.1I poker games played at 
gaming venues In the Province (e.g. casinos). 

' f O.t> based OIl CUffent fi"al y~>r fof raffle. w~h gross ~Ies under $11),000, and prior year data for raffles With gross ules Over $11),000. 

50 Figure does not equal Its subtotals because p.»;e • • evenue i. Induded in casino .evenue and i. tl>efefore nol counted twice. 

50 All Ontario figure' a'e e,tlmates only and Indude revenue f.om licences Issued by mun icipalities and First NatlOlu. 

" Figure does not <'<Iu.111S subtotals because .evenue from combined blngo/break open event. ($4,028,000) is included in both Bingo and BrNk Open / Pull-rieker revenue and 
Is theft'fore not counted twice. 

Figure 2 shows the percentage of overall revenue that was generated from government-operated, horse race, and chari ty-operated 

gaming across Canada in 2009-10 when all three sources of revenue are combined (revenue measured as wagers less pri ze payouts, 

before operating expenses deducted). As shown, government-operated gaming contributed by far the most to overall revenue (91%). 

Figure 2. Percentage of Overall Gaming Revenue Derived from 
Govemment-operated, Horse Race, and Charity-operated Gaming 

(tf"'" n Ga ./lling Oioesl 2009·10 

Charlty·operated 
Horse Race Gaming: 7% 
Gaming: 2% 

Note, Revenue measured as wagers less prize payouts. before operating expen<es deducted. 
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The net amount of gaming revenue that went to provincial govemments in 2009-10 is shown in Table 11 (revenue measured as wagers 

less prize payouts and operating expensesS». Where revenues are available for comparisons to be made, one can see that EGMs contrib­

uted the most to government of al! forms of gaming. Across the country overall, total net gaming revenue to government was approximately 

$6,952,944,000. This is $199,545,000 less than the $7,152,489,000 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010; 201 1). Revenues were highest in Ontario 

and Alberta ($ 1,855,305,000 and $1,605,931,000), and lowest in Prince Edward Island (S26,975,000). 

Table 11. Net Gaming Revenue to Government 
(Revenue after prizes and expenses paid) .. 

Bingo 

I T 0~1 Bingo Revenue 

Casinos 

o 

, . 

, o o o 

Tot~l.evenu. 2009-10: $6,952,944,000. Total .evenue 2008-09: 57,152,439,000. Over.loll challge, .2,8%. Not., Revenue measured as wagers less prile payouts and ope<ating expenses with 
the e~ception of bmw riKlng ~venue, which is 9"ner~IIy m ... "ured as I"" amount 01 money .aised from ti\>tes/lev'es on amount wage<ed. flgu~s rounded off to the n&lrest tI>o<.rsand and 
may be est;'nates only. They may also Include win tax and/or .. ,,,,,,,ue from be_age. lood, and other items. !ptal (l'l/f'D!1!' 2OO'tl0 m"Y not equal its subtotals due to overlap between 
categories, for example, TOloi Cosjno R~nve includes .evenue from u.ina slots machines. which is also Included in SJrm or CQslnol under fkc:lfonjcGQmj"9 Mac:I#nn (fGMs). 

.. The Qne exception is Horst RQclng revenue, which is generally measu red as the amount of money .alsed f.om taxesllevies on amount wagered. Note that tl>e aClual amount 01 
revenue .etalned by government f.om this sou.ce may be con.lde.a~ lowe. than that reported In the table due \0 provincial legislation governing commissions, elc. 

•• Includes revenue from paper bingo, electronic bingo, and .101 machine. at bingo fadlities, 

•• Alberta has adopted a charitable gaming model lor Its bing" and ca';no ope.ation •. It • • Itctronlc bingo and caslnn slot moch/~.l are conducted and managed by the Atberu 
Gaming and Uqvor Commission (AGLQ, while It. paper bingo and ca,ino lab/o gam.~ are conducted and managed by charitable and religious organizatkln, through ~ licence 
g.anted by the AGLC. As such, only net revenue lrom electronic bingo and ca,ino slot machine. i. included in Table 11 (including revenue from ,lot machines at summer lair 
casinos and other temporary exhibitions). Net revenue from paper bingo and casino table games i. included in Table 12. 

51 There were no bingo rO!Veflue5 reported fO/ Saskatchewan In 2{)09-1 0!'llen though !here were bingo fadlfties (Table 1) because all bingo <eveolutS went to charity, not to government. 

JJ Doe. nat include revenue f.om the Fllst Nations Asenelkak 01" Soulh /l(ach u.inos. All .evenue f.om First Nations casinos in Manitoba go to first Nations opetators, not tl>e 
Provincial government. Figure is lowe. than casino slot revenue below because there are """,ral mOle expenses deducted f.om it (I.e. wa\;es, amortization, Inte'esl, second· 
klvel G5T, expenses from va.ious SUpjXlft ~nlts both within the casino. and the corporate campus). 

51 Ones not include table game revenue from G~Of Slue H.ra~ Cha.ity Ca.jno, an Aboriginal ca.ino owlled by the Mississ.augas of Scugog Island fi<st Nation, Its table game, are 
CondUCled and managed by. non"f'.ofit charitable a.s""latlon, not the c.own corporation that conducl.< and manages Its slot facility. 

" Does not include .evenue lrom FI.S! Nations VLTs. 

00 Includes VLT revenue from gaming halls. as wel l as the revenue f.om electronic poke. and roulette units In the halls . 

., Although $S,759.000 was collected by the P.ovince In lhe form of. tax/levy on amount wagered, only $1.878,000 of thiS amount was actually directed to government 
(to offset the cost of iKlministrating horse racing). The remainder was direcled 10 lhe horse racing industry. 

" Although $685,000 in pari·mutuel tax was collected by the P.ovince, only 5$0,400 of Ihi. amount (which hiS been rounded off in the table) was retained by government; the 
~mainder was directed to the horse fadng ;ndustty, Approximately 10% of horse rac:ingitax} .evenue reported in previo~, editions of the O/gw was simlla.ly th(> only amounl 
that went to the Provincial government from pari-mutuel betting. 

OJ Licensing lee-th(> only lottery revenue thM goes to the P.ovincial government in Sasl<alcMwan, 

IH AI.o includes revenue from other fo.ms of Internet gaming besides lottery tickets (i.e. 18ingo, Ingenio. Picl(n Click), 
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Figure 3 shows the percentage of each province's overall revenue that was derived from gaming in 2009-10. As can be seen, the percentage 

was highest in Alberta (4.07%) and lowest in Newfoundland and Labrador (1.27%). Across the country overall, the average percentage 

was 2.35- slighdy less than the 2.45 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010; 2011). 
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Table 12 presents the net amount of revenue that went to charitable organizations from their gaming activities in 2009-10 (revenue 

measured as wagers less prize payouts and operating expenses). Based on the data available, one can see that charitable organizations 

earned the most in Ontario and Alberta ($157,000,000 and $151,247,000). Across the country overall, they ea rned at least $469,800,000. 

This is $2,835,000 more than the estimated $466,965,000 reported in 200B-09 (CPRG, 2010). 

Table 12. Net Gaming Revenue to Charitable Organizations 
(Revenue aftet prizes and expenses paid) .. 

Total revenue 2009· ' 0: $469,800,000. Total r<'Venue 2008·09: $466.965.000. Overall change: 0.6%. Not., Revenue measured ~s wa~rs less prize payouts and operating expenses. 
figures roun<:led off to the nearest thousand. Data should be interPfeted with caution, as charitable organizations are not always required to submit financial repons fot their gaming 
operations. It of len depends on the amount of r<'Venue raised indio< the value of prize, awarded. Figures may alro be estimate, only and may exclude revenuesrrom the gaming oper­
ations of First Nations an<:llocal municipalities. C;u.irul , ....... nues may be from social occa,ion <uino, (British Columbia). table games at 0"90I"g charitable casinos (AltIe'ta), or Monte 
C.rIo nights (Saskatchewan, Manitoba, New 8runswick, Prince Edward Island, Newfoundland and Labradorl. 

.. Altlert. has adopted a ,harltab'" gami"9 model for its bingo and casino opera!;""s. Its ~/eclronjc bingo and clOSino .Iot mcu:hint. art conducled and managed by the Altlen. 
Gami"9 and Uqoor Commission (AGlQ, while its paper bingo and casino roble game. a re cOflducted and mallaged by cha ritable and religious Of'ganizations tllrough a licenee 
granted by the AGLC As such, bingo and u,ino reven .... in T.ble 11 include, revenue from all paper bingo and casino table game, in Ihe Provinee, respectively. Net reven .... 
from eleo::tronlc blngo.nd casino slot machines II included in Table 11. In add ition IG the revenue that charitie, earned from their bingo operations. they alK> reo::eived 
commissions on eleo::l.onk: bingo an<:l Keno .. Ies,.s well as add itional p'oceed, from electronic bingo an<:l Keno d istributed through the Albe"a Lottery Fund. For 2009·10. 
this amounted 10 $7,086,000 from eleo::tronic bingo and $410,000 from Keno. 

.. Includes $1,327,000 from combined bingo!bre.k open event< . 

• , O.ta based on current fiKal year 10< pull·tlckets sold at licensed bln90 facll~le" and prior year data for pulHlcke ts sold at all other locMlons. 

.. In priOf' years, cll.fities did not record this revenue properly ancl combined it willi Bingo revenue above. This explains the variance in both imounl5 compared to Pfevious 
editions of the Digts/. 

.. See footnote 65. Charities also 'eceived commission. on revenue from 9Overnment-ope,.ted .Iot machiM' and Keno at casinos. The,e commi,,,,,,,s were $164,632.000 lind 
S 18,000, respectively. 

,. While Alben. does not isslIe licences lor charitable poker """"t<, ch.fil .... rl'Ceive the rake (maximum $5 per hand or 10% from lournaments) from all poke, 9ames played al 
gaming venues In the p,ovince (e.g, casinosl. 

11 D.ta based on currenl fiscal yea, for ,.tile, with gro55 sales unde, $10.000, and plio< year Info.-m .. Uon fot ' affles with g 'OS5 sales over $10.000. 

" Figure does nOI e<juallts subtotals because poI:er revenues are included in ca,ino revenues an<:l .re therefo,e not counted twice. 

" All Ontario figure, are estimates only an<:llnelude reven .... s from Hcenees issued by municipalities and First Nations. 

,. Figure does not e<juallts SUblotal1 became revenue from combined bingo!break ope<! event. ($1,327,000) Is included in both Bingo and BrwM OpfInl Pull'fid~r revenve an<:lls 
therefore not counled twice. 
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Table 13 shows the amount of government gaming revenue that was dist ributed to charity, problem gambling, and responsible 

gaming in 2009-10. Based on the data available, one can see that British Columbia and Ontario distributed the most to charity 

($160,100,000 and $126,1B1,000), while Onta rio and Quebec dist ributed the most to both problem gambling ($40,200,000 and 

$21,958,000) and responsible gaming ($9,843,000 and $9,825,000). Across the cou ntry overa ll , total distributions to charity, problem 

gambli ng, and responsible gaming were at least $406,359,000, $82,721,000, and $30,551,000, respectively. In 2008-09, these amounts 

were $390,411 ,000, $81,153,000, and $30,454,000 (CPRG, 2010; 201 1). 

Table 13. Distributions to Charity, Problem Gambling, and Responsible Gaming .. 

Toul charity d iUributionJ 21)1)'·10: $4(16.359.000. Total charitydistributionJ 2008'()9: $390.411.000. Ove,all change: 4.1'lb. Tota l problem ga mbling d iJtributio n.100'·10: 
$82,721,000. Total p,oblem gambling distributions 200S.()9: $SI.153,000. Overall change: 1.9'110. Total responJib le g l ming di . tribut ions 100'·11): HCl,551,000. Total re,pon,ible 
gaming distributions 2008·09: $30,454,000. Overall change: 0.3'16. Note: FIgure. rounde<! off to the nearest thou"'nd, DIStlibuUoJU renKt aren related to gambling provision only; 
there may be dist,ibutiOOlJ to othe, arUS not represented In the table. Charity distributions refe, to the money given to charity and other noro·p,oftt o'ganlntlons through a distinct 
grants·based system. Thedistributions sltould not be confuJed with the money th~t charitable organizatioosearned dire.:tly from their own g.ming operation, (Table 12). ~ 
gambling (bealth) di$!ribulions generally refer to the money tbat governmeot healtb ministries or departments disttlbute to problem gambling initiatives. There m.y be overlap 
between categOl'le. and ftgure. may be estimates andlor budgeted amounts only. ResllOmible g.ming findumyl dimibutioRl reler to the money tbat tbe government gamir>g 
indusuy (e.g., Crown corporatio",) dimibute, to its Own re'pon,ible gaming inillatives (e.g, on·,ite brochure" self·e~clu,ion program" RG training, ere.). figure, may be budgeted 
amounts and/or estimates only. 

,. Revenue from ,lot machine .. VLT" and lottery tickeu went into the AIl>ena Lottery Fund. The fund. were all""ated to granting loundations and m;nisuies, which in turn 
disttlbuted tbe fund. to various volunteer, public. and communlty-based organlUltions, The spec;~c amounts distributed to charity are unavailable. 

.. All reven!>e 'Keived by the Province i, depo,ited into the Consotidated Revenue Fund and is .ppropriated througb tbe budget pr""ess. Con.equently, it I, not possible to 
state that gaming revenue i, or;, not distributed to charity. Government does provide grant, as pirt of i(. budgl!1 pr""ess, but it i, not po5Sible to identify the ,our(e. 

" funds Came from the Alberta Gaming and Liquor Commission (AGLC), not a government health ministry or depirtment. 
.. Co,t of the 2009 New 8run,wkk gambling prevalence study, wIlleh was funded entirely by the New 8runswick Lotterie. and Gaming Corporalion. The Department 01 Health 

participated in the study's development and delivery. 

.. fund, IOf problem gambling Initiatives are distributed by the Provincial gaming regulator-not a government healtb minlsuy or department. 

.. In Saskat(hewan, both the Provincial government and tbe Federation 01 Sa.kat(hewan Indian Natloo, (FSlN) allocate lunds to problem gambling initi.tives. In 2009·10, the 
Proviociol di<;tribution wa, $25 mililoo: $800,000 to awareness, $100,000 to researcb, $1,300,000 to tr""tmen~.nd $300,000 to other area •. The FSIN diSlrib<.Jtloro WI! 52.25 mi tt i""·,, 
$ 1,377,000 to awareness, SlSO,OOO to ",,,,.r(h, $438,000 to treatmen~ and $185,000 to othe< area,. 

11 figure Indude, distribution. used by the Department of ..... Ith and Well ness (DHW), Gambling Awareness Nova Scotia (GANS; formerly, the Nova Swtl. Gaming found.lion), 
and District Health Authoritle,. Figure , for the spe.:11k .rns denoted In tbe table are only available for DHW and GANS. They .re, fOl' owor~,s: 5914,000 (OHW) + 5110,000 
(GANS); for reseorch: $6,000 (OHW) + $ 142,000 (GANS); 101' ,1t'at1Mlft: $359,000 (DHW); and lor other: $467,000 (OHW) + 595,000 (GANS). Total problem gambling 
dimibution. were lower in 2009·10 than;n 2008·09 becau,e there were fewer OHW staff available to (ondua .11 planned p<'ojecU. As well, no large-scale research projects 
(e.g. Pfevalence studies) Were conducted. Some salaries are not Included In the ~gures . 

• , Figure I, comp<ised of distribution, from three "'UKes: 1) The Sa.katchewan Liquor and Gaming Authority ($300,000); 2) SaskGaming (592S,ooo--whkb only indudes dollars 
speclftcal~ allocated to RG. It does not Include portions of tbe Directo(J and Vice President's b<.Jdget, which al'" contribute to S.>kGam;ng', RG program. Nor doe, It Include 
the portion 01 the ,ecurity budget wIlieh is u,ed lor lacial and Ikence plate recognition of attempted sel/·exclu';on ,e-entrie,); and 1) the Saskatchewan Indian and Gaming 
Autbority ($140,000--101 on·,ite brocbure., sel/-exclu.ion, Director of RG's salary, and RG (ollaleralslemploye<! bandbookslkios~,"inin!J), 

., Figure Is conslde,ab/y blghe, than In 2008-09 because It Indudes salarieS and heneftts. Manitoba lolterles also spent mOl'e mOOley on Internal re..,arcb. 

.. Loto-Qucbec al'" distributed $3,000,000 to the Mgle des alcoals. des course. et des Jeux (RAG) to ftnarn:e tbe management of """"ures Involved In (ontroiling access 10 vtTs. 
•• Re'ponsible gaming (Om are considerably higher than in 200S.()9 due to initiative. ,ueh a, World Lottery A,sociation (WLAj level 4 certification and retailer training Initiatives. 
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Figure 4 shows the percentage of net government gaming revenue that was distributed to problem gambling across Canada in 2009-10. 

As can be seen, among those provinces where data is avai lable, the figure was highest in Nova Scotia (2.72%), fo llowed by Ontario 

(2.17%). Across the country overall , the average was 1.4S%, slightly higher than the 1.43% reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010; 20 11 ). 
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Edward Isla.nc!. as ~I as Newfoundland and Labrador. are unavailable. 

The amount of net government gaming revenue that was distributed to problem gambling per person 18 years and over in 2009-10 

is shown in Figure 5. As can be seen from the data avai lable, the figu re was highest in Saskatchewan ($5.91), fo llowed by Nova Scotia 

($5.78). Across the country overa ll , the average was $3.61-slightly lower than the $3.69 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG. 2010). 
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Table 14 shows how the provinces determined the amount of money that they distributed to problem gambling in 2009-10. As can 

be seen, most determined the amount by budget allocation rather than by formula. 

Table 14. How Problem Gambling Distributions Were Determined ........ .. 
By formula No No No , No V~ No No , DHW ~ No 

~ formula Changes Annually No No 

By Budget Allocation V~ V~ V" V~ No V~ V~ ~ GANS Yo, V" 
Allocation C!langes Annually V~ V~ No V~ No V~ V~ V" V" 

Note: Data ba">ed on Prot>km G.ombling (HNlrhJ distributions In Table 13. In British Cplumbja funds distributed to problem gambling initiatives ire illocated as part of the G~ming Policy 
and Enforcement Bra!Kh', annual lrudget. The amount distributed <;an mange year to year. In A!aI:arL revenue from slot mamlnes. Vl Ts. and lottery tickeu goes Into the Alberta Lottery 
Fund. The revenue, i!Kluding that f<lr p<obIem gambling initiatives. is alloated to various granting foundations and ministries. The spe<lftc. amoun" dlJlributed to problem gambling 
depend on Albena Heatth Services' annual budget praces .. In SojIIkatcbewan both the P<ovincialgovernment ind the Federation of SaskatchewilO Indian Nations (FSIN) allocate funds to 
problem gambling In~latlve .. The Provincial funds are .fixed amount ($2,SOO,OOO): $1,500,000 from Saskatchewan Health, $500.000 from the Sa'>katchewan Uquor and Gaming Authority 
(SLGA), and $500,000 from the Community Initiatives Fund (CIF). Saskatchewan lieahh assists in managing p<ograms that are funded by the SLGA and Clf, but tM money does not now Into 
Saskatchewan Health's budget. FSIN foods are $2,250.000 annually and are determined as follows: $80,000 per Tribal Council and $25,000 per Independent Community. In Qo1a[jp, 2% of 
gross revenue from slot machines at Ontario lottery arod Gaming (0lG) charity casinos and slot fil(il~ ~t racetrack! Is distributed ~nnually to problem 9I'm~;ng initiatives. In ~ the 
P,ovindalgovernment allocates S22,OOO,000 annually 10 the Mini,try of Health and Sodal Services fD< problem gambl>ng Initiative .. In New BruoSWick, the amount diltributed to problem 
gambling depends on what I. required 10 support nrious initilitives as Identified and undertaken by the (}epartment of Health and Regional Hea~h Aut ...... lt!es. In Npva ScQlia tl>e formula 
that the (}epartment of Health and Wellness (OHW) use. to det .... mlne ~s p<obIem gamblir>g di>tributions has been fixed since 2005, pending the new Provincial gaming ma!egy. fifty 
percent of the fund ...... divided eqwlly among the four shared "'Mee areas/districts; the remalnlllg 50% is diVided ba">ed on pef <;apita. Gambling Awarenesl Nova Scotia (UANS; formerly, 
the Nova Scotia Gamir>g foundation) dimibutlons a,e ba">ed on a budgeted amount which is svb}e<:t to change annuany. In P!ioce EdwaCJ:Illland the amount distribltled to problem 
gambling depends on wIlat is required to suppot! variou> 1n~I.tives as Identified and undertaken by the (}eportment of Health and Health PEl. Detllned Information on how problem gambllllg 
dimibutions were determined In Manitoba and Newfooodiand and labra.dOl i. unavailable. 

The breakdown of the country's 2009·10 problem gambling distributions is shown in Figure 6. As can be seen, most of the money 

was distributed to treatment (65%), followed by awareness (24%), then research (7%). 

Figure 6. Percentage of Problem Gambling Distributions Allocated to 
Awareness, Research, and Treatment 

Other: 4% 

Not.: Data ba">ed on ProblemGambling(Healfh)diS\fibutions in Table \3. 
Figure does not IIICIYde distributlool in Alberta, Nova Scotia, 0< Newfoundland and 

LalNador, as Information on their distributions Is unavailable 0, Incompiete. 
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The amount of government gaming revenue that was distributed to fede ral and municipal governments in 2009-10 is shown in 

Table 15. As can be seen, Ontario and Quebec distributed the most to the forme r ($25,452,000 and S 15,249,000), while British 

Columbia and Ontario distributed the most to the latter ($81,958,000 and $77,858,000). Across the country overall , d istributions to 

federal and municipal governments were $65,100,000 and $179,5 16,000, respectively. In 2008-09, these amounts were $64,914,000 and 

$183,098,000 (CPRG, 2010), 

Table 15. Distributions to Federal and Municipal Governments 

........ It::::;;;; ...... .. 
Federal Distributions 

Total Federal 2009· 10 

Tota l fed. ral distribu tion . 2009· ' 0: S65,1 00,000. Total fede.-al distfii>uti<>ns 2008..Q9: $64,9 14,000. o...e,al l change: 0.3"'- Tot.l municipal didfibutions 2009-1 0: S 179,516.ooo. 
TOI;I' munldpal dilUibution. 2008..Q9: 5 183,098,000. Ove,.11 change: ·2.0'lI0. Note: Figures founded off to the nearest thou~nd, Eedernl dji!{jbu!loDi refer to !he annual p.ayments that 
provinci.lloue<y corporations make to the Gavernment of Canada unde.- a 1 979 agreement that the latter would withd raw from the lottery ~eld. The provinces pay, on a combined 
boasi. annually, $24 millkln In 1979 <k>Ila .. (adjusted for 1n1\a!lon). Municipal dillribulio!l\ refer to the mo~ that prOVinces give munkip.ali\ies for alkJwing certain gaming activit .... to lake 
piKe In their communities. In some provinces (e.g. Alben. and Ontario), Crown cOfporations distribute this money dire<:tly. In other prO\lioces (e.g. British Columbia and Manitoba), the 
provincial government distributes It. 
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The percentage of adult Canadians who have participated in different types of gambling activities in the past year is generally tracked in 

two ways. One is through individual provincial surveys; the other is through Statistics Canada's national survey (Marshall & Wynne, 2004). 

The data from each of these sources are presented in Tables 16 and 17. As can be seen, the most common activities engaged in are ticket 

lotteries, charities, and Scratch/Instant Win. According to the provincial surveys, overall gambling participation is highest in Nova Scotia 

and Saskatchewan (87.0% and 86.6%). According to the national survey, it is highest in Quebec and Nova Scotia (79% and 78%)." Across 

the country overall, data from the two survey types together suggest that approximately 76 to 79 percent of adult canadians have partici­

pated in some form of gambling in the past year. 

Table 16. Gambling Participation: Provincial Surveys .. 
Detail, 

.1 

ii 

.1 

Any ActIVIty 

A\le<~!le ~ny ~ctiyjty: 785'110. Not.: Ciw15 generally feter to urd aoo/or bO;lId ga""" played with family and friends outside of gamlog yenlles, with some exceptions. In Brirish Columbia, 
the <ategOl)' lOlso Indudes private games (e.g. dice, dominoes) and games 01 skil!.!n Ntw Brunswick and Ntwfoundlond QI'Id labrador, the category exdvdes board games and poker 
(participation 10 poker WaS asked about separa!eIy-llS partkipalion rates Wf'''~ 10.0% and 10.6%, H!1pectively).ln NOIIO Scorio. the <ategOl)' only refelS to poke, with friends an.d family. 
Games ofskiU generally refe< to pool, bowIiog, darts, golf, ;md <Kher """ila, activities. s.a.ttMn\1ant Win generally looudes break open tkkets (Neva<:f,j strips. PuIHam). The three exceptioru 
are In Nova s.:otia, New Brunswkk, and Newfoundland and lab,ador. In the.e P,ovinces, break open ticket partklpation WM asked about sepa rMelv (,ates were 12.0%, 6.6'1b, and 19.1"'­
respectively). Speculatfve inye<lO'U'DI< generally ref'" to "ods. options, and commodities. Sports eWflls generally indude spo<t$ pools, with some exceplions. In British Columbia and 
New 8runsw>ck, the <ategory also Inclvdes wageriog through ~s. In Alberta. Saskatchewan, .00 Manitoba, betting on sportS eveDts was asked about separalely (participation ,ates 
were 4.4~, 4.0%. .00 6.1 'Ko, respectively). Ikl<gt 19uerjB may Of may not include daily lotteries .• _-signifies data that waseither not colk.>cted or unnot be determined. 

M I'fovincialand national survey dlOta may differ due 10 differences In ,eseareh methodology. 

OJ Does not include pa,ticipatioo in board games or poker. (Participation In poke< was 3Sked about separately. lIs participation rate wlOS 10.l)~). 

M Doe. not include pa,ticipatioo In board games Ot poker. (Particip.tion in poke, w •• a.ked about ... pa rately. Its participation rate was 10.6~). 

.. Indudes participation in casino table games. 

.. Indudts participation in racetfack slot madrines. 

., Participation in casino gambliog out of province. 

OJ Participation in ca.lno lable games was "01 asked about separately. Overall participation in <asino gambling was 10.4~. 

.. Partkipation in VlTs only. Participation 10 racetrack slot machines is included in Casino Slots. 

M Participation in fGMs at Ontario racetracks or venues outside of Ontario. 

.. Does not include participation In ~ef, which WaS asked about sepa'ately. It hMl • participation rate of 1.S~. 

" Include. participation In sports lottery tickets . 

• 7 Includes participation 10 ScratcMnst.nt Win (11.1%) and r.ftIe{fundral,iog tickets (lO.7~). Does oot Indude participation In spor!s lotteries (15~). 
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Table 17. Gambling Participation: National Survey 

,1.-.......... _ .. 
Survey Details 

Age of Sample 

Size of Sample Approximately 30,000 

Year of Survey 2""2 

VLTs (Non-Qsinos) 

Any ActIVIty 

Aver.,e I ny I cti vity: 76%. Note: ~ Includes daily lottery and Kratch tk~ets. Tkket lotteries Inctude raffle and other fund·ral'olng tickets. E 'olgnlfie. Inte'p<et with c.ution. 
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Tables 18 and 19 below present the problem gambling prevalence data taken from the provincial and national surveys discussed on the 

preceding pages. As can be seen, according to the provincial surveys, the prevalence of Moderate Risk and Problem gamblers combined 

ranges from 1.6% in Prince Edward Island to 6.1% in Manitoba. According to the national survey, it ranges from 1.6% in both Quebec and 

New Brunswick to 3.1% in Manitoba." Across the country overall, data from the two survey types together suggest that approximately 

2.5 to 3.8 percent of adult Canadians can be classified as moderate risk or problem gamblers. 

Table 18. Problem Gambling Prevalence: Provincial Surveys 

--Details 

Problem Gamblers 

Total Moderate R.sk and Problem 

AVH.g. mod .... , . rilk and problem: 3.8'M1. No": The Cf:I:iI. (Canadian Problem Gamblin.g Index) Is a standardized Instrument ~s.ed to meaSure problem gambling In the \leoer,,1 
population (Ferris &. Wynne, 2001). 

Table 19. Problem Gambling Prevalence: National Survey 

----Survey Details 

A!JeofSilmple 

SizeofSilmple 

YearofSu ..... ey 

Probiem Gamblers 

Total Moderate Risk and Problem 

"" Approximately 30,000 

2002 

.1 
1 , 

Anrage mode rlte risk I nd proble m: 2oS'!II. Note: The Cf:I:iI. (Canadian Problem Gambling Index) is .. standardized inwumenl u\ed to measure problem gambling in the general 
population (Ferris" Wynne, 2001). E signifies Interpret w~h CilUtion. E sl\lnl~es too unreliable to report. Total Moderate Rjsk and Problem may o.ot equal its subtotals due to roondlng and! 
or weighting. 

.. P,ovlncial.nd national survey daUr may differ dve 10 diffe'ences In research methodology. 
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Problem Gambll 

Table 20 shows the number of calls made to provincial problem gambling helplines in 2009-10. It also shows the number of 

agencies funded by government to deliver problem treatment; the number of designated, full -time equivalent (FTE) problem 

gambling counsellors there were; and the number of people who sought help from problem gambling counselling services. Across 

the country, at least 38,367 helpline calls were made in total- the majority being for one's own gambling problems and for miscel­

laneous reasons, There were at least 101 government-funded treatment agencies; at least 182 FTE problem gambling counsellors; 

and at least 16,027 individuals sought counselling-mainly for their own, as opposed to someone else's, gambling problem. In 2008-09, 

the number of helpline calls, counsellors, and clients was at least 44,682, 351 , and 15,970, respectively (CPRG, 2010)." 

Table 20. Helpline Calls and Counselling .. 
, , 

Total Agenc,es 2009·10 

Full·time 

Total FTE Counsellors 2009 10 

II Ii 

Total Clients 2009 10 

Totol helpli ne a lb 2009-1 0: 38.367. Total helpli .... GIlls 2(108.-{I9: 44.682. Total fTE counpllou 2009· 10: 182. Total rn (ovn5ellofs 2008-09: 35t . TOUoI (ounselijn9 dlenu 2009-1 0: 16.027. 

Total (OUn.el li r.g d"""s 2001){)9: 15,970. Note : Fig""" may be ~timate< only. MiKellaoco"s be!P!ine g ll s refe' to GIlls made fo, InfO<"Maoon (e.g. st~tistks. resources. winning numbers), in 
addition to prank call., hong·up§, and/or misrlialed phone numbets. GQVernment.funded lIN!ment aoendt< m"l' not Indude First Nationl agencies fo.rrded by govemrneot. fTf couosellgr;s ~re 

gen.fOlly de<lgn.ated for problem g.ambllng specifically. CQun",ll;og djents may bave other add" tions beside< gambling .nd may be new clients only. CO\>'"Isellors .. nd dlents may not Include 
~ in private treatment 

" Numbe< of 9Ovemm.ent·funded treatment agencies WaS not !eported in the 2008-09 D/gell. Comparisons to 2009-10 Can therefOfe not be made. 

' '''' Mlether "'""""'" phoned the helpline for their own versus someone 01",', gambling problem was only traded when a .... w counselUng f1!f, WM opened (app«>:<l"",t.1y holf d aI ",II. 
we<e made by fi rst time <.BIlers). Of aD new tiles opened. 67% (124 Individual,) _ e for one', own g .. mbling problem; 33% (62 individuals) we,e for someone ~'s gambling problem. 

'0' In Alberta, th e toti-free Addiction Servkt< Helpline handles u ll, for mncem, related to gambling, a, well a, alcohol, drugs, and tob~cco. lt I, th ... efore diffi<:uk to calculate 
how many miscellaneous calis are related to gambling 'pecifi", lly. 

'0' M .. y Include c .. lIs made by individu .. l. requesting help for their client. 

'0' Include, all ca ll s made to tbe helpline, whether they we,e from tim-time or repeat ",lIer •. 

' 04 Refers to Manitoba l ottefies funding of the Addiction. Founclatlon of Manitoba (AFM) only. Ooes oot Include Fir.t Nations agencies funded by government. 

'os There were 16 pu~" rell .. bllitatlon centers for Individual, and their loved ones WlI9gling with g .. mbl ing· ,e!ated problems and other addiaions. Thefe wt!re 31'0 12 private and 
communfty organizations certified by the Department of Healtt! and Social Services that offered Iodg~gto Indlvlduah expe~enclng gambling ~nd other addialon .... elated Isslle'. 

' .. All addiction counsellors In Albert .. afe tr~lned to aS$llt dients with gambling·reLated problems a. well as alcohol aoo drug .. buse. As SUCh, determining the FTE. dedk .. !ed to 
gambling 'peclfically would be difficult. 

'0' Addictions Foundation of Manitoba (AfM) (ounsellors only. 

, •• Figure Is much .mllier than ,eported in 2008-09 becau .. it only Inclu-d<-. coun,el lors who were prolllncLaUy funded <peclfically for Pfoblem gambling work. 

' .. There were 4,353 active admiSSion. whereby people were receiving help from treatment agencies for thei r own gambling problems. This represent< 4,092 individuals. 

". There we,e 1,426 active .. dmlssions whereby people were receMng help from treatmeflt agencies bec:iluse of someone else's gambli ng problems. Thl> rep.esents 1,].82 individuals. 

111 Figure represents the numbe, of individu~1 clients who received t,eatment f,om Albert .. Health Services. There Wefe also 249 ildmilsions to govemment-funded agencie, for 
problem gambling-related Isme., but Individual< can h."" more than one admission In a given tiscal yea, <0 the 249 may I>Ot represent unique Indlvldu .. b , 

m Addiction. Foundation of Manitoba (AFM) dlents only. 

" . Figure doe, not equal ~s subtotals because it Includes 658 clients whose , e .. son for se.king t, u tment II unknown. 

,,4 Fig ure does not equal Its subtotills because 10 clients sought help for both their own and someone else', gambling problem. 
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Table 21 shows the number of centres that were available on-site at gaming venues to offer information, referral, self-excl usion support, 

and/or counselling to patrons across the country in 2009-10. The table also provides information on the centres' operating hours and 

staffing, and the number of people who visited the centres for problem and responsible gambling purposes. As can be seen, casinos had 

the greatest number of centres except in Ontario, where racetracks with slot machines had the greatest number. Across Canada overall, 

there were 88 centres in total-6 more than in 2008-09. Roughly 90 full -time equivalent (FTE) staff members worked at the centres 

(82 worked at the centres in 2008-09) and approximately 314,043 people visited the centres for problem and responsible gambling 

purposes (120,845 people visited the centres for this purpose in 2008-09). 

Table 21. On-site Support Centres at Gaming Venues 

........ i::::I ...... .. 
I Popu~tion 18t 3,680,749 2,899,7S4 f 804,013 0 950,422 10,491 ,41 6 6,380.957 1 610,8J4 J 768,197 113,412 416,660 

'" 

TOUlI centres 2009· ' 0: 8S. Total centres 2008-09: S2. Overall chiJlge' 7.3%. TOlfl FTE s" ff memMfS 2009·' 0: 90. Totfl m staff members 2008-09: 82. Ov" ... 11 change: 9.8%. To'" PGIRG 
visitors 2009-10: 314.043. Tot~1 PG/RG visitors 2008-09: 120,845. Overall change, 159.9%. Note: Dn::s~e supPOrt centres are dedicated room, or area, in a gaming venue that offer informa­
tion, re/enal, self~clusion wpport, andJor counselling to patroos for problem ~nd responsible 9ambling porposes. In 8ritish Columbia. tllecentrenre calied Ga"",Sttu~ Info CMrr~s. In 
Alt.erta. they are called ReJPOflsib~Gambiing In(onnotioll Centres. In Saskatdlewan, Man~obi. ~nd Prince Edward Island. they are ca lled R.sponsibk Gomlng Informori<>n Centr<"$. In Ontario, 
they are called RtspOr1slb/e Gaming Rerource CttIlres. In Nova Scotia. !hey are called Responlib~ Gomb/lng Resource Centres. In Quebec. they are calied Au Com", du ,*uard. Some cenUe-s may 
att.iKI more visitors tllan others because of where they afe located In the gaming venue, the number of special event. they have. their opeming hours. etc. 

". Centre • .wre al the Q~bec and Troi,·Riviere. gaming Ilalls. 

,,, Include. cemre, al FrQstr Downs Rocewuk &Cosino and H<lsrings R",«ouru Casino, both of wllieh are casinos co·localed al a racetrack. 

,1> Cenue, were al the two ca,inos "P"'aled by Sa,kGaming. Ca,ino, operaled by t .... Sa,katcllewan Indian Gaming Authority did not Ilave any on·slte ,upport centres. bul did 
Ilave free·'tanding respon,'ble gambling J<;o,ks. 

". Nineteen centres wete claSSified as ,elf',ervice; 8 were classified as full-utvke. 80tll type' of centre. pwvKle problem/.e'ponsible gambling info.mation tllrough brocllures, 
kiosk" and educalional evem., bUI full·service C<'fltre, allow for more ,taff/patron imeraaion and al'" offer support far self ... xdu,lon sign·up and reinstalement. 

nl Centres at (o,lnoo were 'taffed up 10 35 1100" pe. week on a wide·ranging "'Iledute Ihal varied daytime and eve/ling Ilou.s. up to se~n days pe< week. Centres at bingo 
facililies wirh sIol machine. (community gaming cenlre,. CGC,j were self·service. 

"0 People could use Ihe tool. in the cenUe, during alilloufS of operation, bUllhe cMUe, wtlfe not staffed al allli"",<. Slart 01 .elf·service cenlles we.e on-sile for one ,hift Iwice 
per month; .taff al fu/I-urvke centre. were oo·,ite fa. 35-115 hours pe< week. Staff membe" were on call during all olher Ilours thaI the gaming venue was open. 

'" People could access Ihe 1001, ami .eading material, in lhe cenlfe, during alillours of operation, but the centres were not ,taffed al .11 times. 

,1> Figure i. mucll Il'gher than in 2008.()9 becau>I! the Briti.h Columbia LoneI)' Corporation (8ClQ inlfoduced new and improved GameSense Infa Centres, GameSense Adlli,or" 
and r<'gular formal programming Ihal included targeted educational and promot;anal re,ponsib" gambling activitie •. 

'" Figure i, con,ide.ably higlle. than in 2008-09 beuuse in 2OOS.()9, rome <enlre, Ilad only rl!"Cently opened. 
n. Numbe. olvlsltor, to the centres I. not tracked. Intetacllon. 01 a respon.lble gambling naWre may ta~e pI"e at "vatlety of locations on tM gaming floor, wllkll I, where 

lhe majority of interaction, wilh playe" occur. In 2009-10, lhere were 9.556 documented inte.;Ktion •. Of tile",. 8,202 included .ome form of educalion/information ,haring; 
4,552 inc:luded a refe"al fOf funlter informalion/rerource. available througll the RGIC or aut.ide rerource .. Subtotal, do not add up to the tot.1 because nol all inle.action. 
re,ulted in a ,efe"al. 

", Figu.e i, con,iderably h;glle, lhan in 2008-09 de'pite mere being only 3 new centre, because in 2OOS.()9, ",me centre. had only rl!"Cenlly opened. 
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Venues. Games. Charitable Gaming Licences 

• 
• ======:====::::======:====::::~~====;====::::=====~:=~=~:::: .=-==-~=--=::---:----:--------.--~ 

Not.: " Indic~tes a decrease from 2008-09 to 2(109..10. " indicates an increase from 2008-09 to 2009· 10. ·_·Indlcates no ch~nge from 2008-09 to 2009·10. 
· N/A· lndicates the direction of change cannot be calculated or the variable is not applicable. 

Revenues 

_ _ _ _ 1Elil1 ..... ~~. 
Toul Govemment-operated Gaming Revenue " Y 
~~==~~~~~--~---------ToulGowmmentGamlng Revenue ptrPe'son 18+ " .. .. 
r.=~~~~~~~--~---------

Total Hcne Racing ReYen\Jl! .. Y 
r.=~~~~~~----~---------LCT"=oa.=="~·"~~~=,~~~=~=~~~~=~O-_____ __ =' _______ , ___ ._ • 

• • 
'III1'Io.Yw;iaI ReYen.Ie DerWed fromGning .. .. .. 

LCN«~Go=,~'~.~~~=c~==~==·=o~~~=· =o·~_. __ ~' __________ '_~ 

• • • 
• • • 
• • • 
~ • • . ~'---:':---­• • • 

•• 

Note: .. Indiutes a decrease from 2008-09 to 2009·1 O . .. indicates an increase from 2008-09 to 2009·10 •• _. IndiCiltes no change from 2008-09 to 2009-10. 
· N/A· indicates the direction of change cannot be calculated or the variable is not appliuble. 

Revenue Distributions 

~~::=====~-----Charity DistributionS • •• • • • • • ------------Probltm Gambling (Helllth) Distributions • • • • • • 
•• 

•• --------------------'III Government Gamlngllevenue to PG • •• • • • • • • --------------------$ GoYemment Gaming Revenue to PG per Person 18+ • •• • • • • • • --------------------
Responsible Gaming (Industry) Distributions • • •• • • • • • --------------------

------------Federal Distributions • • • • • • • --------------------M.ric:ipa! Ilstri~ • •• •• • •• •• •• --------------------
-.-. =:B 

Note: .. Indicll tes ~ decrellse from 2008-09 to 2009·10 . .. indicates an inCfeast from 2008-09 to 2009· 10. ·-"Indlcates no change from 2008.{)'ilto 2009-10. 
"N/A" Indicates the direction of change cannot be calculated or the variable is not appliCilble. 

Helpline Calls 

rn Counsellors 

ColneIIing Olents 

• 
• 
• 

Helpline Calls and Counselling .... -
=-=~-::~--==- -~~--=:~--==--=- =- -=-:====::::======.====::::======:====::::~~~~.~~~j:~~~j:~~.~~:~~~ 

Note: " Indiclltes a decrease from 2008-09 to 2009·10. " indicates an increast from 2008-09 to 2009· 10. ·_· Indlcates no change from 2008·0\1 to 2(109..10. 
"N/A"lndiutes the direction of change Cllnnot be calculated or the Vilriable is not applicable. 
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On·site Support Centres at Gaming Venues 
_

n1th•i .• 
Ti d' 

Centres a. - i- a. a. NI~ - NI~ ~ 
rnstaff i a. - ... - NI~ - NI~ '" 

tjPGlllj~~G~~"~>;;";"~==========================:==;.~== ===.======="=,======,=======.=======.======="=,=== __ , ________ "_.__ • 
Note: ... indicates a decrease from 2008-09 to 2009·10. '" indicates an increase from 2008-09 to 2009-10. "- " ind icates no change from 2008-{)9 to 2009-10. 
ON/A" ind icates the d irection of change cannot be calculated 0' the variable is not applicable. 
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4. 
Appelldix IT 
RASS Prevention Overall Activity Statistics 

Activity Dates: January-Ol- 2011 to June-30-2011 

Event Activity Type Total Staff Anoll. Total 
Category Activities Attended Attended Duration 

~Hours} 
Group Life Lessons Youth Non 17 17 18 58.5 
Session" school bas 

Chinese Addiction Education 11 11 41 24.0 
Series 

Chinese Parenting Group 1 2.5 
My Tween & Me 14 14 77 38.5 

Palmer Discussion Support 5 5 15 5.0 
Group 

Prevention-Program Gambling 2 2 2.5 
PreventionITeachers 117 112 49 140.2 

Prevention- 28 25 149 75.5 
Agency/Community 
Prevention Children- 11 11 115 12.4 

School based 
Prevention Parents 4 4 20 10.0 

Prevention-General Public 15 15 304 25.2 
Prevention-Youth (non-school 6 6 27 7.7 

b",ed) 
Prevention-Youth 279 277 1868 402.4 

(School Based) 
RAS Education Series 4 4 43 8.0 

South Asian Ambassadors 5 5 10 8.2 
Prevention 

South Asian Information 4 2.5 
Evening 

Staff Admi n-Prevention 155 154 310.6 
Activity 

Community Prevention 1 1 5.0 
Gambling Admin 2 2 2.5 

Prevo Coordination Problem 1 1.0 
Gambling 

Prevention Community 2 1.0 
Collaboration 

Event 681 669 2740 1143.2 
Category 
Totals: 
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Gambling Clinical Statistics January-June 2011 
Outcomes Total for QI (Jan. Mar) Total for Q2 (Apr. Jun) Total 

1. Connecting with Community 21 23 44 
Professionals 
2. Professional Development 1 2 
3. Outreach Activities 0 0 0 
4. Presentations 1321 549 1870 
5. Committees 0 0 0 

6. Mectings IS 24 39 
7. Service requests 6 2 g 

8. Treatment Stats 0 
Referrals 12 II 23 
Intakes II 10 21 
Admitted II 10 21 
Closed 12 20 32 
Consultations 2 0 2 
No show for first 0 0 0 
appointmenUplanning session 
Client sessions - Outreach 14 9 23 
Client sessions - Outpatient 40 60 100 
Fam.ily couDseUing sessions 4 4 g 

No show/cancellation 13 14 27 

Phone call counselling 0 3 3 
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Appel/dix III 

River Rock Casino Resort 
Calls For Service Analysis (please see attachment) 
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INTRODUCTION 

River Rock Casino Resort 
Calis For Service Analysis 

The River Rock Casino Resort, located at 8811 River Rd in Richmond, opened on or about June 25, 
2004. 

The statistical data in this report are derived from the Uniform Crime Reporting (UCR) System within 
the Pollce Records Information Management Environment (PRIME). Data is based on Reported Date 
and does not include private files. Only Richmond RCMP incidents carded to 8811 River Rd are 
included. In August 2009, the Canada Line began operating, and Bridgeport Station is located next to 
the Casino. However, Transit Police data are excluded from this report in order to reduce duplication 
of files. For reference, Transit Police had 15 CFS at the Casino between Aug 2009 - Dec 2010, 5 of 
which were Assist RCMP files. 

The charts related to Calls For Service (CFS) and offence types pertain to all operational calls for 
assistance for which a GO file is generated, regardless of the end result. High volume occurrences 
such as traffic tickets , court appearances, routine record keeping and administrative activities such as 
security checks are excluded. 

The charts related to CCJS Categories represent 'actual offences' only (I.e.: those incidents which 
upon preliminary investigation have been deemed to have occurred or been attempted). 

RIVER ROCK CASINO: ANNUAL CFS 2005-2010 

Annual Calls For Service 
400 y------------------------------c~----------

350 +-----------------------~o_---

300 +--27"-----27>1-----".---

250 

200 

150 

100 

50 

o 

Prepared by Richmond RCMP. 
PUblfSMO 2011·03·27 

2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 
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TOP CFS OFFENCE TYPES (JULY 2004 - DEC 2010) 

The chart below indicates the highest volume offence types since the River Rock opened. 

Ran k Offence Type 

1 911-fALSE/A8ANDONED CALLS 

2 CAUSE A DISTURBANCE 

3 THEFT-OTHER (Oller/Under) 

4 PROPERTY·LOST (& Found) 

5 FRAUD/All) 

6 COUNTERFEITI NG CURRENCY 

7 UQUOR·INTOX IN PUBLIC PLACE 

B THEFT FROM MV (Over & Under ) 

9 IMPAIRED OP MOTOR VEHICLE 

10 MISCHIEF (Over & Under) 

11 UNSPECIFIED ASSISTANCE 

12 SUSPICIOUS PERS/VEH/OCCURRENCE 

13 ASSAULT-COMMON OR TRESPASS 

14 THEFT OF MV (Over & Under) 

15 (ZZZ)MNTl HLTH ACf/ATT SUICIDE 

16 UTTER THREATS AGAINST PERSON 

17 COlUSION-DAMAGE (Over & Under) 

18 FAI L TO STOP/REMAIN (PROY) 

19 ROADSIDE PROHIB-215 ALCOH 

20 TRAFFIC-OTHER MOVING PRQY 

21 LIQUOR (LeLA) ACT-OTHER 

22 POSSESSION-COCAINE 

23 BREACH OF PEACE 

24 TRESPASS ACT 

2S POSSESSION-CANNABIS 30G & UN DR 

26 ASSIST-RCMP 

27 FAIL STOP/REMAIN-CCC 

2' OTHER CRIM INAL CODE OFFENCES 

29 M ISSING PERSONS 

30 ROBBERY 

31 BREAK & ENTER-BUSINESS 

32 ASSAULT-W/WEAPON OR CBH 

33 WEAPONS-POSSESSION . July-Dec 2004 

Prepared by Richmond RCMP. 
Putiii3nec' 201 !-()3...27 

2004'" 2005 2006 

0 21 41 

6 33 22 

6 14 14 

B 10 9 

0 23 10 

15 19 13 

6 0 12 

2 4 14 

0 26 27 

2 12 7 

3 11 6 

1 7 10 

3 7 11 

1 2 7 

0 5 2 

0 7 7 

4 2 0 

3 1 3 

1 5 3 

2 10 1 

6 10 3 

1 2 3 

1 6 3 

0 0 1 

0 3 2 

0 6 5 

3 2 2 

2 6 1 

0 1 1 

0 1 3 

0 0 0 

0 0 0 

1 1 0 

2007 2008 2009 2010 
% Change 

2005·2010 

50 64 143 46 119.05% 

17 22 18 30 -9.09% 

11 10 14 26 85.71% 

16 9 16 13 30.00% 

14 11 14 7 -69.57% 

3 6 6 13 -31.58% 

12 B 13 22 N/e 
B 9 7 24 500.00% 

3 2 3 2 -92 .31% 

B 9 5 B -33 .33% 

11 10 2 5 -54.55% 

4 9 3 4 -42.86% 

6 3 6 1 -85.71% 

10 5 3 4 100.00% 

3 5 5 9 80.00% 

3 4 3 2 -71.43% 

3 3 4 7 250.00% 

5 4 2 4 300.00% 

B 3 1 1 -80.00% 

2 4 2 1 -90.00% 

0 0 0 0 -100.00% 

5 2 5 1 -50.00% 

1 1 2 0 -100.00% 

1 3 5 3 N/e 
2 0 2 3 0.00% 

0 0 0 0 -100.00% 

3 0 0 1 -SO.OO% 

1 1 0 0 -100.00% 

1 3 1 3 200.00% 

0 2 1 2 100.00% 

0 1 8 0 N/e 
1 4 2 1 N/e 
0 1 2 2 100.00% 

Total Count 

365 

148 

9S 

B1 

79 

7S 

73 

58 

63 

51 

48 

3B 

37 

32 

29 

26 

23 

22 

22 

22 

19 

19 

14 

13 

12 

11 

11 

11 

10 

9 

9 

B 
7 
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FOUNDED INCIDENTS BY CCJS CATEGORY (JULY 2004 DEC 2010) 

2004· 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 Grand Tot al 

PERSONS VIOLENT CRIME 4 14 21 11 15 11 13 89 

PROPERlY CRIME 10 53 46 4S 43 49 71 317 

OTHER CC OFFENCES 24 59 38 24 32 31 46 254 

CDSA OFFENCeS 1 5 6 8 6 7 4 37 

fEDERAL STATUTE OFFENCES 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 

PROVINCIAL STATUTE OFFENCES 6 16 14 17 13 18 25 109 
OTHER OCCURRENCES 21 89 84 103 115 174 84 670 
TRAFFIC OFFENCES 5 29 34 10 4 7 9 98 

Gr~nd Total 71 265 243 218 228 298 253 1576 . -July Dec 2004 

Aggregate Founded Incidents: July 2004 ~ Dec 2010 

8oo ~------·----·--------------------------------·-

7oo t----------------------------------~~~-----
6oo t-----------------------------------
5oo t-----------------------------------
4oo t-------, ' ,---------------------------
300 t-------
200 t--;;;--­
>0O 

o 

>00 

"0 
"0 
"0 
>00 
80 
60 

" >0 

° 

Prepared by Richmond RCMP. 
PLiblished 2011-03-27 

Annual Founded Incidents 
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Appelldix IV 
Intake Rate into Richmond Addiction Services Gambling Connselling 
Program 

.. 

28 
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Appendix V 
Web Analytics from Chinese Problem Gambling Website (see attachment) 
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problemgambllng.suCC9SSbc.ca 

Monthly Visitor and Pageview _ 
Jan 1,2010 - Aug 10,2011 

Comparing to: Sit~ 

o 

This custom dimension resulted in 1,624 Pageviews via 20 months 

.111 It I 
Pageviews Visits PagesNisit Time on Site 

1,624 655 2.48 30:09:23 
% of Sile Total: % of Sile Total: Site Avg: ,% of Site Total: 

100.00% 100.00% 2.48 (0.00%) 100.00% 

Month Pageviews Visits PagesNisit Timeon Site 

Jan 1, 2010· Jan 31, 2010 133 48 2.77 02:50:29 

Feb 1, 2010· Feb 28, 2010 102 42 2.43 01:02:58 

Mar 1, 2010· Mar 31, 2010 123 59 2.08 02:12;18 

Apr 1, 2010 · Apr 30, 2010 55 31 1.77 01:30:54 

May 1, 2010· May 31,2010 91 35 2.60 01:14:43 

Jun 1,2010· Jun 30, 2010 56 23 2.43 00:56:07 

Jul 1, 2010 - Jul 31 , 2010 134 22 6.09 03:02:19 

Aug 1,2010 ·Aug 31,2010 42 14 3.00 01:28:15 

Sep 1,2010· Sap 30, 2010 38 18 2.11 01:15:28 

Oct 1, '2010· Oct 31,2010 62 39 1.59 01:18:21 

Nov 1, 2010· Nov 30,2010 100 43 2.33 01 :24:59 

Dec 1, 2010· Dec 31, 2010 29 17 1.71 00:19:53 

Jan 1, 2011·Jan 31, 2011 48 25 1,92 00:46:34 

Feb 1, 2011 - Feb 28, 2011 56 30 1.87 01:10:17 

Mar 1, 2011 • Mar 31, 2011 58 36 1.61 01:14:14 

Apr 1, 2011-Apr30, 2011 99 45 2.20 02:06:21 

May 1, 2011 - May 31, 2011 218 54 4.04 03:23:54 

Jun 1, 2011 - Jun 30, 2011 74 28 2.64 01:42:09 

Jul 1, 2011 · Jul 31, 2011 73 32 2.28 00:59:52 

Aug 1, 2011 -Aug 10, 2011 33 14 2.36 00:09:18 

1· 200120 

Google Analytics 
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Appendix VII 
Proposed Budget for Proposals 

Item 2012 201 3 2014 201 5 201 6 

General 

Research Project $35,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 

Marketing & Promotion $0.00 $17,500.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 
Staff 

Evaluation $10,000.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 SS,OOO.OO 

Steering Committee 
$500.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 

meeting 

Sub ·Total: $35,500.00 $28,000.00 $ 10,500.00 $10,500.00 $10,500.00 
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Append ix VII I 

Problem Gambling Activities from 2005 - 2011 (attached) 
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List of Gambling Prevention Activities in 2005 (January - December, 
2005) 

Date Name TargetlNumbcr 

January 19,2005 Gamb li ng and Gaming Adult ESL studentsl20 
January 27, 2005 Media interview CBCINA 
January 31,2005 Problem Gambling Training Casino staffl15 

to Casino Staff 
February 1, 2005 Display at Cambie PubliclNA 

Community Centre 
February 3, 2005 Media interview Channel MlNA 
February 5, 2005 Display at Ri chmond PubliclNA 

Centre 
February 15,2005 Gambling and Youth Colts volunteer group!! 0 
February 16, 2005 Problem Gambling Program Youth workers/20 
February 17,2005 Richmond School District Teachers/8 

Convention 
February 19, 2005 Chinese Parents Workshop Chinese parents/60 
March 3, 2005 Regional Ethnocultural Community workers/40 

Advisory Committee Forum 
March 4, 2005 London Secondary CAPP Studentsl60 

Presentation 
March 7, 2005 London Secondary CAPP Students/ ISO 

Presentation 
March 10, 2005 Presentation to Richmond Hospital staff/20 

Hospita l 
March 17,2005 Chinese Professional Chinese workersJ l 0 

Meeting 
March 21 & 22, 2005 Media interv iew Richmond ReviewlNA 
March 31, 2005 Media interview Channel MlNA 
April 14,2005 Meeting with Enoch Youth Religious group/3 

Outreach 
April 15 ,2005 Display at Richmond PubliclNA 

Vo lunteers Fair 
April 27, 2005 Integration Youth Services Chinese Parentsll 0 

Society 
April 29, 2005 Presentation to Poker Young Adultsll2 

Tournament at Cambie 
Community Centre 

April 30,2005 Integration Youth Services Youth/IS 
Society 

May 5, 2005 Richmond High CAPP Students/30 
Presentation 

May 5, 2005 South Vancouver Family ParentsJI0 
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Place Chinese Parents 
Group 

May 7, 2005 Speech at Wanna Bet Video Youth and parents/20 
Contest Award Ceremony 

May 11,2005 Richmond High CAPP Students/60 
Presentation 

May 13 , 2005 Media interview Ming PaolNA 
May 16,2005 Media interview Ming PaolNA 
May 17,2005 Richmond High CAPP Studentsl60 

Presentation 
May 31, 2005 Media interview Sing TaolNA 
June 1, 2005 Media interview Sing TaolNA 
June 6, 2005 Rosewood Manor Seniors/ lO 
June 8, 2005 Education series on Adultsll4 

gambling 
June 12, 2005 Display at Multifest PubliclNA 
June 17, 2005 Display at Chinese Mental PubliclNA 

Health Open House 
June 22, 2005 Media interview Channel MINA 
June 23, 2005 Radio program with Enoch YouthlNA 
July 6, 2005 Radio program with Enoch YouthlNA 
July 27, 2005 Education series on Adults/12 

gambling 
August 3, 2005 Workshop on Gambling and Adults/50 

Immigration 
September 6, 2005 Presentation to Richmond Adults/6 

City youth workers 
September 12,2005 Media interview Channel M1NA 
September 12 & 13, 2005 Media interview Sing TaolNA 
September 13, 2005 Canadian Mental Health Adults/ 12 

Association Pathway 
Clubhouse 

September 14, 2005 Education series on Adults/ 12 
I gambling 

September 15, 2005 Richmond Hospital Adults/2 
Psychiatric Unit Student 
Doctor 

September 26 & 27, 2005 Montreal Research Team Adults/2 
October 3, 2005 Media interview Sing TaolNA 
October 5, 2005 Minoru Place Seniors Seniorsl2 

Activity Centre 
October 6, 2005 Display at National PubliclNA 

Depression Screening Day 
October 7, 2005 Kwantlen University Adultll 

College student 
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October 11 , 2005 Minoru Place Seniors Seniorsll2 
Activity Centre 

October 15, 2005 Internet Addiction Adults/67 
Workshop 

October 18, 2005 Excel ESL Students Adults/35 
October 20, 2005 Family Services of Greater Adults/12 

Vancouver 
October 27,2005 Tait Elementary & Students/ I 50 

Westwind Elementary 
November 2, 2005 Education series on Adults/8 

I gambling 
November 4, 2005 Display at SUCCESS PubliclNA 

Volunteers Appreciation 
Ceremony 

November 8, 2005 Presentation to Family Youthl14 
Services Skill Link Program 

December 5,2005 Article at Evergreen News PubliclNA 
December 6, 2005 Burnett Secondary and Students/90 

Palmer Secondary 
December 7, 2005 Steveston High Students/3D 
December 7. 2005 Crossroads School Studentsl6 
December 8, 2005 Steveston High Students/30 
December 8, 2005 Richmond Hospital Adults/2 

Psychiatric Unit Student 
Doctor 

December 12, 2005 Steveston High Students/30 
Decenlber 13, 2005 Palmer Secondary Students/60 
December 14, 2005 Palmer Secondary Students/60 
December 14, 2005 Richmond Hospital Paramedicals/8 

Psychiatric Unit 
Total # of activities: 69 I Total # of participants: 1370 

CNCL - 167



List of Gambling Prevention Activities in 2006 (January - December, 
2006) 

Date Name TargetlNumber 

January 4,2006 Education series on Adults/4 
I gambling 

January II & 12,2006 P2P Training at Richmond Students/300 
High 

January 13,2006 Anderson Elementary Students/30 
January 13, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond Teachers/S 

High 
January 18, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond StudentS/ISO 

High 
January 24, 2006 Turning Point Richmond Adults/7 

Recovery House 
January 25, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond Studentsll 00 

High 
January 26, 2006 Richmond Hospital Adultll 

Psychiatric Unit Student 
Doctor 

February 8, 2006 Blundell Elementarv Students/6D 
February 8, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond Students/6D 

High 
February 10,2006 esc Radio with Mark Public 

Forsyth 
February 12, 2006 Table Display at Public 

Multicultural Festival in 
Richmond Centre 

February 13,2006 Brighouse Elementary Students/30 
February 16,2006 Brighouse Elementary Students/60 
February 21 , 2006 Touchslone Parents Group Adultl7 
February 22, 2006 Education Series on Adultl4 

Gambling 
February 24, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond Students/60 

High 
March I, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond Students/60 

High 
March I, 2006 Maple Lane Elementary Students/60 
March 3, 2006 UBe Social Policy Students Students/8 
March 5,2006 Table Display at Aberdeen Public 

Centre 
March 9, 2006 Richmond Hospital Adultl2 

Psychiatric Unit Student 
Doctor 
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March 10, 2006 SUCCESS Women's Club Adultl30 
March 23, 2006 Interview by Talentvision Public 
March 23, 2006 Interview by CityTV Publ ic 
March 27, 2006 Palmer Secondary Students/ I 50 
March 28, 2006 Palmer Secondary Students/90 
March 29, 2006 Mitchel l Elementary Students/3D 
March 31, 2006 London Secondary Studentsl210 
April 3, 2006 Media interview with Public 

Richmond News, CI-IMB 
AM 1320, Channel M, 
Fairchild TV, News 1130, 
AMl470 and Ming Paa 

April 4, 2006 Media interview with Sing Public 
Tao, CSC and Province 

April 5,2006 CBC Early Edition Public 
April 5, 2006 Turning Point Recovery Adultl9 

Home 
April 5, 2006 Steveston Community Adultl3 

Centre 
April 10,2006 St Paul' s Church Parents Adult/I 3 

Group 
April 12,2006 Education series on Adult/8 

I gambling 
April 13, 2006 Ferris Elementary Students/60 
April 20, 2006 William Bridg~ Elementa!".y_ Students/3D 
April 20, 2006 One hour phone in program Public 

at CHMB AM 1320 
April 25, 2006 Richmond Chinese Adultl6 

Evangelical Free Church 
Pastoral Care Group 

April 26, 2006 Media interview with Public 
Vancouver 24 hours 
newspaper 

Apri I 27, 2006 William Bridge Elementary Students/3D 
April 27, 2006 Media interview with Public 

World Journal 
May 8, 2006 Media interview with Public 

Vancouver Sun 
May 10, 2006 Media interview with CBC Public 
May 11,2006 Anderson Elementarv Students/3D 
May 17,2006 Homma Elementarv Students/3D 
May 18, 2006 S teveston Secondary Students/96 
May 20, 2006 Chinese Parents Workshop Adultsll20 
May 23, 2006 Homma Elementary Students/60 
May 25, 2006 Regent College Adults/28 
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May 31,2006 Education Series Adultsl6 
June 5, 2006 Media interview with Sing Public 

Tao News 
June 20, 2006 Anderson Elementary Students/ 1 0 
June 22, 2006 SUCCESS Chinese Adults/ IS 

Help li ne 
June 23, 2006 DeBeck Elementary Students!! 0 
June 27, 2006 DeBeck Elementary Studentsl l O 
June 27, 2006 Media interview with Public 

CKNW 
June 28, 2006 Media interview with Public 

CKNW 
June 28, 2006 Ri chmond School District Adults/50 

ELSA Classes 
July 11 , 2006 SUCCESS YDP Youth/ I 0 
July 13,2006 Summer class at Richmond Students/40 

High 
July 14, 2006 Media interview with CTV Public 
Ju ly 17, 2006 Media interview with Metro Public 

Town News 
July 19, 2006 Education Series Adultl7 
July 20, 2006 Richmond Hospital Adultl2 

Psychiatric Unit Student 
Doctor 

July 24, 2006 Mood Disorders Ad ultll 
Assoc iation of Be 

July 27, 2006 RICAS Adultl4 
August 3, 2006 Phone interview with Ming Public 

Paa News 
August 4, 2006 Office interview with Ming Public 

Paa News 
August 14, 2006 SUCCESS Summer Youth Youth/9 

Development Program 
August 15, 2006 Phone interview with 24 Public 

Hours News 
August 15 , 2006 Phone interview with Metro Public 

Vancouver 
August 16, 2006 Radio program at AMI470 Public 
AuO'ust 20, 2006 RCEFC Sunday School Adultl25 
August 21 , 2006 Richmond Youth Service Youthl8 

Agency Skills Link 
Program' 

August 21 , 2006 Pamphlets to Canadian Public 
Martyr Catholic Church 

August 25, 2006 Richmond Hi lton Human Ad ultll4 
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Resources Mana!!ement 
Semem ber 6, 2006 Education Series Adultl13 
September II, 2006 Radio program for Calgary Public 
October 2, 2006 RYSA Skills Link Youth/II 
October 3, 2006 Australia PO Counsellor Adultll 
October 12, 2006 National Depression Public 

Screening Dav for Chinese 
October 19, 2006 RASCALS Traininl! Adultl9 
October 20, 2006 PO Curriculum Teachers' Adultl7 

Traininl! 
October 25, 2006 Excel Adult ELSA Adultl35 
October 25, 2006 Education Series Adultl5 
October 27,2006 London Secondary Youthl90 
November 2, 2006 Excel Adult ELSA Adultll3 
November 3, 2006 Student Doctors Adultl2 
November 4, 2006 Disabilitv Resource Centre Youthlll 
November 8, 2006 Burnett Secondary Youthl30 
November 14,2006 Steveston High Youthl75 
November 17, 2006 Table Display at SUCCESS Public 

Volunteer Appreciation 
November 23, 2006 Chinese Cultural WorkshoD Adultl40 
November 29,2006 New Immil!rant Workshoo Adultl40 
December 5, 2006 PO Curriculum Teachers' Adultl12 

Training: 
Decem ber 6, 2006 PO Curriculum Teachers' Adultll2 

Trainimz 
December 7, 2006 PO Curriculum Teachers' Adultll2 

Traininl! 
December 8, 2006 Cambie Pro-D Teachers' Adultl40 

Training 
December 14, 2006 Richmond City Youth Adult120 

Workers' Training 
December 15,2006 Student Doctors Training Adultl2 
Total # of activities : 109 (up till Total # of participants: 2745 (up till 
Decem ber, 2006) Decem ber 2006) 
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List of Gambling Prevention Activities in 2008 (January - December, 
2008) 

Date Name TargetlNumber Catchment 
January 9, 2008 McMath Secondary CAPP Youth/III Or. 10,11 

Classes 
January 10,2008 McMath Secondary CAPP Youth122 Or. 10, II 

Class 
January 15, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth/143 Or. 10 

Classes 
January 16, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P Youthl49 Or. 10 

Classes 
January 17, 2008 SUCCESS ELSA Class Adultsl35 ESL 
January 17, 2008 MacNeil Secondary CAPP Youthl20 Or. 10 

Class 
January 18, 2008 McNair Secondary CAPP Youth/SO Or. 10, II 

Classes 
January 23, 200S SUCCESS ELSA Class Adultl6 ESL 
January 24, 2008 Excel Adult ESLA Class Adultl7 ESL 
January 31, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth174 Or. 10 

Classes 
February 1, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth/56 Or. 10 

Classes 
February 4, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P Youthl73 Or. 10 

Classes 
February 6, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth Or. 8,9, 10, 

Fair 
February 6, 200S Media interview with Chinese Public Chinese 

Channel M, Sing Tao & 
CKNW 

February 15,2008 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/I 7 Or. 10, II 
Class 

February 18, 2008 Paln:er Secondary P2P Youthll06 Or. 10, II 
Classes 

February 19, 1008 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/25 Or. 10, II 
Class 

February 21 , 200S Excel Adult ESL Class Adultl57 ESL 
February 26, 2007 Turning Point Recovery AdultiS Community 

House 
February 27, 200S South Arm United Church Adultl35 Community 
February 28, 200S Richmond Chinese Public Community 

Cultural Society 
February 29, 2008 McNair Secondary Adultl32 Community 

Teachers ' Pro-D Training 
March 5, 2008 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth Or. 10, II 
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students presentation 
March 6,2008 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth Gr. 10, II 

students presentation 
March 7, 2008 McMath Secondary Youth/46 Gr.IO, II 

School 
March 10, 2008 Phone interview by Sing Chinese Public Chinese 

Tao News 
Apri l 8, 2008 MacNeil Secondary P2P Youth/24 Gr. 10 

Class 
April 9, 2008 MacNeil Secondary P2P Youthl73 Gr. 10 

Classes 
April 16, 2008 CMHA Pathway Adultsl25 Community 

Clubhouse 
Apri l 17, 2008 McNair Secondary CAPP YouthJ75 Gr. 10, II 

Classes 
April 22, 2008 Steves ton-London Youth/I 36 Gr. 10, II 

Secondary CAPP Classes 
April 29, 2008 BGCA Skills Link Youth/9 Community 

Program 
May 9, 2008 MacNeil P2P Student Youth/80 Gr.8,9, ID 

Presentations 
May 16,2008 MacNeil Teachers Pro-D Adults/40 Community 

Training 
May 22, 2008 Canadian Drug Free Chinese Chinese 

Project Chinese Parents Adults/50 
Conference 

May 23, 2008 Richmond Youth Service Community 
Agency Open House 

May 26, 2008 Richmond Mental Health Adults/6 Community 
Consumers and Friends 
Society 

May 28, 2008 Touchstone Family Community 
Association Open House 

June 5, 2008 CCM Parents Group Chinese Chinese 
Adultsll4 

June 7, 2008 Chinese Parents Chinese Chinese 
Workshop Adultsl70 

June 8, 2008 South Vancouver Pacific Chinese Chinese 
Grace MB Church Adults/25 

June 18,2008 Richmond District Parents Community 
Association and 
Richmond Chinese 
Parents Association Year 
End Celebration 

June 25, 2008 Family Services of Community 
Greater Vancouver Open 
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Sep 

activities: 
2008) 

Richmond Disability , 
Science World Teacher 
Resources Fair Table 
Display for Amazing 

Know the 

at 
Kwantlen Richmond 

KD 
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List of Ga mbling Prevention Activities in 2009 (January - December, 
2009) 

Date Name TargetlNumbcr 

January 13 , 2009 Richmond Secondary P2P Youthl54 
Classes 

January 14, 2009 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth173 
Classes 

January 15, 2009 Fleetwood Park Secondary Youth/ I 62 
Grad Transition Conference 

Feb 2, 2009 Amazing Chateau Teacher's Adultl7 
Training in Vancouver 

Feb 4, 2009 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth 
Presentation Fair 

Feb 9, 2009 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/30 
Class 

Feb 10, 2009 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/58 
Classes 

Feb 19,2009 ESL Class at MacNeil AdultlI5 
Feb 20 & 21 , 2009 Discovery program Adultl8 
Mar 2, 2009 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/30 

Presentation 
Mar 3, 2009 Palmer Secondary P2P Youthl55 

Presentation 
Mar 3, 2009 Amazing Chateau Teacher's Adultl3 

Training at Thompson 
Elementary 

Mar 4, 2009 Palmer Secondary P2P Youthl43 
Presentation to elementary 
school 

Mar 25, 2009 Chinese Seniors Acting Out Chinese Adu]t116 
Training 

Apr 1,2009 Interview with Fairchild TV Chinese Public 
Apr 9, 2009 MacNeil Secondary P2P Youthl49 

Presentation 
Apr 14, 2009 MacNeil Secondary P2P YouthlJ 13 

Presentation 
Apr 15,2009 Burnett Secondary Youthl35 

Presentation 
Apr 30, 2009 South Arm Community Chinese Adult/3D 

Centre Chinese Seniors 
Group 

May 6, 2009 Steveston London Youth/52 
Secondary Presentation 
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May 7, 2009 Steveston London Youth/83 
Secondary Presentation 

May 7, 2009 MacNeil Secondary P2P Youth 
Presentation 

May 11 , 2009 BOCA Skillslink Program Adultl8 
Presentation 

May 26, 2009 City TV Program Chinese Public 
May 29, 2009 VanCity Community Day Public (Staffed by Christa 

with distribution of over 
200 PO promotion 
materials) 

June 6, 2009 Chinese Parents Workshop Chincse/65 
June 12,2009 Hamilton Community Public (Staffed by 

Festival SUCCESS staff with 
distribution of over 200 PO 

I promotion materials) 
June 21,2009 National Aboriginal Day in Public (Staffed by Brent 

Richmond with distribution of 100 
pamphlets and promotion 
materials) 

July 16, 2009 SUCCESS Youth Summer Youthl13 
Day Camp 

July 24, 2009 SLICCESS Youth Summer Youth/I 2 
Day Camp 

Sep 8, 2009 Table display at Kwantlen Youth/ I 00 
University College 
Richmond Campus 

Sep 17,2009 Table display for Knowdice Adultffeachers/80 
at Science World Teachers 
Orientation 

Sep 19, 2009 Table display at Aberdeen Chinese/300 
Mall for Seniors Drama 
performance 

Sep 21 , 2009 BGC Skills Link Youth/8 
Oct 8, 2009 Table display at Depression Adultl80 

Screening Day 
Oct21,2009 Knowdice Teacher's Adultll 

Training at McNeely 
Oct 23, 2009 District Pro-D Training Adultl27 
Nov 6, 2009 McNair CAPP Classes Youth/55 
Nov 7, 2009 District Students Leadership Youth/35 

Conference 
Nov 13,2009 Ta.,le display at SUCCESS AdultilOO 

Volunteer's Appreciation 
Nov 15, 2009 Westside Baptist Church Chinese/25 
Nov 16,2009 Hugh Bovd Secondary P2P Youth/50 
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Nov 16,2009 BGC Skills Link Youthl8 
Nov 17,2009 Knowdice Teacher's Adultll 

Training at McNeely 
Nov 1·9,2009 Steveston London Youth/59 

Secondary 
Nov 19,2009 About Face Community Adultl50 

Presentation 
Nov 20, 2009 Steves ton London Youth/57 

Secondary 
Nov 28, 2009 AM 1320 radio program Chinese 
Dec 8, 2009 Media interview by Sing Chinese 

Tao News 
Dec 9. 2009 Burnett Secondary PAC Adultll6 
Dec 18,2009 TV Recording at Fairchild Chinese 
Tota l # of activities: 51 (up till Dec, 2009) Total # of participants: 2069 (u p till Dec, 

2009) 
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List of Ga mbling Prevention Activities in 2010 (January - December, 
2010) 

Date Na me TargetlNumbcr 

January 8, 2010 Knowdice Teacher's Adultll 
Training at Tomsett 
Elementary School 

January 11 , 2010 Richmond Secondary P2P Youthl25 
Class 

January 26, 2010 Addiction Focus Group Adultl2 
February 3, 2010 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth/30 

Student Presentations 
February 8, 2010 Richmond Christian Youthl33 

Secondary School 
February 9, 2010 Richmond Christian Youth/35 

Secondary School 
February 9, 2010 Palmer Secondary P2P Youthl30 
February 11 , 2010 Richmond Christian Youthl26 

Secondary School 
February 12, 20 10 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/59 
February 12, 2010 Richmond Christian Youth/26 

Secondary School 
February 15, 20 I 0 Richmond School District Adultl l 6 

Pro-D Conference 
February 16,2010 Richmond Christian Youth/55 

Secondary School 
February 17,2010 Richmond Christian Youthl24 

Secondary School 
February 18, 2010 Richmond Christian Youth/20 

Secondary School 
February 19,2010 Richmond Christian Youthl28 

Secondary School 
March 2, 2010 Richmond Christian AdultilO 

Secondary School PAC 
March 3, 2010 McRoberts Secondary Youthl83 

School 
March 9, 2010 Palmer Secondary P2P YouthJ25 
March 10,2010 Palmer Secondary P2P Youthl82 
March 18,2010 Lord 8yng Secondary Youth/25 

School ESL Class 
Apr 8, 2010 Managing Employees with Adultll80 

Substance Abuse 
Conference 

Apr 12, 2010 .5teveston London Youth/135 
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Secondary 5 CAPP Classes 
Apr 13, 2010 Steveston London I CAPP Youth/20 

Class 
Aor 14, 2010 Cambie Secondary I P2P Youth/30 
Apr 14, 2010 MacNeil Secondary 3 P2P Youth/64 

Classes 
Apr 15 , 2010 MacNeil Secondary 3 P2P Youth/SO 

Classes 
Apr 19,2010 R YSA Presentation of Adultl6 

Services 
Apr 23, 2010 Palmer Secondary Teachers Adultl55 

Pro-I) Training 
Apr 27, 2010 Delview Secondary School Youth/26 

CAPP Class 
Mayl , 2010 Chinese Parents Workshop Adultl70 
May 5, 2010 RAS open house display Adult 
Mav 13,2010 Cambie Secondary 1 P2P Youth129 
Mav 19,2010 BGC Skills Link AdultilO 
May 26, 2010 MacNeil Secondary I P2P Youth/12 
July 12, 2010 SUCCESS Youth Summer Youth/35 

Camp 
July 15,2010 SUCCESS Children Childrcn/30 

Summer Camp 
July 20, 2010 Turning Point Adultl6 
Aug 12, 2010 SUCCESS Children Children/38 

Summer Camp 
Se029, 2010 McNair Secondary 3 CAPP Youth179 
Oct 1,2010 Bovd Secondary 3 P2P Youth176 
Oct4, 2010 South Delta Secondary 3 Youth178 

CAPP 
Oct5, 2010 RAS Chinese Ed Series Adultl6 
OctS,2010 Bovd Secondary 1 P2P Youth/27 
Oct 29, 2010 Skill s Link Richmond Adultl7 
Oct 30, 2010 Gam iQ Training: AdultiS 
Nov 1,2010 Gam i at Kwantlen Adultll04 
Nov 3, 2010 Gam i at Kwant len Adultll22 
Noy 4, 2010 Gam iQ at K wantlen Adultl214 
Nov 5, 2010 Steveston London CAPP Youth/137 
Nay 24, 2010 Gam iO at BClT Richmond AdultiSS 
Nov 26, 2010 CCM Chinese Seniors AdultiJO 
Dec 3, 2010 Excel Adult ESLA Adultl43 
Dec 10,2010 RAS Ed series Adultl5 
Total # of activities: 53 (up till Total # of participants: 2465 (up till 
December, 2010) December, 2010) 
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List of Gambling Prevention Activities ill 2011 (January - December, 
2011) 

Date Name TargetlNumber 

January 12,2011 Richmond Sec P2P Youth/54 
January 13,2011 Richmond Sec P2P Youth/I 06 
January 14. 20 II Know Dice Teacher Adultll 

Training 
January 18,20 II Richmond City Youth Adultll4 

Development Workers 
January 18, 20 II Turning Point Recovery AdultilO 
January 19,2011 McMath Mini P2P Youth/74 
January 24, 20 II McMath Mini P2P Youthl44 
February 14, 2011 Palmer P2P Youth/59 
February 15, 20 11 Palmer P2P Y outh/46 
February 21, 2011 RAS Education Series Adul tl6 
February 22, 2011 Stevcvston London CAPP Youthl128 
February 24, 2011 Zheng Sheng College Adu ltl40 

Chinese Parents Forum 
February 24,201 1 Business After 5 Adultl70 
Mar 4, 2011 McNair Secondary CAPP Youth/58 
Mar7, 201 1 Brooke Elementary ChiidrenJ57 
Mar 9, 2011 Byng Elementary PAC Adultll4 
Mar 10, 201 1 Richardson Elementary ChiidrenJ70 
Mar 14, 201 1 Excel ESL Adultl32 
Mar 15, 2011 McRoberts Secondary Youthl102 

Grade 12 classes 
Mar 15, 2011 Gam _iQ at K wantten Adultl84 
Mar 16, 20 11 PO Levell Training Adultl l 4 
Mar 17, 20 11 Excel ESL Adultl30 
Mar 18, 2011 Cougar Canyon Elementary ChiidrenJ60 

Grade 617 Classes 
Mar 18, 20 11 English BlurfElementary Children/60 

Grade 617 Classes 
Mar29, 201 1 CMJ-IA Pathways Adultl20 

Clubhouse 
Mar31 , 20 11 Excel ESL Adultl32 
Apr 8, 201 1 Delta Secondary School Youthl68 

Planning 10 Classes 
Apr 11,2011 Delta Secondary School Youthll34 

Planning 10 Classes 
Apr 12, 2011 Burnett Secondary School Youthl28 

Family Studies Class 
May 3, 20 11 Boyd P2P Youth/IS 
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May 5, 2011 Interview by Fairchild TV General 
May 7, 2011 Chinese Parents Workshop Adultll08 
May 10, 2011 Transitions Adultll5 
May 11 ,20 11 MacNeil P2P Youthl99 
May 11,2011 Touchstone Family General 

Association Oocn House 
Mav 12,2011 MacNeil P2P Youthl73 
May 17, 2011 Internet Gambling Chinese AdultiO 

Workshop 
June 15,2011 Richmond Adult Probation Adultl8 
July 6, 2011 RAS Education Series at AdultilO 

Library 
July 12, 2011 SUCCESS Youth Summer Youthll9 

Camp at Delta 
Aug 4, 2011 SUCCESS Youth Summer Youth/I 3 

Camp at Richmond 
Aug 4, 2011 Booth at Kwantlen Adultl50 

Richmond Campus 
Aug 10,2011 Booth at Richmond Food AdultilOO 

Bank 
Sep 21 , 2011 RMCS YES Employment Adultl7 

ProQram 

Sep 22, 2011 Booth at Richmond Food AdultilOO 
Bank 

Sep 28, 2011 Booth at Richmond Food Adulti l OO 
Bank 

Sep 29, 2011 Knowdice at Mitchell Youthl30 
Elementary 

Seo 29, 2011 Kwantlen Counsellor Adultl2 
Oct 4, 2011 Hugh Boyd P2P Youthl25 
Oct 4, 2011 Booth at Richmond Adult 

Hosoital 
Oct5 ,20 11 Hugh Boyd P2P Youth/21 
Oct 5, 20 11 Booth at Richmond Adult 

Hosoital 
Oct 7, 2011 Hugh Boyd 2 P2P classes Youthl38 
Oct 14,2011 Steveston London 4 P2P Youthll06 

classes 
Oct 20, 2011 Homeless Connect Day Adultl50 

Booth 
Oct 24, 2011 McNair 2 Planning Classes Youth/54 
Oct 25, 2011 SUCCESS Helpline Adultll4 

Volunteers 
Noy 2, 2011 RAS Education Series Adultl6 
Nov 12, 2011 CMHA Richmond Chinese Adultll4 
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Family Support Group 
Nov 15 , 2011 Fairchild TV Leisure Talk Adult 
Nov 16,2011 McMath 2 Leadership Youth/40 

Classes 
Nov 16, 2011 About Face Booth Adult 
Nov 17, 201 1 Steveston Community Adultl25 

Centre Seniors Group 
Nov 18, 2011 SUCCESS Volunteers Adultl50 

Appreciation Booth 
Nov 21, 2011 Turning Point Recovery Adultl7 

House 
Nov 23, 2011 SUCCESS Chinese Parents Adultl20 

Workshop 
No v 29, 20 11 McMath 2 Planning Classes Youth/58 
Nov 30, 2011 McMath 3 Planning Classes Youth175 
Dec 1,2011 South Delta Secondary 2 Youth/53 

Planning Classes 
Dec2, 2011 South Delta Secondary 5 Youth/ I 22 

P\<;nn ing Classes 
Total # of activities: 61 (up till Nov, Total # of participants: 2737 (up till Nov 
2011) 2011) 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Jerry Chong 
Director, Finance 

Report to Committee 

)0 tiP -fWr 110 Xf2-

Date: April 3, 2012 

File: 03-{)925-0112012-Vol 
01 

Re: 2012 Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That Option 2, which redistributes $1.8M from Business class to Major Industry, Light 
Industry, SeasonallRecreation, and Residential classes be approved as outlined in the 
staff report daled April 3, 2012 from the Director, Finance, titled 2012 Annual Property 
Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885. 

2. That Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885 be introduced and given ftrst, second 
and . d re dings. 

Jerry Chong 
Director, Finance 
(604-276-4064) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Economic Development yI;1!NO A-l~ 
Law niNO 

REVIEWED BY TAG 

<-67~ 
NO REVIEWED BY CAO ~ NO 

D D 
'--' 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Section 197 of the Community Charter requires municipalities to establish property tax rates for 
the current year after the adoption of the 5 Year Financial Plan and before May 15th. In addition, 
Council must, under subsection 197{3. 1), consider the tax distribution to each assessment class 
prior to adopting the tax rate bylaw. 

Analysis 

For the second year in a row, market values provided by Be Assessment for Richmond 
residential properties experienced one of the largest increases in the Province. In analyzing the 
2012 Revised Roll and new growth values, it was noted that the residential class had the largest 
new growth and market value change in the city. Individual residential property values increased 
anywhere between 0% - 30% with the average increase at 13.9%. 

Table 1 provides a breakdown of the 2012 assessment into valuation change (net market value) 
and new growth. 

Table 1- Breakdown 0/2012 Assessment Value 

2011 Total 2012 Total 2012 Net Market 2012 New 
Assessment Value Assessment Value Value Growth 

Class 01 - Residential 38,773,462,536 45,026,857,841 44,164,047,039 862,810,802 

Class 02 - Utilities 21,094,264 19,684,767 21,255,967 (1,571,200) 

Class 04 - Ma'or Industry 107,536,400 111,751,800 111,353,700 398,100 

Class 05 - Light Industry 1,480,245,900 1,614,401.900 1,594,942,700 19,459,200 

Class 06 - Business 7,753,426,413 8,046,567,614 8,115,417,614 (68,850,000) 

Class 08 - 5easonal/Rec 113,148,800 111,935,100 105,401,500 6,533,600 

Class 09 - Farm 26,698,852 26,572,011 26,734,234 (162,223) 

Total 48,275,613,165 54,957,771,033 54,139,152,754 818,618,279 

Significant Changes to Assessment 

Residential assessment values between 2011 and 2012 increased by over $5.39 billion from 
$38.773B to $44.164B. New growth in the residential class totals over $862M. New growth is 
made up of new developments, properties shifting between assessment classes, and any 
exemptions. New developments add taxable values to the class while new exemptions reduce 
the value to that class. 

In 2011, Council adopted the City Centre Area Transitional Tax ("CCA T") Exemption Bylaw 
which provides a 20% exemption to the 2012 land value for 37 qualifying properties. This 
exemption provides partial tax relief to 248 business tenants in the area. The total exempted 
value was approximately $13M for Light Industry (class 05) and $98M for Business (class 06) 
properties. Although Light Industry had approximately $13M in CeA T exemptions, new growth 
totalled $19.46M due to more properties shifting from Business to Light Industry to take 
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advantage of the Provincial Industrial Property Tax Credit, which provides a 60% reduction in 
school taxes for major and light industries. 

With a CCAT exemption valued at $98M in Class 06 - Business, actual growth in this class 
softened the decline to a $68.85M reduction in new growth. 

In deriving the 2012 tax rates, the following were incorporated into the calculation: 

o As reported to Council at the Finance Committee of February 6, 2012,113 of the resulting 
tax impact of the CCAT exemption is allocated to the Business and Light Industry class, 
113 allocated to all remaining tax classes and 113 funded by the Appeals Provision. Total 
CCAT tax impact for 2012 was $863K. 

o In 2000, the Province imposed a municipal tax cap for class 2 properties at a maximum of 
$40 per $1,000 of assessment value. As a result, approximately $14K of taxes shifted 
from class 2 to all other classes in order to ensure municipal tax rate (including sewer 
debt) for class 2 properties is less than $40. 

o Tax burden for each assessment class is impacted by the net percentage change in value 
for that class in relation to the total assessments for the City. 

Based on the 2012 Revised Roll and the aforementioned items, the 2012 summary of assessment 
ratios, folio counts, tax distribution, and tax ratio is as follows: 

Table 2 - Breakdown of Assessments and Tax Distribution 

2012 Assessments and Tall Distribution 

Assessment To, 
Ratio Folio Count Distribution Tall Ratio 

Class 01- Residential 81.93% 64,751 53.10% 1.00 

Class 02 - Utillties 0.04% 110 0.46% 20.12 

Class 04 - Major Industry 0.20% 18 0.84% 6.38 

Class 05 - Light Industry 2.94% 605 8.19% 4.30 

Class 06 - Business 14.64% 6,435 37.12% 3.91 

Class 08 - Seasonal/Rec 0.20% 443 0.10% 0.74 

Class 09 - Farm 0.05% 69' 0.19% 6.02 

Total 100.00% 73,058 100.00% NtA 

Tax Ratio 

Tax ratio is often a highly discussed topic because it provides tax rate comparisons between 
assessment classes and between various municipalities. Tax ratio is a direct comparison of the 
tax rates between all classes against residential tax rates. In 2011 , Riclunond's business to 
residential tax ratio was 3.72 (Appendix 1). Per Table 2, the 2012 calculated ratio is 3.91. This 
increase is largely affected by Riclunond's increased residential values. When assessment values 
increase, tax rates must be reduced in order to collect only the taxes required to meet budget. 
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When residential tax rates fall and tax rates in other classes are adjusted at a lesser rate, tax ratios 
naturally increase. 

Appendix 1 shows Riclunond's 2011 tax ratio ranking in all assessment classes in relation to the 
comparator group. Richmond's business tax ratio of3.72 was 3rd lowest in the comparator group. 
Both municipalities with the highest tax ratios have announced a 1% shift in tax burden from 
business to residential class in 2012. The burden shift will reduce their business tax ratio and 
will narrow the gap in relation to Richmond's 2012 business tax ratio of 3 .91 . 

To ensure that Richmond remains competitive in attracting businesses and to mitigate further 
business tax ratio increases, the following options are available in setting the 2012 tax rates: 

Option 1 Maintain tax distribution and ratios as calculated in Table 2 

Highlights of this option include: 

o Residential tax burden increased from 51.65% in 2011 to 53.10% in 2012, reflecting the 
growth in that class in relation to other properties. 

o Combined tax burden of Light Industry and Business is 45.3 1%, a reduction of 1.37% 
from the 2011 level of 46.68%. 

o Business to residential tax ratio increases to 3.91. 

Option 2 - Redistribution of Property Taxes 

In addition to the distribution of taxes as calculated in Table 2, staff recommends a further $1.8M 
tax burden shift from the business class to be shared $200K with class 04; $750K with class 05 ; 
$50K with class 08; and the remaining $800K with class 01. Comparison of tax rates, tax ratios 
and tax burden between the two options is shown in Table 3. 

Table 3 - Comparison 0/2012 Rates and Ratios Between Proposed Options 

With No TOK Shift (Option l) With $1.8M TOK Shift (Option 2) 

Assessment Oass TalC Rate TalC Ratio TalC Burde n TalC Rate TalC Ratio TalC Burden 

Class 01 - Residential 1.98351 1.00 53.10% 2.00128 1.00 53.57% 

Class 02 - Utilities 39.90000 20.12 0.46% 39.90000 19.94 0.46% 

Class 04 - Major Industry 12.64572 6.38 0.84% 14.43540 7.21 0.96% 

Class 05 ·Ught Industry 8.53423 4.30 8.19% 8.99880 4 .50 8.64% 

Class 06 - Business 7.75939 3.91 37.12% 7.53569 3.77 36.05% 

Class 08 - Seasonal/Rec 1.46389 0.74 0.10% 1.91058 0.95 0.13% 

Class 09 - Farm 11.94322 6.02 0.19% 11.94322 5.97 0.19% 

The rationale for the shift is as fo llows: 

a) Richmond's current tax rate for class 04 - Major Industry is the 2nd lowest in comparison 
to other municipalities in the comparator group (Appendix 2). 2011 tax rate was $12.97 
per $1,000 of assessment, $36.90 less than the highest tax rate in the group. Richmond is 
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comparable to that of Vancouver, Delta and Burnaby in the number of properties in this 
assessment class. In 20 11 , taxes average over $300K for major industries in these three 
municipalities. Richmond's average tax for similar valued properties was approximately 
$78K. 

Adding $200K in tax for this assessment class will increase the tax burden from 0.84% in 
2011 to 0.96%. After the shift, Richmond should easily maintain the position of having 
the 2nd lowest tax rate for this class in the comparator group. 

b) Richmond's tax rate for class 05 - Light Industry was also the 2nd lowest in the 
comparator group. In 2011, this class accounted for 8.26% of the tax burden for the City. 
In 2012, the calculated tax burden dropped to 8.19% even though this class has grown 
due to more businesses appealing to Be Assessment for a class change. With this 
growth, the class should bear a slightly higher tax burden than 2011. A $750K shift will 
result in an additional $0.46 per $1,000 in assessment and a tax burden increased to 
8.64%. 

c) Without the additional burden shift, class OS - SeasonallRecreational would have had a 
tax reduction of$0.37 per $1,000 in assessment and a tax burden reduction of 0.03% for 
the entire class. The tax shift of $50K will bring the burden back to the 2011 rate of 
0.13%. 

d) In 2011, Richmond's class 01- residential accounted for 51.65% of the tax burden (Table 
4), the 2nd lowest in the comparator group. Although Richmond's average assessment 
was the 2nd highest in the group at almost $606K, average residential tax was the 2nd 

lowest at $1 ,309. 

3492636 

Table 4 - Residential Tax Between Richmond and Other Municipalities 

% of Tax 
Average Taxes Per Burden (% of 

Municipality Folio Municipal Assessment Average Total Municipal Total Taxes 
• Residential Count Rate Value Assessment Taxes From Class Collected) 

Surrey 130,396 2.3781 490,466.06 1,166.38 152,090,940.69 68.38% 

Coquitlam 39,325 3.0486 539,091.21 1,643.47 64,629,593.57 59.55% 

Delta 30,937 3.2785 534,245.27 1,751.52 54,186,871.02 53.93% 

Vancouver 174,467 2.1282 877,298.83 1,867.07 325,741,642.16 53.07% 

Richmond 63,994 2.1609 605,892.15 1,309.27 83,785,575.19 51.65% 

Burnaby 65,950 2.3771 598,992.08 1,423.86 93,903,836.30 47.82% 

Historically, Richmond 's residential class has benefited from the higher burden placed 
onto businesses. With the recent development in residential properties in the City, an 
additional tax shift could be shared by more properties. An $SOOK tax shift to this class 
will result in an additional $0.02 per $1,000 in assessment and will help in maintaining a 
competitive business to residential tax ratio. 

CNCL - 191



April 3, 2012 -6-

At the February 6, 2012 Finance Committee, it was reported that the average residential 
property will have an estimated $54.39 increase in taxes resulting from the 2.98% tax 
increase. This figure was based on assessment total s prior to property owners appealing 
their assessments in early January. Values often change by the lime the revised roll is 
issued due to these appeals and corrections to the assessment. With the revised roll. the 
average residential property wi ll have a $59.63 increase in taxes. The additional S800K 
shift to the residential classes will result in an additional $ 12.26 in municipal taxes. 

Under Provincial Legislation for the 5 Year Financial Plan, Council must review the City's 
property tax distribution annually before setting tax rates. Council ' s objective in property tax 
distribution has been to maintain the business to residential tax ratio in the middle in comparison 
to other municipalities to ensure that the City remains competitive in attracting and retaining 
businesses. Option 2 will meet this objective. 

Financial Impact 

Tax rates provided in Bylaw 8885 will provide the taxes necessary to meet Council ' s approved 
tax increase of 1.98% with an additional I % going into the City' s reserves. 

Conclusion 

That Council approves Option 2 which redistributes $1.8M from Business class to Major 
Industry, Light Industry, SeasonallRecreation, and Residential classes and that Counci l introduce 
and give first. second. and third readings to the 2012 Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw 8885. 

Ivy Won 
Manager, Revenue 
(604-276-4046) 

IW:gjn 
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Appendix 1 

2011 Tax Ratio Comparison - Sorted by Business Class 
Class 04· Class OS· Class 06· Class 08· 

Class 01· Class 02· Major Light Business! Seasonal! Class 09· 
Residential Utility Industry Industry Other ." Farm 

Coquitlam 1.00 13.12 16.36 4.04 4 .85 4.75 5.30 
Vancouver 1.00 17.89 14.79 4.32 4.32 0.94 0.94 

Burnaby 1.00 14.54 18.39 4.22 4.22 0.65 4.22 

Richmond 1.00 17.20 6.00 4.19 3.72 0.85 5.50 

Delta 1.00 12.20 9 .19 3.19 3.19 2.09 5.09 
Surrey 1.00 13.84 4.92 2.78 3.12 0.98 1.01 
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2011 TalC Rate Comparison· Sorted By dass 01· Residential 

ClauOl· 
Residential 

Delta 3.2785 
Coqultlam 3.0486 

Surrey 2.3781 
Burnaby 2.3771 

Richmond 2.1609 

Vancouver 2.1282 

Class 01-

Class 02 -
Utility 
39.9977 
39.9897 
32.9050 
34.5657 
37.1666 
38.0774 

Class 04 • 
Major 

Industry 

30.1458 
49.8661 
11.6885 
43.7265 
12.9651 

31.4658 

Class 04-
Major 

I 

2011 TalC Rate Comparison - Sorted By Class 04 - Major Industrv 

Coqultlam 
Burnaby 

Vancouver 
Delta 

Richmond 
Surrey 

34?2636 

Class 01 -
Residential 

3.0486 
2.3771 
2.1282 
3.2785 
2.1609 
2.3781 

Class 01· 
Residential 

Class 02 -
Utility 

39.9897 
34.5657 
38.0774 
39.9977 
37.1666 
32.9050 

Class 02· 

Class 04 -
Major 

Industry 

49.8661 
43.7265 
31.4658 
30.1458 
12.9651 

11.6885 

Class 04· 
Major 

Class OS · 
Light 

Industry 
10.4617 

12.3135 
6.6073 

10.0307 
9.0540 
9.1988 

Class os ­

U,ht 

Class os -

liaht 
Industry 

12.3135 
10.0307 

9.1988 
10.4617 
9.0540 
6.6073 

Class 05 • 
llfht 

Class 06· 
Business! 

Other 
10.4617 
14.7825 

7.4185 
10.0307 
8.0384 

9.1988 

Class 06 -
BUSiness/ 

Class 06 -
Business! 

Other 
14.7825 
10.0307 
9.1988 

10.4617 
8.0384 
7.4185 

Class 06· 

Appendix 2 

Class 08· 
seasona1/ Class 09-

Roo Farm 
6.8520 16.6941 

14.4708 16.1582 
2.3338 2.4046 
1.5342 10.0307 
1 .8367 11.8847 
1.9937 1.9937 

Class 08-

Seasonal! Class 09-

Oass 08-
Seasonal/ Class 09 · 

Roo Farm 
14.4708 16.1582 

1.5342 10.0307 
1.9937 1.9937 
6.8520 16.6941 
1.8367 11.8847 
2.3338 2.4046 

Class 08· 
Seasonal/ Class 09· 

farm 

CNCL - 194



April 3, 2012 

Class 01 · CliiSS 02· 

- 9-

Class 04· 
Major 

2011 Tall Rate Comparison - Sorted By Class 08 - Seasonal/Ret 
Class 04-

Cla5s01- Class 02- Major 
Residential Utility Industry 

Coquitlam 3.0486 39.9897 49.8661 
Delta 3.2785 39.9977 30.1458 

Surrey 2.3781 32.9050 11.6885 
Vancouver 2.1282 38.0774 31.4658 
Richmond 2.1609 37.1666 12.9651 
Burnaby 2.3771 34.5657 43.7265 

2011 To> "ot.' • Sorted nm 
(la55 04-

Class01- Class 02- Major 
UtJUty I 

De', 1.2785 39.9977 

I ~ 
39.9897 

34.5657 

J!i :ill! 

3492636 

Class as· 
LIght 

Class 05-
light 

Industry 
12.3135 
10.4617 

6.6073 
9.1988 
9.0540 

10.0307 

Class os-
light 

9.0540 

6.6073 

Class 06 · 
Business/ 

Class 06 -

Buslnessl 
Other 
14.7825 
10.4617 

7.4185 
9.1988 
8 .0384 

10.0307 

Class 06-
Business/ 

Other 

8.0384 

7.4185 

Appendix 2 (Cont'd) 

Class 08-
Seasonall Class 09-

Class 08 -
s.asonal/ Class 09 -

"" Farm 
14.4708 16.1582 
6.8520 16.6941 
2.3338 2.40% 
1.9937 1.9937 
1.1367 11.8847 

1.5342 10.0307 

Class 08-
Seasonal/ Class 09 · 

"0< F, ... 
6.8520 

1.8367 
1.5342 
2.3338 liill: 1.9937 
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City of 
Richmond 

Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885 

Bylaw 8885 

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

(a) Parts I through 6 excluding Part 3, pursuant to the Community Charter; and 

(b) Part 3 pursuant to section 100 or the Municipalities Enabling and Validating Act . 

PART ONE: GENERAL MUNICIPAL RATES 

1.1 General Purposes 

1.1.1 The tax rates shown in column A of Schedule A are imposed and levied on the 
assessed value of all land and improvements taxable for general municipal 
purposes, to provide the monies requi red for all general purposes of the City , 
including due provision for uncollectible taxes, and for taxes that it is 
estimated will not be collected during the year, but not including the monies 
required under bylaws of the City to meet payments of interest and principal 
of debts incurred by the C ity , or required for payments for which specific 
provision is otherwise made in the Community CharIer. 

1.2 City Policing, Firc & Rescue and Storm Drainage 

1.2.1 The tax rates shown in colullms B, C & D of Schedule A are imposed and 
levied on the assessed value of all land and improvements taxable for general 
municipal purposes, to provide monies required during the current year for the 
purpose of providing policing services, fire and rescue services and storm 
drainage respectively in the C ity, for which other provision has not been made. 

PART TWO: REGIONAL DISTRICT RATES 

2.1 

3492985 

The tax rates appearing in Schedule B are imposed and levied on the assessed value of 
all land and improvements taxable for hospital purposes and for Greater Vancouver 
Regional District purposes. 

ApriIIO,20 !2 
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Bylaw No. 8885 Page 2 

PART THREE: TlWNKSEWERAGERATES 

3.1 The tax rates shown in Schedule C are imposed and levied on the assessed values of all 
land only of all real property, which is taxable for general municipal purposes, within 
the foUawing benefining areas, as defined by the Greater Vancouver Sewerage & 
Drainage District: 

(a) Area A, being that area encompassing those p0!1ions of sewerage sub-areas and 
local pump areas contained in the Lulu Island West Sewerage Area of the 
Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District as shown on the current plan 
of the Lulu Island West Sewerage Area; and 

(b) Area B, being thai area encompassing Sea, Mitchell, Twigg and Eburne Islands, 
which is that pal1 of the City contained in the Vancouver Sewerage Area of the 
Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District as shown on the current plan 
of the Vancouver Sewerage Area; and 

(c) Area C, being that part of the City contained in the Fraser Sewerage Area of the 
Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District as shown on the current plan 
of the Fraser Sewerage Area, 

and the total amount raised arumally is to be used to retire the debt (including principal 
and interest) inculTcd for a sewage trunk system, which includes the collection, 
conveyance and disposal of sewage, including, without limiting the generality of the 
foregoing, forcemaln sewers and their pumphouses and such ancillary drainage works 
for the impounding, conveying and discharging the surface and other waters, as are 
necessary for the proper laying out and construction of the said system of sewerage 
works, provided however that land classified as "Agriculture Zone" in Section 14.1 of 
the Zoning Bylaw, is exempt from any tax rate imposed or levied pursuant to this Part. 

PART FOUR: GENERAL PROVISIONS 

4.1 Imposition of Penal ty Dates 

4. 1.1 All taxes payable under this bylaw must be paid on or before July 3, 2012. 

4.2 Designation of Bylaw Schedules 

4.2. 1 Schedules A, Band C are attached and designated a part of this bylaw. 

3492985 
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Bylaw No. 8885 Page 3 

PART FIVE: INTERPRETATION 

5.1 In thi s bylaw, unless the context otherwise requires: 

CITY means the City of Ridunond. 

means the Richmond Zoning ZONING 
BYLAW Bylaw 8500, as amended from lime to time. 

PART SIX: PREVIOUS BYLAW REPEAL 

6.1 Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8744 (2011 ) is repealed. 

PART SEVEN: BYLAWCTTATJON 

7.1 This bylaw is cited as "Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885". 

FIRST READING 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3492985 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
10. conlen! by 

originating 
,~, , 
/ly 

APPROVEO 
for I.gal~y :tJ:lor 
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SCHEDULE A to BYLA W NO. 8885 

PROPERTY COLUMNA COLUMNB COLUMNC COLUMND TOTAL 
CLASS GENERAL POLICING FIRE & STORM 

I'URPOSES SERVICES 
RESCUE DRAINAGE 

1. Residential 1.14802 0.44006 0.36656 0.04664 2.00128 

2 . Utili ties 22.88831 8.77350 7.30823 0.92996 39.9000 

4. Major 8.28075 
Industry 

3. 174 16 2.64404 0.33645 14.43540 

5. Lighl 5.16209 
Industry 

1.97872 1.64825 0.20974 8.99880 

6. Business 
other 

I 4.32279 1.65700 1.38026 0. 17564 7.53569 

8. Recreation I 
non profit 1. 09599 0.42011 0.34995 0.04453 1.91058 

9. Fann 6.85113 2.62616 2.18757 0.27836 11.94322 

SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 8885 

PROPERTY CLASS REGIONAL DISTRICT 

1. Residential 0 .05766 

2. Utilities 0 .20180 

4. Major Industry 0.19603 

5. Light Industry 0.19603 

6. Business/other 0.14126 

8. Reclnon profit 0 .05766 

9. Farm 0.05766 

SCHEDULE C to BYLAW NO. 8885 

AREA RATES 

A.B,&C Sewer Debt Levy (land only) 0.04923 
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City of 
Richmond 

To: Planning Committee 

From: Jane Fernyhough 
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage 

Report to Committee 
Community Services Department 

Date: March 26, 2012 

File: 11-7000-09-20-088 

Re: Amendments to Section 2.10 of the Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 (City 
Centre Area Plan), to include the City Centre Public Art Plan 

Staff Recommendation 

That Bylaw No. 8889 proposing amendments to Section 2.10 of the Official Conununity Plan 
(Bylaw 7100), to include the endorsed City Centre Public Art Plan, be introduced and given first 
reading. 

Jane Femyh ugh 
Director, Arts, Cult r 
(604-276-4288) 

At! . 1 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL ~ANAGER 

Development Applications Y~O &.-.-U(~V 
Policy Planning Y NO / 
R EVIEWED BY TAG 

"D~I 
NO R EVI EWED BY CAD {?AV NO 

D D 
~ 
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March 26, 2012 -2-

Staff Report 

Origin 

On October 11, 201 1, Council endorsed the City Centre Public Art Plan and made the following 
referral: 

ThaI staff bringforward amendments to the Richmond Official Community Plan Schedule 
2 of Bylaw 7100 to update Public AI" Section 2.4. J(e) a/the City Centre Area Plan to 
incorporate the proposed Public Art Plan strategy; 

This report introduces Amendment Bylaw 8889 (Attachment 1) to update the Public Art section 
of the City Centre Area Plan to include the endorsed City Centre Public Art Plan. 

Consultation 

School District consultation 

This report was not referred to School District No. 38 (Richmond) because it involves no 
residential units, and therefore does not have the potential to generate 50 or more school aged 
chi ldren, the threshold criteria for an OCP amendment referral. Nevertheless, as a courtesy, this 
report will be forwarded to the School District for infonnation only. 

Analysis 

The proposed amendments to the Richmond Official Community Plan Schedule 2 of Bylaw 7100 
to update the Public Art Section 2.4. I Cc) of the City Centre Area Plan incorporate the City Centre 
Public Art Plan purpose, map and implementation strategy. 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact associated with this report. 

Conclusion 

The update to the City Centre Area Plan to include the City Centre Public Art Plan provides a 
framework to enrich Richmond's urban identity by incorporating inspirational and meaningful 
art in the public realm. This will enable Richmond's Public Art Program to be more strategic in 
commissioning and locating a complement of permanent and temporary small and large scale 
public artworks in the City Centre. 

C~7-'-
Eric Fiss 
Public Art Planner 
(604-247-4612) 

EF:ef 
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ATTACHMENT I 

City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8889 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 
Amendment Bylaw 8889 

City Centre Area Public Art Plan 

The Council afthe City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

I. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Schedule 2.10 (City Centre Area Plan) is 
amended by: 

1.1. On page 2-47, in the table entitled Policies, replacing "(lead by PRCS) " with (lead by 
CS) and replacing the text in Policy 2A.I.e) with the following: 

" Public Art 
Build on the strengths of the Public Art Program through the City Centre Area Public 
Art Plan (endorsed by Council October 11, 2011) to maximize the effectiveness of 
public art and ensure that it is a key element in shaping, animating and enriching the 
public realm and strengthening civic pride and comrnlU1ity identi ty." 

1.2. On page 2·51, deleting the photos and captions associated with photos and inserting 
the " Public Art Opportunities Map" as shown in Schedule A attached to and forming 
part of Bylaw No. 8889. 

1.3. On Page 2-52, deleting the text, photos and captions and inserting the text, photo and 
caption as shown in Schedule B attached to and fonning part of Bylaw No. 8889. 

2. This Bylaw is cited as "Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 Amendment 
Bylaw No. 8889". 

FLRST READING CITY 01' 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

SECOND READING 
lor con,-n\ by 

origln,UrIfI 
,~, 

THIRD READlNG 
APPROVED 
lor leg.llry 
by SoIIeIio. 

'BD5 
ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFlCER 
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Public Art Opportunities Map ·Schedu!e A attached to and forming part of By!aw No. 8889" 
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Schedule B attached to and fonning part of Bylaw No. 8889 

City Centre Public Art Plan 

The City Centre Public Art Plan identifies guiding 
principles that will create continuity throughout the 
City Centre and its individual villages. Public art 
will animate this revitalized urban core. 

Guided by the City Centre Public Art Plan, the 
vision is to enrich Richmond's urban identity 
through inspirational and purposeful art in the 
public realm. A thematic framework has been 
identified for the artists' work, "Honouring 
Yesterday, Celebrating Today and Building 
Tomorrow." 

Priority will be given to the development of large­
scale signature artworks that selVe as landmarks 
and meeting places while also providing 
opportunities for intimate and "discovered" works. 
Opportunities and locations identified in the Plan 
include: 

• The Canada Line 

• Parks and Plazas 

• Art Walksffrails 

• Enhanced Gateways 

• Street Furnishings 

• Temporary Work 

Proposed Strategy 

To bring parts ofthis plan and the more ambitious 
projects to fruition, resources need to be shared and 
partnerships need to be forged. To achieve this, the 
City of Richmond ' s Public Art Program needs to: 

• work with developers to pool public art 
contributions for major public art installations. 

• work with transit authorities (InTransit and 
TransLink) to fund art programs to enhance 
Richmond ' s transit routes. 

• encourage local businesses to make 
contributions to the City Public Art Reserve, 
which can be used for community and major 
public installations. 

The creation of vibrant and inspirational urban 
spaces in the City Centre can only be achieved by 
collaborating in our efforts. 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8889 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 
Amendment Bylaw 8889 

City Centre Area Public Art Plan 

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

I. Riclunond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Schedule 2.10 (City Centre Area Plan) is 
amended by: 

1.1. On page 2-47, in the table entitled Policies, replacing "(lead by PReS)" with (lead by 
CS) and replacing the text in Policy 2.4. 1.c) with the following: 

"Public Art 
Build on the strengths of the Public Art Program through the City Centre Area Public 
Art Plan (endorsed by Council October 11 , 2011) to maximize the effectiveness of 
public art and ensure that it is a key element in shaping, animating and enriching the 
public realm and strengthening civic pride and community identity." 

1.2. On page 2-51, deleting the photos and captions associated with photos and inserting 
the "Public Art Opportunities Map" as shown in Schedule A attached to and famling 
part of Bylaw No. 8889. 

1.3. On Page 2-52, deleting the text, photos and captions and inserting the text, photo and 
caption as shown in Schedule B attached to and fonning part of Bylaw No. 8889. 

2. This Bylaw is cited as "Richmond Official Communif)' P lan Bylaw 7100 Amcndment 
Bylaw No. 8889". 

FIRST READING CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

SECOND READING 
APPROVED 

lor content by 
originating 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3487047 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

t:t 
APPROVED 
lor legality 

Eg. 
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Public Art Opportunities Map ' Schedule A attached to and forming part of Bylaw No. 8889" 
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Schedule B attached to and fonning part of Bylaw No. 8889 

City Centre Public Art Plan 

The C ity Centre Public Art Plan identifies guidi ng 
pri nciples that wi ll create continuity throughout the 
City Centre and its individual villages. Public art 
wi ll animate this rev italized urban core. 

Guided by the City Centre Public Art Plan, the 
vision is to enrich Richmond 's urban identity 
through inspirationa l and purposeful art in the 
public realm. A thematic framework has been 
identified for the artists' work, "Honouring 
Yesterday, Ce lebrating Today and Building 
Tomorrow," 

Priority wi ll be given to the development of large­
scale signatu re artworks that serve as landmarks 
and meeting places whi le a lso providing 
opportunities for intimate and "d iscovered" works. 
Opportunities and locations identified in the Plan 
include: 

• The Canada Line 

• Parks and Plazas 

• Art Walksffrails 

• Enhanced Gateways 

• Street Furn ishi ngs 

• Temporary Work 

Proposed Strategy 

To bring parts of th is plan and the more ambitious 
projects to fruition, resources need to be shared and 
partnerships need to be forged. To achieve this, the 
City of Richmond 's Public Art Program needs 10: 

• work with developers to pool public art 
contributions for major public art installations. 

• work with trans it authorities (I nTransil and 
TransLink) to fund art programs to enhance 
Richmond's transit routes. 

• encourage loca l businesses to make 
contribut ions to the City Public Art Reserve, 
which can be used for community and major 
public installations. 

The creation of vibrant and in spirational urban 
spaces in the City Centre can on ly be achieved by 
co llaborating in our efforts . 

3486830 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Planning Committee 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

Report to Committee 

r-/',Q"''7/;'1 Com/?) ,09,/'", / / .7, ..?O/ Z­
Date: March 28, 2012 

File: RZ 12-596719 

Re: Parkland Developments Ltd. has applied to the City of Richmond for permission 
to rezone 7091 and 7111 Bridge Street from "Single Detached (RS1/F)" to "Single 
Oetached (ZS14}-South McLennan (City Centre)" in order to create 8 new single 
family lots. 

Staff Recommendation 

That Bylaw 8886, for the rezoning of7091 and 7111 Bridge Street from "Single Detached 
(RS Iff)" to "Single Detached (ZS 14) - South McLennan (City Centre)", be introduced and 
given first reading. 

Brian 1. Jackson, MelP 
Director of Development 
(604-276-41 38) 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 11(';(1 

ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE 

Affordable Housing Y~O 
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March 28, 2012 - 2 - RZ 12-596719 

Staff Re port 

Origin 

Parkland Developments Ltd has applied to rezone 7091 and 7 111 Bridge Street (Attachment t) 
from "Single Detached (RS IIF)" to "Single Detached (ZSI4) - South McLennan (City Centre)" 
in order to permit an eight (8) lot single-family subdivision. Each lot will front onto Sills 
A venue which will require the dedication of the southern portion of the subject site in order to 
facilitate the completion of this section of Sills Avenue as envisioned in the Mclennan South 
Sub-Area Plan, connecting Bridge Street to the new street called Armstrong Street (Attachment 
2). 

Findings of Fact 

Please refer to the attached Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment 3) for a 
comparison of the proposed development data with the relevant Bylaw requirements. 

Surrounding Development 

To the North: At 7071 Bridge Street, a 17 unit, two (2) storey townhouse complex zoned "Town 
Housing (ZTI6) - South McLennan and St. Albans Sub-Area (City Centre)". 

To the East: Across Bridge Street, a 45 unit, two (2) storey townhouse complex at 9699 Bridge 
Street, zoned "Low Density Townhouses (RTL3)". 

To the South: Across Sills Avenue, six (6) Single Family lots zoned "Single Detached (ZSI5) ­
South McLennan (City Centre)". 

To the West: Two (2) Single Family lots zoned "Single Detached (RS IIF)" . 

Related Policies & Studies 

Official Community Plan 
Official Community Plan (OCP) designation: McLennan South Sub-Area Plan, Schedule 2. IOD. 

McLennan South Sub-Area Plan 
OCP Sub-Area Land Use Map (Attachment 4): Residential, 2 ~ storeys typical (3 storeys 
maximum), predominately Triplex, Duplex, Single-Family 0.55 base F.AR. 

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy 
Ln accordance with the City's Flood Management Strategy, the minimum allowable elevation for 
habitable space is 2.9 m asc or 0.3 meters above the highest crown of the adjacent road. A 
Flood Indemnity Covenant is to be registered on title prior to final adopt ion of the rezoning 
Bylaw. 

OCP Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development CANSO) Policy 
The subject site is not located within the ANSD policy area and is not subject to noise mitigation 
measures and the registration of an Aircraft Noise Sensitive Use Restrictive Covenant. 
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Public Input 

A notice board is posted on the subject property to notify the public oflhe proposed development 
and no public comments have been received to date. Should this application receive first 
reading, a public hearing will be held. 

Staff Comments 

Transportation and Site Access 
The Circulation Map contained within the Neighbourhood Plan identifies an east-west road that 
will ultimately connect Bridge Street to Ash Street to the west (Attachment 4). With half of the 
road already complete with the development of the six (6) lot single family subdivision to the 
south, this app li cation will complete this portion of Sills A venue to its full width. 

The proposal includes land dedication of the southern portion of the subject site to facilitate the 
road network in accordance with the area plan. The land requirement to complete the ultimate 
urban standard of Sills Avenue is eight (8) meters along the entire southern portion of the subject 
site (Attachment 2) . 

Vehicular access to the individual lots is proposed to be from Sills Avenue. Confirmation on the 
exact location of the driveways will be done as part of the Servicing Agreement, but should 
allow for maximization of street parking by clustering the separate access points to Sills Avenue 
as close as possible. 

A credit toward the Development Cost Charges is applicable to the Si ll s Avenue portion of this 
application, as it applies to the east-west ring road in accordance with policy. The credit may not 
refund the entire actual cost of both land and construction of this port ion of Si lls Avenue. 

Trees 

An Arborist report and tree survey map (Attachment 5) have been submitted and reviewed by 
City staff for the purpose of assessing the existing trees on the subject property for their removal 
or retention. It should be noted that trees located within the future road extension ofSilIs 
Avenue were not assessed, as the construction of the road will necess itate their removal. 
Compensation for trees within this road right-of-way is not being sought as Sills Avenue is 
identified in the Area Plan. 

City staff conducted a site visit and recommend that of the 43 existing trees on site, four (4) are 
good candidates for retention as they are in good condition and are located away from potential 
development. The remaining 39 trees are either in poor condition, located within the 
development footprint of the subdivision, located within the lands dedicated for Sill s Avenue, or 
affected by the flood protection bylaw and will need to be removed. Because three (3) of these 
trees are located within the eight (8) meter wide land dedication for the development of Si lls 
Avenue, they are not to be considered in the 2:1 replacement count. As summarized in the 
following tab le, this brings the total number of trees that will need replacing to 36. 
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Tree Summary Table 

Number 
Tree Tree 

Item 
of Trees 

Compensation Compensation Comments 
Rate Required 

Total On Site Trees 43 - - -

Trees To be Retained 4 - - To be protected during 
construction. 

Located within excavation and 

Within the dedicated 
None, as the construction zones for 

lands for Sills Avenue 3 NfA road is required roadworks. These trees to be 
by the Area Plan further assessed as part of the 

SA process. 

Overall poor condition, To be removed, due to conflicts 
within Single-Family 

with proposed building locations, building envelope o r 36 2:1 72 poor health, or structure of the 
grade elevation 
requirements trees. 

In accordance with City policy. a 2:1 tree replacement ratio is required. Of the 36 trees that arc 
to be removed, 72 will need to be planted in replacement. This results in an average of nine (9) 
replacement trees per lot. The planting of nine (9) trees per lot would take up substantial space 
and limit the allowable developable area. Because of this, staff is recommending the optimum 
number offive (5) trees be planted on each proposed lot to help ensure the survival of the trees in 
the younger years. The trees that are to be retained will not be included in this count. 

Number of New Trees to be Planted per Lot 

Proposed Lot Number of new trees Numbers 

1,2,3,5,6 and 7 
5 per lot 

= 30 trees 

4 
1 retained tree plus 4 new trees 36 new trees plus 4 

= 5 trees retained 

3 retained trees plus 2 new 
= 40 total trees 

B trees 

= 5 trees 

72 trees required 
Summary 36 new trees to be planted on the proposed lots 

36 tree shortfall 

The 36 remaining trees can be provided through a voluntary payment towards the City's Tree 
Compensation Fund which the applicant has agreed to provide. Therefore, based on a payment 
of$500 per tree, the total contribution to the Tree Compensation Fund is $18,000.00. 

There is one off-site tree that is located on City property that has an impact on this siie. This 
Holly tree is listed in fair condition in the Arborist Report, but is located within the future road 
right-of-way as part of the Neighbourhood Plan. City staff have reviewed this tree and 
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recommend its removal. As compensation for this tree, a voluntary cash-in-lieu payment of 
$1,300.00 is payab le to the City'S Tree Compensation Fund. 

To ensure the 36 new trees to be planted will survive for a minimum of one year, a security in 
the form of cash or a letter of credit in the amount of $18,000.00 ($500.00 per tree) is to be 
submitted prior to the adoption of rezoning. 

Analysis 

Proposed Zoning to Single Detached (ZS 14) - South McLennan (Citv Centre) 

The proposal to develop single-family homes is consistent with the McLennan South Sub-Area 
Plan that establishes minimum lot sizes (Attachment 4). The policy permits the 11 .3 m wide 
lots which front an east-west road, and a minimum 13 m wide for corner tots. The proposal al so 
meets the minimum lot area requirements of the ZS 14 zone. 

Affordable Housing 

In accordance with the Affordable Housing Strategy. the applicant has opted to provide a 
vo luntary contribution o f $1 per buildable square fOOl of density for all new lots in relation to the 
proposed zone. This voluntary contribution amount to the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund is 
$12,510.00. 

Utilit ies and Site Servicing 

Engineering has reviewed the submitted servicing plans and have determined that: 

• Upgrades to the existing storm system along both Bridge Street and Si lls Avenue frontages is 
required; 

• A water analysis is not required. Fire flow calculations are to be submitted at the Building 
Permit stage; and 

• Sanitary analysis and upgrades are not required. 

The applicant has agreed to undertake the storm system upgrades. Detai led information on the 
required work has been provided to the applicant's team and will be outlined as part of the 
Servicing Agreement. 

Servicing Agreement and Subdivision 

The applicant is to make a separate application for a Servicing Agreement. Some of the notable 
improvements include: 

• Road construction for Sills Avenue to meet with the works done to the development to the 
south; 

• Frontage improvements to include curb and gutter, boulevard and sidewalk in accordance 
with City standards along Bridge Street and Si lls Avenue fronting the subject properties; 

• Offsite upgrades to the ex isting storm system to accommodate the additional lots; and 
• Provide water, storm and sanitary services to all the proposed lots, in addition to hydro, 

telephone and cable. 

The applicant has made their Subdivision application and is currently under review. 
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Financial Impact 

None expected. 

Conclusion 

The proposed rezoning for the eight (8) lot subdivision meets the requirements of the OCP 
(McLennan South neighbourhood plan) as well as the zoning requirements set out in the "Single 
Detached (ZS 14) - South McLennan (City Centre)" , The proposed road configuration is 
consistent with the neighbourhood plan and staff is confident the outstanding conditions will be 
met prior to final adoption. Staff recommend that rezoning application RZ 12-596719 proceed to 
first reading. 

-~~--
Planner 2 
(604-276-4193) 

DJ:cas 

Attachment I: Location Map 
Attachment 2: Survey proposal of the subdivision 
Attachment 3: Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment 4: McLennan South Sub-Area Land Use Map 
Attachment 5: Tree Survey Map 
Attachment 6: Conditional Rezoning Requirements 
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Original Date: Oll121l2 

RZ 12-596719 Amended Dale: 

Notc: Dimcnsions arc in METRES 
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City of Richmond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, Be V6Y 2el 
www.richrnond.ca 
604·276·4000 

RZ 12-596719 

Address: 7091 and 7111 Bridge Street 

Applicant: Parkland Developments Ltd. 

ATTACHMENT 3 

Development Application 
Data Sheet 

Planning Area(s): City Centre Area, McLennan South Sub-Area Plan (Schedule 2.10D) 

I Existing Proposed 

Owner: Parkland Developments Ltd . Parkland Developments Ltd. 

2,803.0 m2 

The gross site area is reduced by: 

Site Size (m2
): 2 • 8.0 m wide dedicated right·of-way (Sills 3,530.0 m 

Avenue) along the site's south edge for 
road , complete with 4m x 4m corner cut 
at Bridge Street. 

Land Uses: Single-family residential No change 

OCP Designation : Residential No change 

Area Plan 
Residential, "Historic Single-Family· 

Designation: 
2 112 storeys max. - 0.55 floor area No change 

ratio (FAR) 

Zoning: Single-Family Housing District, Single Detached (ZS14) - South 
Subdivision Area F -(R1/F) McLennan (City Centre) 

Number of Units: 2 single-family dwellings 8 single-family dwellings 

On Future 

I 

Bylaw Requirement I I 

Subdivided Lots (ZS14) Proposed , Variance 
, 

Max. 0.55 FAR for the 
first 464.5m2 of lot size, 
then 0.30 FAR for the 

0.55 FAR as no 
Floor Area Ratio: 

remainder. 
proposed lots exceed none permitted 

Plus add itional areas for 
covered areas, off-street 

464.5m2 

parking, and floor area 
above garage. 

Lot Size (area) Min. 320.0 m2 Min. 345.0 m2 none 

Lot Size (width) 
11 .3 m 7 lots at 11 .34 m 

13.0 m at corner lot 1 corner lot at 13.03 m none 
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Land Use Map 
Bylaw 7892 
2005104/18 

• PARK 
• • • •••••• 

ATTACHMENT 4 

" e 
"­
"-

" 

~ Residential , Townhouse up to 
~ 3 storeys over 1 parking level. 

~ :':'''<1 Residentia l, Historic 
", ' , ".',. Single-Family, 2 Y. storeys 

• • •• TraiiNValkway 

Triplex. Duplex. Single-Family 
0.75 base FAR. 

~ Residentia l, 2 '!. storeys 
~ typical (3 storeys maximum) 

Townhouse, Triplex, Duplex, 
Single-Family 
0.60 base FAR. 

P7777::l Residentia l, 2 Y. storeys 
t'LLLLJ typical (3 storeys maximum), 

predominantly Triplex. Duplex, 
Single-Family 
0.55 base F .A.R. 

maximum 0.55 base FAR, Lot size 
along Bridge and Ash Streets: 
• Large-sized lots (e.g. 18 m/59 ft. 

min. frontage and 550 m2
/ 

5,920 ttl min, area) 
Elsewhere: 
• Medium-sized lots (e.g. 11 .3 mJ 

37 ft. min. frontage and 320 m2
/ 

3,444 ff min. area), with access 
from new roads and General 
Currie Road; 

Provided that the corner lot shall be 
considered to front the shorter of its 
two boundaries regardless of ttle 
orientation of the dwelling. 

C Church 

P Neighbourhood Pub 

Note: Sills Avenue, Le Chow Street, Keefer Avenue, and Tumill Street arc commonly referred to as the 
"ring road". 

Original Adoption: May 12, 1996 1 Plan Adoption: February 16, 2004 
3218459 
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Conditional Rezoning Requirements 
7091 and 7111 Bridge Street 

RZ 12-596719 

ATTACHMENT 6 

Prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8886, the developer is required to 
complete the following: 

I. Conso lidation of all the lots into one development parcel (which will require the demolition of the 
ex isting dwellings). 

2. 8.0 meter road dedication along the entire south property line for the prov ision of constructing Sills 
Avenue, including an additional 4.0 meter x 4 .0 meter corner cut for Si ll s A venue and Bridge Street. 

3. City acceptance of the developer's offer to vo luntarily contribute $18,000.00 to the City's Tree 
Compensation Fund for the planting of replacement trees within the City. This contribution is based 
on the shortfa ll of trees to be planted in accordance with the C ity's 2: I replacement po licy. 

4. C ity acceptance of the developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $ 1,300.00 to the C ity'S Tree 
Compensation Fund for the planting of replacement trees within the C ity. This contribution is based 
on the replacement of the tree located on C ity property that affects the development oflhe subject 
lands. 

5. Submiss ion of a Tree Survival Security to the C ity in the amount of $18,000.00 for the 36 
replacement trees to be planted on the proposed lots. 

6. Installation of appropriate tree protection fencing around all trees to be retained as part of the 
development prior to any construction activiti es, including building demolition, occurring on-site. 

7. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title. 

8. The City's acceptance of the appli cant's voluntary contribution of $ 1.00 per buildable square foot of 
the single-family developments ( Le. $12,510.00) to the C ity'S Affordable Housing Reserve Fund. 

Note: Should the appl icant change their mind about the Affordable Housi ng option selected prior to 
final adoption oflhe Rezoning Bylaw, the City will accept a proposal to build a secondary suite on 
three (3) of the eight (8) future lots at the subject site. To ensure that a secondary suite is built to the 
sati sfaction of the Ci ty in accordance with the Affordab le Housing Strategy, the applicant is required 
to enter into a legal agreement registered on Title as a cond ition of rezoning, stating that no final 
Building Permit inspection will be granted until a secondary suite is constructed to the satisfaction of 
the C ity, in accordance with the BC Building Code and the City's Zon ing Bylaw. 

9. Enter into a Servic ing Agreement· for the design and construction offrontage improvements to 
Bridge Street and Sill s Avenue, along with site servicing and upgrades to the City's storm sewer 
system. Works include, but may not be limited to: 

a) Design & construction of half road construct ion a long the entire frontage on Sills Avenue, and 
half road upgrading along the entire frontage on Bridge Street. 

b) Works on Si ll s Avenue to include, but not limited to : road widening (based on 8.5m pavement 
width), curb & gutter, l.5m conc. sidewalk, grass & treed blvd., and "Zed" street lighting. 

c) Works on Bridge Street to include, but not limited to: road widening, curb & gutter, a 3.85m 
grass & treed boulevard complete with hyd ro/telephone preducting, a 1.5m sidewalk (0.3 1 m off 
the P.L.), and "Zed" street lighting to match existing improvements immediately north of the 
subj ect site . 

d) Design to include water, stonn and san itary scrv ice connections for each lot. Each lot to be 
serviced with Underground Hydro, Tel. & Cable. Design should also include any upgrad ing as 
required via the Capacity Analysis. 
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Prior to Building Permit lssuance, the developer must complete the followin g 
requirements: 

I. Submission of a Construction Parking and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportation Division. 
Management Plan shall include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, 
app lication for any lane closures, and proper construction traffic controls as per Traffic Control 
Manual for works on Roadways (by Ministry of Transportation) and MMCD Traffic Regu lation 
Section 01570. 

2. Incorporation of accessibi lity measures in Building Pennit (BP) plans as determined via the Rezoning 
and/or Development Permit precesses. 

3. Obtain a Building Pemlit (BP)· for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to 
temporarily occupy a public street, the air space above a pub lic street, or any part thereof, additional 
City approvals and associated fees may be required as part of the Building Permit. For additional 
infonnation, contact the Bu ilding Approvals Division at 604-276-4285. 

Note: 

• 
• 

This requires a separate application. 

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn not only as 
personal covenants of the property owner but also as covenants pursuant to Section 219 of the Land Title Act. 

All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, charges and 
encumbrances as is considered advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements to be registered in the 
Land Title Office shall, unless the Director of Development detennines otherwise, be fully registered in the 
Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate bylaw. 

The preced ing agreements shall provide security to the City including indemnities, warranties, equitable/rent 
charges, letters of credit and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of 
Development. All agreements shall be in a fonn and content satisfactory to the Director of Development. 

[Original signature on file] 

Signed Date 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8886 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 8886 (RZ 12-596719) 

7091 AND 7111 BRIDGE STREET 

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

1. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and fanTIs part of 
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation 
of the following area and by designating it SINGLE DETACHED (ZSI4) - SOUTH 
MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE). 

PJ.D.001-179-853 
The North Half of Lot 18 Block "C" Section 15 Block 4 North Range 6 West New 
Westminster District Plan 1207 

P.I.D.004-106-881 
South Half Lot 18 Block "e" Section 15 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster 
District Plan 1207 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Rkhmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 
8886" . 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

OTHER CONDITIONS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

34%242 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICflMONO 

APPROVED 

" .:.t 
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City of Richmond 
Planning and Development Department Report to Committee 

3:.'/M/U/"!) CP47A7'-A/l/'// / 7, ..?O.lo? 

To: 

From: 

Planning Committee 

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

Date: March 27, 2012 

File: RZ 11-586782 

Re: Application by Matthew Cheng Architect Inc. for Rezoning at 6471, 6491 and 
6511 No.2 Road from Single Detached (RS1/E) to Low Density Townhouses 
(RTL4) 

Staff Recommendation 

That Bylaw No. 8890, for the rezoning of 6471,6491 and 651 1 No.2 Road from "Siogle 
Detached (RS liE)" to "Low Density Townhouses (RTL4)", be introduced and given first 
reading. 

Brian J. Jackson, MelP 
Director of Development 

EL:blg 
Att . 

.-
FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY flCfi''''''j , 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE C NCU~@E OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Affordable Housing Y~D )f,,;' 4u Ih 

I 1/ 

3497834 CNCL - 225



March 27, 2012 - 2 - RZ 11-586782 

Staff Report 

Origin 

Matthew Cheng Architect Inc. has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to rezone 
6471 , 6491 and 6511 No. 2 Road (Attachment 1) from Single Detached (RSI /E) to Low 
Density Townhouses (RTL4) in order to pennit the development of 15 townhouse units. A 
preliminary site plan and building elevations are contained in Attachment 2. 

Findings of Fact 

A Development Application Data Sheet providing details about the development proposal is 
attached (Attachment 3). 

Surrounding Development 

To the North: A large, newer, single-family home on a lot zoned Single Detached (RS lIE); 

To the East: Across No.2 Road, existing single-family dwellings on lots zoned Single 
Detached (RS l IE), fronting Christina Road and Camsell Crescent; 

To the South: Older single-family homes on lots zoned Single Detached (RSllE); and 

To the West: Existing single-family dwellings on lots zoned Single Detached (RS lIB) fronting 
Garrison Court. 

Related Policies & Studies 

Arterial Road Redevelopment and Lane Establishment Policies 

The Arterial Road Redevelopment Policy is supportive of multiple-family residential 
developments along major arterial roads. While the subject block (east side of the 6400 Block of 
No.2 Road) is not identified for Multiple-Family Residential Development on the map contained 
in the Policy, the subject application is being brought forward for consideration based on its own 
merits. A discussion is being provided under the "Analysis" section of this report. 

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy 

The applicant is required to comply with the Flood Plain Designation and Protection Bylaw 
(No. 8204). In accordance with the Flood Management Strategy, a Flood Indemnity Restrictive 
Covenant specifying the minimum flood construction level is required prior to rezoning bylaw 
adoption. 

OCP Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development CANSD) Policy 

The site is located within Area 4 of the ANSD map, which allows consideration of all new 
aircraft noise sensitive uses, including townhouses. An Aircraft Noise Sensitive Use Restrictive 
Covenant must be registered on title prior to final adoption of this application. As well , the 
applicant is to submit a report for indoor noise mitigation measures as part of the Development 
Pennit process. 
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Affordable Housing Strategy 

The applicant proposes to make a cash contribution to the affordable housing reserve fund in 
accordance to the City's Affordable Housing Strategy. As the proposal is for townhouses, the 
applicant is making a cash contribution of $2.00 per buildable square foot as per the Strategy; 
making the payable contribution amount of $37,010.00. 

Public Art 

The applicant has agreed to provide a voluntary contribution in the amount of $0. 75 per square 
foot of developable area for the development to the City'S Public Art fund. The amolU1t of the 
contribution would be $13,879.00. 

Public Input 

The applicant has forwarded confirmation that a development sign has been posted on the site. 
The ownerslresidents of the neighbouring property to the north at 6451 No.2 Road expressed 
their concerns over the proposed access to the townhouse development being located adjacent to 
their south property line. The applicant has subsequently revised the site design to propose a 
driveway access away from the common property line. Transportation staff have no concerns 
with the proposed location of the entry driveway; the existing boulevard median will limit access 
and egress to right in/right out turns only. 

Staff Comments 

Trees Retention and Replacement 

A Tree Survey and a Certified Arborist ' s report were submitted in support of the application. A 
site inspection conducted by the City's Tree Preservation Coordinator revealed that five (5) 
bylaw·sized trees located on-site are in good condition and are good candidates for retention. 
However, to successfully retain a 78 cm calliper Pine tree and a 37 cm calliper Colorado Blue 
Spruce tree in the proposed outdoor amenity area, two (2) townhouse units would need to be 
deleted from the proposal. Therefore, staff recommend retention of only three (3) of the five (5) 
bylaw·sized trees on·si te which are in good condition (see Tree Protection Plan in 
Attachment 4). 

To compensate for the loss of two (2) large conifers on·site, the City'S Tree Preservation 
Coordinator recommends that two (2) new larger calliper conifer replacement trees be provided 
along the No.2 Road frontage. These "specimen" replacement trees should be specified at a 
minimum of6 m high. Staff will work with the landscape architect to ensure the provision of the 
larger specimen trees on·site at the Development Permit stage. 

In order to ensure that the protected trees will not be damaged during construction, tree 
protection fencing must be installed to City standards prior to any construction activities 
occurring on-site. In addition, a contract with a Certified Arborist to monitor all works to be 
done near or within the tree protection zone must be submitted prior to Development Permit 
issuance. Furthennore, the applicant is required to submit a $7,500.00 Tree Survival Security for 
the three (3) protected trees on·site prior to Development Permit issuance. 
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The City's Tree Preservation Coordinator has also concurred with the Arborist's 
recommendations to remove an additional II bylaw-sized trees on-site that arc in poor condition 
due to significant structural defects (previously topped, cavities and significant inclusions). 
Based on the 2: 1 tree replacement ratio goal stated in the Official Comrnuruty Plan (OCP), 
26 replacement trees are required for the removal of 13 bylaw-sized trees on-site. According to 
the Preliminary Landscape Plan (Attachment 2), the developer is proposing to plant 31 trees 
on-site. 

Site Servicing 

An independent review of servicing requirements (sanitary) has concluded no upgrades are 
required to support the proposed development. 

Prior to final adoption, the developer is required to consolidate the three (3) lots into one (I) 
development parcel. 

Frontage Improvements 

Prior to issuance of Building Permit, the developer is to enter into a standard Servicing 
Agreement to provide the required beautification treatment to the road frontage. Beautification 
works include relocating the sidewalk to the new property line (a 1.5 m concrete sidewalk) and 
installing a 1.38 m grassed and treed boulevard behind the existing curb. All works at 
developers sole cost. 

Vehicle Access 

One (I) driveway off No. 2 Road is proposed. The long-term objective is for the driveway 
access established on No.2 Road to be utilized by adjacent properties if they ultimately apply to 
redevelop. A Public Right of Passage (PROP) will be secured as a condition of rezoning to 
facilitate this. 

Indoor Amenity Space 

The applicant is proposing a contribution in-lieu of on-site indoor amenity space in the amount 
of $18,000 as per the Official Community Plan (OCP) and Council Policy. 

Outdoor Amenity Space 

Outdoor amenity space will be provided on-site and is adequately sized based on Official 
Community Plan (OCP) guidelines. The design of the children 's play area and landscape details 
will be refined as part of the Development Permit application. 

Analysis 

Arterial Road Redevelopment Policy 

The City'S Arterial Road Redevelopment Policy guides residential infill development for 
properties located along arterial roads and also establishes a set of location criteria and 
development guidelines to which multiple-family residential development proposals must 
comply. The subject development site generally complies with all of the location criteria except 
that it is not on a bus route. Response to the location criteria is provided below in italics: 
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I. Along a major arterial road and those portions of a local arterial road identified in the 
OCP. 

The subject site is along a major arterial road, which is No.2 Road. 

II. On a land assembly with at least 50 m fTontage. 

The site frontage is 61.9 m, which is greater than 50 m. 

iii. Where the application is not the first one in the block to introduce a new fonn of 
development. 

This application is the first one in the block, between Walton Road and Garrison Road, (0 

introduce townhouse development. However, considering the entire block between 
Westminster Highway and Granville Avenue, this application is not the first townhouse 
development; there are severa/townhouse developments at the corner of No.2 Road and 
Granville Avenue. 

SlaJ! recommended consultation with the adjacent property owners to the north, south, 
and west on the proposed land use and density. The applicant confirmed that they have 
talked to the owners of6451 and 6531 No.2 Road (which are the immediate 
neighbouring properties to the north and south) in October, 2011 and that these two (2) 
property owners seemed not to have comments regarding the proposal. The applicanr 
advised staff that they did not approach the property owners to the west. 

IV. At least 50% of the lots along that section of the major arterial road have redevelopment 
potential (i.e. a frontage of over 18 m andlor a house over 10 years old). 

Out of the eight (8) lots along No.2 Road on this block, seven (7) of them have afrontage 
over 18 m (except 6397 No.2 Road with afrontage of 13.72 m). Therefore, more than 
50% of the lots along No.2 Road on this block have redevelopment potential. 

v. Public transit is available. 

Currenriy, there is no public transit servicing (his block of No.2 Road. However, the 
#410 bus on Granville Avenue is approximately 300 m away and #401 and C94 buses on 
Westminster Highway are approximately 500 m away, which all are within walking 
distance. 

VI. The development is within walking distance of commercial services or City community 
centre. 

The development is within walking distance of city community centre. The Thompson 
Community Centre is about 660 m away from the development. 

The proposal is also generally in compliance with the development guidelines for 
multiple-family residential developments under the Arterial Road Redevelopment Policy. The 
proposed height, siting and orientation of the buildings respect the massing of the existing 
single-family homes. All rear units immediately adjacent to the neighbouring single-family 
dwellings to the west have been reduced in height to two (2) storeys. The front buildings along 
No.2 Road have been stepped down from three (3) storeys to 2Yz storeys along the side yards 
and the entry driveway. The building height and massing will be controlled through the 
Development Pennit process. 

1497834 CNCL - 229



March 27, 2012 - 6 - RZ 11-586782 

Although the proposed development does not comply with all of the location criteria, staff 
support the proposed rezoning application based on the following: 

• The proposal is generally in compliance with five (5) of the six (6) location criteria; while 
the site is not on a bus route, public transit is available within walking distance 
(under 300 m); 

• The proposal is generally in compliance with all of the development guidelines under the 
Arterial Road Redevelopment Policy; 

• Preservation of three (3) of the five (5) healthy bylaw-sized trees on-site which are in 
good condition; 

• Proposing a tree replacement ratio over and above the 2:1 tree replacement ratio goal 
stated in the Official Community Plan (OCP) (i.e. 31 replacement trees for 13 trees to be 
removed); 

• Providing a voluntary contribution to the Affordable Housing Strategy reserve fund; and 

• Providing a voluntary contribution to the City's Public Art fund. 

Requested Variances 

The proposed development is generally consistent with the Development Permit Guidelines for 
multiple-family projects contained in the Official Community Plan (OCP). Based on the review 
of current site plan for the project, a variance to allow for a total of 18 tandem parking spaces in 
nine (9) townhouse units (all fronting No. 2 Road) is being requested. Transportation Division 
staff have reviewed the proposal and have no concems. The proposed number of on-site visitor 
parking is in compliance with the bylaw requirement. A restrictive covenant to prohibit the 
conversion of the tandem garage area into habitable space is required prior to final adoption. 

Design Review and Future Development Permit Considerations 

A Development Pennit will be required to ensure that the development at 6471, 6491 and 
6511 No.2 Road is sensitively integrated with adjacent developments. The rezoning conditions 
will not be considered satisfied until a Development Permit application is processed to a 
satisfactory level. In association with the Development Permit, the following issues are to be 
further examined: 

• Detailed review of building form and architectural character; opportunities to reduce the 
massing of the end units; 

• Review of the location and design of the convertible unit and other 
accessibi lity/aging-in-place features; 

• Review of site grade to ensure the survival of protected trees and to enhance the 
relationship between the first habitable level and the private outdoor space; 

• Landscaping design and enhancement of the outdoor amenity area to maximize use; 

• Ensure there is adequate private outdoor space in each unit; and 

• Opportunities to maximize permeable surface areas and articulate hard surface treatment. 

Additional issues may be identified as part of the Development Pennit application review 
process. 
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Financial Impact or Economic Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

The proposed IS-unit townhouse development is generally consistent with the Official 
Community Plan (OCP) regarding developments along major arterial roads and meets the zoning 
requirements set out in the Low Density Townhouses (RTL4) zone. Overall, the proposed land 
use, site plan, and building massing relates to the surrounding neighbourhood context. Further 
review of the project design is required to ensure a high quality project and design consistency 
with the ex isting neighbourhood context, and this will be completed as part of the Development 
Penn it application review process. 

The list of rezoning considerations is included as Attachment 5, which has been agreed to by the 
applicants (signed concurrence on file). 

On this bas is, staff recommends support for the rezoning application. 

r··..----
~ . 

"'~ 
Edwin Lee 
Planner 1 
(604-276-4121) 

EL:blg 
Attachment 1: Location Map 
Attadunent 2: Conceptual Development Plans 
Attachment 3: Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment 4: Tree Preservation Plan 
Attachment 5: Rezoning Considerations Concurrence 
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Original Date: 08/17111 

RZ 11-586782 Amended Date: 

NOle: Dimensions are in METRES 
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City of Richmond 
69 11 No.3 Road 
Richmond, Be V6Y 2e l 
www.richmond.ca 
604-276-4000 

Development Application 
Data Sheet 

RZ 11-577561 Attachment 3 

Address : 6471 , 6491 and 6511 No. 2 Road 

Applicant Matthew Cheng Architect Inc. 

Planning Area(s): ~T."hC"o"m",p,..s __ o."n _ _____________________ _ 

Existing I Proposed 
Jagroop S. Bhullar, 

Owner: Nirinder K. Bhullar, and To be determined 
Salindran K. Bhullar 

Site Size (m 2
): 2,865.3 m' (30,841.8 tt') 2,865.3 m' (30 ,841 .8 tt') 

Land Uses: Single-Family Residential Multiple-Fami ly Residential 

OCP Designation: Low-Density Residential No Change 

Area Plan Designation: N/A No Change 

702 Policy Designation: N/A No Change 

Zoning: Single Detached (RS 1/E) Low-Density Townhouses (RTl4 ) 

Number of Units: 3 15 

Other Designations: N/A No Change 

On Future 
I 

Bylaw Requirement 
I 

Proposed 
I 

Variance 
Development 

Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.60 0.60 max. none permitted 

Lot Coverage - Building: Max. 40% 40% max. none 

Lot Coverage - Non-porous 
Max. 65% 65% max. none 

Surfaces 

Lot Coverage - Landscaping: Min. 25% 25% min. none 

Setback - Front Yard (m): Min. 6m 6.0m none 

Setback ~ Side Yard (North) (m): Min . 3m 3.0 m min. none 

Setback - Side Yard (South) (m): Min. 3m 3.0 m min. none 

Setback - Rear Yard (m): Min. 3m 4.5 m none 

Height (m): Max. 12.0 m (3 storeys) 12.0 m (3 storeys) max. none 
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lot Size (min. dimensions): none 

2 (R) and 0.2 (V) per unit 2 (R) and 0.2 (V) per unit none 

Off-street Parking Spaces - Total: 33 33 none 

Tandem Parking Spaces: not permitted 18 

Handicap Parking Spaces: 1 1 none 

and 
none 

Amen ity Space -Indoor: Min. 70 m2 or Cash-in-lieu $15,000 cash-in-lieu none 

Min. 6 x 15 units 
90 m2 min. 

= 90 m2 none Amenity Space - Outdoor: 

Other: Tree replacement compensation required for removal of bylaw-sized trees. 

3497834 CNCL - 240



" ' " H, 
e.G , i l 'II 

I I' , , 6.1 !h h! 
liII i ;11 

! if! 

. , 

L 

, 

z 
Q 
>­
u 
w 

w >- ~ 
W 0 " ~ ~ 0 
>- • z 

J; i 
'1'1 

\1 I ~, . I 
1 

III ' " I 
li!:l IJ ,> 
i ~~I , "'I I I! 

!!k 

• ! , , ~ '" , ... " 0 ~< 
~~ ] h <, f-

< " , . z E! i~. j~ ~. " '" t:: 9 ~ 1 ~ I d j' _ ,I I ~ :;: 
~~ n i • Ii! ! ! :r: 

u 
<: 
t: 
<: 

i 
! 

, ! I i , , 
i I , , 
~~ J 

" 

CNCL - 241



City of 
Richmond 

Address : 6471 , 6491 , and 6511 No.2 Road 

ATTACHMENT 5 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Divis ion 

691 1 NO.3 Road, Richmond, Be V6Y 2C1 

File No,: RZ 11-586782 

Prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8890, the developer is required to complete the 
following: 
I. Consolidation of all the lots into one development parcel (which will require the demolition of the existi ng dwellings). 

2. Registration of an aircraft noise sensitive use covenant on title. 

3. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title. 

4. Registration of a Public Rights-of-Passage (PROP) statuto!), ri ghts-of-way (ROW), and/or other legal agreements or 
measures, as determined to the satisfaction of the Director of Development, over the internal drive-aisle in favour of 
future townhouse developments to the north and south. 

5. City acceptance of the developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $0.75 per buildable square foot (e .g. $13,879.00) to 
the City's public art fund. 

6. Contribution of $1 ,000 per dwelling unit (e.g. $15,000) in-lieu of on-site indoor amenity space. 

8. City acceptance of the developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $2.00 per buildable square foot (e.g. $37,010.00) to 
the City's affordable housing fund. 

9. Registration of a legal agreement on title prohibiting the conversion of the tandem parking area into habitable space. 

10. The submission and processing of a Development Pennit* completed to a level deemed acceptable by the Director of 
Development. 

Prior to a Development Permit~ being fonvarded to tbe Development Permit Panel for consideration, the 
developer is required to: 
1. Submit a report and recommendations prepared by an appropriate registered professional, which demonstrates that the 

interior noise levels and thermal conditions comply with the City's Official Community Plan requirements for 
Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development. The standard required for air conditioning systems and their alternatives 
(e.g. ground source heat pumps, heat exchangers and acoustic ducting) is the ASHRAE 55-2004 "Thermal 
Environmental Cond itions for Human Occupancy" standard and subsequent updates as they may occur. Max imum 
interior noise levels (decibels) within the dwelling units must achieve CMHC standards follows: 

Portions of Dwelling Units Noise Levels (decibels) 

Bedrooms 35 decibels 
Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels 
Kitchen, bathrooms, hallways, and utility rooms 45 decibels 

Prior to a Development Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements: 
I . Submission of a Contract entered into between the applicant and a Certified Arborist for supervision of anyon-site 

works conducted with in the tree protection zone of the trees to be retained. The Contract should include the scope of 
work to be undertaken, including: the proposed number of site monitoring inspections, and a provision for the 
Arborist to submit a post-construction assessment report to the City for review. 

2. Submission ofa Tree Survival Security to the City in the amount of$7,500.00 for the three (3) trees to be retained. 
50% of the security will be released at Final Inspection of the Building Penn its of the affected site and the remaining 
50% of the security wi ll be released two (2) years after final inspection of the Building Penn its in order to ensure that 
the trees have survived. 
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Prior to Demolition Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the foHawing requirements: 
I. Installation of appropriate tree protection fencing around all trees to be retained as part of the development prior to 

any construction activities, including building demolition, occurring on-site. 

Note: Should the applicant wish to begin site preparation work after third reading of the rezoning bylaw, but prior to 
final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, the applicant will be required to obtain a Tree Permit and submit a 
landscape security (i .e. $13,000) to ensure the replacement planting will be provided. 

Prior to Building Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements: 
1. Enter into a Servicing Agreement* for the design and construction of a new 1.5m concrete sidewalk installed along 

the enti re frontage, on the west property line of No 2 Road, including a 1.38m wide grass and treed boulevard 
(existing sidewalk to be removed). Design to include water, storm & sanitary connections as required. 

2. Submission of a Construction Parking and Traffic Management P lan to the Transportation Division. Management 
Plan shall include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, application for any lane closures, and 
proper construction traffic controls as per Traffic Control Manual for works on Roadways (by Ministry of 
Transportation) and MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570. 

3. Incorporation of accessibility measures in Building Pennit (BP) plans as determined via the Rezoning and/or 
Development Permit processes. 

4. Obtain a Building Permit (BP) for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily 
occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, additional C ity approvals and associated 
fees may be required as part of the Building Permit. For additional information, contact the Building Approvals 
Division at 604-276-4285. 

Notc: 

• 
• 

This requires a separate application. 

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn not only as personal covenants 
of the property owner but also as covenants pursuant to Section 219 of the Land Title Act. 

All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over al! such liens, charges and encumbrances as is 
considered advisable by the Director of Development. AI! agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the 
Director of Development determines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate 
bylaw. 

The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City including indemnities, warranties, equitable/rent charges, letters of 
credit and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a 
form and content satisfactory to the Director of Development. 

[Signed original on file] 

Signed Date 

3499005 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8890 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 8890 (RZ 11 ·586782) 

6471,6491, AND 6511 NO.2 ROAD 

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

1. The Zoning Map of the City of Riclunond, which accomparues and forms part of 
Riclunond Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation 
of the following area and by designating it LOW DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTL4). 

P.l.D.003·30I·222 
Lot 775 Except: Part Subdivided by Plan 65414 Section 12 Block 4 North Range 7 West 
New Westminster District Plan 63264 

P.l.D.004·248·287 
North half of the south 133.5 feet Lot 5 Except: Part Subdivided by Plan 65414 Section 
12 Block 4 North Range 7 West New Westminster District Plan 1506 

P.l.D. 002·684·535 
South half of the south 133.5 feet Lot 5 Except: Firstly: Part Subdivided by Plan 63005 
and Secondly: Part Subdivided by Plan 70767; Section 12 Block 4 North Range 7 West 
New Westminster District Plan 1506 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 
8890" . 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC I-IEARJNG WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3499(197 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

Jl 
APPROVED 

:i~~ 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 
Planning and Development Department 

To: 

From: 

Planning Committee 

Brian J. Jackson 
Acting General Manager, Planning and 
Development 

-;rO:",ch /?/.?/y U>A7-47 Alp..- /' /7- ,.?ZJ/ <-
Date: April 2, 2012 

File: ZT 11-593771 

Re: Application by Townline Gardens Inc. for a Zoning Text Amendment to the 
Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU18) - The Gardens (Shellmont) Zoning District at 
10880, 10820 and 10780 NO.5 Road and 12733 Steveston Highway (The 
Gardens Development Lands) . 

Staff Recommendation 

That Bylaw No. 8891, to amend the "Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU 18) - The Gardens 
(Shellmont)" zoning district, be introduced and given first reading. 

'Brian. ckson 
Acting General Manager, Planning and Development 

BJ:ke 
Att 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY ~trttrE 
ROUTEDTo: CONCUR~NCE C ONCURRENCE OF"GENERAL M ANAGER 
Parks Y N O 

~~ Community Social Services Y[N D 
Project Development Y~D 
Law Y NO 

-
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April 2, 2012 -2- ZT 11-593771 

Staff Report 

Origin 

This report : 

1. Proposes minor text amendments to the existing Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU18) - The 
Gardens (Shellmant) zoning district to introduce commercial use floor area maximums and 
increase the number of storeys from 4 to 5 still within the 20m overall height allowed by the 
existing zoning bylaw for one building. 

2. Fonnalizes the relocation of the proposed future child care facility from the Gardens 
development lands to the City-owned site at 10640 No.5 Road previously agreed to by City 
Council and brings forward modifications and revisions to the existing legal agreement 
registered on title of 10880, 10820 and 10780 No.5 Road and 12733 Steveston Highway (the 
Gardens development lands) as a result of the re location. 

For reference, a site plan of the Gardens development lands is contained in Attachment 1. 

Findings of Fact 

The Gardens development lands received final rezoning adoption on July 25, 20 II 
(RZ 08-450659). A Development Pennit (DP 10-544504) for Phase I of the project at 10880 
No.5 Road (Lot I) was issued by Council on July 25, 20 II . Staff are currently reviewing a 
Development Permit application (DP 12-599057) at 10820 No.5 Road. 

The area of land contained in the Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) was subdivided and 
transferred to the City as part of the fulfillment of rezoning considerations for the development 
land (RZ 08-450659). On March 14,20 II, a rezoning approval was granted for 10640 No.5 
Road to rezone the front portion of the site to an Assembly (ASY) zoning district (RZ 10-
546755). The rezoning application facilitated development ofa residential sales centre and 
relocation of the Coeverden Castle on the City-owned land by the developer. 

Currently, neither the Gardens development lands nor the City-owned site at 10640 No.5 Road 
has an existing child care facility in operation. This report formalizes the location of the future 
chi ld care faci lity on the City-owned site directly to the north of the Gardens development lands, 
which is being provided by the developer to fulfil l obligations associated with the rezoning of the 
development lands. 
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1. Proposed Text Amendments to Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU18) - The Gardens 
(Shellmont) Zoning District 

Proposed Amendments to ZMU18 
Minor amendments to the existing ZMU18 zoning district, which is the zoning in place for all 

·d·thDU· lots forming part of the Gardens development lands, are summarIze In e 0 owmg table: 
Existing Zoning Regulations 

Permitted Density • Identifies a maximum floor 
area allocated for residential 
use development (53,511 
sq.m). 

• Identifies a maximum floor 
area ratio (1.43 FAR) 
applicable to the entire 
development lands. 

Permitted Heights • Identifies a maximum height 
for build ings of 20m and not 
more than 4 storeys over a 
parking structure for 
buildings located within 90m 
of No. 5 Road. 

Rationale and Analysis 
Inclusion of Densily Provisions 

Proposed Amendments 

• Maintain existing maximum floor areas for 
residential use at 53,511 sq.m. 

• Maintain existing Floor Area Ratio of 1.43 
FAR over the enti re development lands 
based on net site area. 

• Add a provision to establish maximum floor 
areas for commercial use at 9,000 sq.m. 

• Maintain the existing 20m maximum height 
limitation for buildings located within 90m 
of No.5 Road. 

• Revise height provisions to allow for an 
increase o~ ~Ito 5c~~Orey building on 10820 
No.5 Road Lot C . 

The existing ZMU 18 zoning district has existing provisions that place a maximum floor area that 
can be allocated to residential use over the entire development lands (bounded by the ALR 
boundary, Highway 99, Steveston Highway and No.5 Road). This provision will remain and 
will not be changed as part of the proposed text amendment. 

The current zoning district does not include provisions of establishing maximum floor area for 
commercial uses throughout the development lands. Based on the issued Development Permit 
for 10880 No.5 Road (DP 10-544504) and the Development Permit application at 10820 No.5 
Road (DP 12-599057), approximately 7,000 sq.m of commercial space floor area will be 
developed as part of the initial phases of project build-out. Townline Gardens Inc. has requested 
that the maximwn floor area that is to be allocated to commercial use over the entire 
development lands be 9,000 sq.m, which would encompass all commercial floor areas proposed 
on the development lands. The proposed zoning provision identifying a maximum floor area for 
commercial use supports the mixed-use residential and commercial development model 
associated with the Gardens development. 

Placing a maximum floor area for commercial use over the entire development lands assists in 
accurately assessing land fo r taxation purposes by the Be Assessment Authority (BCAA). 
Without a commercial floor area maximum contained within the zone, the developer has 
indicated that the BCAA approach is to tax the remaining development lands as though they are 
being developed strictly fo r commercial and business use. This approach does not recognize the 
mixed residential and commercial development model for the project. Inclusion of specific 
maximum floor areas for commercial use in the zoning will assist in the accurate taxation of the 
site to be reflective of a mixed residential and commercial development. 
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Height (Building Storey) Amendment 
Staff are currently reviewing the Development Permit application for 10820 No.5 Road 
(DP 12-599057 - Lot C; Building D) involving a mixed-use development with commercial floor 
area at grade and low-rise residential building over-top of structured parking, The proposed 
amendment does not impact existing 20 m maximum height limitations contained in the zone 
that will remain unchanged. The proposed amendment increases the number of storeys from 4 to 
5 for the building. The additional fifth storey is able to be accommodated as a result of the 
developer switching from wood frame (originally envisioned at rezoning) to concrete 
construction, which reduces clearance distances between floors and enables space to 
accommodate an additional storey within the existing 20m building height limitation. 

Currently, the Development Pennit drawings identify a building height of approximately 17.7 m 
to the roof parapet of the fifth storey of the building and an approximate height of 19.4 m to the 
top of the elevator roof enclosure. City staff are satisfied that the additional fifth storey massing 
of the building is designed and set back appropriately. Further review of the form, massing, 
urban design and architectural detailing of this project will be fully assessed through the 
Development Permit application process. 

Preliminary building elevation drawings of Building "D" associated with the Development 
Permit at I 0820 No.5 Road (DP 12-599057) with fifth storey building elements highlighted for 
reference purposes is shown in Attachment 2. 

2. Relocation ofthe Child Care Facility from the Gardens Development Lands to City­
owned Land at 10640 No. 5 Road and Related Modifications to the Existing Legal 
Agreement on the Gardens Development Lands 

Background 
Through the rezoning of the Gardens development lands, provisions for the developer to provide 
a 37-space child care facility prior to 67% of the maximum bui ld-out was secured as a rezoning 
consideration. The general developer obligations at the time of rezoning were as follows: 

• Developer to provide and build a 37-space child care faci lity (including all indoor, 
outdoor and parking areas) at its sole cost. 

• Adherence to the "Child Care Facility Tenus of Reference - Developer Requirements" 
(A ttachment 3) to identify project parameters agreed to by the City and developer. 

• Agreements to ensure that once the child care facility and all accessory uses (i.e., parking 
and outdoor spaces) are completed, ownership of the facility will be transferred to the 
City. 

Existing Legal Agreement Registered on the Gardens Development Lands 
To secure a developer-provided child care facility, a legal agreement was registered on the 
Gardens development lands that limited build out of the site to 67% of the maximum penuitted 
bui ldable floor area until such time that construction and transfer of ownership to the City of the 
chi ld care facility is completed. When the developer obligations of providing the chi ld care 
facility are met, the City would discharge the legal agreement, enabling full build-out of the 
project. 

The above referenced legal agreement was secured and registered on title of the Gardens 
development lands through the prior rezoning approval process. 

CNCL - 248



April 2, 2012 - 5 - ZT 11-593771 

Relocation of Future Chi ld Care Facility from the Development Lands to City-owned Land 
City staff and the developer have reviewed options for the required child care facility and 
detennined a viable option to provide a child care facility on the neighbouring adjoining City­
owned lands at 10640 No.5 Road that also is able to meet existing developer obligations. 

The proposal to change the location of the future child care facility from the Gardens 
development lands to the neighbouring City-owned lands to the north is summarized as follows: 

• Uti lize the existing residential sales centre building and Coeverden Castle (relocated onto 
the City-owned lands by the developer) as the future child care facility. 

• Once usc oflhe existing building (constructed by the developer) as a residential sales 
centre office is complete, undertake conversion of the former sales centre building and 
castle to a child care facility (including outdoor spaces). 

• Develop the child care facility and all required outdoor spaces, interior finishing and 
parking spaces in accordance with the existing obligations secured for the child care 
faci lity at rezoning. 

• All costs associated with the conversion and repurposing the existing sales centre and 
castle building to a child care facility will be at the developer's so le cost. 

Previous ALR Land Use and Rezoning Approvals 
In 2011, Richmond City Council and the Agricultural Land Conunission (ALC) approved a non­
fann use application (AG 11-558240) for the parking lot and landscaped area located to the 
inunediate north of the residential sales centre and castle building, which are located in the ALR. 
ALR non-fann use approval of the portion of the site containing the buildings was not required 
as this land is exempt from the ALC Act. 

Council approved a rezoning application (RZ 10-546755) on March 14, 20 II to rezone the front 
portion of the ALR portion of land associated with the Gardens site (that was transferred to the 
City as part of the rezoning) to an Assembly (ASy) zoning district. The rezoning faci litated 
interim use of the site for a residential sales centre. The ASY zoning district also allows child 
care as a permitted use. As a result, the relocation ofa child care facil ity to the City-owned 
property at 10640 No.5 Road complies with existing zoning provisions. 

Proposed Revisions to the Existing Legal Agreement 
To facilitate the relocation of the developer-provided child care facility, modifications to the 
existing legal agreement registered on the Gardens Development lands is required and generally 
involves the following revisions: 

• A revised legal agreement would continue to be registered on title of the Gardens 
development lands. 

• Removal of clauses and relevant subdivision plans (showing the Gardens development 
lands) that reference the provisions 'ofthe child care facility to be provided on the 
Gardens Development lands. 

• Inclusion of appropriate wording in the legal agreement 10 indicate that the child care 
facility to be provided at the sole cost of the developer is to be located on the Assembly 
(ASy) zoned portion of City land at 10640 No.5 Road. 

• Inclusion of the appropriate subdivision plan to identify the City-owned land (10640 No. 
5 Road). 

• Maintain existing clauses, provisions and subdivision plans securing the legal agreement 
that restricts build-out of the Gardens development lands to 67% until such time that a 
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child care facility is provided on City-owned land at 10640 No.5 Road by the developer 
(at their sole cost). 

• Conversion of the existing buildings located at 10640 No.5 Road (the City-owned site) 
to a child care facility to the standards and guidelines established in the "Child Care 
Facility Terms of Reference - Developer Requirements". 

• The general provisions contained in the attached schedule to the Jegal agreement 
identifying the "Child Care Facility Terms of Reference - Developer Requirements" be 
maintained with revisions to reflect the location of the facility on city lands and other 
changes as deemed necessary. 

Revisions to the existing legal agreement will be secured as a rezoning consideration to the 
zoning text amendment proposed to ZMU18 in this staff report. Registration of this revised legal 
agreement on title of the Gardens development lands is required to be completed prior to Council 
adoption of the proposed zoning text amendments (Attachment 4 - Rezoning Considerations). 

Future Conversion of the Sales Centre and Existing Castle Building to a Child Care Facility 
Conversion of the existing residentia1 sales centre and castle building to a child care facility, 
based on the parameters established in the "Child Care Facility Tenns of Reference - Developer 
Requirements" , wi ll be undertaken by the developer in coordination with City staff. As noted, 
the existing zoning district for the City-owned site (Assembly - ASY) allows child care as a 
permitted use. ALR approval of land uses for applicable components of the project was 
addressed in the previous ALR non-farm use application (AG 11-558240) approved by the ALC 
on March 10, 20 II. 

In addition to compliance with the tenns of reference established for the child care facility, 
specific conversion plans also need to be developed in consultation with a future operator for the 
faci lity as well as Vancouver Coastal Health (VCH) child care licensing staff. Currently, the 
developer is working on compiling survey data so that working drawings of the existing 
residential sales centre and castle building can be generated to assist in the development of future 
conversion plans. 

Timing for the conversion of the current buildings at 10640 No.5 Road to a City-owned child 
care faci lity is dependent on the following factors: 

• Identification of an operator for the future child care facility (Jease of the facility by a 
child care operator is subject to review and approval by Richmond City Council). 

• Development of conversion plans to the satisfaction of City slaff, with consultation from 
the future operator and VCH licensing staff. 

• Market activity and sales on approved phases for the Gardens development lands, which 
impacts project build-out and timing of forthcoming Development Pennit submissions for 
latter phases. 

• Anticipated duration of use of the existing bui lding as a residential sales centre by the 
developer. An existing License Agreement is in place between the City and developer 
that covers use of the building as a residential sales centre and includes provisions for 
extension of the term. 
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Consultation with Vancouver Coastal Health Staff 
Consultation with VCH child care licensing staff has been undertaken about locating a child care 
facility on City land upon conversion of the sales centre and castle by the developer. VCH staff 
are supportive of thi s proposal and will work with the project team through the conversion and 
child care licensing process to ensure compliance with appropriate regulations. 

Conclusion 

Staff recommend support of the minor amendments to Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU 18) - The 
Gardens (Shellmant) zoning district to include provisions for maximum floor area allocations for 
commercial uses and increase the maximum height regulations to allow for a 5-storey building to 
be constructed on 10820 No.5 Road (Lot C) within the permitted 20m height restriction. 

Amendments are also proposed to the existing legal agreement registered on title of the Gardens 
development lands to reflect the relocation of the 37 space child care facility (required to be 
provided by the developer) [Tom the development lands to City-owned land at 10640 No.5 
Road. 

Kevin Eng 
Planner I 

K.E:rg 

Attachment 1: Reference Site Plan - The Gardens Development Lands 
Attachment 2: Preliminary Building Plans - Building 'D' (10820 No.5 Road - Lot C) 
Attachment 3: Chi ld Care Facility Terms of Reference - Developer Requi rements 
Attachment 4: Rezoning Considerations 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

SCHEDULE 2 
(Page I of 4) 

TOE GARDENS: 
Child Care Facility Terms of Reference - Developer Requirements 

RZ 08-450659 

Prior to final adoption of Official Community Plan (OCP) Amendment Bylaw No. 8531 and Zoning 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8532, the developer must complete Rezoning Amendmem Considerations, 
including those regarding the developer's vOluntarily contribution of a C ity·owned, 37·space child care 
faci lity to the satisfaction of the City as per thi s Tenns of Reference. 

Intcnt 

The chi ld care faci lity must: 

1. Be capable of accommodating a minimum of37 ch ildren between the ages of birth and 6 years (Note 
that the age range may be narrowed as determined through consultation with the City and operator 
through the development design and review processes.); 

2. Have a total minimum indoor floor area of 372 m2 (4,000 ttl) or as required to satisfy licensing 
requirements and adopted City policy, whichever is greater, together with required outdoor spaces; 

3. Satisfy Richmond Childcare Design Guidelines (or the applicable City policy in effect at the time the 
facility is to be deve loped); 

4. Be capable of being licensed by Vancouver Coasta l Health Authority's Community Care Facilit ies 
Licensing Staff and/or other relevant licens ing policies and/or bodies at the time of the faci li ty'S 
construct ion and in accordance with applicable Prov incial Chi ldcarc Regulations; 

5. On an ongo ing basis, bc functioning, affordable, and fully operational, to the satisfaction of the City 
(see "Performance" under Development Processes/Considerations); 

6. Be run by a non-profit operator and be designed, developed, priced, and operated within the spirit of 
the City'S Childcare Development Policy (#40 17); and 

7. Embody best practices in sustainable design and construction practices. (LEED silver or better 
standards for construction and interior finishes will be encouraged.) 

Development Processes/Consideratio ns 

I. Operator Involvement -
• The indoor floor plan and the outside play area for the ch ildcare faci lity should be developed 

in collaboration with the operator or its representative, as detennined by the City. 
• An operator shou ld be secured prior to the start of the chi ldcare facility design process. 
• To ensure the facility is satisfactory for ch ildcare programming and re lated purposes and will 

be a viable operat ion, the operator should have input into: 
space needs and design; 
operation and functioning of the faci lity; 
maintenance; 
fittings and finishes; 
eq ui pment; and 
related considerations. 

2. Ch ildcare Licensing Officer Involvement - The application ofthe Provincia l Childcare Regulations 
can vary based on the local Childcare Licensing Officer's interpretation of programs needs; it is 
therefore essential that the Licensing Officer be involved with the des ign and development of the 
faci lity from the outset. 

2718015 
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3. Performance - As a cond ition of Development Permit (DP), to ensure the facility will, on an ongoi ng 
basis, be both functioning and operational to the satisfaction of the City, the developer will be 
required, in consu ltation with the City, operator, and other affected parties, to define a standard of 
performance and the measures necessary to safeguard that those standards will be achievable (e.g., 
responsibility for maintenance). 

Facility Description 

1. General Considerations - As noted above, the fac ility must satisfy all City of Richmond, licensing. 
and other applicable policies, guidelines, and bylaws as they apply at the time of deve lopment. 

1n addition, the facility' s indoor and outdoor spaces must not be situated: 
• Near the project's affordable housing component if that housing is to be "subsidized 

housing", unless such a location is specifically approved in advance by the City; and 
• Within 15 m of Highway 99, Steveston Highway, or No.5 Road. 

2. Access - Safe, secure, and convenient access for children, staff, and parent's is key to the viability of a 
ch ild care fac il ity. Where determined necessary via the Development Permit (DP) review/approval 
process, the City may require that the facil ity is equipped with special fea tures designed to address the 
challenges of locating a ch ild care fac ility in a medium-density development. This may include, but 
is not limited to, the following: 

• private/secured entry from the fronting publicly-accessible street or driveway; 
• drop-offlpick-up parking spaces and bike parking (as per City bylaw) situated immed iate ly 

adjacent to the primary chi ld care entry and designated for the exclu sive use of the child care; 
• over-sized walkways, sidewalks, ramps, gates, and doorways designed to provide convenient 

and attract ive public access to the facility, including accom modation for 3-child strollers, 
handicapped access, and large groups of people; and 

• pedestrian weather protection at the faci lity entry, outdoor areas for waiti ng and 
congregating, and drop-off/pick-up areas. 

3. Outdoor Space - The outdoor play space must be: 

2718GlS 

• immediately adjacent to and directly accessible from (visua lly and physically) the indoor 
chi ld care space; 

• generally at the same elevation as the indoor child care space, and any change in grade 
between the indoor and outdoor spaces o r within the outdoor space must be handicapped­
access ible; 

• designed to minimize conflict between the child care and adjacent uses (e.g., noise impacts on 
residents); 

• designed to enhance the relationship between the child care and adjacent open spaces and 
activities; 

• protected from noise pollution (e.g., highway traffic, vehicle idling) and air pollution (e.g., 
vehicle exhaust, restaurant ventilation exhausts, garbage and recyc ling, noxious fumes) ; 

• safe and secure from interference by strangers and others; 
• sited and designed to provide for adequate sun exposure and weather protection in order to 

ensure the space is attractive and can accommodate heavy use and a broad range of activities 
throughout the year (e.g., quick dryin g surfaces, winter "sun trap", garden plots, covered play 
areas); 

• tailored to meet the various developmental needs of the ages of chi ldren being served; 
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• landscaped with a combination of hard and soft play surfaces, together with appropriate 
fencing and access, to provide fo r a wide variety of passive and active recreation and social 
activities including, but not limited to, the use of wheeled toys, ball play, and gardening; and 

• fully equipped with play structures and other apparatus that meet the requirements of 
Licensing authorities and are to the satisfaction of the operator and the C ity of Richmond. 

4. Noise Mitigation - Special measures should be incorporated to minimize traffic noise levels, both 
indoors and outdoors. 

5. He ight Above Grade - The fac ility's indoor and outdoor spaces (excluding parking) are to be located: 
• at a minimum elevation of 2.9 m geodetic or in conformance with the City of Richmond 

Flood Construction Leve l Bylaw or other relevant requirements at the time of the facility 's 
construction, whichever is greater; 

• at or above the finished grade of the outdoor publicly-accessible areas upon which the child 
care fac ility fronts (e.g., sidewalk, street, open space); and 

• on the lowest habitabl e floor of the building. 

6. Parking (including Bicycles) & Loading - As per applicable zoning and related bylaws, unless 
detennined otherwise to the satisfaction of the City. 

7. Natural Light & Ventilation - The facility's indoor spaces (with the exception of washrooms, storage, 
and service areas) must have operable, exterior windows offering attractive views (near or far) and 
reasonable privacy/overlook, as detennined through Richmond 's standard Development Pennil (DP) 
review/approval processes. 

Level of Finish 

1. Developer Responsibi lity - The child care faci lity must be turnkey and ready for immediate 
occupancy upon com pletion, with the exception of loose furnishings and re lated items. Thi s includes, 
but is not limited 10, the following: 

271801$ 

• Indoor Areas -
Finished floors installed (e.g., res ilient flooring); 
Walls and ceiling painted; 
Window coverings instal led (e.g., horizontal blinds); 
Kitchen fully fitted out, including major appliances (e.g., stove/oven, refrigerator, 
microwave) and cabinets; 
Washrooms fully fitted out, including s ink, toilet, and cabi nets; 
Wired fo r cablevision, internet, phone, and security; 
Non-movab le indoor cabinets installed, including cubbies; and 
Operable, exterior windows. 

• Outdoor Areas-
All outdoor landscaping (e.g., hard and soft landscaping, fencing, lighting, water and 
e lectrica l serv ices) installed; 
All permanently mounted play equipment, furni shings, and weather protection, together 
with sa fe play surfaces and related features, installed; 
Accommodation made for the future installation by others (e.g., operator) of additional 
equipment and furn ish ings (i.e. in addition to that provided by the deve loper); and 
Features installed outside the bounds of the childcare space that are required to ensure a 
safe and attract ive interface between the childcare and adjacent park or non-park uses 
(e.g., additional fencing, screening, lighting, s ignage, grading, planting). 
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2. Operator Responsibility· The operator will provide all loose equipment and furnish ings necessary to 
operate the facility (e.g., toys, ki tchen wares). 

Tenure 

Preference: Air Space Parcel or Strata Lot 

Ownership: Developer transfers ownership to the City. 

Legal 

As a condition of completing the pending rezoning (RZ 08-450659), legal documents will be required to 
secure the child care facil ity contribution, including a " no-deve lopment" covenant, an option to purchase, 
a Letter of Credit, and/or other measures, as determined to the satisfaction of the City. 

Signed copy on file (Received September 16, 2009) 

Signed (Applicant) Date 
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City of 
Richmond 

ATTACHMENT 4 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Division 

6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, Be V6Y 2C1 

Address : 10880, 10820 and 10780 NO.5 Road and 12733 Steveston Highway (The Gardens 
Development Lands) File No.: ZT 11-593771 

Prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8891, the developer is required to complete the 
following: 
1. Undertake all necessary mod ifications and revisions to the existing Legal Agreement registered on title of 10880, 

10820 and 10780 No.5 Road and 12733 Steveston Highway (reference legal documents CA2088652 to CA2088656) 
to the satisfaction of the Director of Development in order to achieve the fo llowing: 

a) A revised legal agreement would continue to be registered on title of the Gardens development lands. 

b) Removal of clauses and relevant subdivision plans (showing the Gardens development lands) that reference the 
provisions of the child care facil ity to be provided on the Gardens Development lands. 

c) Inclusion of appropriate wording in the legal agreement to indicate that the child care facility to be provided at the 
sole cost of the developer is to be located on the Assembly (ASY) zoned portion of City land at 10640 No.5 
Road. 

d) Inclusion oflhe appropriate subdivision plan to identify the City-owned land (10640 No.5 Road). 

e) Maintain exist ing clauses, provisions and subdivision plans securing the legal agreement that restricts build-out of 
the Gardens development lands to 67% until such time that a child care facility is provided on City-owned land at 
10640 NO.5 Road by the developer (at their sole cost). 

1) Conversion of the existing buildings located at 10640 NO.5 Road (the City-owned site) to a child care facility to 
the standards and guidelines established in the "Child Care Facility Terms of Reference - Developer 
Requirements" . 

g) The general provisions contained in the attached schedule to the legal agreement identifying the "Child Care 
Facility Terms of Reference - Developer Requirements" be maintained with revisions to reflect the location of the 
facility on city lands and other changes as deemed necessary. 

h) That this revised and amended legal agreement be registered on title of the Gardens development lands (10880, 
10820 and 10780 No.5 Road and 12733 Steveston Highway) in conjunction with any required discharges and/or 
release of existing legal agreements on title that are to be replaced. 
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 

Bylaw 8891 

Amendment Bylaw 8891 (ZT 11-593771) 
10880, 10820 AND 10780 NO. 5 ROAD AND 12733 STEVESTON 

HIGHWAY 

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

I. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 is amended by: 

3S00667 

1. Repealing section 20. 18.4.4 and 20. 18.4.5 (permitted Density) and replacing it 
with: 

"20.18.4 Permitted Density 

4. The total floor area used for: 

a) Commercial use within the area bounded by Highway 99, 
Steveston Highway. No. 5 Road and the Agricultu ral Land 
Reserve shall not exceed 9,000.0 m2

; 

b) Residential use within the area bounded by Highway 99, 
Steveston Highway. No. 5 Road and the Agricultural Land 
Reserve shall not exceed 53,5 11 .0 m2

, 

5. For the purpose of Section 20.18.4, floor area ratio shall be calculated 
bascd on the area bounded by Highway 99, Steveston Highway, No. 5 
Road and the Agricultural Land Reserve, regardless of subdivision." 

11. Repealing section 20.18.7.1 (pennirted Heights) and replacing it with: 

"20.18.7 Permitted Heights 

1. The maximum height is: 

a) For buildings: 20.0 m, but containing not more than 5 sto reys 
over a parking structure. except that: 

i) For buildings located more than 90.0 m from No.5 Road: 
25.0 m, but not containing more than 6 storeys over a 
parking structure." 
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2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 
889 1". 

FIRST READING 

PUBLIC HEARING 

SECOND READING 

THffiD READING 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY F 
RICHMOND 
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City of 
Richmond 

To: Planning Committee 

From: Brian J. Jackson, MelP 
Director of Development 

Report to Committee 
Planning and Development Department 

7P: //q/-,-?/~ (4)RJ .4 /,,,,- ,/ /7 , «tJ / z.. 
Date: April 10, 2012 

File: RZ 11 ·585209 

Re: Application by Onni 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. and Onni 7771 
Alderbridge Holding Corp. for the Rezoning of 7731 and 7771 
Alderbridge Way from Industrial Retail (IR1) to High Density Low Rise 
Apartments (RAH2) 

Staff Recommendation 

That Bylaw No. 8884, which makes minor amendments to the RAH2 zone specific to 7731 and 
777 1 Alderbridge Way and rezones these subject properties from " Industrial Retail (IRl)" to the 
amended "High Density Low Rise Apartments (RAH2)", be introduced and given first reading. 

Brian 1. ackson, MCIP 
Director of Development 

BJJ:mm 
Au. 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY !/(;{IN(; 
(t 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE C~ALMANAGER 

Transportation Y~O 
Engineering Y~O I 
Parks Planning Y~O 
Affordable Housing Y~O 
Law Y NO 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Onni 773 1 Aldcrbridgc Holding Corp. and Onni 7771 Alderbridge Holding Corp. have applied to 
rezone 7731 and 7771 Alderbridge Way (see Attachment 1) from "Industrial Retail (IRl)" to "High 
Density Low Rise Apartments (RAH2)" in order to develop a 660-unit project in four (4), six-storey 
wood frame buildings over two (2) concrete parking structures. A minor text amendment to the 
RAH2 zone is also required to facilitate the proposed development. 

Find ings of Fact 

Background 

The subject site is situated in the City Centre's Lansdowne Village, an emerging high density, 
mixed-use community located between Gilbert Road, Alderbridge Way and Westminster Highway 
(Attachment 3). The two (2) subject lots, comprising 2.87 ha. (7 .09 acres) were created in 1969 as 
part of the Brighouse Industrial Estate subdivision along Alderbridge Way (see Attachm ent 1) . Of 
note, the western lot was the site of the long-standing Stacey's Furniture World and the eastern lot 
now includes a Tim Hortons amongst numerous other smaller commercial and light industrial 
tenants. 

Existing surrounding development includes: 

North: Immediately to the north of the site is the former CPR line property which is now owned by 
the City and will form part of New River Road. Further to the north, one large light industrial 
building is located on a site zoned as "Industrial Business (IB 1 )." This site is designated within the 
CCAP as part of a large future Riverfront Park. 

Sowh: Tmmediately to south of the subject site is Alderbridge Way with the former Grimm 's 
sausage factory site on the south side of the street. This site is now zoned "Industrial Retail (IR 1)" 
and is the subject of a current rezoning application to rezone the site to a "Residential Limited 
Commercial (RCL)" zone allow for a higher density, mixed-use development. 

East: A site zoned "Industrial Retail (IRI)" lies to the east of an adjacent lane. The site includes 
two light industrial/ retail buildings. 

West: The Gilbert Road approach to the Dinsmore Bridge forms the north-west boundary of the 
subject site. The remainder of the site is bounded by the former "V-Tech" building site and is now 
zoned "Industrial Retail {lRl)." 

Related Policies and Studies 

The proposed development site is designated as "Mixed Use" within the City'S Official 
Community Plan (OCP). The site is also within the City Centre Area Plan's (CCAP) "Urban 
Centre T5 (25 m) Specific Land Use" Map designation which provides for residential land use 
with a floor area ratio (FAR) of 1.2, which can be increased to a maximum 2.0 FAR with the 
provision an affordable housing density bonus (see Attachment 3 for context). 
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Other major policy documents of note include: 

AircraJi Noise Sensitive Development Policy (ANSD) Area 2: All aircraft noise sensitive land 
uses (except new single family) may be considered subject 10 the necessary reports to be 
submitted and covenants being registered on title as required by the policy. 

Affordable Housing Policy: The proposed development is subject to the policy which requires 
that five (5) percent of the total residential building floor area be devoted to affordable housing 
units following the pol icy's requirements regarding unit type and target income. 

These above policies and other policies, as applied to the proposed development, are discussed 
below in the staff report. 

Applicant's Proposal 

In early 2011, the Onni Group of Companies purchased the two (2) lots compris ing the site. The 
proposal involves these lots being re-subdivided with Cedarbridge Way being extended from 
Alderbridge Way to the New River Road to create two (2) new, slightly smaller lots. A total of four 
(4) buildings will be constructed. Two (2) buildings wi ll be located on top of one (I) large single 
storey parkade on each lot on either side of the new Cedarbridge Way. 

Of the 660 units proposed, Building 1 contains 140 units, Bui lding 2 contains 200 units, and 
Buildings 3 and 4 both contain 160 units. The Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment 
4) includes a full swnmary of the development statistics and the cover sheet of the preliminary 
architectural plans (Attachment 7) include a breakdown of the number of units in each building as 
well as the number different unit types. 

Public Consultation 

As the proposed development is consistent with the City's OCP and CCAP, no fonnal agency 
consultation associated with OCP amendment bylaws is required. 

Signage is posted on-site to notify the public of the subject application. At the time of writing this 
Report, no public comment had been received . 

The statutory Public Hearing concerning the zoning amendment bylaw will provide neighbours and 
other interested parties with an opportunity to provide comment. 

The proposed development was also forwarded to the City's Advisory Design Panel (ADP) on 
January 4, 2012 which generally provided favourable comments with suggestions to be investigated 
and incorporated into the more detailed building design for review by the ADP and Development 
Pennit Panel during the Development Permit process (excerpt of ADP minutes in Attachment 2) . 

Staff Comments 

Transportation 

The proposed project involves widening of Alderbridge Way and Gilbert Road, and constructing 
New River Road fronting the development (with removal of the old CPR tracks). These are all 
major roads on the DCC Road Program. The project will also include construction of two (2) 
major pedeslrianlbicycle routes, a north-south Pedestrian Link that wi ll connect to the major 
Gilbert Road Greenway and be the start of major east-west Green Link that commences from the 
34981193 CNCL - 267



April 10,2012 - 4- RZ 11-585209 

north-south pedestrian link and continues eastward for several blocks. (refer to Attachment 5 for 
the Functional Transportation Plan and Attachment 10 for the Rezoning Considerations Letter 
for a detailed description of transportation-related improvements). 

Public Roads & Frontage Improvements: 

To secure the road widening and greenways/pedestrian linkages adjacent and through the site in 
a sufficient manner, the following dedications and SROWs are required of the developer as 
considerations of rezoning. 

Cedarbridge Way: The development will involve re-subdivision of the site into a proposed Lot 1 
(Western Lot) and a Lot 2 (Eastern Lot) and the dedication of Cedar bridge Way through the 
development site from Alderbridge Way to New River Road. Works will include full traffic 
light signalization at the intersection of Cedar bridge Way at Alderbridge Way. This applicant 
will also include the pre-ducting and bases for the signal standard and controllers boxes for a 
future pedestrian crosswalk signal to be constructed at Cedarbridge Way and New River Road by 
the City in the future. 

River Road: Generally, the developer will construct the entire road cross-section which includes 
two (2) east and two (2) west bound travel lanes with grass and tree lined boulevards on either side 
of an eastbound bike path located between the eastbound vehicle lanes and 3.0 m (9.8 ft.) wide 
sidewalk. There will also be registration of a 3.0 m (9.8 ft.) wide SROW for public rights of 
passage for the sidewalk adjacent to River Road. 

Alderbridge Way: There will also be widening of the Alderbridge Way vehicle lanes and 
construction of a 2.0 m (6.6 f1.) sidewalk with a treed boulevard required of the applicant. There 
will be registration of a 2.0 m (6.6 ft.) wide SROW for the sidewalk inside of the south property 
lines of the proposed Lots 1 and 2. 

Gilbert Road: Generally, the applicant is required to construct the full curb to curb widening of 
Gilbert Road for approximately 50 m (164 ft.). The road cross-section generally consists of two 
northbound traffic lanes, two southbound traffic lanes, a northbound left turn lane (at the New 
River Road intersection), northbound and southbound bike lanes and a raised median with 
landscaping. 

At the southeast corner of the New River Road/Gilbert Road intersection, other frontage 
improvements (such as a greenway, plaza and public art discussed further below in the report) 
are required as this is a prominent location for traffic entering Richmond via the Gilbert Road 
gateway corridor. 

The signalization of the New River Road/Gilbert Road intersection will be constructed by a 
separate development in the vicinity, but the applicant will also need to make some 
modifications to the signal. 

East Lane: There wi!! be reconstruction of the southern part of the current lane along with 
regi strat ion of SROW for public rights of passage for a 2.0 m (6.6 ft.) sidewalk being constructed 
inside of the east property line as generally shown on Attachment 5. 
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Green Links 

East-West Green Link: The CCAP's envisioned east-west Green Link connects the Oval Village 
local commercial and major recreational destinations to the Aberdeen Vi llage Commercial and 
Arts District. The applicant bas addressed these components to the satisfaction of planning, 
transportation and parks staff(see Attachments 3, 8). 

There will be a 10.0 m (33 ft.) wide SROW for pedestrian, bicycle and related uses and features, 
providing all necessary access by public and emergency services, City and other public utility 
service providers. The SROW is located above the below grade parking structures. 

The separation between the bui ldings is approximately 20m (66 ft.) along the Green Link, leaving 
sufficient area for ground floor patios and common strata property on each side. The greenway will 
include a 3.0 m (9.8 ft.) wide hard surfaced public path that extends from the east to the west 
boundaries of the development (not including the crossing of Cedar bridge Way. The Green Link also 
includes landscaping and community garden plots. 

North-South Green Link: There will be a 5.0 m (16.5 ft.) wide SROW along the west boundary for 
pedestrian, bicycle and related uses and features, providing all necessary access by public and 
emergency services, City and other public utility service providers. This Green Link will include a 
3.0 m (9.8 ft.) hard surfaced public path extending from north 10 south on the west side of the 
proposed Lot 1. 

An interim retaining wall that responds to the higher elevation of the development site is required 
along the west boundary and may be located within the SROW, provided that it does not 
compromise the intended public use and enjoyment of the spaces as detennined by the City. 

Design, security for construction, owner maintenance, liability and other terms of the Green Link 
and sidewalk SROWs are to be determined to the satisfaction of the City as a condition of bylaw 
adoption. 

Gilbert Road Boulevard and Greenway 

The development of the Greenway on the east side of the very wide unused Gilbert Road allowance, 
a prominent gateway location into the City Centre, remains to be finalized. Given that there will be 
up to 20 m (66 ft.) of open space between the project property line and the road edge in this high 
visibility area, a plaza, pedestrian and cycling paths, lighting, signi.ticant tree planting and a major 
$350,000 Landmark Public Art piece, (shown in concept on Attachment 9) is envisioned (Also, see 
Public Art section below). 

The landscape plan needs to be finalized for this section of the Gilbert Road Greenway and will be 
designed and constructed by the City in the future. 

Parking and Transportation Demand Management (TDM) 

On-Site Vehicle Parking: The proposed project includes a total of849 parking spaces with 450 
spaces in the parkade on Lot I for Buildings I and 2, and 399 spaces within the parkade on Lot 2 for 
Buildings 3 and 4 (See Attachments 4 and 7 for full parking statistics). The applicant requests an 
overall parking reduction of7.5% below the parking requirements set out in Bylaw 8500. In lieu of 
this reduction, the City accepts the Developer's offer to voluntarily: 

3498893 

• Contribute $100,000 to the City for the construction ofa 3.0 m (9.8 ft.) 
bike/pedestrian pathway along the east side of Gilbert Road fTom the southern end of 
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the applicant's required frontage improvements to Lansdowne Road. (Not eligible for 
Dee credits.) 

• Contribute $25,000 to the City for a City Centre-type bus shelter. (Not eligible for 
Dee credits.) 

Enter into an agreement with the City to ensure that the electrical vehicle and bicycle 
plug-ins be provided as a condition of issuance of the City building permits for each 
building with confinnation that such have been provided as a condition of issuance of 
an occupancy permit for each building: 

• Provision of 20% of the total resident parking spaces in each parkade 
with 120 or 240 volt (voltage as determined by Onni) electric service 
ror vehicle plug-ins with conduits, circuits breakers and wiring in a 
form acceptable to the Director of Transportation (actual outlets to be 
provided later by strata owners). 

• Provision of one (1) standard 120 volt electric plug-in for every forty 
(40) resident bicycle parking spaces in a form acceptable to the 
Director of Transportation. 

There are no variances rcquired to the automobi le and bicycle parking provisions of Zoning Bylaw 
8500. It should be noted that staff and the applicant will work together at the Development Permit 
stage to maximize the achievable parking stalls . 

It should be noted that there will be also on-street parking provided on Cedarbridge Way throughout 
the day and off-peak on-street parking on Alderbridge Way and River Road over the short to 
intermediate term. 

Bicycle Parking: The proposed project includes a total of 860 resident bicycle parking spaces with 
434 resident spaces in the parkade and sixty-eight (68) surface visitor spaces for Buildings I and 2; 
and 426 resident spaces within the parkade and sixty-four (64) surface visitor spaces for Buildings 3 
and 4. The resident bicycle parking provided is above the minimum requirements of Zoning Bylaw 
8500 (See cover page of Attachments 4 and 7 for full parking statistics). 

Loading Space Requirements: 

Section 7.13 of Zoning Bylaw 8500 requires that one (I) SU9 (medium 9 m trucks) off-street 
loading space be provided for each building and one (1) off-street WB 17 (large 17 m trucks) 
loading space be provided for every two (2) buildings. The applicant has accommodated the four 
(4) required SU910ading spaces on either side of the greenway junction with Cedarbridge Way. 
However, the turning movements for potential 17 m (55 ft.) length ofWB 17 trucks preclude 
placement of such spaces on-site or on Cedarbridge Way. Given the low frequency of use of such 
large trucks in a purely residential project, staff agrees to support a relaxation of this requirement 
at time of Development Permit consideration. 

If, after occupancy of the project, the absence of WB 17 loading spaces proves to be a problem on 
occasion, Transportation staff may consider temporary closures of several parking spaces to allow 
for large truck parking on a fee per-request-basis for the future residents within the development. 
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Servicing Capacity Analysis 

City Engineering staff have reviewed the application at a preliminary level and require the 
following: 

Slorm Sewer Upgrade Requirements: 

From CP Railway frontage (i.e. New River Road) to the outfall of the Hollybridge Canal (at 
corner of Hollybridge Way and existing River Road). 

• Upgrade the existing ditch to a 1200mm diameter storm main from manhole D8 to 185 
meters northeast along the former CPR line frontage (i .c. New River Road) . 

• Upgrade the existing ditch to a 1200nun diameter storm main from manhole D5 to 222 
meters northeast along proposed New River Road (manhole D8 at junction of Gilbert 
Road). 

• Upgrade the existing ditch to 1500mm diameter storm main from junction of Holly bridge 
Way and famJer CPR line properly (manhole 04) to 80 meters northeast along proposed 
New River Road (manhole 05). 

• Upgrade the existing 375 and 450mm diameter to a 1500rnm diameter storm main from 
junction of existing River Road and Ho\lybridge Way (manhole 01 in the analysis) to 
205 meters southeast along HollybridgeWay (manhole D4). 

• Upgrade the existing 750mm diameter to a 1500mm diameter storm main from manhole 
01 (in the analysis) to its outfall with an approximate length of 8m. 

Gilbert Road Frontage: Upgrade the existing diteh to a 600 mm diameter stonn sewer from the 
proposed site 's entire Gilbert Road frontage up to the existing box culvert at Lansdowne Road. 
The proposed storm sewer at Gilbert Road must be interconnected to the proposed storm sewers 
at the CPR frontage. 

Future Cedarbridge Way Frontage: Provide the greater of a) 600 mm or b) OCP size by the 
developer, as per City requirements. The proposed stonn sewer in future Cedarbridge must be 
interconnected to the proposed storm sewers at the CPR and Alderbridge Way frontages. 

Alderbridge Way Frontage: Works include: 

• Upgrade the existing 250mm and 300mm diameter storm sewers from east to west 
property line of the proposed site to a 600 mm diameter sewer. 

• Upgrade the existing 300mm to 750mm and existing 375mm to 900mm diameter storm 
sewers from the west property line of the proposed site to the exjsting box culvert at 
Lansdowne Road. 

Sanitary Sewer Upgrade Requirements: Works include: 

• Upgrade the existing 200 mm diameter to 450 mm diameter from SMH 4738 (manhole 
S70) to 90 meters northeast along old CPR right of way to SMJ-J 4737 (manhole S60). 
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• Upgrade the existing 200 rum diameter to 375 mm diameter from SMH 4699 (manhole 
SSO) to 80 meters southwest along old CPR right of way to SMH 4737 (manhole S60). 

• Provide a 525mrn diameter sanitary main in the future Ccdarbridge Way from SMH 4737 
(manhole S60) to a new manhole located 220 meters south going to Alderbridge Way. 

• Upgrade the existing 150 rum diameter to 525mm diameter from the new manhole at the 
corner of future Cedarbridge Way and Alderbridge Way to 80 meters east to SMH 4690 
(manhole S20). 

• Upgrade the existing 200 mm diameter to 525mm diameter from 5MB 4690 (manhole 
S20) to 94 meters southeast to existing lane between 7740 Alderbridge Way to 5003 
MinoTl! Boulevard at SMH 4688 (manhole S 1 0). 

• Upgrade the existing 300 rum diameter to 600 rum diameter from SMH 4688 (manhole 
S 1 0) to 69 meters southwest to existing Minoru Pump station. 

• Through the Servicing Agreement, the sanitary sewer alignments will need to be 
coordinated to suit the future Minoru Sanitary Pump Station upgrade. 

• Both current sanitary mains located within the Subject Lands will need to be removed by 
the Developer and the SROWs in which they are located are to be discharged from title. 

Water Works Review: 

Review and works include: 

• Water System: Using the OCP 2021 maximum day model, there is 346 LIs available at 
20 psi residuaL Based on the proposed application, the development requires a minimum 
fire flow of275 Us. Water analysis is not required. However, once the applicant has 
confirmed the building design at the building permit stage, the developer will need to 
submit fire flow calculations signed and sealed by a professional engineer based on the 
Fire Underwriter Survey to confirm that there is adequate available flow. 

• Provide watermains (minimum 200mrn diameter, per City'S requirements) at the 
proposed site's CPR and future Cedarhridge Way frontages. 

The applicant is also responsible for undergrounding the existing private utility line located 
within the New River Road alignment. 

Latecomer Agreements will be available for sanitary and storm upgrades that are not frontage 
improvements as only provided by the Local Government Act. Development Cost Charge 
(DCC) credits will be applicable to eligible storm and sanitary works detailed in the Rezoning 
Considerations Letter (Attachment 10). 
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Analysis 

Proposed Zoning Amendment: 

Bylaw No. 8884 proposes to rezone the subject site frorn "Industrial Retail (IRI)" to "High 
Density Low Rise Apartments (RAH2)" and make a minor amendment to the zone concerning 
the calculation of density under the CCAP. 

With regard to the calculation of density for a site, the CeAP identifies certain new parks and 
roads to be secured as voluntary developer contributions via the City's development processes. 
Tn cases where the contributors of new parks or road are not eligible for financial compensation 
via the DeC program (e.g. "minor streets"), the CCAP allows for them to be secured by means 
that do not reduce the contributing development's buildable floor area. This approach of 
allmving "gross floor area" (i.e. calculated on site area including road/park) on the "net site" (i.e. 
site area excluding road) lessens the cost to the contributing developer and helps ensure that 
developments which include non-DCC road and park features is not discouraged. Statutory 
right-or-ways have typically been used for securing such features. 

Dedication can be also used provided that site-specific provisions are included within the zoning 
bylaw to facilitate "gross floor area" calculated on the "net site". Dedication is preferable to 
statutory right-of-ways (SROW) for roads such as the Ccdarbridge Way on the subject site 
(Attachment 5). In light of this, staff recommend that the RAH2 be amended so that the 
maximum permitted density (FAR) on the subject site be calculated based on the "gross site" 
(i.e. calculated on site area including the dedicated road) and be applied to the "net site" (i.e. new 
Lots 1 and 2 outside of the dedicated road). 

Based on the above approach, the proposed development will include a maximum "gross 
density" 01'2.0 Floor Area Ratio (FAR) over the entire development site. If same physical area 
of Cedar bridge Way is dedicated instead of being secured by a SROW, there will be a FAR of 
2.28 for the net site area excluding the road dedication. Thus, the proposed Zoning Amendment 
Bylaw 8884 includes on overall FAR of2.28 for the net site area (comprised of the proposed 
Lots 1 and 2) to allow for the preferred method of dedication instead of obtaining a SROW to 
secure Cedarbridge Way. 

Other Zoning Requirements Including Basic Universal Housing Requirements: 

The preliminary plans indicate that the proposed development meets the minimum setback, 
maximum height and lot coverage requirements within the RAH2 zone. Of note, the applicant 
has elected to provide 502 of the total 660 units meeting twenty-two (22) of twenty-three (23) of 
the Basic Universal Accessible Housing provisions of Section 4.16 of Zoning Bylaw 8500. 
Meeting these accessibility provisions is optional, but when all of the provisions arc met, a 1.86 
m2 (20 ft?) floor area exemption per each accessible unit is provided. As the applicant is 
proposing to provide entry doors to be prewired to allow future owners to install accessible strike 
pads for opening the entry door in lieu of providing 600 mm (2.0 ft.) of manoeuvring space 
beside the suite entry doors as per section 4.16.11 . a variance would be required for relaxation of 
this one provision through a Development Variance Permit. This alternative wiring approach 
may be included within the Development Pennit and Building Permit plans if a Development 
Variance Permit CDVP) is issued by Council to vary section 4.16.11. 
3498893 CNCL - 273



April 10, 2012 - 10 - RZ 11-585209 

Fonn & Character of Development: 

The Development Permit application plans will be brought forward to Development Permit 
Panel for consideration with the above-noted DVP application. The following provides a general 
overview of building and site design considerations based on the plans included in Attachments 
6 to 8. 

Development Site Plan: 
The project involves construction of two (2) large parkades (with two (2) buildings on each 
parkade) on either side of the extension of Cedar bridge Way. The current Alderbridge Way 
elevation is lower at 1.5 m (4.9ft.) compared to the New River Road which is located at 2.6 m 
(8.6 ft.). This elevation difference results in a 2.5 m (8.2 ft.) grade difference between 
Aldcrbridge Way and the first floor of the adjoining units. The grade difference of approximately 
I.S m (4.9 ft.) on New River Road presents far less of a challenge. The "Design Approach 
Perspective Drawings" in Attachment 6 illustrate this elevation difference as we ll as the road 
layout, change of elevation, building massing and typical elevation treatments for two (2) of the 
buildings. 

Key Street Wall Feature Views: 
It is critical that this development contribute to consistent, urban street walls on Alderbridge 
Way and New River Road which are two (2) of the major curvilinear streets in the City Centre. 

To address the above situation, the applicant has responded to staWs request to orientate the 
units facing streets with stairs and entrance doors and the use of building design techniques to 
have the units look like townhouses from the street. As well, the use of stepped patio and 
landscaped terraces reduce the appearance of the grade difference . 

Building Height and Roojlines: Each of the four (4) buildings rises to six (6) storeys in height. 
Each building includes terraces downward to as low as four (4) storeys to provide for a variety of 
building form and more useable patio space for some of the units on the top two (2) floors of 
each building. The use of inverse gable or butterfly roofs and higher ceilings for the sixth floor 
in each building provides continuity within the family of buildings in the proposed development. 

To provide variation within this family of buildings, tower elements are included on the 
southeast corner of Building I and northwest corner of Building 2. Furthermore, the northwest 
wing of Building I facing towards Gilbert Road has significant broad terraces stepping 
downwards to the west (See page 4 of Attachment 6). 

View Corridors: View corridors are particularly important due to the proposed riverfront park 
being developed immediately to the north, and the distant mountain views to the north and east. 
The spacing between the buildings on Cedarbridge Way allows for good view corridors north­
south and sunlight penetration. The low-rise form of the proposed development will allow for 
the adjacent in-stream development to the east and south to be afforded views of the Fraser River 
and North Shore Mountains. 

Building Orientations: The four (4) buildings have a similar V-shaped building form with each 
building rising between four (4) to six (6) storeys above street grade. Differentiation amongst the 
buildings has been achieved by mainly varying the orientation of the buildings and 
differentiating the materials and small -scale articulation between Buildings I and 4 facing 
Alderbridge Way and Buildings 2 and 3 facing the New River Road. 
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Building Materials and Articulation: While the bui ldings have a similar typo logy, varied 
materials and small-scale articulation have been applied to provide for differentiation. In 
particular, Buildings I and 4 facing Alderbridge Way have darker colours, more detailing and 
metal panelling evoking an early 20th Century industrial bui lding. Conversely, Buildings 2 and 
3 are designed in a mid-20th modernist building style with bolder articulation and use of lighter 
coloured metal panelling. 

Further development of the architectural and landscape plans will be undertaken in lead up to 
review of the Development Pennit by the Development Permit Panel and for its consideration of 
approval by Council. 

On-Site Landscape: 
As noted above, the "U" shape buildings provide for large semi-private courtyards while 
maintaining highly visible smaller water features as shown on Attachment 9. The typical width 
of the courtyards from building face to building face is approximately 35 m (115 ft.) which 
provides ample room for on-site outdoor amenities and patios for each ground floor unit. 

The applicant has responded to staff's concern about having enlarged play areas included within 
the courtyards of Buildings 1, 2 and 4 on ei ther side of Cedarbridge Way. Multi -purpose 
amenity / BBQ areas are provided for the Buildings I and 2 courtyards while community garden 
plots are provided adjacent to Building 2,3 and 4. 

The OCP includes on-site open space guidelines for active uses including socializing, children's 
play and related use. The development includes 3,430 m2 (36,812 ft?) of such on-site socializing 
areas. The additional CCAP guidelines provide for on-site walkways, planting, garden plots, etc. 
The development also includes 742 m2 (7,987 ft?) of on-site walks and garden plots are provided 
in the landscape plans. 

Of note, while there are no trees on the subject site, staff have requested and reviewed an 
arborist's report confirming that the proposed buildings and north-south Green Link with 
retaining wall (discussed earlier in the report) will not adversely affect several significant trees 
on the adjacent property to the west. 

Summary oj Building and Landscape Design: 
In summary, staff feels that the applicant has gone a long way to developing a wood-frame 
project that has the modern, urban character desired for the City Centre and which responds to 
the CCAP's design guidelines. Particularly, staff and the ADP have identified the need for the 
applicant to apply high quality, durable materials and undertake minor modifications to the 
detailed design of the buildings. 

Other Major Planning Aspects of Development to Address at Rezoning: 

Aside from the servicing, transportation, zoning and design elements of the development, the 
following pI arming elements arc of note. 

Affordable Housing Agreement: 

Following the City's Affordable Housing Policy, the applicant will be providing 38 affordable 
housing (low-end market rental) to the satisfaction of the City with combined habitable floor area 
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comprising at least 5% of the subject development's total residential bui lding area (including 
common areas, such as hallways and lobbies). The terms ofa Housing Agreement entered into 
between the applicant and City will apply in perpetuity. The terms specify the following regarding 
Iypes and sizes of units, rent levels, and tenant household incomes: 

Unit Type 
Number of Minimum Maximum Total Annual 

Units Unit Area Monthly Unit Rent- Household Income* 

1-Bedroom 8" 50 m2 (535 ft2) $925 $37,000 or less 

2-Bedroom 30" 80 m2 (860 tt2 $1 ,137 $45 500 or less , 
May be Increased periodically as provided for under adopted City policy. 
All affordable housing units must satisfy Richmond Zoning Bylaw requirements for Basic Universal Housing. 

The affordable housing units are located on first three (3) floors of Buildings 1, 3 and 4. The 
location and size of these units within the d~velopment is included within the preliminary 
architectural plans included on page A 1.1 of Attachment 7 is to the satisfaction City Housing 
staff. 

There will also be registration ofa legal agreement requiring each of the four (4) buildings to be 
constructed as set out in Attachment 7 and preventing issuance of a final Building Permit 
inspection granting occupancy for each of the four (4) buildings until confirmation is provided 
that the required number of affordable housing units have been provided to the satisfaction of the 
City. 

The agreement will also ensure that occupants of the affordable housing units subject to the 
Housing Agreements shall enjoy full and unlimited access to and use of all on-site indoor and 
outdoor amenity spaces. 

Indoor Shared Amenity Space: 

The applicant proposes to include 951m2 (10,235 ft2)of shared indoor amenity within Building 1 
as shown in Attachment 9 which includes an indoor swimming pool. They will also have a 
small amenity space of approximately 21 m2 (230 fe) in each of Buildings 3 and 4. 

There will be registration of a reciprocal access easement and other legal agreements required on 
the proposed Lots 1 and 2 to ensure that the proposed indoor recreation space is constructed 
within Building 1 prior to construction of the other bui ldings. The agreements will also ensure 
there are appropriate mechanisms to allow for shared access, use and management and require 
sharing costs for operations and maintenance for such shared amenity space that is provided to 
all units within all of the buildings. 

Public Art: The City has accepted the applicant ' s offer to voluntarily provide $440,411 to 
Richmond ' s public program with a cash contribution of$139,700 provided to the public art 
reserve fund for a Landmark Art piece, providing a security in a form acceptable to the City for 
$300,711 for other Public Art (as shown on Figure 9) and a detailed Public Art Program prior to 
adoption of rezoning. The calculations are based on $0.75/ft? of eligible building floor area of 
618,120 ft2 (excluding basic universal accessible housing and affordable housing). 

It should be noted in addition to $139,700, the previous Onni contribution of $210,300 for the 
ORA development on Hollybridge Way will be used for the Landmark Art piece at Gilbert and 
New River Road to reach the City's budgetary goal for larger sculptural works of $350,000 as 
outlined in the City's City Centre Public Art Plan. 
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Other Elements to be provided at Development Permit: 

The submission of the Development Pennit (DP) to Development Permit Panel is anticipated to 
be undertaken prior to adoption of the rezoning. Aside from build ing and landscape design 
elements, the fo llowing are being addressed as part of consideration of the DP. 

Basic Universal Accessible Housing: 

The applicant's proposal to construct 502 Basic Universal Accessible Housing units will be 
ensured during the Development Permit and Building Pennits processes. The architect of record 
will provide a letter of assurance continning adherence to the Zoning Bylaw 8500 requirements 
(except as may be varied by Council as noted in the discussion above in this report). A notation 
on the arch itectural plans will also be required as a condition of Development Permit and 
Building Permit. 

Airport and industrial Noise: 

The City'S OCP aircraft: noise and industrial noise policies apply. Submission of a report that 
addresses aircraft noise fo llowing the provisions will be required to recommend that buildings 
are designed in a manner that mitigates potential aircraft and industrial noise within the proposed 
dwell ing units. Dwell ing units must be designed and constructed to achieve: 

• C C °d I" " 1 1 0 dO dO tl h b 1 MH : gul e mes or mtenor nOise evesasm Icate In le c art cow: 
Portions of Dwelling Units Noise Levels (decibels) 

Bedrooms 35 decibels 
living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels 
Ki tchen bathrooms hallwa sand uti lit rooms 45 decibels 

The ASI-IRAE 55-2004 "Thermal Environmental Conditions for Human Occupancy" 
standard for interior living spaces or most recent ASHRAE standards. 

The developer will be required to enter into and register the City's standard noise-related 
covenant(s) on title fo r Aircraft Noise Sensitive Use Development (ANSUD) and industrial 
nOise. 

LEED Silver : The applicant has committed to meet the Canadian Green Bui lding Council LEED 
Silver 2009 criteria and submission of fo llow-up letter confirming that building has been 
constructed to meet such LEED criteria. The "architect of record" or LEEO consultant is also to 
provide a letter of assurance confmning how each building meets LEEO Si lver criteria prior to 
issuance of an occupancy permit for each bui lding. The LEED criteria to be met must include 
Heat Island Effect: RoofCredil and Storm Water Management Credit. 

Other Development Considerations: 

The applicant has also agreed to undertake the followi ng as required by the City: 

• District Energy Utility (D£U): The applicant has agreed to commit to connecting to the 
proposed City Centre DEU. The DEU terms will be finalized prior to issuance of the 
Development Pernlit and will include: 

) 498893 

o Design and construction of the development's buildings to faci litate hook-up to a 
OEU system (e.g., hydronic water-based heating system); and 

o Entering into a Service Provision Agreement(s) and statutory right-of-way(s) and/or 
alternative legal agreements, to the satisfaction of the City. 
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• 

• 

Flood Construction Level: Registration of the City's standard flood indemnity covenant 
on title. 

Community Planning Program: The City has accepted the Developer's offer to 
voluntarily contribute $149,543 towards Richmond ' s community planning program fund 
(based on $0.25/ft2 of total building area, excluding affordable housing units) with 
$37,386 (25% ufthe total) provided to the City prior to rezoning adoption. A legal 
agreement will be registered that requires contribution of $112, 157 (75% of the total) to 
the City prior to issuance ora building permit for the second of four (4) buildings within 
the development . 

Future Development Permit Review: 

The applicant will continue working with staff on the Development Permit application being 
completed to a level deemed acceptable by the Director of Development for review by the ADP 
and Development Permit Panel before being brought to Council for consideration of issuance. 
This will include finalizing of the architechlral and landscape plans in more detail. 

Also , at that time, the two proposed variances discussed above in this report concerning relaxing 
the requirement for two (2) WB 17 (large) loading spaces and Universal Basic Accessible 
Housing front entrance door clearance provisions will be formally considered. 

Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

The proposed application is consistent with the OCP and CCAP land-use and density policies for 
the site and other major City policies that apply to this 660-unit development. Staff recommends 
that the proposed development should proceed through the rezoning process and development 
permit review processes where the project ' s design will be completed. In addition to the site­
specific land-use and design aspects, the proposed development will: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

3498893 

Form a distinctive, high-quality, high-density yet low-rise part of to the Lansdowne Village 
neighbourhood; 

Complete important sections of the major road network in the CCAP including New River 
Road east of Gilbert Road and the extension of Cedar bridge Way to New River Road; 

Provide 38 affordable housing units; 

Provide significant contributions to the City'S Public Art Program; and 

Include the start of major east-west and north-south Green Links and Greenways that will 
connect Lansdowne Village to the rest of the City Centre. 

CNCL - 278



April 10,20 12 - 15 - RZ 11-585209 

Based on the forgoing, it is recommended that Bylaw No. 8884 be forwarded to Council for 
consideration of first reading. 

Mark McMullen 
Senior Coordinator - Major Projects 
MM:rg 

Attachment 1: Location Map and Aerial Photograph 
Anachment 2: Excerpt of Minutes from January 4, 2012 Meeting of the Advisory Design Panel 
Attachment 3: CeAP Lansdowne Village Specific Land Usc Map 
Attachment 4: Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment 5: Functional Road Layout Plan 
Attachment 6: Design Approach Perspective Drawings 
Attachment 7: Preliminary Architectural Plans 
Attachment 8: Preliminary Landscape and Greenway Plans 
Attachment 9: Public Art and On-Site Amenity Space Plan 
Attachment 10: Rezoning Considerations Letter 

3498893 CNCL - 279



ATTACHMENT I 

- t:l • , t; N e ,. 
00 , 
a I 
3 0 

Co ~ ! 
" • 
" § ! 
.s ";;. " .~ ." , 

0 
C " 

< 
Z 

0'\ 
0 
N 
tr) 

00 
tr) 

I 

'"d Q~ 
....... , 

q • ....... 
~Z 

0 rJ].-. N 
S OZ ~ 

~O I I ....c: ON ; 

U g::~ .-
~ 
~ 
0 
>-. ...... . -U 

CNCL - 280



Original Dare: 08/02/ 11 

RZ 11 -585209 Amended D~le: 

"'"to: Ojm~"';o", or, In MEmES 

CNCL - 281



Time: 

Place: 

Advisory Design Panel 

Wednesday, January 4, 2012 

4:00 p.m. 

Rm. M.1.003 
City of Richmond 

ATTACHMENT :2 

Present: Kush Panatch, Chair 
Simon Ho, Vice-Chair 

Also Present: 

Steve Jedreicich, Acting Chair 
Joseph Fry (arrived at 4:39 p.m.) 
Torn Parker 
Thomas Leung 
Cst. Greg Reimer 
Sherri Han 
Harold Owens 
Shira Standfield 

Sara Badyal, Planner 
Mark McMullen, Senior Coordinator, Major Projects 
Rustico Agawin, Committee Clerk 

The meeting was called to order at 4:10 p.m. 

1. ADVISORY DESIGN PANEL ORIENTATION AND ELECTION OF CHAIR AND 
VICE-CHAIR 

3443571 

Sara BadyaJ, Staff Liaison for the Advisory Design Panel, welcomed the new and returning 
members of the Panel for 2012. Thereafter, she briefed the Panel members regarding the 
Panel's Terms of Reference and the role of the Panel within the City's review process for 
development permit application. 

The Panel members proceeded to elect the Chair and Vice-Chair of the Panel. Kush 
Panatch was elected Chair and Simon Ho was elected Vice-Chair. In view of the 
manifestation of the Chair to leave the meeting at 6 p.m. and the declaration of the Vice­
Chair of conflict of interest regarding Item 3 of the agenda, the Panel agreed to designate 
Steve ledreicich as Acting Chair for the consideration of Item 3. 
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Advisory Design Panel 
Wednesday, January 4, 2012 

2. RZ 11-585209 - SIX-STOREY RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT WITH 660 
APARTMENTS IN FOUR BUILDINGS 

]443571 

ARCHITECT: Yamamoto Architecture Inc. 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 773117771 Alderbridge Way 

Panel Discussion 

Comments from (he Panel were as follows: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 

• 
• 

• 

• 

wood frame construction for six-storey buildings is a fairly new development 
and has some constraints; existing building design has issues which need to be 
addressed with regard to compliance with certain provisions of the Be Building 
Code and the Be Association of Professional Engineers and Geoscientists 
(APEG) Guidelines; 

per Be Building Code, maximum allowable height for shear wall construction 
is 20 meters; the height from the first floor to the roof in the proposed buildings 
appears to be 22 meters; 

the Code likewise provides that the maximum height from the ground level to 
the 6th floor is 18 meters; applicant needs to check whether the height limitation 
is measured from grade or first floor; needs to be addressed as it has firefighting 
implications; 

APEG guidelines for 5-6 storey wood frame residential buildings permit only a 
10 percent setback of the uppermost floor; the project's engineers will need to 
look into the recess of the buildings' top floor; 

recommend that all wood-framed shear walls be continuous from the ground to 
the top level; 

recommend to isolate balconies from the main structure of the buildings by 
using column supports instead of being cantilevered; could avoid maintenance 
issues in the long-term; 

firewalls should be straight; 

interesting site; appreciate slideshow graphics showing evolution of design; 

create a plaza space that is larger and less fragmented in view of the larger 
context of future development of adjacent propert ies; applicant needs to work 
with PlaMing regarding how the future development to the north-west of the 
site is envisioned; 

courtyard developments and emphasis on urban agriculture are interesting; 
character of terraces are well -defined except the interface on the Cedarbridge 
Way dedication; consider pathways that allow acce~s or egress from the 
courtyards up to the deck; will add vitality to the street edges; 

streetscape treatment on Alderbridge Way is critical; use high quality materials 
at the front face; consider lowering wall height; 
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Advisory Design Panel 
Wednesday, January 4, 2012 

• plaza space does not look like and will not function as a plaza; it is a roadway in 
the center of the development; consider further treatments to emphasize 
pedestrian movements across it; 

• concern on appearance of community gardens along the greenway and public 
access of users; community gardens should have a more urban character 
suitable to their intended users; 

• appreciate the overall lay-out of the buildings and the courtyard orientations; 

• missed opportunity in the plaza; does not appear like a plaza; the proposed 
development is a self-contained community; big size of the development and 
number of residential units necessitate a "town center"; celebration at 
intersection is important; appreciate transparent lobbies flowing out into the 
plaza but ground plane articulation is missing; 

• buildings are handsome; however, further design development is needed to 
make them have a more Riclunond character; 

• differentiate each building in terms of colour and texture; 

• decide to have comer elements or not; right now have the same colour with the 
rest of the buildings; further development is needed if they are to be 
emphasized; 

• 2-meter patio is too high; consider lowering it to 3.5 feet; 

• applicant needs to check accuracy of shadow diagram; 

• like the feeling of the courtyards; however, courtyard elevations need softening 
as they look like university buildings; detailed design of facades needed 
appropriate for a high-end condominium; courtyards need further articulation; 

• concern on the barrier-free accessibility of community gardens to residential 
units; functionality has to be resolved; 

• consider incorporating the water feature adjacent to the play are in Building 4 as 
part of play area; eliminate or address the hazard potential; 

• consider purpose of the courtyards; should be a gathering space; play area 
should be usable; enhance functionality of community garden space to 
encourage its use as a community gathering place; 

• north face of the greenway, i.e. facades of the two buildings are uniform; need 
further articulation on Building 2; 

• agree with comments on the towers; add architectural features to "punch out" 
towers, e.g. colour and texture; 

• appreciate the inclusion of 75 percent of the units as convertible; applicant is 
encouraged to provide convertible units for each type of unit; 

• applicant is likewise encouraged to increase the number of affordable units; 
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Advisory Design Panel 
Wednesday, January 4, 2012 

• consider egress of people from the courtyard to the street level sidewalk using 
wheelchairs, strollers and other wheeled conveyances in the design of the 
courtyard; consider as alternate to route through internal corridors; 

• like the idea of the community gardens; will bring residents outside; will 
discourage unwanted visitors and enhance surveillance; 

• good natural surveillance from various points in the development; good street 
access from lower units is a positive factor from a crime prevention perspective; 

• area of the proposed development is in transition; first of its of kind of 
development in the area to create part of the fabric of the area; towers are subtle 
and will rely on the type of materials suggested in the renderings actually being 
used in the manner indicated; 

• concern on the oricntation of some of the courtyards resulting in dark/shaded 
areas; mold growth on hard surfaces may be an issue; 

• courtyard scheme is appropriate to achieve desired density for a low-rise type of 
development; however, not convinced on the grade transition at street; 

• street edge needs to be carefully looked at; appears high as shown in the 
renderings; does not work well at this stage of the development from a 
pedestrian street point of view; 

• nicely designed project; like the articulation of the buildings; character of the 
buildings is appropriate to the site; courtyard design is nice; 

• proposed development seems to lack a focal point; consider creating a public 
gathering place at the intersection of Cedarway Bridge and River Road, a likely 
gathering area for people as it is adjacent to a future park and near the river; 

• like the alternating use of brick and other materials in the exterior finishes of the 
buildings; consistency in overall massing is achieved in similar treatments 
using different materials; 

• relationship to the street is fairly well done; 

• community gardens are not aesthetically pleasing and takes a lot of space; tends 
to over program smaller courtyards like in Buildings 3 and 4; 

• consider public art opportunities along the Gilbert Road greenway; applicant is 
also encouraged to consider incorporating public art into buildings, e.g. 
creating lighting design or glass/steel design within the towers; City and Public 
Art Commission have been supportive of such schemes; 

• good job on the massing of the six-storey buildings; encourage the village feel 
with variation; 

• agree with comments on the plaza; applicant could dead-end the two streets and 
create a plaza as continuous pedestrian link across it; will create a true 
pedestrian plaza in the centre area; 
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Advisory Design Panel 
Wednesday, January 4, 2012 

• congratulate the applicant for keeping the setbacks between the buildings at the 
proper distance of 60 feet for six-storey buildings; 

• great design for a wood frame building; does not look like a wood frame 
building; urge the applicant to keep the design elements as shown and 
emphasized as design progresses; 

• lost opportunity fo r Building 3 to address morc the river and future park as it is 
not oriented towards them as done in Building 2; 

• consider a bigger context for the walkway terminus; consult with adjacent 
property owner on possible interface in the future; consider better use of oddball 
configuration at the comer; 

• Alderbridge Way is a busy street; emphasize the corners of the two buildings 
(using design elements, e.g. colours and different materials) at the Cedarbridge 
entrance off of Alderbridge Way; and 

• Onni has developed high qua~.jty high-rise developments to the west of the site; 
applicant is encouraged to maintain the same level of qual ity in the subject 
development as those projects· west of the site. 

(At thisjunc{ure, Mr. Panalch and Mr. flo left the meeting and Mr. Jedreicich assumed the 
Chair) 

DP 11-593925 
APARTMENTS 
SPACE 

SIX-STOREY MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT WITH 55 
OVER GROUND LEVEL COMMERCIAL AND AMENITY 

ARCHITECT: Cotter Architects 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 14000 Riverport Way 

Panel Discussion 

Comments from the Panel were as follows: 

• like the shape of the building which is suitable for a 5-storey wood frame 
building; 

• concern on the off-site loading; Riverport Way is fa irly narrow and loading 
vehicles are close to Riverport Way and Steveston Highway intersection; 

• concern on firefighting access to units facing the Fraser River (i.e., back of the 
building); should be addressed by BC Building Code consultant and may 
include Code equivalences; 

• is there an easement in the rear for exit stair egress to neighbouring property? 

• suggest increasing the floor-to-floor height of the CRUs to allow for beam 
depth; 
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M L d V'II (2031) BylIlW$8427&8516 Specific Land Use ap: ans owne I age '''010'''' 

General Urban 14 (15m) - Urban Centre T5 (35m) - Urban Centre TS (25m) - Urban Core T6 (45m) - Pari< 

• Park· Configuration & 
location to be determined 

0 Village Centre: 
No. 3 Road & 
Lansdowne Road 
Intersection 

Non-Motorized Boating 
& Recreation Water Area 

~ Village Centre Bonus 

• Institution 

•••••• Pedestrian Linkages 

•••••• Waterfront Dyke Trail 

* Enhanced Pedestrian 
& Cyclist Crossing 

_ Proposed Streets 

- Pedestrian-Oriented 
Retail Precincts-High Street 
& Linkages 

_ Pedestrian· Oriented 
Retail Precincts-Secondary 
Retail Streets & Linkages 

• Canada Une Station 

P Transit Plaza 
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ATTACHMENT 4 

Development Application 
Data Sheet 

Development Applications Division 

RZ 11-585209 

Address: 7731 & 7771 Alderbridge Way 

ApplicanUOwner: Onni 7731 Alderbridge Way Holding Corp. & 7771 Alderbridge Way Holding Corp. 

Owner: Onni 7731 Alderbridge Way Holding Corp. & 7771 Alderbridge Way Holding Corp. 

Planning Area(s): City Centre Area (Lansdowne Village) 

Floor Area No change is proposed in maximum permitted floor area or density 

I 
Bylaw Requirement 

I 

Proposed Development 
Variance 

Zoning 
0 Lot 1: 13,288.37sm (143,036 sij 

Lot Size (Min.) 2400sm (25,833sij 0 Lot 2: 11,886.75 sm (127 ,949 sij 0 None 
0 

• Lot 1: building footprint: 45% 
CCAP/Zoning • 60% for buildings non·porus surfaces: 69.5% 
Lot Coverage • 80% for building and non • Lot 2: building footprint: 45% 0 None 
(Max.) porous surfaces non·porus surface: 70.3% 

• 1.2, upt02.0 FAR with • 2.0 FAR with 20m Cedarbridge dedication 
CCAP/Zoning provision of 5% of total floor as per Zoning Amendment Bylaw No. 

0 None FAR area for affordable housing 8884 text not deducted. 
units. 

Zoning 0 Residential : 4.064 m 
Habitable Floor 0 Residential: 2.9 m geodetic 

None • Local exception permitted for 1 lobby per 0 

Elevation (Min.) buildinQ. 
0 25 m, but with specific • Varies, but less than 25m above finished CCAP/Zoning areas allowing up to 35m as 

Height (Max.) outlined in CCAP. grade in all cases. 0 None 

a) 4.5m for Building 1 and 5.0m Building 2 
@ Alderbridge from PROP 

a) 3m@Alderbridge b) 3m@ East Lane from PROP 
CCAP/Zoning 

b) 3m@ East Lane c) 3m@ New River Road from PROP 
Setbacks@ c) 1.5m@ New River Road d) 3m@West Side from PROP • None 
(Min.) 

d) 1.5m@West Side Based on setback to back face of 
PROP/SROW; setbacks from the actual 

I property lines are greater. 
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Bylaw Requirement Proposed Development 
Variance 

lot 1: Parkade (B ldgs1/2): 427 
Preliminary for Rezoning: 

Min Residents: 1.2/unit: 359 
lot 1: Parkade (Bldgs1 /2): 450 

Min Affordable: O.gO/unit: 7 
Residents/Affordable: 399 

(max small car: 50%) 
(small car: 41%) 

Min Visitors: 0.2/unit: 61 
(tandem: 15%) 

Zoning Visitors: 51 

lot 2 Parkade: (Bldgs 3/4l: 
None 

Off·Street 
lot 2: Parkade (Bldgs3/4): 399 Parking 398 

Min Residents: 1.2/unit: 313 
Residents/Affordable: 351 
(small car: 50%) 

Min Affordable: 0.90/unit: 27 
(tandem: 11%) 

(max small car 50%: ) 
Visitors: 48 

Min Visitors: 0.2/unit: 58 

(With maximum 10% TDM 
(With 7.5% TOM overall parking reduction 

Reduction possible) 
provided) 

lot 1: Parkade (Bldgs1/2) lot 1: Parkade (Bldgs1 /2) 
0 Resident (1.25/unit) : 425 0 Resident (1.25/unit): 434 
0 Visitor (0 .2/unit): 68 0 Visitor (0.2/unit): 68 Zoning 

0 None Bicycle Parking 
lot 2: Parkade (Bldgs1/2l lot 2: Parkade (Bldgs1 12) 
0 Resident (1.25/unit) : 400 0 Resident (1.25/unit): 426 
• Visitor (0.2/unit): 64 Visitor (0 .2/unit) : 64 

0 2 medium: 2 large with one 
0 OVP to relax the being provided for each 0 Required one SU910ading space 

requirement for 2 Zoning 
building with sizes as per provided for each of the four buildings in 

WB 17 spaces Loading 
Section 7.10.2. To be on· locations acceptable to City. 

required . site. 

0 Notation to be shown that design will 
0 DVP for to relax Zoning 0 Basic Universal Housing: 

meet the Basic Universal Hosuing 
Section 4.16.11 City standards for wheelchair 

standards as per Section 4.16 for 502 Accessible 
only as stated in Housing accessible dwellings 

units, except for 4.16.11 . 
staff report. 

CCAP For projects exceeding 200 
Guidelines for units (CCAP): 

993 sm provided and accepted as it includes Shared 0 2 sqm/unit: 1320sm, but large indoor swimming pool as significant 0 N/A Residential may be reduced if significant recreation feature as provided for in CCAP. Amenity Space: indoor recreation features 
Indoor (Min .) provided 
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Bylaw Requirement 
I Proposed Development 
I 

Variance 

As per CCAP Sections 2,6.1 • 3430 sm of on-site socializing areas 

CCAP/OCP (e), 3,1 .SA and OCP: provided , 

Shared • OCP: 6 sqm/unit for • 1742 sm of on-site walks and garden 

Residential socializing , ch ildren's play & plots are provided. 

Amenity Space: related uses: 3960sm • The areas provide are less than absolute • N/A 
Outdoor (Min.) • CCAP: 10% of net site area amount in the CCAP guidelines but 
guidelines for on-site walkways , given the large uninterrupted ar~as and 

planting, garden plots , etc .: amenities provided, they are accepted 

2518 sm subject to refinement at DP stage. 

CCAP 
Private • 20sqm for grade-oriented 

Outdoor and 6sqm for upper floor • The total area of patios and balconies 

Amenity Space: apartments. See Section 
meet CCAP guidelines, but each • TBD at DP 

(Min.) 3.1 .88 of the CCAP for 
balcony/patio needs to be confirmed at review 

quidelines dimensions. 
DP review. 

CNCL - 290



A IT ACHMENT 5 

". 

1..012 (Eas ltr l1 Lot) 

I ri 
CNCL - 291



, 
\ 

, 
I 

! 

, . . ' 
i 'j=!', 

~ - ' '---.:.. , 

I 
" 

I 

; 

:1 " 

., , 
.! 

-f 

, , 
r 

J 

[-

, I 

., 

, I 

, I 
II 

CNCL - 292



\ 
\ , 

\ 
\ , 
'. 

-

' . • ". 

CNCL - 293



-- N 

" -00 
~N 

• 

~ 
~~ 

• 
0 

,l-i -~ 
1> -. 

- ~ 

IT • -, 
" ~= 

Cl .'" 
~'" c: ~ -,- ~ 

" c In ~ 0 

In " E 

'" 
.~ 
~ 0 - ,-

E """ 

IE 

6 

CNCL - 294



0 z i 
wO g 8'~ 

~ g 1i:~ 
·W 

., 
" 

~ 
N 

.. ~~ • W 

~ • ~W" ~ • W t 
Irut; 

~ " "w 0 g ~OZ 
0 ". • " i ".~ ffil 

We -tit":z " z .. 9 

\ 

I .. • , ~~~ 

" g 

~ >' g [ 

• g 
0 i ~ • g § • 
~ 

Z 

" 8 

'" " , 
" 9 E 

.- ~ 
" c 

'" ~ 0 

'" "E w~ 
." ~ u 

E « '" 

I-e 
6 

CNCL - 295



c -;!.i 

if; 
- N "d) --,- OQ 

~ ~N 

9 • ~ 
~ 

• ': '" 
, -2' ~ 

• 
~,J 

~ • • B ~'" 
c: -" ou 

" ~'" 
Cl ~ 

~ ~ - 0 0 D 0 

'" " -E 
C- o 

D 

" ~ u C-

"0 '" .. ~ 
IEl 

6 

CNCL - 296



iD-E 
OJ -N 

"' " -Co 

~ 
eN 
• = ~ '" " • 

'" 
, 
" 

'" -~ 

'" '";;~ '. ,~ -. , 
n ~= 

c .c ." 
",0 

~m 

~ 

ro .- ~ 
0 " c 

~ 0 

'" ~ " E 
Co • ~ 

" ~ u Co 

" ro .. ~ 
lEi 

6 

OIOW[?Wt!),. CNCL - 297



"0-~u _ N 
S ......... 
r OQ 

= ~ N 
-~ • . ~ ~ 
J) = -• 

N 
, -.2) -~ 

-.:: 
:Q • 
B -. ~~ 

c: .c: Q~ 

u ~'" 
0> ~ 

ro .- ~ -= 0 
~ 0 

'" ~ -c. ~ E 
~ 

" ~ u C. 

" ro .. '" 
IE; 

6 

CNCL - 298



m -, 
-N 
"-r OQ 

~ ~N 
c;) • , , 

~ 
~ ", • .- • 

~ 

, 
" 

e> 
~ 

• ~ 
~ • - - < 
~ 

~= J:; 

c: J:: .~ 

U ~'" 

'" ~ 

ro ~ 

0 " C 
D 0 

'" - " E a. • ~ 
" ~ 

" a. 
'0 ro '" ~ .-: 

c' 
6 

'OUI 9JnI09l!40J '<;f adeospuel PUOWCIO i dJt~4S 'OUI CNCL - 299



1~_ 
jl - N 
" ... ... 

,,; 00 
~ N , • 

'" ~ 
~ ," -• = -0) ~ 

,C • 
~ y • 

B - < 
~ ~ 

c .c ~" 
u ~~ 

'" ~ , 
ro 

:;\' ~ - c 0 n 0 
~ ~ " E c. ~ 

~ 
~ ~ 0 C. 
"0 ro ., 

'" 
IE 

6 

CNCL - 300



~ -N 
0) "-00 

.£=. ~N 

[' 0 
~ = " • = " 

2' - ~ 

-,:: ;g • -, 
>1 ~~ 
~ 

~ .r: .~ 

U 
~m 

01 t 
ro .- t 

0 " 0 
D 0 

~ ~ " c. o E 
~ 

~ t 

" C. - .-
"C ro .. '" 

I-e 
6 

CNCL - 301



",-
(~ - N 

> "-
L 'Q 

~ 
~N 

• 
~: 

• 
" 

, 
" 

~ 
~ -. 

Jj -~ • 
·3 - 0 
m ~~ 

c .<:: OU 

" ~'" 
Cl ~ ., 

- ~ 

0 " 0 
~. 

'" ~ ~ E 
0. o~ 

Q) 
0. ~ " 

" 
., "'~ 

I-e: 
6 

CNCL - 302



* 
-N 
'-

~ 
00 
~N 

• 
~ 
~ , 
• Xc.; 

" 
0 , 

? .g) ~ - • 
~ 

:Q • ..... - ; 
aJ ~ ~ 

C <= • U 

" ~'" 
C> ~ 

'" ~ , 
C 0 ~ 0 

~ ~ , 
E 

C- • = ~ ~ 0 C-

"0 '" '" ~ 

I-e 
6 

CNCL - 303



II 111 flU 

" ! , 

I 
• ~ , 
1 • • 
! ~ i • • • " ~ • • z • 

W , 0 

•• 
, 

~- 9 
z' 5 
'8 • 

" ~~ > • 
~~ • 

~ 
~~ • 0 •• • •• • 
~~ 

0 

0 
~ 

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

, 
L 
• ! 
H 
~c!.. 

B • • • • 
~ 9 , > 
co • • • • 
" " ~ ~ 
00 

" " 

1 , 
I • j 
! • 
i 

ATTACrNT 7 

• • E. 
~~ 
8. 
~> 
-~ z' 
~m 
u 
c 

CNCL - 304



, 
I! 

~ • Ii I I 0 o· • L ;c 
,,, 

ail , 
'" , ql E. 'I « 

i ! I d II ~jj :~ d~ ~ I!.! 

" illl "" " I " " ~ j '" z q ~ 
0 , 
0 , 

~ i!!-~ « 
~ ,) 

, w 

'" !il _t;: ! !. tl w .. "s 
>- .. iii Sl c: if ' Ii i Ii I H " , ig p: - , 
~ 

~ ~ i~ ". ~ ~~ H 0 
, ~o~ , , -- !in! z r! i ii « '" ~ .. ,~ .. I S $I ~ 

~ ;'<1"'51 " I'i 'l>, • . ~ __ i ' a S li! II ! • 
!li 

~ ! ~I Hd §i~ I ~ i 51 ~ g!!,W '" ~ nil 
0 
0 ~ t ~ 
~ 

CNCL - 305



f:' I 
I! d ~ 
III I , E 

" 
Illi L .~~ ., 

h ill! " if ~£ 
J'" 

> 
~ 
" ~ 8 • w 
~ 0 
w 0 

'I 0 • < • I, ~ z 0 
0 w 

" 0 

~ z w Q " w 

" Z ~ 5 " 0 w • , 
" ~ 0 

!, ! z , 
0 " 
" 0 Ii , 

" • 0 

" I 5 • 

CNCL - 306



r , , 
.i 

" 

I 

'I 

I: 

L 

I , 

, 
, 

I 

i' .' II 
JiI 
I!il f,·J .. , 
JI!I 

~ 
~ 
'" ~ 

:+ • 
~ 
'" " '" % 
I< 
~ , -
~ ., , 
• 

~ 1i 
I i • 

!. 
o. I 
H • 

iI . d :1 '" ."" 
~~ hi .. -- .-

0 

~ 
I< 
§ 

2 
~ 
" W 
~ • 
~ , -0 z 

" " 5 • 

CNCL - 307



c 
g 
• , 
• w • 
~ , 
~ , 
~ 
" w 

" w 
~ 
N 

C • C 
d , 
• 

II 

< , 0 f • ! • 
! !r , 

{ , ,j 
" • n 
t:!: 

~ I~ • I: <, 
j' " !~ 

~ & 

I' 
" ,I I 

,ii! ,I.. I 
un I 

f ! , 
II Ii g; < 

! !~ 

'1 , 
" 

, 
'. l!r 
" I .. 

i -
. ~ 

!rl Uj 
!~!!:r 

'tti 

N , 

~ 

. • I 
~ f 

~ 
w • c 

~ , 
~ 
w 
" w 

" 5 
~ 
N 

! 

CNCL - 308



'I II I I ~ 
~ 

, 

L Be 
I ~ • 

Iii I 
• 

~~ • 

Iii! " 

, . 
H ~ .~ 

.. · . , 
~~ 

,: I · .. 
"I " 
" 

,~ .. --.. - ... _---

" < 
w 
g 

.' 

• I 
~ 

• 
~ 

~ i 
w + 0 · z 

a 
il 
~ 

0 

~ 
~ 

" 
I 

~ 

" 
,! 3 

z 

I 

" • 

" 
g 

0 " z 
~ 

0 z 

" 
" " , • 

I 
, 
i 

CNCL - 309



I· 
~ .' " ,I 

I 
, E 

!'I I, @~ ,I, 
• 1'1 ~$ 
j : I "11 d II H 'I' I, 

~ 
~ w w w " 5 0 

z 
1\ 0 

~ " ~ " ;oj w 

Ii 
" > > • , 

~ g 

1 
, 

~ " 
~ 

0 • 0 

3 " 5 • • 

, 
" 

, 
• , --··TO 

• 

If. -- ....;._--+. 
, , 

r i : ~ l i l I -. 3 
f Ii h lH~! I !, h-D-1 ,,~-

~; < l . ,. :'€= 

I~ !~~~~ ~ IW !" " ~ It !a ~\~~ 

" '~I1 '1 " ~~~ -, ~.1i 

~ ~ , ~~ 

CNCL - 310



i' ~ •• J! ~ II 1 

n I I. o· 
I l!ll ~~ 

,I I 
j ~ f 

II, . I! ~~ iii! I !' 

~ ~ 
< ~ w • § < 
z 
0 ~ ~ 
~ \1 

~ w 
z w 

Ii " . • 
I, ~ 

w • ;, ;, 

~ 
0 z 
0 , 5 • • 

! i 1 - I i i l ! I 
! It ~, !l-~l ! II K~ h-~! " ,I • !~ 

d i~i~~ • c • "" §J~p , §" , 

!! ~~ ~~ ,!~! , "~;1~ 
~~ " " ., I: !;~i " I. ~~gol\fi ' . ., ,.. 9 .. ,o;.~,.. 9 <9 61 

CNCL - 311



i' -II " . ~ I EO , 
iI! I I, o. I - , • ... gll :I )'1: 

,1'1 i i! ~~ rll iiill ." " I ~" " 

I' 
II 

~ " • ~ • 0 • 
~ • 

" 0 • , 
" • z 
0 0 
<I " z ~ 
g ill 

I, ~ !! 
z 
:, , " ~ • 

I' • , 
0 0 
~ " • " 5 0 • z 

'i 
5 • 

i 
e 

I 
'Ii J 
, 
.j' , , 

" •• _. __ --1 ••• _-,. 1 __ - • • , 
I , 

" I 
I , , 

8 f , 
I 1 I 

, 
i I ! i ! , , , , ! , , 

I. 1-
, , 

I , 
i. i ' ~r-~i If ' ",. I , 

1W~~ "' .1 " s' e ~~.- '0 ~~i 
~ 

1::8, -~i §ii"~-:i " cfJ 8~ ~, sa !§ ,!j .~ 

" !', I"~ ':!I"~ Ii ~li ~~e~~~ ~iol '. .:;;- ~i!l 'i 
~.J 

,. 
~;~~ i".; ~Ii&il~ " 

,0 
~;;I .. o. 

S ~ 6; ~ s bt.t. 

CNCL - 312



I' ~ 
, 

Ii " , ~ 

I I " • o· I 

Illi I. - , , , n i! i 
• a , 

i ~ I ,I H ~:s 
... 

iill " 
"''' "I " 

< 

! 
J 0 • w ~ z 

5 1: 
~ 0 

I< z 
> Q w 

~ " w 
• w 

~ " w 

• • • 
0 ~ g • '" 0 , z • 0 

~ 

i • ! i i
J 

I I , 13 
• h h ~,-p" !I !~ 11 I'l-I' " ~83 ui H !~ 'il ! • 

I~ i~ I" "~ ~ !ru!-j~ ~ ,,-
'!8"j • 

Il ~~~~I i -, 
,~ ~il~:;il " ~Ill .. ~ ~I.d. ~ ~ ~~ 

CNCL - 313



~.--~--

" 

• 

, 

'I, , 

" <~, 

r 

"s;'" :', t 

" ~. 

! 
il 

" !I' -, . , 
~ 

: I 

1 

, 

I· ., 
!I I 
j!ll 
UH" 

J! I o· L 152 
E ~ 

U E~ ~ 

, , 
" 

I 
Ji I . , 
Ii I I 
" I " 

~ 
~ 

< 

I 
f' -I ., 
Il .. 

o CNCL - 314



,) 

I 

, • , , 
~ 

, 
~ ~ 

!ll ! I • !l 1 LI ~~ , 
!~ 

, !I S~ K~ u ;d 
~ • II: 

I' 
" il • 
I" ! 
,:i! I 

Hild 

, , 
" 

; 
, 4 

',,):, 

~-

~ 

l 
I-
d 
!l' 1J1 

~ 
~ 

I 
I! '. 'I ,. 
" • CNCL - 315



!j:' 

~ ~ 
~ 

! 1 
It 11 I ,. 

" 
, 

Ii " ; 
" '. ; , 1 

''<\ ),' f~ • • 

t 

~ 
. ' 

~ 

i! 
I' 
.I I Itl 

." 
ll!! I 'Ii! I I .. 

• " ~1 

, , 

I 

~ 
~ 

< 
l 
1-1 ij !! 
!1i 
I" ;~ 

., 
' 'I I 

~ ! ... 
I I 

'EI 
' ~ 

I ~ 
, zl 
) z, ~ 

r i\'>'-~ 1 §iIi I ,1 ... ~ - I <ll i 
i' I 

" '. , . . -

; i , 

I 
II ,I 
f~! 
ldl 

0 CNCL - 316



.. ,. 

~ ~ ~ • ~ 

I ! 
II I' I ~J , 
II 1-

13 
, 
! • " 

~ • 

i! 
'I II, I 

,;I! I 
<" 
,'" I illi I 

~ 
~ • 

~ 
"' • 

iJ 
l' 

, . 
; i , , 

, 
• 
!-tl 
'! !. 

<\ CNCL - 317



;. 
u '" ., -jl • I " I .. 

.1 Ii! I L g~ • I 
I I!!l I nl ~ , 

l ! 
i ~ I H ~~ ~ I ! .. 

ll"p "'~ "I I I " 

-r 

-r: 
-:" ~''''' "'" -"~~ .,....-----. --------T'-4--r--"}---

.' 

• 

, , 

i 

CNCL - 318



-, 

"'", . . ,' 
.;,>$"",.-.--,"", .,...,..­,.J", '-"";' 

". .~ "" .,. :,. " 
" -"\\ --t 

" 

~-'~~" -'~-r 

" 

1 , 
'> < , ~ 

o· . ~ 
o 

1 
.,....- .-~- ........ -...... -'"--------~ 

" . 1 ., 
• , ' 

""R. • 

, 
! 

, 
i ; ! , -;, • ~ 

f 

; 
\ 

.... ----

~ -, 
.' 

it 
d ~ 

11 I "' I " < 
I" ! L .. ~ " I 
,. 

J ~ i ! n II, I ! ! 

lilil l II 
co'" E£ .. 
;!2" hi ! I ! . • 

;:0 

~ 
Z 
W 
W • ~ -~ 

~ 

i 1 
• • ii 

i • I' • 
i ' II ,I ., 
!l 8 I~ 

" • • CNCL - 319



<j -.:.:- - I' 
'--"1 , 
~ , 

() !t'"-A ; ~ I I" '-' 
" 

--~ 

'~~~~ih 
1 6~ 

~ ~ is> ' . 
" . • • ; , .. -,' f/ 

• 

• ;=;1.. 

;.( ,); 

,/~ '~;~ "....;,; .• .,:~"'. "':'1-"' , '~-. ,------ .--- ----. ,-

.... 
; ! ~ ! ~ " ! < 

I ! , , < , ! I~ Ii 
'" '" 

I' 
il 

1" I .. 
111\ 

" I iiil j 

• • • 

• 
~ • 

b 
~ 

" • 

, 
~ 
~ 

I li 

I. o· H 
II ~i I"-

§ 
\' 

; 
• 

~ 
, 

I 
" I :! , I t! 

" I I nl I 

~ ~ 
" Ii, 
~ ' 
~'~ 

! I I, , 
d il 
! f .. 

i! I 

'" CNCL - 320



y . 
.-,-c°_--'" ~J-'" .'" r ...---,.. , ,_.. ''"\ ... - . ." . • -- ) ... 1 ~ a ; . '_' ... .,It 'l _ ;~ ';{:', 

• t ~. • l 

Q.. ~i 4:: .. ~ 1='. ;J 

. .Ii ~~ 

< 
; , , 

; 

• ,< 

1 I 
II h I 

<;h, -, 
n ~ II ! I. • 0 

iI , 
i ~ I 

, 
! , 

\ \ 

• , -, 

• ; 
~ 

l 
I 

~ 
I~ • 

. , 
; . 

I 

! 
I[ 
1. 

Il • CNCL - 321



~ ~ 
, 

• I 
L .9~ , ! 

~a: ii, I ! ~ ., ~~ .. .. l'~ " I ! " 

" .- r---------------- ---------

-
,,:it> 

" -=: .,.~~§~--...; . 
""', t> 

----- ----'fl-, .. 

• , 
H 

~ ~ 
, 

~ ~ .. ;;;1 

.- ~ • • , 
i I ! i 

H 
, ! ! I ~I 11 

Ii r n I" 11 .' Il !! , .. 
Il Il ., 

<.\ 0 ., ., ., CNCL - 322



( . I. • ~ 
-~ 

III :< I 
~ 

I I < 

L 
o. - , ,: I III! ~~ •• 

Ilil " :I n a, ! if 
h I I" .. 

"l~ ~ • • 

~ , ~ 
I~ ~ ~~ r ~ . 

~j 

, 

I , 
: I: 
o 

IJ 
I! • 

CNCL - 323



A 8 • 9l • • " ~ ~ 
.. • 

~ 11= • o· w :; ~~ • 
~ • I.· • • "'.= 
0 • E~ , i , III ~< 

CNCL - 324



I 
, 

! II, ~.! 
1'1 I., I ,I. .l. IIi 

~ ,-

0,(00 
0(i}V 0 
09 0 

-

CNCL - 325



I 
I 

CNCL - 326



I 
~~-~-~~-

, \ 
I' I '1 .1 

!i I 
, 
I 

! 
, 

! I , !, 
I " 

• 
!1 

CNCL - 327



"" I q: · . :·1 • 
1 1" . • "I ,"! ,:j" ' • 

Iff , ". 'i" ""111 
'1IIlli!liU~Ji:1 , 
, I ~ If' I"~ " i,d · I:' , 
i ;, ,1'1~,I'lJi!i!:l l • :n , rt ; ;-;::rr-'H+'I;l ! 

0 
£ 

~ • " u E. 
E~ "'., ----. 

I 
I 
! 

" 
11 .. 
" Ii I' 

, , 
• '- II~ij 

i Clim I , 
6"'11 , 

~ 

h Ii!!! ~,! :;~2 ~ 

~ 

:I 111~ ( • ~i: ,c, a~.! 
:: ;I ,,} =>~ , 
m~i!! i:!l l lii!. .il8~ I 

CNCL - 328



--.. ~ , , 
• " • • 'C'!:1! i If" · III • I r • 

"I 
u , 

11'11 ~ 
I 

, 
.5 

" • ~ II ~ o· 11 , i, 6i 11
' "" 

- , , 15.0 
~ , I 

, 
" 1 I ' ~" 1 ' Eli , "I " 0) !~' l t _::;;" · E~ ... " I . ... t:l • ", il t. ~ , I~!!'d; ,I. oIi ;§~ ~ , Iii "" Ii t ~ 9 

, 

I , 

f n .-."..,-I,_ 

~I,'· f-
I 

i i~~~4(.1~~ 

I 
I ;: 

! , 
t , 

! 

1 
, 
I 

Q " " 

i I i j 
! i I " I i ~ 

I A A 
I 

I 
, 

I I 
• V 

~---- CNCL - 329



~--- - i---

CNCL - 330



i 
I.---..-. 

I 

'~.- -- --. - ~1 , 
~ 

t 
:::r:d 
o· •• •• 

* 

* 

t' 
g 

'"* ,. 
, ~ , , , 
g 
• • 

* 

* ,---~. 
, ~ 
,@ , . . , 

, , , 

' e , 
!:::r:* '@ 

" , 
, ~ 
~Sl 
~, 
:::e. 

* 

** 

.. 
::; 

CNCL - 331



, 
I 
I 
, 
I , 

! I 
------

I ; 

:Jj i . ' ti , I 
HI" 

.5 

" o· II I !. - , . ' 
~~ ~ ; f '" ",' .' -I •. r,' E~ 

" ' . ' ~ . " 11 11 £ M _ • , 

~< I 
~ 

I i: ! ! I i H I H'''.. .-,;P'" I ' "oJ: I ' . 1" !! , , •• ",. .BtI .... .. H... ; ",'" ,;, Hi! 
~! I I.ll1 Ifill" 
. ; . ,),., 110.11 1: "lU I UI 1 It I I I nt> I I j 

I I !! I , ! }. I . .... " ..... ... " I , .. L. ~ 1 ...... 1. :1"1 
1 I I ~ 1 I I II 

lii.i Ii lJi til 'lll! 'Ill' I 'hll!1 I 'II !I I il! 
! 11 ! i till: I ill.lI11ill ,j ill 1l!!l!iilll jl iI,willi I" 

; , , I! 'II Iii i I ! I!; 'ii 
I,! IIII i llll ,! 1IIIIIIllll!!]lal i! Illw!llI l! 1IlillIIIl JII 

-

'e 'i' I Ii'l I i 6il?' ' • ~ , 'II ' , ~ I 
fl'!' , , 1 J ~ 
lill 1111, J; < i I , 

CNCL - 332



• < 

. l . , 

I i ~ 
~J i 
ij I, 
!: I ~. ! 
11 t L 

~-,-- ) 
" ! .' . 

il 
-~ 

--11 
t I! .' . I ! , , 

I~ I 
'. 

I 

~i l I . , I, 

~ I 
"" I 

I I 
i ,-----:u ~ 

CNCL - 333



i I 
• 

~ ", : I,'n II11 
• • 1- " • , 'I :< I 

I. Cl' , · . , ,,J > , 
" " p1\ ':7111 , IB ~ • 6;';; ~~ 

N 

" II • ~ IIU iii1!J ~li I:" I' , ~;! , I • 
i! - i ••. n I' 0 . I ~ 1 ~!'l 

I, R :D!':.'~i l · r I~i;d,i ~~ 
, 

• ~ it " ;,:~ I .. ! ' 
'j!" - . - .• ',I ~" II .1 I 

- --, 

I 
• 
It 

I 

~ 
! ., 

I 1 
~ , 
1 

I • , 
I I 1 j '''tI -l~ ;t ~ I I I i '7 ~ ~ 

! , • • • ,t it ~ , • . . • t ; .- I • i ! I ! I 

I 
I ; 

i 
I I 

r 
j ; 

~ I ! 
II 

I I H ' 0 
I~ 

I II ~ 

It !~ ._. ~ 

I 

I! I! 
( . • 

I II I I I 

! II ! 

I • i 
R~ I 

, ~ 
I !LJi Ji 
, 

I . I L • 
CNCL - 334



I [Ijl Ji"l' I 
· i 

'61
" 

II 
• "I i :I • " • " I"~ 

II ~ '" .' j ::r!) 
, 

Iff 
! ,,; ",). q. o. 

ij . !i~ I' 
, 

~ 1'1'1:rH ! ~~ l . , 
ii!d:,~j: 1 I 'Hj' I ,Ii il 

~ 
I; I • n If i 

11 I!!~ : ;I~I; \ g li: '11''''''''''1 • ~I ! !r.!jI3f.jf111 , 1- ; , ~ ;; '< Li '. I;! I g: I, , . I··c," ~ , 
--~--

I 
L_ CNCL - 335



ATTACHMENT 9 

CNCL - 336



City of 
Richmond 

ATTACHMENT 10 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Division 

6911 No.3 Road, Richmond, Be V6Y 2C1 

Address: ERIC HUGHES, Development Manager 
ONN I 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. ONNI 7771 Alderbridge Holding Corp. RZ2011-585209 

#300-550 Robson St. 
Vancouver, Be 
V68287 

File No. : RZ2011-585209 

Prior to final adoption of Zoni ng Amendment Bylaw 8884 to rezone the two existing parcels of land at 
773 1 and 777 1 Alderhridge Way (the Subj ect Lands) from IL to RAU2, the Onni Group of Com panies 
(the Developer) is required to complete the following: 

I. Dedicated Public Roads: The following roads as described below and generally shown on Figure I and 
otherwise detennined based on the City's approval of the functional design are to be dedicated and secured with 
interim Statutory Rights of Way secured as outlined be low. 

3492342 

a. Cedarhridge Way: Provision of a 20.0 m wide Statutory Right of Way (SROW) on the Subject 
Lands from Alderbridge Way to the current dedicated north lane (New River Road) for road, utility 
and Public Rights of Passage purposes in a form satisfactory to the City. 

b. River Road: That part of the City-owned fonner CPR rail line (free hold parcel: Lot 12, Sec 5/6-4-6, 
Plan 24195) from Gilbert Road to the east side of the current dedicated lane bounding the east side of 
the Subject Lands will be dedicated as Road. 

c. Cedarhridge Way Dedication and Subdivision: Registration ofa legal agreement on the Subj ect 
Lands prohibiting issuance of any building permit until such lands are subdivided into Lot 1 (West Lot) 
and Lot 2 (East Lot) with a 20m wide road dedication in the same location of the above-noted SROW 
as generally shown on Figure 1. The agreement will also require that prior to approval of such 
su bdivision of the Subject Lands, the existing building on the proposed Lot I will be demolished as the 
bui lding will encroach into the proposed road dedication. A further agreement will be registered that 
prohibits issuance of a building pennit for a building on the proposed Lot I until such time there is 
confirmation to the satisfaction of the City that the existing building on the proposed Lot 2 is not being 
utilized in any manner thaI requires vehicle access onto Cedarbridge Way without a traffic and parking 
management plan, that includes analysis and measures to address traffic operations and safety, and 
encroachment agreement that are to the satisfaction of the Director of Transportation. 

2. Statutory Rights of Way (SROW) for Sidewalks: The following areas are required for sidewalks as described 
below and as generally shown on Figure 1 are to be secured by SROW for 24-hour-a-day public pedestrian, 
bicycle, and vehicular circulation and re lated uses and features, with maintenance provided by the City, 
providing all necessary access by City and other public utility service providers and for bylaw enforcement 
activities. Unless as otherwise determined under the approved functional design for the transportation works 
and the Servicing Agreement, the following SROWs are required: 

a. River Road: Registration ofa 3.0 m wide SROW for a 3.0 m sidewalk in side of the entire north 
property line of the proposed Lots I and 2, together with two 4.0 m-by-4.0 m corner cuts at the 
intersection of River Road and Cedarbridge Way. (Not eligible for DCC cred its.) 

b. Alderbridge Way: Registration of a 2.0 m wide SROW for a 2.0 m sidewalk ins ide ofthe entire south 
property line of the proposed Lots I and 2, together with two 4.0 m-by-4.0 m corner cuts at the CNCL - 337
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intersection of Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way. (Sidewalk within SROW not eligible for DCC 
credits.) 

c. East Lane: Registration of a 2.0 m wide SROW for a 2.0m sidewalk inside of the cast property line of 
the proposed Lot 2 adjacent to the southern part of the adjacent current dedicated lane for a minimum of 
20 m. past the driveway letdown for Building 4 and as generally shown adjacent to future paved portion 
of the lane shaded in grey on Figure I, whichever is greater. (Not eligible for DCC credits.) 

3. Statutory Rights of Way (SROW) for Greenway & Pedestrian L ink: The following areas described below 
and as generally shown on Figure 2 are to be secured by SROW for 24~hour-a-day public pedestrian, bicycle, 
and vehicular circulation and related uses and features, providing all necessary access by City and other public 
utility service providers and bylaw enforcement activities. Un less as otherwise detennined under the approved 
Development Penn it plans and the City Servic ing Agreement to be approved as a condition of rezoning, the 
following SROWs are required: 

a. East-West Greenway: Registration of a I O.Om wide SROW for 24-hour-a-day public access and use for 
pedestrian, bicycle and related uses and features, providing all necessary access by emergency services, 
City and other public utility service providers, including bylaw enforcement activities. The SROW will 
extend from Ihe east to west boundaries of the Subj ect Lands except for the Cedarbridge Road dedication 
and North-South Pedestrian Link as shown on Figure 2. The below-grade parking structu res and 
community garden plots may be located within the SROW, provided that such elements do not 
compromise the City'S intended public use and enjoyment of the spaces as determined to the satisfaction 
ofthe City. Design, security for construction, and owner maintenance, liability and other terms of the 
area under the SROW are to be to the satisfaction of the City as a condition of bylaw adoption. 

b. North~South Pedestrian Link: Registration of a 5.0m wide SROW for 24-hour-a~day pub lic access and 
use for pedestrian, bicycle and related uses and features, prov iding all necessary access by emergency 
services, City and other public uti lity service providers, including bylaw enforcement activities. The 
SROW will extend from the north to south boundaries of the Subject Lands as shown on Figure 2. A 
required retaining wall along west boundary of may be located within the SROW, provided that element 
does not compromise the intended public use and enjoyment of the spaces as detennined, to the 
satisfaction of the City. The SROW will include a process for removal of the retaining wall in the future 
by either the City or adjacent property owner to the west. Design, security for construction, and owner 
maintenance, liability and other terms of the area under the SROW are to be to the satisfaction of the City 
as a cond ition of bylaw adoption. 

4. Flood Covenant: Registration of the City's standard flood indemnity covenant on title ensuring that there is 
no constmction of habitable area below the Flood Construction Level of2.9 m (Area A). 

5. Tandem Parking Covenant: Registration of the City'S standard covenant on title ensuring that tandem 
parking spaces in each building are occupied by the owners of the same strata lot is required. 

6. Noise Covenant(s): Registration of covenants below on title is required for: 

a. Aircraft Noise Sensitive Use Development (Residential) covenant based on the City'S standard 
covenant; and 

b. Industrial Noise covenant to require that the buildings be constructed to address the maximum noise 
levels set-out in item J5(b) below. 

7. District Energy Utility (DEU): Registration ofa restrictive covenant and/or alternative legal agreement(s), to the 
satisfaction of the City, securing that "no development" will be permitted on the subject site and restricting 
Development Pennit* issuance until, the Developer enters into legal agreement(s) in respect to the Developer's 
commitment to connecting to the proposed City Centre DEU, including operation of and use of the DEU and all 
associated obligations and agreements as detennined by the Director of Engineering, including, but not limited to: 

a. Design and construction of the development's buildings to facilitate hook-up to a DEU system (e.g., 
hydronic water-based heating system); and 
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b. En tering into a Service Provision Agreement(s) and statutory right-of-way(s) and/or alternative legal 
agreements , to the satisfaction of the City, that establish DEU for the subject sileo 

8. Affordable Housing Agreement: Registration of the City's standard Housing Agreements to secure 38 
affordable housing (low-end market rental) to the satisfaction of the City that the combined habitable floor area of 
which units shall comprise at least 5% of the subject development's total residential building area (including 
common areas, such as hallways and lobbies). The terms of the Housing Agreements shall ind icate that they 
apply in perpetuity. The terms spec ify the types and sizes of units (or as adjusted to the satisfaction of the City 
and Developer) in Tables 1 and 2, and rent levels and tenant household incomes as set out in Table 2. 

Table 1: Affordable H ousing Unit Locations 
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Table 2: Affordable Housing Ta rget Grou ps 

Number of Minimum 
Maximum Total Annual 

Unit Type 
Units Unit Area 

Monthly Unit Household 
Rent* Income'" 

I-Bedroom 8" 50 m2 (535 112) $925 
$37,000 or less 

2-Bedroom 30" 80 m2 (860 112) $1,137 $45,500 or less 
* May be lIlcreased penodlcally as provided for under adopted City policy. 
** All affordable housing units must satisfy Richmond Zoning Bylaw requirements for Basic Universa l Housing. 
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9. Ensur ing Affordable Housing: Registration of a legal agreement requiring each of the four buildings be 
constructed as set out in the above section and preventing issuance of a final Building Penn it inspection 
granting occupancy for each of the four buildings until confinnation is provided by City Housing staff 
confim1ing that the required number of Affordable Housing units as shown in the above tables have been 
constructed to the satisfaction of the City. The agreement will specify that the issuance of a final Building 
Permit inspection granting occupancy for Building 2 or 3 is proh ibited unti l the affordable housing units in 
Building 1 are completed and issued a final Building Pennit inspection granting occupancy and a building 
penn it is issued fo r Building 4 which includes the affordable housing un its set-out in Table I. The agreement 
wi ll also ensure that occupants of the affordable housing units subject to the Housing Agreements shall enjoy 
full and unlimited access to and use of all on-site indoor and outdoor amenity spaces. 

10. Indoor Sha red Amenity Space: Registration of reciprocal access easement and other legal agreements as 
required on the proposed Lots I and 2 will be required to ensure that not less than 10,235 ft2 shared indoor 
amenity, with an included indoor swimming pool, is provided with in the first building to be constructed on 
the Subject Lands, being Building I, as shown on F igure I and that appropriate mechanisms to allow fo r 
shared access, use and management and use and require sharing costs for operations and maintenance for such 
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shared amenity space is provided to all units within a ll of the buildings. The reciprocal access easement I 
other legal agreement wi ll be between the owners of Lots I and 2, but with the City identified as a grantee to 
ensure that the agreements which not be discharged and or changed without City approval. The reciprocal 
access easement l ather legal agreement will a lso specify that the issuance of a final Building Permit 
inspection granting occupancy for Building 2, 3 or 4 is prohibited until Building I is completed and has been 
issued a final Building Penn it inspection granting occupancy. 

11. Public Art : City acceptance of the Developer's offer voluntarily provide $440,411 to Richmond' s public 
program with a cash contribution of$139,700 provided to the public art reserve fund fo r a Landmark Art 
piece, providing a secu rity in a form acceptable to the City for $300,711 for other Public Art (as shown on 
-Figure 2) and a detailed Public Art Program prior to adoption of rezoning. The calcu lations are based on 
$O.751ft?- of eligible building floor area of 587,214 ft?- (excluding basic universal accessible housing and 
affordable housing). The Developer will be invited (but not required) to participate in the selection process 
for the Landmark Art piece. It shou ld be noted in addition to $139,700, the previous Onni contribution of 
$210,300 for the ORA development on Hollybridge Way will be used fo r the Landmark Art piece at Gilbert 
and New River Road to rcach the City's budgetary goal for larger scu lptural works of $350,000 as out lined in 
the City's City Centre Public Art Plan. 

12. Community Pla nning Program: City acceptance of the Developer's offer to voluntarily contribute 
$149,543 towards Richmond's community planning program fund (based on $0.25/ft2 of total building area, 
excluding affordable housing units) with $37,386 (25% of the total) provided to the City prior to rezoni ng 
adoption. A legal agreement will be registered that requires contribution of$112, 157 (75% of the total) to the 
City prior to issuance of a building permit for the second of four buildings on the Subj ect Lands. 

13. Transportation Demand Management: As also set in "Schedule 1" to this letter, The Developer requests an 
overall parking reducti on of 7.5% below the parking requirements set out in Bylaw 8500 with a reduction of 
the visitor parking from 0.20 to 0.15 spaces/unit which results in required visitor parking of 99 stalls (25% 
reduction), residential parking of750 stalls (4% reduction) for a total visitor and residential parking of 849 
stalls. Within the overall maximum 7.5% reduction, there may be adjustment as to the breakdown ofthe 
reduction by the Developer for visitor and resident parking spaces, but only to thc satisfaction of the City. In 
lieu of this reduct ion, the City accepts the Developer's offer to voluntari ly: 

a. Contribute $100,000 to thc City for the construction of a 3.0m bike/pedestrian pathway along the east 
sid e ofGilbcl1 Road from the southern end of the Developer 's required frontage improvements to 
Lansdowne Road. (Not eligible for DCC credits.) 

b. Contribute $25,000 to the City for a City Centre-type bus shelter. (Not eligible for DCC credits.) 

c. Enter into an agreement with the City to ensure that the electrical vehicle and bicycle plug-ins be 
provided as a condition of issuance of the City building permits for each bui lding with confirmation 
that such have been provided as a condition of issuance of an occupancy pennit for each building: 

i. Provision of20% of the total resident parking spaces in each parkade with 120 or 240 volt 
(vo ltage as determined by Onni) electric serv ice for vehicle plug-ins with conduits, circu its 
breakers, wi ring in form acceptable to the Director of Transportation (actual outlets to be 
provided later by strata owners). 

i i. Provision of one standard 120 volt electric plug-in for every 40 resident bicycle parking 
spaces in a form acceptable to the Director of Transportation. 

14. Transportation, Parks and Engi neering Works under Servicing Agreement(s) (SA): Enter into a Servicing 
Agreement (SA)* for the design and construction, at the Developer's sole cost, of full upgrades across and 
adjacent to the Subject Lands for road works, transpol1ation infrastructure, street frontages, water, sanitary and 
stonn sewer system upgrades, and related works as generally set out below. Prior to rezoning adoption, all works 
identified via the SA must be secured via a Letter(s) of Credit, to the satisfaction of the Director of Development, 
Director of Engineering, Director of Transportation and Manager, Parks - Planning and Design. Al l works shall 
be completed with regards to timing as set out in the SA and above-noted covenant and legal agreements in the 
Rezon ing Requirements. Refinements to the Enginecring Works requirements may occur through the SA 
process. Furthermore, other neighbouring developers may be constructing some of the engineering services CNCL - 340
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listed below. These factors, together with project phasing, will be taken into consideration in the phasing of 
securities for engineering services. 

a. Transportation Works 
SA works will include, but may not be limited to, the following as works included within "Schedule I" 
attached to and forming part of this letter. 

b. Engineering Works: 
SA works will include, but may not be limited to, as set out in the following table: 

Storm sewer upgrade requirements: 

/) General 

From CP Railway frontage (i .e. , new River Road) to outfall of Holly bridge 
Canal (at comer of Hollybridge Way and existing River Road). 

a. Upgrade the existing ditch to 1200mm diameter stonn main from manhole 
D8 to 185 meters northeast along the proposed site's CPR frontage (i.e., new 
River Road). 

b. Upgrade the existing ditch to 1200mm diameter stonn main from manhole 
D5 to 222 meters northeast along proposed new River Road (manhole D8 at 
junction of Gilbert Road). 

c. Upgrade the existing ditch to 1500mm diameter storm main from junction 
of Hollybridge Way and CP Rail ROW (manhole D4) to 80 metcrs northcast 
along proposed new River Road (manhole D5). 

d. Upgrade the existing 375 and 450mm diameter to a 1500mm diameter 
storm main from junction of existing River Road and Hollybridge Way 
(manhole D1 in the analysis) to 205 meters southeast along Hollybridge Way 
(manhole 04). 

e. Upgrade the existing 750mm diameter to a 1500mm diamctcr stonn main 
from manhole D I (in the analysis) to outfall with an approximate length of 8m. 

2) Gilbert Roadfronrage 

a. Upgrade the existing ditch to 600 mm diameter storm sewer from the 
proposed site's entire Gilbert Road frontage up to the existing box culvert at 
Lansdowne Road. The proposed stonn sewer at Gilbert Road must be 
interconnected to the proposed stann sewers at the CPR frontage. 

3) Future Cedarbridge Way fron tage 

a. Provide the greater of a) 600 mm and b) OCP size by the Developer, as per 
City requirements. The proposed storm sewer in future Cedarbridge must be 
interconnected to the proposed stoml sewers at the CPR and Alderbridge Way 
frontages. 

4) Alderbridge Way frontage 

a. Upgrade tbe existing 250mm and 300mm diameter storm sewers from east 
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to west property line of the proposed site to 600 mm diameter. 

b. Upgrade the existing 300mm to 750mm and existing 375mm to 900mm 
diameter stonn sewers from the west property line oCthe proposed site to the 
existing box culvert at Lansdowne Road. 

c. Manhole locations to be determined in the Servicing Agreement design . 

d. As an alternative to 4) a. and b. provide a single stann sewer system, sized to 
OCP conditions, From the site's east property line (i.e., east property line of7771 
Alderbridge Way) to the existing box culvert at Lansdowne Road. 

Sanitary ~·ewer upgrade requirements: 

a. Upgrade the existing 200 mm diameter to 450 mm diameter from SMH 
4738 (manhole S70) to 90 meters northeast along old CPR right of way to SMH 
4737 (manhole S60). 

b. Upgrade the existi ng 200 mm diameter to 375 mm diameter from SMH 
4699 (manhole S50) to 80 meters southwest along old CPR right of way to 5MB 
4737 (manhole S60). 

c. Provide a 525mm diameter sanitary main in the future Cedarbridge Way 
from SMH 4737 (manhole 860) to a new manho le located 220 meters south 
going to Alderbridge Way. 

d. Upgrade the existing 150 mm diameter to 525mm diameter from the new 
manhole at the comer of future Cedarhridge Way and Alderhridge Way to 80 
meters east to SMH 4690 (manhole S20). 

d. Upgrade the existing 200 mm diameter to 525mm diameter from SMH 
4690 (manhole S20) to 94 meters southeast to existing lane between 7740 
Alderbridge Way to 5003 Minoru Boulevard at SMH 4688 (manhole SID). 

e. Upgrade the existing 300 mm diameter to 600 mm diameter from SMH 
4688 (manhole SID) to 69 meters southwest to existing Minoru Pump station. 

f. Through the Servicing Agreement, the sanitary sewer alignments wi ll 
need to be coordinated to suit the future Minoru Sanitary Pump Station upgrade. 

g. Both current san itary mains located withi n the Subject Lands wil1 need to be 
removed by the Developer and the SROWs in which they are located are to he 
discharged from ti tle. 
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Water Works allli Review: 

General: 

a. Water System: Using the OCP 2021 maximum day model , there is 346 
Us available at 20 psi residual. Based on the proposed application, the 
development requires a min imum fire flow of275 Us. Water analysis is not 
required. However, once the applicant has confirmed the building design at the 
buildi ng penn it stage, the Developer will need to submit fire flow calculations 
signed and sealed by a professional engineer based on the Fire Underwriter 
Survey to confirm that there is adequate available flow. 

b. Provide watermains (minimum 200mm diameter, per City's 
requirements) at the proposed site's CPR and future Cedarbridge Way frontages. 

Unclergrounding o/Overhead Utilities: 
As per City Centre policy, the developer is responsible for facilitat ing the undergrounding of the 
ex isting private util ity pole line located within the "new" River Road right-of-way. As such, the 
developer is required, at the developer's sale cost, to install conduit within "new" River Road to 
accommodate the undergrounding of private utilities, to the satisfaction of the City. (No DCC 
credits are applicable.) 

Dec Credit.~: 
Dec credits are available for the following: 

I. Sanitary Sewer 
a . gravity sanitary sewer along the development frontage on New River Road; 
b. gravity san itary scwer along the Cedarbridge Way or the lane between New 

River Road the lane south of Alderbridge Way; and 
c. gravity sanitary sewer from the Minoru sanitary pump station to approx 70m 

northeast. 

2. Storm Sewer 
Stann sewer along on New River Road intended to rcplace storm sewer on old River 
Road. 

Latecomer Agreements: 
Latecomer Agreements will be availab le for sanitary and storm upgrades that are not frontage 
improvements as only provided by the Local Govemment Act. 

c. Greenway and Boulevard Landscape Works (Parks) 
SA works will include, but may not be limited to, the fo llowing: 

i. All works within the East-West Green Link and North-South Pedestrian Link described above and 
boulevard grass and tree plantings on public roads including, but not limited to, the works shown on 
the preliminary plans dated February 8, 2012 prepared by Sharp & Diamond Landscape Architecture 
Inc. entitled "7731,7771 Alderbridge Way" (which are attached to the staff report for this 
deve10pmenl to the Planning Committee of April 17,2012) to the satisfaction of City Parks staff; and 

11. Acknowlcdging that the City will construct the Gilbert Greenway works (located at the back of the 
approximate 50 m ofthc Gilbel1 Road widen ing and frontage improvements constructed by the 
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Developer within the Gilbert Road allowance detailed under Schedule 1) at an appropriate date in the 
future. 

15. Development Permit: The submiss ion and processing of a Development Pennit* completed to a level 
deemed acceptable by the Director of Development with the following elements being addressed: 

a. Basic Universal Accessible Housing: A notation on the architectural plans requiring and describing how 
the 502 Basic Universal Housing units meet all of the requirements of Zoning Bylaw 8500, except where 
Section 4.16.11 (front entry door clearance provision) may be varied by Council. 

Basic Universal Housing Unit Locations 
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b. Airport and Industrial Noise Report: A notation on the architectural plans requiring and describing the 
required submission of a report that addresses aircraft noise fo llowing the provisions of the City's Official 
Community Plan for aircraft noise and industrial noise generally. The report's recommendations for the 
proposed development will require that the buildings are designed in a manner that mitigates potential 
aircraft and industrial noise within the proposed dwelling units with the architect of record providing a 
letter of assurance confonnance adherence to the report and hislher plans prior to issuance of an 
occupancy permit for each building. Dwelling units must be designed and constructed to achieve: 

• CMHC 'd I' " I I . d' d' h h b I ; gUl e mes or mterlor nOIse evesasm Icale mtecart e ow 
Portions ofDwellinu Units Noisc Levels (decibels) 

Bedrooms 35 decibels 
Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels 
Kitchen, bathrooms, hallways, and utility 

45 decibels 
rooms 

• the ASHRAE 55-2004 "Thennal Environmental Conditions for Human Occupancy" standard 
for interior living spaces or most recent applicable ASHRAE standard , 

16. LEED Silver: Submission of letter with from the Architect of Record as a requirement of issuance of 
building pennit confirming that the building phase (building and landscape design) has a sufficient score to 
meet the Canadian Green Building Council LEED Silver 2009 criteria and submission of follow-up letter 
confirming that building has been constnlcted to be meet such LEED criteria. The architect of record or CNCL - 344
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LEED consultant is also to provide a letter of assurance confinning how each building meets LEED Silver 
criteria prior to issuance of an occupancy permit for each building. The LEED criteria to met must include: 

a. Heat Island Effect: Roof Credit 
b. Storm Water Management Credit 

17. Landscape Plan: Submission of a Landscape Plan, prcpared by a Registered Landscape Architect, to the 
satisfaction of the Director of Development, and deposit of a Landscaping Security based on 100% of the cost 
estimate provided by the Landscape Architect, including installation costs. The final Landscape Plan will include 
thc elements shown on the pre liminary plan dated February 8, 2012 prepared by Sharp & Diamond Landscape 
Architecture Inc. entitled "7731,7771 Alderbridge Way" with final DP-level detai l to be completed by the 
Developer the satisfaction of the City which is attached to the staff report to Planning Committee for the 
development. 

Notes: 

• 
• 

Item requiring a separate application . 

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn not 
only as personal covenants of the property owner, but also as covenants pursuant to Section 219 of 
the Land Title Act. 
All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, 
charges, and encumbrances as is considered advisable by the Di rector of Development. All 
agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the Director of Development 
determines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the 
appropriate bylaw. 

The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City, including indemnities, warranties, 
equitab le/rent charges, Letters of Credit, and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable 
by the Director of Development. The form and content of all agreements shall be to the satisfactory 
to the Director of Development. 

The subject Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8884 will include a provision that effectively enables 
calculation of density on that part of Cedarbridge Way dedicated as road as cons ideration for adoption 
of Bylaw 8884. 
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Schedule I: Rezoning Considerations 

773117771 Alderhridge Way Rezoning Application 

Transportation Servicing Agreement Requirements 

Transpol1ation SA Reguirements: All transportation improvements identified in the City-approved Transportation Impact 
Assessment (T1A) and over the course of the rezoning application process are to be addressed via the servicing agreement 
process for this development. A City-approved "Preliminary Functional Roads Plan" is attached (Figure 1). Complete and 
detailed road and traffic management desi gn is subject to final functional design approved by the Director of 
Transportation. The transportation-related Servicing Agreement works will include, but arc not limited to the following: 

(i) Construction orNew River Road (Only between Gilbert Road and East Lane) - The scope of work includes the 
construct ion or a full new roadway (the length of which is equivalent to the length of the north development frontage) 
between Gilbert Road and East Lane (the north-south lane along the east development frontage). The Deve loper is 
responsible for building the full road cross-section from the site frontage to the north curb inclusive (with a minimum 1.0 
m wide hard surface clearance area and retaining wall at the back of the north curb). The Deve loper will conduct a 
contaminated site study and possible minor remediation or tile land to the satisfaction of the City within this road with the 
costs bcing paid by the Developer (the costs of whic h are eligible for Road Works Dee credit at building pennit). This 
roadway is to be completed as part of Phase 2 of the development (Building 2 - northwest quadrant of site) and prior to 
"Final Building Permit In spection" granting occupancy for Phase 2. DCC credits are available for road works completed 
within the dedicated road right-of-way as defined in the City DCC program. This new road project shall be completed to 
the satisfaction of the Director of Transportation and the Director of Development, and shall include, but not limited to the 
following elements: 

• All road elements and frontage improvements are to be placed within the 26.21 m City dedicated road allowance 
(includes current City lane allowance and former CPR line parcel dedicated as road) with the exception of the 3.0 m. 
wide sidewalk (to be placed within the building setback and secured via a Public Right of Passage Statutory Right of 
Way (SROW), with two 4 m x 4 m comer cuts (at both sides of the intersection with Cedarbridge Way), are to be 
provided at rezoning subject to the Public Rights of Passage being able to be converted to dedication by the Developer 
as part of. The alignment of this roadway is to be centered within the city road right-of-way, i.e. consistent with the 
New River Road alignment established west of Gilbert Road. This road is to be built to an elevation of2.6 m geodetic 
with a maximum 5% slope transitioning to the centerline of Gilbert Road at the New River Road intersection. 

• The ultimate lane configuration, upon completion of construction, shall consist of two westbound traffic lanes, two 
eastbound traffic lanes and a left tum lane at the Gilbert RoadlNew River Road intersection. Elsewhere along this 
roadway, a level grade median is to be provided to separate eastbound and westbound traffic. The median shall have 
decorative paving treatment with featureslfinishings to be detennined by the city. The lane widths are 3.25 m (curb 
lanes) and 3.2 m (other lanes and median). 

• The frontage improvements of this road project shall consist of curb and gutter on both sides of the road, a 1.71 m 
wide landscaped boulevard (with a single row of street trees at 6.0 m on center), 1.8 m wide off-road bike lane 
(inclusive of two 0.15 m level grade conc rete bands along the edges or the bike lane), 1.55 m wide buffer (with 
bollards and street furniture, street trees, and/or other features designed to separate pedestrian and cyclist traffic), 3.0 
rn sidewalk, banner poles, hard landscape features, street furnishings , and street lights. At the bus stop (location to be 
determined by the city in consultation with Coast Mountain Bus Co.), the boulevard shall be widened to 2.7 m to 
accommodate bus shelter/transit accessibility requirements and the 1.55 m buffer width slmll be reduced to 0.55 III to 
respect the width of the existing city right-of-way. The design of the plaza area at the southeast comer ofthe Gilbert 
RoadlNew River Road intersection is to be coordinated in conjunction with City Parks and Planning with the overall 
layout of the intersection to ensure that safe and efficient pedestrian and cyclist movements are accommodated. 
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• In the interim time period (before the ult imate New River Road is extended to the northeast), the traffic operations 
along this section of New River Road shall be as follows: two-way traffic between Gilbert Road and interim River 
Road junction, one-way eastbound between interim River Road junction and Cedarbridge Way, and two-way traffic 
between Cedarbridge Way and East Lane. Concrete barriers shall be placed to direct traffic to respect the interim 
traffic operations. When New Ri ver Road is extended to the 11011h, two-way traffic will be permitted between Gilbert 
Road and East Lane. Allhe New River Road/Cedarbridge Way intersection, traffic movements will be limited 10 
right-in/ right-out (enforced by channelization and signage) and a special crosswalk is required to provide a pedestrian 
connect ion 10 the future waterfront park on the north side of New River Road. The East Lane shall be closed to 
vehicular traffic at New River Road. 

• In the interim conditions, vehicle access to the development along New River Road shall be limited to the 
Cedarbridge Way intersection. No driveway or other vehicle access wi ll be permitted along this new roadway. 

Oi) Widening of Alderbridge Way (along development frontage) - The scope of work includes: 2.0 m road widening over 
the length of the development south frontage to allow for the construction of future left tum lanes; 20: I taper sections to 
tie the road widening section to the existing pavement east and west of the development; frontage improvements; and the 
signalization of the Alderbridge Way/Cedarbridge Way intersection. This roadway is to be completed as part of Phase 1 of 
the development (Building I - southwest quadrant of site) and prior to " Final Building Penn it Inspection" granting 
occupancy for Phase I. Road Works DCC cred its are app licable, but not for the sidewalks completed within the Public 
Rights of Passage SROW. Th is road widening project shall be completed to the satisfaction of the Director of 
Transportation and the Director of Deveiopment, and shall include, but not limited to the following elements: 

• The lane configuration, upon completion of the 2.0 m road w idening, shall consist of two eastbound traffic lanes and 
two westbound traffic lanes. (with left turns allowed in the center lanes at the Cedarbridge Way and East Lane 
intersections). The widened portion of the road shall be tied back to existing pavement east and west of the 
development with a 20: I taper. Frontage improvements are to include curb and gutter along the development side of 
the road , a 2.0 m sidewalk and a minimum 1.65 m treed boulevard. 

• At the Alderbridge Way/Cedarbridge Way intersection, a full signalized intersection shall be constructed. 

• Vehicle access to the development a long Alderbridge Way shall be limited to the Cedarbridge Way and East Lane 
intersections. No other driveway or vehic le access wi ll be permitted along the deve lopment frontage of A lderbridge 
Way once the development is complete. 

( iii) Construction of Cedar bridge Way (between New River Road and Alderbridge Way) - The scope of work includes 
the construction of a new roadway that extends Cedarbridge Way from Alderbridge Way to New River Road. The 
Developer is to build the full cross-section including two traffic lanes, two parking lanes, frontage improvements, and 
tramc calming measures. This roadway is to be completed as part of Phase I of the development (B uilding I - southwest 
quadrant of s ite) and prior to "Final Building Permit Inspection" granting occupancy for Phase I. Road Works DCC 
credits arc not available for this road construction projects. This project shall be completed to the satisfaction of the 
Director of Transportation and the Director of Development, and shall include, but not limited to the following elements: 

• The lane configuration of this roadway, upon completion of construction, shall consist of two traffic lanes and two 
parking lanes (total 12 111 wide pavement). At the Alderbridge Way intersect ion, the parking lanes are to be removed 
to accommodate two departure lanes and one receiving lane. At the New River Road intersection, the two parking 
lanes are removed to make provision for right- inlright-out channelization. This section of Cedar bridge Way is to be 
raised at the north end (maxim um 5% grade) to meet the e levation of New River Road). The frontage improvements 
shall include, on both sides of the road, curb and gutter, a 2.35 m sidewalk and a minimum 1.65 m treed boulevard. 
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• At the Cedarbridge Way/east-west greenway intersection, curb extensions (maximum 2.5 m measured from curb face) 
and a marked level grade crosswalk are required. 

• At the Alderbridge Way/Cedarbridge Way intersection, a fully signalized intersection shall be constructed. At the 
CedarbridgelNew River Road Intersection, channelization is required to restrict access to right-inlright-out 
movements only. 

• Vehicle access to the development along Cedarbridge Way shall be li mited to one parkade entrance driveway each for 
Buildings 112/3. Access to Building 4 shall be via the East Lane. Access to the loading area for each building is to be 
accommodated along the roll curb section of the curb extensions at midblock on Cedarbridge Way. No other driveway 
or vehicle access to the development will be permitted on Cedarbridge Way. 

(iv) Widening of Gi lbert Road - The scope of work includes the full curb to curb widening of Gilbert Road for a distance 
that is equiva lent to the length of the deve lopment Gilbert Road frontage (approximately 50 m). This project is to start 
from a distance of approximately 30 ill south of the New River Road/Gilbert intersection towards the south and is to end 
with 30: 1 tapers to tie to the existing pavement. Fu ll frontage improvements (including curb and gutter, sidewalk, 
boulevard and greenway requirements) along the development frontage are required. This road widening project is to be 
completed as part of Phase 2 of the development (Bui lding 2 - northwest quadrant of site) and prior to "Final Build ing 
Perm it Inspection" granti ng occupancy for Phase 2. Road Works DeC credits are available for road works completed 
within the dedicated road right-of-way as defined in the City DCC program. This road widening project shall be 
completed to the satisfaction of the Director of Transportation and the Director of Development, and shall include, but not 
limited to the following elements: 

• The lane configuration shall consist of two northbound traffic lanes, two southbound traffic lanes, northbound and 
northbound left tum lane (at the New River Road intersection), northbound and southbound bike lanes and a raised 
median with landscaping. The construction of the median is to include banner poles and/or other hard landscape 
features. The lane widths are 3.25 m (all traffic lanes) and 1.8 m (bike lanes). 

• The signalization of the New River Road/Gilbert Road intersection will be constructed by a separate development in 
the vicinity. The subject development is responsible fo r any modifications to the installed traffic signals that are 
requi red as a resu lt of the construction of the section of New River Road (between Gilbert Road and East Lane) and 
frontage works carried out at the southeast corner of New River Road/Gilbert Road . The detai ls of the required signal 
modifications are described under a separate section in the Transportation SA requirements. 

(v) Widening of East Lane - The scope of work includes the widening of the existing 6.0 m wide lane along the 
development east frontage by 2.0 m to prov ide a sidewalk and lighting strip (lighting is to be provided) by the Developer. 
The lane widening project' is to be completed as part of Phase 4 of the development (Building 4 -southeast quad rant of 
site) and prior to "Final Bui lding Pennit Inspection" granting occupancy for Phase 4. DCC credits are not avai lable for 
this project. The widening of East Lane shall be completed to the satisfaction of the Director of Transportation and the 
Director of Development, and shall include, but not limited to the following elements: 

• The interim cross-section of the lane shall consist of a 2.0 m wide sidewalk/lighting strip and 6.0 m wide pavement. 
The extent of widening is from Alderbridge Way to at least 20 m past the parkade entrance to Bui lding 4 or as shown 
on Figure 2 whichever is greater subject to review of the plan for greenway north of this section of lane. The existing 
pavement of the lane over the length of the widening is to be resurfaced. As part of the redevelopment of the site to 
the east, the lane will be widened to 7.5 m and a ].5 m wide sidewalk will be provided. 

• The section of the existing lane north of the lane widening to be carried out by this development wi ll be converted to a 
pedestrian pathway with the current right of way dedication or as part of SROW over the closed lane that may be 
included as part of the future development to the east). A pre li minary ultimate design for the pathway (subject to 
amendment by the future development to the east with consultation with the Developer), incorporating these design 
criteria, is to be prepared by this development: connection of the lane at the north end to meet the grade of New River 
Road; providing a pedestrian crossing at the greenway; and making provisions for any utility requirements (e.g. storm 
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main). An interim design (Le. before the site east of the lane is redeveloped) is also to be prepared. The interim design 
is expected to meet all access, veh icular/pedestrian circulation, loading and utility requirements, but will not 
compromise the execution of the ultimate design. If any temporary works, includ ing stairs, to be located within the 
road dedication will need to be secured by a City encroachment agreement that ensures their ultimate removal at the 
cost of the Developer. 

• Vehicle access 10 the development from East Lane is limited to the parkade entrance to Building 4. Vehicle access to 
the site from New River Road via East Lane will be closed upon the completion of the pathway and redevelopment of 
the adjacent site to the east. 

(vi) Timing of Road and Traffic Improvements· The timing of the various road and traffic improvements is tied to the 
development phases as described elsewhere in this document and as follows. These improvements are to be completed 
prior to " Final Building Penn it Inspection" granting occupancy for the respective development phases as described on 
Figure 1 and including, but not limited to: 

• Phase 1 (Building 1 ~ southwest quadrant of site) - Alderbridge Way widening for its entire length; construction of 
entire length of Cedar bridge Way, entire length of New River Road, modification of the Future traffic signal at the 
GilbertlNew River Road intersection and construction of all frontage works facing Building I. 

• Phase 2 (Building 2 -northwest quadrant of site) • Construction of aU frontage works facing Building 2 including the 
Cedarbridge Way frontages and New River Road frontages , and the Gilbert Road widening with its frontage works 
being constructed only at the direction of the Director of Transportation in consultation with the Manager of Parks. 

• Phase 3 (Bu ilding 3 - northeast quadrant of site) • Construction of all frontages works facing Building 3 including 
those on the Cedarbridge Way and New River Road frontages. 

• Phase 4 (Building 4 - southeast quadrant of site) - All remaining frontage works are to be finished, includi ng the 
Cedarbridge Way and Alderbridge Way frontages and all East Lane works to the extent as shown on Figure 1 or 20m 
past the driveway entrance to Building 4, whichever is greater. 

NOT E: All Frontage works (including curb & gutter, bike paths, boulevards, boulevard landscaping, sidewalks and 
pedestrian and ve hicle letdowns and bus shelters as specified for each building in Figure I) are to be constructed fronting 
each building site prior to "Final Building Permit Inspection" granting issuance for each of the subject building. The 
Developer may elect to undertake more works than outlined in phases above or change the order of the phasing only with 
explicit written permission of the City's Director of Transportation and submission of a rev ised Functional Road Plan and 
T[A. 

(vii) Traffic Signals and Special Crosswalk - The fo llowing traffic contro l devices are to be provided at the fu ll cost of 
the Deve loper. Property dedication or Public Rights of Passage right-of-ways (exact dimens ions to be confirmed through 
the SA process) for the placement of traffic contro ller cabinet and other traffic signal equipment is required. The timing of 
the construction of these traffic control devices will be detennined by the city. 

• The Alderbridge Way/Cedarbridge Way intersection is to be signalized. The traffic signal requirements include: 
concrete bases, poles, conduit, junction boxes, cable, signal displays, vehicle detection devices, accessible pedestrian 
signals, illuminated street name signs, and installation of new communications conduit and cable. 

• Modifications to the futu re traffic signa ls at the Gi lbert RoadlNew River Road intersection will need to be made. The 
traffic signal modifications may include but are not limited to the following: repair, modification andlor installation of 
vehicle detection; relocation and/or replacement of traffic signal poles, bases, junction boxes, signa l heads and 
conduit; relocation of traffic signal controller cabinet and base; mod ification and/or installation of accessible 
pedestrian signals and illuminated street name signs; repair, modification and/or installation of communications cable 
(both fibre optics and copper); and property acquisition (or utility ROW) to house traffic signal equipment. 
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• A future special crosswalk signal will be constructed by the City at the Ccdarbridge WaylNew River Road 
intersection. The Developer will provide the necessary drawings for the full crosswalk signal for approval of the 
Director of Transportation. All necessary conduit pre-ducting, signal standard bases, and other necessary junction and 
equipmen t boxes will be installed by the Developer within the area of the scope of their works in a manner so that the 
Developer's transportation works will not need to be dug-up or removed to allow fo r the City' s future installation of 
the special crosswalk signa1. The Developer shall install tem porary street light po les/fi xtures on the installed bases. 
These temporary poles/fixtures arc to be tied into the street lighting circuit and should be designedlbuilt in such II 
fashion that allows them to be disconnected in the future. 

(viii) Development Vehicle Access - Vehicle access to this development will be provided via Cedarbridge Way and East 
Lane. Direct vchicle access from New River Road, Gilbert Road or Alderbridge Way will not be permitted. 

(ix) Emergency Vehiclc Access - As part of the rezoning and Servicing Agreement processes, the Developer is to consult 
the Fire-Rescue Department to ensure that the site layout and access are adequate to accommodate emergency vehicles. 
City Transportation will need to be advised of the outcome of this consultation to ensure that emergency vehicle access 
requirements are incorporated in the design of road and traffic improvements for this development. In particular, the 
consultants are to seek input from Fire-Rescue on whether the overall road and traffic improvements and the timing of 
these improvements relative to the development phases (including the interimluhimate traffic operations in the vicinity of 
Ihis development) are adequate for emergency response purposes during construction and post-occupancy. 

(x) Construction Parking and Traffic Management Plan - Prior to Building Pennit approval, the applicant is to submit a 
detailed Construction Parking and Traffic Management P lan to the satisfaction of the City. The preliminary plan is 10 
identify (for each development phase): construction vehicle access, emergency vehicle access, parking facilities for 
construction workers, and staging areas for construction vehicles and materials (facilities for staging activi ties are not 
available on any of the peripheral public roadways). The plan will require the use of proper construction traffie control 
procedures and certified personnel as per Traffic Control Manual for works on roadways (Ministry of Transportation and 
Infrastructure) ond MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570 . 

5, 20/2.. , 
Signed 
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8884 (RZ 11·585209) 

7731 and 7771 Alderbridge Way 

Bylaw 8884 

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

I. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended by adding a new sub-section 3 
to Section 8.12.4 Permitted Density as follows: 

"3. Notwithstanding Section 8.12.4.2, for the RAH2 zone the maximum floor area ratio for 
the net site area of the site located within the City Centre shown on Figure 1 below shall 
be 2.28. provided that: 

(a) the conditions in either paragraph 8.12 .4.2(a) or 8. 12.4.2(b) are complied with; and 

(b) not less than 3,538 m2 of the site is dedicated to the City as road. 

Figu re 1 

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and fonns part of 
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended by repealing the existing 
zoning designation of the following lots and designating them High Density Low Rise 
Apartments (RAH2) 

P.LD.000-859·958 
Lot 89 Section 5 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 38045 

P.LD.000·806-943 
Lot 96 Section 5 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 39888 

3497948 CNCL - 353



Bylaw 8884 Page 2 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8884". 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READfNG 

THIRD READfNG 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISHED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

349794& 
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by Sollcltor 
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City of 
Richmond Report to Committee 

_______ ______ =rf-'-'''J-''----'IWL- Ayrr. 1'0 20\ > 

To: 

From: 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

John Irving, P.Eng . MPA 

Date: April 3, 2012 

File: 10-6060-01/2012-Vol 
Director, Engineering 01 

Re: Be Hydro 20 Year Work Program in the City of Richmond 

Staff Recommendation 

That StatTreport back on Be Hydro activity and progress toward a cormnon voltage for Lulu 
Island on an annual basis. 

~ 
John Irving, P.Eng. MFA 
Director, Engineering 
(604-276-4140) 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Even with the success of the Be Hydro Power Smart program and City District Energy 
initiatives, Richmond ' s rapid growth is creating a demand for electricity that is approaching the 
limits of the existing electrical network in the City. For planning purposes, Be Hydro estimates 
an annual 3% increase in power usage within Richmond for the next 20 years and is taking steps 
to meet the existing and future demands for electricity. This staff report updates Council on Be 
Hydro network upgrade activity over the next 20 years and to highlight the level of cooperation 
between Be Hydro and City staff. 

Findings of Fact 

Riclunond is currently served by two 25 kV substations (Cambie Substation and Steveston 
Substation) and two 12 kV substations (Richmond Substation and Sea Island Substation) as 
identified in Figure 1. 
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Figure 1: Be Hydro Substations in Richmond 
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Richmond's rapid growth is creating a demand for electricity that is approaching full utilization 
of the capacity of existing substations. To meet growing demand for electricity, Be Hydro has 
signifi cant network upgrades planned over the next 20 years that will increase capacity and 
establish a common operating voltage, 25 kV, on Lulu Island. A common operating voltage wi ll 
provide operational flexibility by allowing load to be switched between substations, thereby 
enabling reduced outage durations and improving reliabi lity. The higher 25 kV operating voltage 
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will reduce the number of feeders required to serve Richmond 's electrical load and will reduce 
overall electrical losses. 

Work is under wayan a new 25 kV substation at Be Hydro's existing Kidd·2 (Kl2) transmission 
switch station at the intersection of River Drive and No.4 Road (see Figure 1) that will be 
completed in the spring 0[2016. Feeder upgrades are planned that will facilitate 
decommissioning of the 12 kV Richmond Substation by the spring 0[20 18, which will be a 
significant milestone toward a common voltage on Lulu Island. The estimated cost for the 
upgrades planned for the next two years is between $18 million and $27 million. Figures for 
subsequent years are not yet available to City staff. 

The 12 kV Sea Island Substation will also be converted to 25 kV. however, the timing of this 
upgrade will be largely dependent on the scope and timing of industrial and commercial 
development on Sea Island as this substat ion predominantly serves Sea Island. 

Attachment I is a copy of a presentation Be Hydro made to City staff regarding the scope of 
work in 201312014 and beyond. The infonnation in this presentation is preliminary and the work 
program may change significantly as the program proceeds. Having said that, the presentation 
does give the reader a sense of the breadth of the program and the number of neighbourhoods 
that will be impacted. 

Be Hydro staff is working with City stafflO identify future population distribution and 
coordinate their significant body of proposed construction work with other City infrastructure 
projects and traffic issues. For example, there is an overlap between BC Hydro feeder upgrades 
and the Metro Vancouver Gilbert Trunk Sewer replacement along the eN rai l corridor that will 
ultimately become the new River Road between Capstan Way and Gilbert Road. 

Impacts to Roads and BC Hydro Service 

The extensive upgrading ofBC Hydro infrastructure will impact a large number of 
neighbourhoods in the City. Specific projects and infomlation on impacted areas are being 
determined by Be Hydro staff and will be made available to the public as the program proceeds. 
The improvements will include significant construction effort that has potential public impacts 
including traffic disruption and electrical service impacts. City staff wi ll work with BC Hydro 
staff to minimize public impacts. 

Financial Impact 

None at this time. 

Conclusion 

Richmond's rapid growth is creating demands for electricity that are approaching the capacity of 
the existing electric power network. While the BC Hydro Power Smart program and City District 
Energy initiatives have significant impacts on reducing per capita electricity demand, city wide 
demand is projected to increase by 3% per year due to municipal growth. 
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Be Hydro is proactively planning and implementing electrical infrastructure upgrades that will 
stay ahead of the growing demand and improve system reliabi lity in the future. Hydro 's 
2013/2014 work plan includes $18 million to $27 million in system improvements over the next 
two years and this work is actively being coordinated with other City infrastructure projects to 
minimize cos and public disruption. 

d· 
Lloyd ie, P.Eng. 
Man er, Engineering Planning 
(604- 76-4075) 

LB:lb 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

John Irving, P.Eng. MPA 
Director, Engineering 

Re: Gilbert Trunk Sewer Update 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

:II; f(;tJf ~ ·19 2i?17---

Date: April 3, 2012 

File: 10-6060-03-01/2012-
Vol 01 

That the updated alignment for the Gilbert Trunk Sewer upgrade as identified in the attached 
staff report be endorsed. 

~g,p.Eng. ' 

Director, Engineerin 
(604-276-4140) 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The existing Metro Vancouver Gilbert Trunk Sewer runs from the Bridgeport Sanitary Pump 
Station (at Garden City Road and Bridgeport Road) to the Lulu Island Wastewater Treatment 
Plant via Bridgeport Road . River Road and Gilbert Road, as per the attached map. This main has 
been in service since 1970 and is the trunk sanitary conveyance for most of the City. including 
the high density City Centre. There is no redundant system for this main; therefore, it is critical 
infrastructure for maintaining sanitary sewer service to the majority of the Ci ty's residential, 
commercial, institutional and industrial customers. 

In July 20 11 , staff reported to Council Metro Vancouver's $97 million plan for replacement of 
the Gi lbert Trunk Sewer over the next five years and the proposed route for the trunk sewer. This 
report updates Council on changes to the proposed trunk sewer route and Metro Vancouver's 
proposed public process for the project. 

Findings of Fact 

P ipelioe Route Update 

Since the July 2011 staff report to Council, Metro Vancouver received input from the British 
Columbia Ministry of Transportation and I.nfrastructure on the proposed trunk sewer aligrunent. 
The Ministry expressed a preference for Sea island Way as opposed to the originally proposed, 
and Council endorsed, Bridgeport Road alignment. Metro Vancouver accepted the Ministry's 
comments and amended the trunk sewer route to include Sea Island Way. An updated route for 
the trunk sewer is provided in Attachment I as part of Mctro Vancouver's community relations 
strategy. Staff have reviewed the proposed re-alignment and have concluded that there are no net 
negative impacts. Therefore, staff recommend that the revised alignment as identified in 
attachment I be endorsed. 

Com munity Relat ions Strategy 

Metro Vancouver has developed a community relations strategy that has been included as 
Attachment I. Metro Vancouver's strategy includes: 

• Letters to affected residents and businesses, written in English and Chinese; 
• On-site construction and information s ignage; 
• The Metro Vancouver web site; 
• A Community Liaison Officer; 
• A project information line; 
• Traffic advisory radio advertisements; 
• Neighbourhood public meetings; and 
• Meetings with high impact stakeholders. 

The project will include four phases and a traffic management strategy will be developed for 
each phase. It is expected that streets will remain open; however, parking and through traffic 
may be temporari ly restricted to accommodate construction operations. 
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Mctro Vancouver has committed to work closely with the City of Richmond to ensure the impac.t 
to residents and businesses is reduced to the extent possible. Input from affected residents and 
businesses will be considered when determining mitigation measures. Metro Vancouver is 
committed to provid ing stakeholders with regular updates on construction progress and 
mitigation measures to maintain a high level of public awareness regarding the project. Updates 
will be maintained usi ng a multi-faceted approach that will include: 

• Newsletters/notices; 
• Metro Vancouver Information Centre (604-432-6200); 
• Gilbert Trunk Sewer project web page within the Metro Vancouver website; 
• Traffic advisories provided to various media; 
• Project information signs placed at strategic locations near construction; 
• Advertisements in local news papers; and 
• Neighbourhood publ ic meetings if determined necessary by Metro Vancouver. 

Financial Impact 

None at this time. 

Conclusion 

Metro Vancouver has updated the proposed Gilbert Trunk Sewer Route to include Sea Island 
Way, as opposed to Bridgeport Road, in al ignment with British Columbia Ministry of 
Transportation and Infrastructure comments on the proposed trunk sewer project. Attachment I 
maps the currently proposed trunk sewer route that includes Sea Island Way. 

Metro Vancouver has developed a community relations strategy for the Gilbert Trunk Sewer 
construction. The strategy includes meetings with stakeholders and a multi-faceted strategy for 
regularly updating stakeho lders. 

Lloyd ie, P. Eng. 
Manager, Engineering Planning 
(604-276-4075) 

LB:lb 
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Gilbert Road Trunk Sewer 
Project Overview and Consultation and Community Relations Strategy 

1. Introduction 

a) Project Overview 
Metro Vancouver (MV) owns and operates a major trunk sewer in the City of Richmond, 
which is nearing capacity, and needs to be twinned. A new sewer will be installed to provide 
increased capacity for future growth. In addition, the majority of the existing sewer will be 
rehabilitated with a small portion being relocated in order to provide operational redundancy. 
Together, the two sewers will provide sufficient capacity to service population growth 
beyond 2061 (see project route map on page 5). 

The existing sewer runs from the Bridgeport Pump Station, at Bridgeport Road and Garden 
City Road, west on Bridgeport Road , south on River Road and south on Gilbert Road to the 
Lulu Island Waste Water Treatment Plant. 

The total length of sewer to be twinned is 9.5 kilometers at a total estimated cost of 
$97 million. Due to the size of the project, construction will be phased over the next four to 
five years. Construction of the first phase, which includes the section between Bridgeport 
Road and Hollybridge Way, is scheduled lor 2012 and 2013. 

The City of Richmond has requested that the section of existing sewer located in the dyke 
along River Road, be relocated rather than rehabilitated. Working with the City of Richmond, 
Metro Vancouver has determined that the best location for the new sewer is along the 
abandoned CP Rail right-ai-way between Capstan Way and Hollybridge Way (the luture 
location of River Road), where a twin sewer will be installed. 

Metro Vancouver staff are currently working with the Ministry of Transportation and 
Infrastructure to identify the best route between the Bridgeport Pump Station and Capstan 
Way. Preliminary agreement has been reached on building the sewer from Garden City Way 
to Sea Island Way to No. 3 Road. Final approval will be subject to the receipt of a detailed 
design that is acceptable to the Ministry. 

b) Community Overview 
This project traverses a dense commercial/light industrial area at its northern extent, an area 
of institutional, municipal and dense residential use in the north-central section, a more 
single-family-oriented area moving south and into a rural area at the south extent of the 
overall project. 

c) Construction Activities 
All areas noted above will be impacted by construction. Activities associated with sewer 
main installation will include: 

• trench excavation 
• pipe installation 
• backfilling 
• valve chamber construction 
• traffic detouring and parking restrictions 
• increased noise from equipment 
• potentially evening and/or weekend work 
• restoration. 

d) Traffic delays/parking impacts: 
There are numerous civic buildings such as a fire hall, hospital and schools which will be 
impacted by the project. The northern phase of this project is mainly in a railway right-of-way 
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where there will be only moderate impacts to nearby businesses. However, subsequent 
phases on Gilbert Road will cause significant traffic delays, and the impact of these will 
depend on where in the roadway the construction occurs. 

A Traffic Management Strategy and Plan will be developed for each phase of this project. It 
is expected that all streets will remain open during construction, however, parking and 
through traffic may be temporarily restricted to accommodate the trench and material 
storage such as pipe, sand and gravel. Pedestrian and bicycle routes may also be 
temporarily relocated as required and directional signage will be posted in the area. 

e) Public Involvement 
A responsive approach to informing and receiving input from the affected community is 
required. This will be achieved through various activities such as: 

• letters to affected residents and businesses, written in English and Chinese 
• on-site construction and information signage 
• the Metro Vancouver website 
• a Community Liaison Officer 
• a project information line 
• traffic advisory radio advertisements 
• meetings with high impact stakeholders. 

Input from affected residents and businesses is considered when determining impact 
mitigation measures. In most cases, input received by Metro Vancouver shows that 
residents and businesses would like to receive regular updates and schedule information. 

Metro Vancouver will work closely with the City of Richmond to ensure impacts to residents 
and businesses is reduced to the extent possible. The commitments to impact mitigation 
made by Metro Vancouver will be highlighted in communication pieces to the community. 
Through community dialogue, adjustments to project management will be made to minimize 
impacts. 

This strategy provides an overview of public involvement activities that will be implemented 
to keep residents informed and provide opportunities for dialogue with the community. 

f} Communications Protocol 
Prior to the start of construction, Metro Vancouver will draft a Communications Protocol for 
distribution to Metro Vancouver project staff, the contractor and to City of Richmond staff 
that provides the following information: 

• Brief overview of the project 
• Key project contacts 
• Project team roles and responsibilities. 

Open communication will be the responsibility of the project team: 
• Metro Vancouver technical staff and site inspector 
• Metro Vancouver's Public Involvement Division 
• Metro Vancouver's Community Liaison Officer 
• City of Richmond staff. 
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g) Communication with City of Richmond 
The Metro Vancouver project manager will communicate regularly with City of Richmond 
staff and City of Richmond staff will be requested to assist with the following activities: 

• Review and approval of technical documents including permits, variances, etc. 
• Review and provide feedback on the Consultation and Community Relations 

Strategy 
• Attend bi-weekly project site meetings 
• Attend planning meetings at Metro Vancouver in advance of possible neighbourhood 

public meeting(s)/open house(s) 
• Advise the Metro Vancouver project manager of any issues related to current work 
• Respond to inquiries/comments from the public regarding municipal traffic issues, 

municipal water/sewer main installation, and other City issues. 

2. Consultation and Communication Activities 

Metro Vancouver provides a variety of opportunities for affected community members to 
learn more, offer input and ask questions about the project before, during and after 
construction. Discussions and meetings with affected stakeholders are conducted when 
necessary and allow for face-to-face interaction with the community . 

The following communications activities have been selected to provide information and 
opportunities for the affected community to ask questions and offer input on this project. 
These activities are the responsibility of Metro Vancouver staff unless otherwise noted. 

a) Newsletters/notices are distributed to the impacted community throughout the project 
and will be in English and Chinese, including: 
• Fact sheet describing the project 
• Pre-construction newsletters to notify the community of upcoming work 
• Update newsletters during construction to advise of changes and impacts 
• Utility interruption notices (if necessary) 
• Driveway blockage door-hanger notices (if necessary) 
• Post-construction newsletters to advise the community of the restoration schedule 

and thank them for their patience during construction. 

b) The Metro Vancouver Information Centre (604-432-6200) supports project community 
relations by: 
• Receiving calls from the public and providing general information about the project or 

by forwarding technical inquiries to appropriate staff as outlined in the 
Communications Protocol. 

c) The Public Involvement Division will create a Gilbert Road Trunk Sewer project web page 
with in the Metro Vancouver website that will provide up-to-date project and contact 
information. 

d) Metro Vancouver's Media Relations Division (Corporate Relations Department) will 
provide traffic advisories to various media regarding major road closures/crossings. 

e) Project information signs will be placed at strategic locations near the construction 
area to inform the surrounding community of current and upcoming work. 
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f) A Community Liaison Officer (CLO) has been assigned to this project and will be most 
involved when construction is closer to residences and businesses along Gilbert Road. 
The Metro Vancouver CLO will support project community relations by: 
• Visiting the construction s.ite and nearby residents and businesses on a weekly basis 
• Obtaining input from those affected by the construction 
• Providing updates to those affected by construction 
• Tracking issues, input, questions and complaints from the community. 

g) Advertisements will be placed in local English and Chinese newspapers as needed, 
particularly during major closures of roads or public spaces. 

h) Neighbourhood public meeting(s) will be held if determined necessary by Metro 
Vancouver staff and will provide an opportunity for community members to discuss the 
project, their concerns and the potential impacts. Neighbourhood public meetings will 
likely not be held during the first phase of the project as the work is located in a primarily 
commercial/light industrial area and will have minor impacts to the community . Metro 
Vancouver may, however, hold a neighbourhood public meeting or open house for future 
phases in which construction will be located in a dense residential area of Gilbert Road, 
as well as a more residential-oriented area moving south and into a rural area at the 
south extent of the overall project. 

Meetings will be attended by Metro Vancouver engineering and public involvement staff. 
Municipal staff will be requested to attend to speak to issues under their jurisdiction (e.g. 
city water mains, traffic management, etc.). 

3. Evaluation 
Evaluation is an ongoing process to better selVe the needs of the affected community 
members while at the same time demonstrating openness to feedback. Throughout the 
various construction stages, Metro Vancouver will receive input from the community, project 
team, site inspector, CLO, municipal staff, and other interested parties. 

Input will then be summarized and Metro Vancouver will review the effectiveness of its 
activities in meeting the consultation and community relations objectives listed in section two 
of this document. 

Feedback from residents and businesses, project team members, municipal staff and other 
stakeholders will ensure that the consultation and community relations process is 
transparent and responsive to community interests. 
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4. Gilbert Road Trunk Sewer Route Maps 
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GREATER VANCOUVER SEWERAGE & DRAINAGE DISTRICT 
GILBERT RD. TRUNK SEWER No.2 - PHASE 1 

SCALE: 12,500 

5987608 

KEY PIAN OJ/0412012 
X-G02 

5 

CNCL - 383



Gilbert Road Trunk Sewer 
Project Overview and Consultation and Community Relations Strategy 

5987608 
6 

CNCL - 384



City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To ft6f ~ Apv. 1'0 ")B(2--

To: Date: March 28, 2012 

From: 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

Cecilia Achiam, MCIP, BCSLA File: 10-6600-10-01 /2012-
Interim Director, Sustain abil ity and District 
Energy 
John Irving, P.Eng. MPA 
Director, Engineering 

Vol 01 

Re: Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No 8641 Amendment Bylaw No 8892 

Staff Recommendation 

That the Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641, Amendment Bylaw No. 8892 be 
introduced and given first, second and third reading. 
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Cecilia Achiam, MCIP, BCSLA 
Interim Director, Sustainabi lity and District Energy 
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Siaff Report 

Origin 

In 2010, Council adopted the Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641 establishing the 
charges that constitute the rate for the service of deli vering the energy fo r space heating and 
cooling and domestic hot water within the Alexandra District Energy Utility (ADEU) service 
area. 

The purpose of this report is to recommend an amended ADEU rate structure and the rate for the 
year 2012. 

This initiative aligns with Council Term Goal # 8.1, which states : 

IlSustaillability - Contillued implemelltatioll ami significant progress towards achieving tile 
City's Sustaillobility Framework, lIml associated targels." 

Background 

In 20 I 0, Council adopted the Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 864 1 establishing the 
regulatory fTamework for the ADEU. On January 10,2011, Council adopted the Alexandra 
District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641, Amendment Bylaw No. 8688 which expanded the 
service area of the ADEU to include most orthe Alexandra neighbourhood. This gives the 
ADEU the potential to service up to 3100 residential units and 1.1 million sq. ft. of commercial 
space at build out over an estimated IOta 15 year period. 

The ADEU was established on the concept that all capita1 and operating costs will be recovered 
through revenues from user fees, making the ADEU cost neutral over time. 

Council adopted an objective to provide end users with annua1 energy costs that are less than or 
equal to conventional system energy costs based on the same level of service. It is anticipated that 
the proposed revised utility rate structure will achieve this objective. As new developments ti e in 
to the ADEU system, staffwilJ continuously monitor energy costs and review the rate structures 
with the objective that the average annual energy costs for end users will not exceed a 
conventional system energy cost for the same level of service. 

Staffare preparing a separate report to Council in Spring 2012 with recommendations related to 
governance models, fi nancing options, and the incremental implementation of the ADEU. 

Analysis 

Schedule C of the ADEU Bylaw No. 8641 defines the charges that constitute the rate for the 
service. These charges are: a fixed capacity charge (tied to the building gross fl oor area), and a 
variable volumetric charge (tied to the energy consumed by the customer). 

At the time this rate structure was developed, the infonnation about the peak energy demand and 
annual energy eonswnplion for the buildings to be connected to the ADEU was very limited. The 
only certain infonnation was the gross floor area of the buildings. In order to provide certainty to 
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developers and their customers with respect to the cost of energy and assurance to the City that the 
revenue collected will support the utility business case, lhe rate was set with 100% weight on the 
charge tied to the floor area of the building. In 20 I 0 the rale for the 201 1 calendar year was set at 
$0.08 per square foot per month of the gross floor area, with the vo lumetric charge left at $0.00 per 
kilowatt hour as adopted by Council. 

Since then the City has received energy modeling reports summarizing the expected heating and 
cooling loads for the first few developments in the area. Even though the energy loads vary to some 
extent between the developments, the energy modeling reports have given us a better understanding 
of the expected energy loads and consumption. 

As we are now able to forecast energy use more accurately. we are not as reliant on the singular flat 
rate for certainty. and we can shift the weighting towards the objectives of equity and conservation 
from which all the ADEU customers, existing and new, will benefit. 

The ADEU was established on the basis that all capital and operating costs would ultimately be 
recovered through revenues from user fees, making the ADEU financially self-sustaining over 
the long term. The intent of amending the rate structure is to ensure guaranteed revenue necessary 
to recover the capital and operating costs, and at the same time, to encourage the energy 
conservation and building's high energy efficiency. The rate structure though, is designed to 
provide end users with annual energy costs that are less than or equal to conventional system energy 
costs based on the same level of service as directed by Council. 

The industry-standard practice is to have a rate structure that is comprised of separate capacity and 
energy charges aiming to recover fixed (capital and operating) costs and variable (operating) costs. 
These charges are based on the building capacity and energy usage. 

Three options of the rate structure are presented for consideration as follows: 

1. Leave the rate structure as is. 
2. Leave the Capacity Charge as is and introduce the Volumetric Charge. 
3. Reduce the charge tied to the gross floor area, and introduce charges tied to the peak energy 

demand and annual energy demand. 

Option I - Leave the rate structure as is (Not recommended). 

This rate would be comprised of: 

I. Capacity Charge - monthly charge of$0.08 per square foot of the building gross floor 
area; and 

2. Volumetric Charge - charge of $0.00 per megawatt hour of energy consumed by the 
building. 

The rate structure under this option would not encourage the developers to build energy efficient 
buildings over lime. This could result in the increased capitaJ cost necessary to build energy 
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generalion assets to meet the peak energy demand of the "un-efficient" buildings. The capacity 
charge would have to be increased to recover the capital costs. Consequently, over time, the energy 
cost to the customers may increase above the energy cost for the conventional system. 

In addition, this rate structure would not encourage the customers to conserve the energy, which 
could result in higher costs in the electricity and gas required to generate the energy delivered to 
customers. This would have a negative impact on the variable operating costs of the ADEU. 

Option 2 - Leave the Capacity Charge as is and introduce the Volumetric Charge (Not 
recommended). 

This rate would be comprised of: 

1. Capacity Charge - monthly charge of $0.08 per square foot of the building gross floor 
area; and 

2. Volumetric Charge - charge of$2.25 per megawatt hour of energy consumed by the 
building. 

This rate structure would increase incentives to conserve energy, but would not encourage the 
developers to bui ld energy efficient buildings. This could result in the increased capital cost 
necessary to build energy generation assets to meet the peak energy demand of buildings that are 
not designed for optimal energy efficiency. As a result, the capacity charge would have to be 
increased to recover the capital costs. Consequently, over time, the energy cost to the customers 
may increase above the energy cost for the conventional system. 

Option 3 - Reduce the charge tied to the gross floor area, and introduce charges tied to the 
peak energy demand and annual energy demand (Recommended). 

This rate would be comprised of: 

1. Capacity Charge - monthly charge of $0.075 per square fOOl of the building gross floor 
area, and a monthly charge of $ 1.00 per kilowatt of the annual peak heating load supplied 
by DEU as shown in the energy modeling report required under Section 21. I.(c); and 

2. Volumetric Charge - charge of$3.20 per megawatt hour of energy consumed by the 
building. 

The rate structure under this option follows the industry-standard practice of having separate 
capacity and energy charges based on the building energy capacity and energy usage. The Capacity 
Charge will aim to recover the capital investment and fixed operating costs, while the 
Volumetric Charge will aim to recover the cost of consumed electri city and gas required to 
generate the energy delivered to a customer (variable operating costs). 

The charge tied to the peak energy demand will encourage the developers to build energy 
efficient buildings, and the charge tied to the annual energy demand will encourage the 
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customers to conserve the energy. At the same time, this rate structure will ensure guaranteed 
revenue necessary to recover the capital investment and operating costs. 

At this point, the proposed rate is still mainly based on the gross floor area to amortize the 
impact of the rate structure change on the developments that are in-stream (various stages of 
bui lding permit and construction). As the City starts metering the diSlriCl energy consumption by 
individual buildings after the system becomes operational, more accurate data on the actual 
energy loads will become available. This information will be used to help calculate annual rate 
adj ustments going forward that continue to encourage energy conservation and efficiency. 

The proposed rate is also in line with the Council objective to provide end users with arumal 
energy costs that are less than conventional system energy costs based on the same level of service. 
In comparison with the existing rate structure, the proposed rate structure is estimated to increase 
overall cost for service by 4% for 2012, which would be equal to $0.083/ft2/month. This increase 
is in line with the most recent Be Hydro rate increase of3.91%. 

Consultation 

Staff have consulted with the Urban Development Lnstitute (UDI), local landowners and 
developers on this rate structure. Staff presented the rate structure at the montWy UDI meeting 
in March. In addition, a memorandum (Attachment 1) clarifying the proposed amended rate 
structure and new rate for 2012 has been di stributed to these stakeholder groups for review and 
comment. The only comment received to date was that the customers buying units in the ADEU 
area want to know if their energy cost will be comparable with the energy costs from the 
conventional system. Upon further analysis of the estimated annual energy consumption for the 
first few developments (still under construction), the annual cost of energy with the proposed 
rate for 2012 will be less than or equal to conventional system energy costs based on the same level 
orservice. 

Financial Impact 

The rate structure outlined in the proposed Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641, 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8892 (Attachment 2), represents full cost recovery for the delivery of 
energy within the ADEU service area. Considerable effort has been made to minimize tJle impact 
of this rate structure change on the developments that are in-stream (various stages of building 
pennit and construction). 

Conclusion 

The amendment bylaw presented with this report support Council's objective to provide end users 
within the ADEU service area with annual energy costs that are less than conventional system 
energy costs based on the same level of service. Staff will continuously monitor energy costs and 
review the rate structures with the objective of ensuring that the average annuaJ energy costs for 
end users will not exceed a conventional system energy cost for the same level of service. The 
proposed rate structure encourages energy conservation and efficiency, while at the same time 
wi ll ensure some recovery of costs necessary to offset initial capital investment and ongoing 
operating costs. 
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Staff will report back to Council towards the end of 20 12 to provide recommendations on rate 
changes for 2013 and any changes with financial projections. 

hP~ 
Alen Postolka, P.Eng, CEM, CP 
District Energy Manager 
(604-276-4283) 

Attachment 1 ADEU 2012 Rates - Memo to Developers 
Attachment 2 Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 864 I 

Amendment Bylaw No. 8892 

3499375 
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City of 
Richmond 

To: Urban Development Institute 

From: Alen Postolka, P.Eng., CEM, CP 
District Energy Manager 

ATfACHMENT I 

Memorandum 
Community Services Department 

Sustainability 

Date: March 26, 2012 

File: 10-6600-10-01/2012-VoI01 

Re: Alexandra District Energy Utility 2012 Rate Consultation 

In 2010, Council adopted the Alexandra District Energy Utili ty Bylaw No. 8641. Schedule C orlhe 
Bylaw, defines the charges that constitute the rate for the service. These charges are; a fixed 
capacity charge (tied to the build ing gross floor area), and a variable vo lumelric charge (tied to the 
energy consumed by the customer). 

At the lime this rate structure was developed, the infonnation about the peak energy demand and 
annual energy consumption for the buildings to be connected to the ADEU was very limited. The 
only certain infomlation was the gross floor area of the bui ldings. In order to provide certainty to 
developers and their customers with respect to the cost of energy and certainty to the City that the 
revenue collected will support the utility business case, the rate was set with 100% weight on the 
charge tied to the floor area of the bui ld ing. In 2010 the rate for the 2011 calendar year was set at 
$0.08 per square foot per month of the gross floor area, with the volumetric charge left at $0.00 per 
ki lowau hou r. 

Since then the City has received energy modeling reports summarizing the expected healing and 
cooling loads for the first few developments in the area. Even though the energy loads vary to some 
extent between the developments, the energy model ing reports have given us a better understanding 
of the expected energy loads and consumption. 

As we arc now able to forecast the energy use more accurately, we arc looking to move towards the 
morc reaJ istic rale structure from which all the ADEU customers, existing and new, will benefi t. In 
addition the rates need to be adjusted for 2012 to reflect increases in projected operating costs. 

The proposed 2012 rate structure is as follows: 

1. Capacity Charge changed to consist of: 
<1. MontWy charge of$0.075 per square foot of the building gross floor area, and 
h. Monthly charge of $1.00 per kilowatt of the buildi ng peak heating load as showed 

in the energy modeling report required under Section 2 1 . I.(c) 

2. Volumetric Charge increased: 
a. Charge of$3.20 per megawatt hour of energy consumed by the bui lding . 
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The proposed 2012 rate structure follows the industry·standard practice of having separate 
capacity and energy charges based on the contract capacity and metered usage. The Capacity 
Charge will aim to recover the capital cost of the infrastructure. axed O&M costs. metering and 
invoicing, while the Volumetric Charge will ai m to recover the cost of consumed electricity and 
gas required to generate the energy delivered to a customer. 

In comparison with the existing rate structure, the proposed 2012 rate structure is estimated to 
increases overall cost for service by 4% for 20 12, which wou ld be approx imately equal to 
$0.083/ft2. This increase is in line with the most recent Be Hydro rate increase 0[3.91%. This 
rate is also in line with the City Council objective to provide end users with annual energy costs 
that are less than conventional system energy costS based on the same level of service. 

As the City starts metering the district energy consumption by individual buildings after the 
system becomes operational, there will be more accurate data on the actual energy loads. This 
information will be used to help calculate annual rate adjustments going forward that continue to 
encourage energy conservation and efficiency. 

Staff arc proposing to bring forward the proposed rate changes for Counc il's consideration in 
April, and arc seeking feedback from VDI members prior to Wednesday, April 4, 2012. 

For further information please contact the undersigned at apostolka@richmond.caor604-276-
4283. 

1/(1/2 fJ/r;h~ 
. Alen Postolka, P.Eng. , CEM, CP 

District Energy Manager 

AP:ap 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8892 

Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641, Amendment Bylaw 
No. 8892 

The Council of the City ofRiciunond enacts as follows: 

I. Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641 is amended by deleting Schedule C in 
its entirety and substituting Schedule C attached to and fanning part of this bylaw. 

2. This ByJaw is cited as "Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641, 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8892". 

FIRST READING 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
!orcontanl by 

orlgln.rlng 

.45 
APPROVED 
farleg.lity 

~ 
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Bylaw 8892 Page 2 

SCHEDULE C to BYLAW NO. 8641 

Rates and Charges 

RATES FOR SERVICES 

The fo llowing charges wi1l constitute the Rates for Services: 

350155 1 

(a) Capacity charge - a monthly charge of $0.075 per square foot of gross floor area, 
and a monthly charge of $1.00 per kilowatt of the annual peak heating load 
supplied by OED as shown in the energy modeling report required under Section 
21.1.(c); and 

(b) Volumetric charge - a charge of $3.20 per megawatt hour of Energy returned 
from the Heat Exchanger and Meter Set at the Designated Property. 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8892 

Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641, Amendment Bylaw 
No. 8892 

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

1. Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 864J is amended by deleting Schedule C in 
its entirety and substituting Schedule C attached to and fonning part of this bylaw. 

2. This Bylaw is cited as "Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641, 
Amendment Bylaw No. 8892". 

Frn.ST READING 

SECOND READING 

THrn.o READING 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

Al'PROVED 
for c:om.nt by _ ...... 
/.;> 

APPROVED 
lori_lily 
by SoIk:1tor 

@b 
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SCHEDULE C to BYLAW NO. 8641 

Rates and Charges 

RATES FOR SERVICES 

The fo llowing charges will constitute the Rates for Services: 

351)1551 

(a) Capacity charge - a monthly charge of $0.075 per square foo t of gross floor area, 
and a monthly charge of $1.00 per kilowatt of the annual peak heating load 
suppl ied by OEU as shown in the energy modeling report required under Section 
21.1.(c); and 

(b) Volumetric charge - a charge of $3 .20 per megawatt hour of Energy returned 
from the Heat Exchanger and Meter Set at the Designated Property. 
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City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

In fWf -Ap'. \~ 2lN2 ~ 
To: Public Works and Transportation Committee Date: April 12, 2012 

From: Cecilia Achiam File: 10-<3125-04-01/2012-
Interim Director, Sustainabmty and District Vol 01 
Energy 

Re: Continuation of Enhanced Pesticide Management Program 

Staff Recommendation · 

1. That the Enhanced Pesticide Management Program as described in the staff report titled 
"Enhanced Pesticide Management Program Review", dated February 8, 2011 , including 
the TFT Environmental Coordinator, be approved to continue on a temporary basis until 
the province takes action on the use of pesticides for cosmetic purposes; and 

2. That staff will report back to Council when the provincial Special Committee on Cosmetic 
Pesticides recommendations are made public. 

Cecilia PI hiam, BCSLA, MCIP 
Interim Director, Sustainability and District Energy 
(604) 276-4122 

Atl. 2 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED TO: CONCUR~E CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER - , 

Budgets Y~D - vU CL-v<. J:;-. . 
Parks Y 0 /'" 

REVIEWED BY TAG YES NO REVIEWED BY CAO YES/ NO 

GZf~ D 0191 D , 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The Enhanced Pesticide Management Program (EPMP) has been approved in the 2012 base 
budget, including the TFT Enviromnental Coordinator position. This report requests Council to 
approve the continuation of the EPMP until the province takes action on the use of pesticides for 
cosmetic purposes. 

Analysis 

The EPMP was adopted by Council on Apri127, 2009. At Council's request, a review of the 
EPMP was provided in February 2011 and the program was approved to continue on a temporary 
basis for 20 11 (Attachment I). In 2012, the EPMP was approved in the base utility budget. 

During the development and implementation of the EPMP, Council requ.ested regular updates on 
the status of the provincial consultation and action on cosmetic pesticide use to determine 
direction on the EPMP and future staffing needs for the program. Most recently, the province 
struck a Special Committee on Cosmetic Pesticide to consider "the scope of any ban on the safe 
and use of pesticides, including those used solely for cosmetic purposes; and any appropriale 
exemptions and restrictions on the sale and use, which may apply. " An updated memorandum 
on the Special Committee on Cosmelic Pesticide Proceedings was sent to Council on February 
15, 2012 (Attachment 2). The Special Committee is expected to provide recommendations to 
the Legislative Assembly some time during the spring cabinet session. The impact of the 
committee's recommendations may not be fully articulated until the fall of20 12 or well into 
2013. 

Attachment 1 highlights the 2010 EPMP elements. Below are the highlights from the 20 11 
EPMP: 

• Approx. 5000 Pesticide Use Control (PUC) Bylaw information and Environmental 
Sustainability workshops brochures distributed: 

o to City facilities 
o to the general public during City Events 
o In local pesticide retailers at point of sale 

• 56 Natural Gardening and Lawn care workshops, including 2 in Chinese languages. 
• Advertisements and promotion for the PUC Bylaw (e.g. local newspapers, Leisure Guide, 

City website, community events etc.). 

• Organized and hosted Tree Health and Biological Control workshops for Parks 
Operations Staff. 

• Held infonnation booths on Natural Gardening and Pest Solutions during City Events 
and at Steveston Farmer and Artisan Market. 

• Responded to over 60 calls and information requests from public and local landscapers 
regarding the EPMP. 

• Staff accompanied Community Bylaw officers to visit 8 Richmond retailers of cosmetic 
pesticides 

o All 8 agreed to provide the City PUC Bylaw information at point of sale 
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o Three retailers continue to offer only Permitted Pesticides in their stores 

• Developed and implemented an in-house monitoring program to determine the efficiency 
of Parks and Recreation ' s use of com gluten meal for the Sports Field Herbicide 
Program. 

• While no tickets were issued, the staff assisted Community Bylaws with complaints and 
conducted on-site visits with Bylaw staff to educate residents on alternatives to traditional 
pesticides. 

• Numerous infonnation and complaints calls, e-mails and front of house requests to 
support compliance of the Bylaw were responded to by staff (- 60). 

• Assisted drafting: 
o The City' s response to Health Canada Pest Management Registration Agency' s 

Re-Evaluation program (REV2010-18) Consultation 

o Letter to Richmond MLA John Yap, appointee to the Special Committee on 
Cosmetic Pesticides, re-iterating the City's commitment to reducing the use and 
exposure to pesticides for cosmetic purposes 

o The City ' s Response to the Special Committee on Cosmetic Pesticides 
Consultation 

• Developed and published Giant Hogweed Identification and Response webpage on City 
website; and 

• Assisted residents to respond to Giant Hogweed reports, concems and removal 
information on their property. 

Once the provincial Special Committee recommendations are made public, staff will come 
forward with a Report to Council highlighting the committee findings. In the meantime, staff are 
seeking Council approval to continue the EPMP, including the TFT Environmental Coordinator, 
until the province takes action on the use of pesticides for cosmetic purposes. 

Financial Impact 

The total financial impact of the EPMP is $115,136, which covers staff salary, enforcement and 
community outreach. The program funding is included in the approved 2012 Environmental 
Programs, Sanitary and Recycling utility budget. No new funding is being requested. 
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Conclusion 

Since Council's adoption of the EPMP, the City has received significant recognition from other 
local governments and industry for this comprehensive program and is often cited for its 
rigourous bylaw and innovative outreach content. Approval to continue the EPMP until the 
province takes action on cosmetic pesticide use will ensure that this program will continue to 
achieve Council's directive to control the use of traditional pesticides for cosmetic purposes. 

Staff will come forward with a report outlining the recommendations from the Special 
Committee on Cosmetic Pesticides and potential future provincial actions as they are made 

PUb~liC. Yd'\~~ 

Lesley Dou , B.Sc., R.P.Bio. 
Mgr, Environmental Sustainability 
(604-247-4672) 

LD:ld 

Attachment I Enhanced Pesticide Management P.~ograrn Reyiew 

Attachment 2 Special Committee on Cosmetic Pesticide 
Proceedings Update 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works and Transportation Comm~ee 

Cecilia Achlam 

ATTACHMENT I 

Report to Committee 

Date: February 8th, 2011 

File: 10-6125-04-0112011-
Interim Director, Sustainablllty and District Energy 
Senior Program Manager, CPMG, CAO'. Office 

Vol 01 

Re: Enhanced Pesticide Management Program Review · 

Staff Recommendation 

That the Enhanced Pesticide Management Program (EPMP) as described in the staff report titled 
"Erthanced Pesticide Management Program Review," dated February 8, 2011 be approved to 
continue on a temporary basis for 2011. 

Cecilia A hiam, MCIP, BCSLA 
Interim Director, Sustainability and District Energy 
Senior Program Manager, CPMG, CAO's Office 
(604-276-4122) 

At!. 3 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF·GENERAL MANAGER 

Budgets Y~NO P'7,('"' , 
Engineering Y NO 
Community Bylaws Y~O 
Park, Maintenance and Operations Y NO 

REVlEWEO BY TAG -Er NO REVIEWED BYCAO G W NO 
. '~~ 0 0 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The Pesticide Use Control Bylaw No. 8514 was adopted by Council on October 16, 2009 as 
recommended in the April 16, 2009 report from the Director of Parks and Public Works 
Operations. entitled "Pesticide Use Management in Richmond". This report responds to items 2 
and 3 of Council's resolution from the Apri127. 2009 Council meeting: 

1. Thatthestqff report dated April 16, 2009 from the Director of Parks ami Public Works 
Operations, entitled "Pesticide Use Management in Richmond" be received/or 
Information; 

2. That Option 4 (as ouillned In the stq/Jreport dated April 16, 2009 from the Director 0/ 
Parks and Public Works Operations, entitled "Pesticide Use Management in 
Rlchmond'~. be enacted and related policies and procedures be reviewed in one year to 
measure its effecliveness and improve it; and 

3. That the timing a/budgetary Implications be reviewed. 

Background 

'This report provides a review of the Enhanced Pesticide Management Program (EPMP). 
identifies challen,ges and provides recommendations for improving the Program. The EPMP 
comprises five main components: Corporate Reduction; Education and Community Partnerships; 
Senior Government Regulation; Municipal Regulation; and CostlResource Implication 
(Attachment 1). 

Since the adoption of the full EPMP and the Pesticide Use Control (PUC) Bylaw No. 85)4 in 
2009, • number of related actions have taken place locally and at the provincial level: 

• Eight municipalities have recently adopted cosmetic pesticide bylaws, for a total of 34 
municipal cosmetic pesticide bylaws province wide. 

• The Province posted a summary of comments received during the Cosmetic Use of 
Pesticides In British Columbia Consultation (including those provided by City staff). 
Over 8;000 comments were submitted to the Ministry of Environment. To date the 
Ministry has not indicated any "next stepsU towards the development of a Provincial 
Cosmetic Pesticide Regulation. 

• The Ministry of Forest and Range (MoFR) carried out the Richmond Aerial Gypsy Moth 
Program as part of the provincial Gypsy Moth Eradication Program. The TFT 
En,viro~ental Coordinator responded to a number of phone calls and e-mails from 
residents about the pesticide used and its relationship to the City's new Bylaw. The 
MoFR has recently infonned City staff thet there will be no aerial spray program for 
Gypsy Moth in 2011 due to the successful results of the 2010 Spray Program. 

• Staff confinned the first location of giant hogweed in Richmond in May 20 I O. A local 
media campaign in July and August 2010 helped identify more sites on private and City 
properties. All hogweed plants on City property were manually removed. Re·growth on 
City sites is being monitored, however site constraints press consideration for traditioruil 
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• 

• 

(i.e. non-exempted) pesticide treatments. The media campaign and approach to giant 
hogweed control required significant staff resources. The TFT Environmental 
Coordinator was the technical expert and lead staff person to design the 
response/treatment plan for giant hogweed conb'ol as well as provide technical direction 
for the media campaign. . 

The TFf Environmental Coordinator confitmed the first location of the common reed 
(Phragmltes australis subsp. australis) for the province on City property: This weed 
poses a significant risk to City infrastructure, biodiversity and agricultural productivity; 
warranting further consideration for traditional pesticide treatment. 

In September 2010, the Union of British Columbia Municipalitie, endorsed resolution 
B28, brought forwerd by the City of Coquitlam, advocating "( ... ) that the Province oj 
British Co/umbla enact provincia//egls/atlon that will ban the sale and use oj cosmetic 
pesticides province-wide. " 

Ana)y.l. 

As previously reported by the Canadian Centre for Pollution Prevention (C2P2)' the efficiency 
of an EPMP, including the success of a regulatory cosmetic pesticide bylaw, depends on the 
implementation of a strong education and cornmunity outreach program. Bylaw compliance is 
diffioult to measure and therefore challenging to enforce. The City's BPMP 18kes a 
comprehensive approach to the cosmetic pesticide issue by placing emphasis on: Education and 
Community Partnership; Corporate Reduction; Senior Government Regulation; Pesticide Use 
Control Byla.w; and CostlResource Implications. The following is a review of the EPMP 
Program Highlights in addition to an overview of Challenges and 
Improvements/Recommendations for the 2011 Program. 

EPMP Highlights 

The following list highlights key actions and initiatives undertaken over the past 12 months to 
assist the City' s implementation of a successful RPMP (See Attachment 2 for a full list of 
EPMP achievements): . 

• Hiring of a Temporary Full· Time (TFT) Environmental Coordinator to implement the 
RPMP in accordance with the program endorsed by Council (February 2010) 

• 44,000 Pesticide Use Control (pUC) Bylaw Information inserts sent with utility bills 
(February 2010) 

• 65,000 PUC Bylaw Information inserts sent with property tax bills (May 2010) 
• 5,000 PUC Bylaw Information inserts distributed to City facilities, retailers, and to the 

general public during events 
• 37 Natural Gardening and Lawn Care Workshops, including two Chinese langnage 

workshops 
• Advertisements and promotion for the PUC Bylaw (e.g. local newspapers, Leisure 

Guide, City website, community events etc.) 

I The Impact ofBy-LaW3 and Public Educalfon Programs OIl Red14cJng the Cosmetic INon-Essen/lal, Ru(denl/QI Use of 
Peslfctdtl: A Belt P,acIlcu Re'Jiew, (2004). Canadian Cantre for Pollution Prevention and Cullbridgc Marketing and 
Communications! http://www.c2p20nllne.comIdocumonlsIPesticldesBestPracticcR.evlew.PINAL040324.pdf 
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• 143 PUC ~ylaw infonnation inserts, surveys and training opportunity invitations sent to 
all licensed landscapers operating in Richmond 

• 20 City staff and six licensed Richmond landscapers attended a Peslielde Free Weed 
Management Tralnlilg workshop hosted by the City in partnership with the British 
ColwnbiaLandscape and Nursery Association (November 19,2010). An additional 
spring training workshop is currently being developed 

• Infonna1 surveys suggest high community awareness ofBPMP (i.e. - 79% ofresponses) 
• Staff visited 8 Richmond retailers of cosmetic pesticides 

o All 8 agreed to provide the City PUC Bylaw information at point of sale 
o Three'retailers have since removed non-exempted pesticides from their shelves 

• Parks and Recreation Department has dramatically expanded the use of exempted (i.e. 
permitted) pesticides such as horticultural vinegar (Le. acetic acid) and com gluten meal 
since adoption of the PUC Bylaw 

• City staff purchased two Greensteam machines which utilize high temperature steam to 
control weeds on City hardscapes 

• City staff are collaborating on a number of pilot weed control programs to detennine the 
effectiveness of new products on the market 

• Community Bylaws Division have reported two pesticide use incidents and no municipal 
tickets have been issued wtder the new PUC Bylaw. While there were no tickets issued, 
the TFT Environmental Coordinator assisted Community Bylaws with complaints and 
conducted on·site visits with Bylaw staff. The TFf Envirorunental Coordinator also 
fielded nwnerous information and complaints calls, e-mails andfront o/house requests 
to support voluntary compliance of the Bylaw. 

• Letter sent by Mayor and Council to the Province to support the introduction of 
province·wide legislation prohibiting the cosmetic use of pesticides 

• Staff applied for funding ($12,000) to Environment Canada to develop an invasive plant 
management best practices strategy (December 2010) 

EPMP ChalleDge. 

Corporate Reduction 
This first year of transition under the EPMP required a significant change in the City's weed 
management programming. The new program necessitated a paradigm shift for City landscape 
management that now requires a higher demand on staff labour resulting from greater 
dependency on mechanical and labour intensive approaches, with the following consequences: 

• Selected shrob medians, beds and borders are in the process of being changed to turf grass in 
effort to reduce the additioDallabour costs resulting from the additional weeding; 

• Exempted pesticides now used by staff may be more costly or less efficient than non· 
exempted pesticides, demanding more frequent application and staff time in order to obtain 
similar results. For example, hardscapes such as boulevards, sidewalks and walkways which 
.used to require two annual applications of glyphosate for maintenance, now require three 
applications of horticultural vinegar. (Attachment 3); 
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• Planted medians, beds and gardens in popular areas, such as City Centre, now require more 
frequent tehding to manually control weed growth, with some locations r~quiring up to 
seven visits per year to maintain the standards expected. As a result, staff labour is 
concentrated on high priority, publicly visible landscapes; 

• Parks Operations has experienced a significant increase in vegetation management 
complaints since Bylaw implementation. 

The cost of weed management in the City has increased considerably this year, and will remain 
elevated during this adaptation period. Scientific literature cites that a minimwn 25% inc~ease in 
costs is typically anticipated when an organization moves from the use of non-exempted 
pesticides to exempted pesticides2

• Staff anticipate that while Parks costs may continue to 
increase over the next few years as new methods, machines and products are piloted on the 
various. City landscapes, over time as innovation continues, processes evolve and new methods, 
machines and products increase. costs shouid stabilize or decrease. The immediate establishment 
of a well-resourced, efficient and effective program will position the City to best manage City 
lands with a sustainable approach, resulting in pest reduction' for the conununity. 

Education and Community Partnerships 
Following the findings from the previously sourced C2P2 study, the City has taken a very 
proactive approach to Education and Conununity Partnerships and targeted a broad andience. 
Though ambitious and amongst the most comprehensive in the lower mainland, the BPMP's 
success is difficult to measure. Due to the City's inability to access actual sales data for non~ 
exempted pesticides sold in Richmond, it is very difficult to verify an actual reduction in non8 
exempted pesticides used on residential lands. However, overall community awareness of the 
EPMP and Bylaw appears to be high, based on infonna1 surveys and general conununity 
feedback from City staff attendance at public events (e.g. Steveston Fanners Market). 

Senwr Government Regulation 
Despite the over 8,000 responses to the Province's Cosmetic Use of Pes/lcldes in British 
Columbia Consultation paper, there are no indications of further action towards a provincial 
regulation at this time. The TFT Environmental Coordinator will continue to liaise with the 
province to ensure inclusion on any further consultation. To date, staff effort has been focussed 
on lobbying for the development of provincial regulation and exploring partnership opportunities 
locally. 

Pesticide Use Control Bylaw No. 8514 
Since the adoption of the EPMP, both giant hogweed and the common reed have been confirmed 
in the City of Richmond. Giant hogweed is an invasive plant that presents ecological, 
infrastructure, agricultural and human health risks while the conunon reed presents significant 
ecological, infrastructure, and agricultural risk. Both species have the potential to expand their 
range ifnot dealt with in an aggressive manner. Use ofa traditioIiaJ pesticide (e.g. glyphosate) 
may prove the best eradication tool to reduce the risks outlined above for both species, yet the 
Bylaw does not cWTently permit this use on residential or City ovmed land. 

a Kllmpenaar et:a1., 2007. Trade offbetween cost, and envIronmental effects a/weed control on pavement8. Crop Protection, Vol. 
26, pp 430435. 
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Another significant challenge posed by the Bylaw is the lack of provisions for the use of new 
generation, low-toxicity. domestic pesticides that have been licensed through the federal 
Pesticide Management Regulatory Agency (PMRA) and approved for sale in other provinces, yet 
not classified as exempted on the Provincial Integrated Pest Management Regulations, Schedule 
2 ~ Excluded Pesticides list. Ministry of Environment staff have indicated no intention of 
amending Schedule 2 in the near future. 

In the absence of any action towards provincial cosmetic regulation, staff continue to focus on 
the delivery of an efficient EPMP, including the new Bylaw. This spring staff will bring forward 
proposed amendments to the Bylaw that include an exemption for infestations to deal with the 
risk posed by invasive species (i.e. giant hogweed and common reed) and the inclusion of new 
generation domestic pesticides licensed through the PMRA on Schedule A for Council 
consideration. 

CostIResource Implications 
Shifting away from a traditi9nal approach to pesticide management requires a strategic and 
comprehensive plan. The EPMP enacted by COWlcil enabled a program with significant rigour 
and strong foundation to adjust to this new era of pesticide management. To date, the most 
significant Program chalIenge lies in the cost and resource implications to manage weeds on City 
lands in a cost-effective and risk reducing manner. The new suite of non-traditional pesticides 
requires more labour. morc pesticide (i.e. volume and frequency of spray) and more mechanical 
treatment. This reality is coupled with the recent detection of two Dew high-risk invasive plant 
species (i.e. common reed and giant hogweed) in Richmond in 2010. Forethought for inclusion 
of control and/or eradication of these species is an important aspect of the EPMP. The table 
below outlines the existing cost implications for the 2011 EPMP. 

EPMPCosts 

TFT Envirorunental Coordinator (1.0 TFT, salary and benefits) $ 81 ,162' 
Education and Community Partnerships ~ $ 15,000' 
TFT Bvlaw Enforcement (0.5 TFT education. oatrols and resoonse)= $ 37 857' 
TOTAL COST - $134,019 
Thue three compOQlnh tot.mug S13,ftG19 .riI currebtly In the 2011 budget 

EPMP ImprovementslRecommendations for 2011 
Community and corporate awareness of the EPMP is wide spread. Over the past 12 months, staff 
have implemented all aspects of the Program with the majority of resources and effort expended 
on the Education and Community Partnerships and Corporate Reduction components. The 
following list of actions and improvements are recommended for the 2011 EPMP: 

1. Corporate Reduction has incurred the greatest challenge for the EPMP. This new 
approach to pesticide management has required considerable technical expertise to 
review and adopt new sustainable landscaping best practices, review new pesticide 
products, design pilot projects, identify high-risk invasive species occurrences, develop 
invasive species removal plans, track volumes and effectiveness of pesticides, and track 

, 

, 
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costs and effectiveness of new weed control practices (e.g. manual control, mechanical 
control including Greensteam machine and re-design oflandscaping plans). 
Sustainability Services and Parks Operations staff have determined that the development 
of an Integrated Pest Management Plan under Corporate Reduction for the 2011 EPMP is 
necessary. This tool will assist the City to undertake the above outlined tasks under a 
strategic, risk-based and cost~effective framework. Park Operations will continue to 
monitor staffing and operation needs as the 2011 Program proceeds and may come 
forward with a Report to Committee this spring to outline additional financial requests to 
operate the Program. The continuance of the TFT Environmental Coordinator is essel\tial 
for this and all other EPMP roles for the 2011 Program as the skill sets required to 
undertake the tasks outlined above do not currently reside in Parks Operations. 

2. As previously reported, Bylaw compliance is difficult to measwc, however infonnal 
surveys and. general feedback from conununity events indicate broad awareness and 
understanding of the new Bylaw. The 2011 EPMP will build upon the previous 
Education and Community Partnership activities with greater emphasis on building 
partnerships (i.e. Metro Vancouver, BCLNA,loca\ commurtity organizations and . 
Ministry of Agriculture & Lands) and developing a proactive prevention measure for-City 
practices (e.g. landscaping design guidelines, integrated Pest Management Plan, invasive 
plant management best practices through federal grants, etc.). 

3. Under Senior Government Regula/ion, the 2011 Program will include more effort to 
lobby the provincial and federal governments to better regulate pesticide sales and 
product approvals. Staff will continue to communicate with provincial staff, however the 
fall cabinet shuffle and lack of provincial direction for a cosmetic pesticide regulation 
place greater demand on the continuance of the BPMP at the municipal level. 

4. Under the Municipal Regulation component of the EPMP an amendment to the PUC 
Bylaw No. 8514 is recommended in 2011. The proposed Bylaw amendments include: 

• An infestation clause under exclusions to deal with recent invasive plant species 
that heve been confirmed in the City (i.e. common reed and giant hogweed). Both 
plants, and potentially many others, pose a significant risk to City infrastructure, 
biodiversity and agriculture. Oiant hogweed poses significant human health risks . 

• . The addition afnow-goneration pesticides (e.g. Fiesta) to the Bylaw. Due to the 
Jack of Provincial updates or amendments to the IMP Regulations, there are new, 
low~toxicity pesticides that are licensed for use in British Colwnbia but not yet 
included on the Schedule A: Excluded Pesticides permissible by the PUC Bylaw. 

5. The 2011 Program CostlResource Implications will be slightly lower than the 2010 
budget due to the reduction in cost related to Bylaw development. The EPMP budget of 
$134,019 is already allocated in the 2011 budget. 

3141311 Vl 

As reported above, Parks Operations will be coming forward with • Report to Committee 
this spring outlining additional financial requests to effectively operate the Corporate 
Reduction component of the 2011 EPMP. 
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The role of the TFT Environmental Coordinator is mandatory fo~ the successful implementation 
afthe EPMP. The technical expertise, liaison role with other levels of government, education & 
partnership coordination, PUC Bylaw support and overall program facilitation are essential 
activities led by the TFT Envirorunental Coordinator for this Program. As the Program matures, 
the expertise gained in implementation from the EPMP can be ·'transferred" to facilitate 
implementation of other sustainability programs and initiatives, suoh as energy conservation 
outreach and education, to ensure optimum allocation of resources and staff expertise. 

Flnanclallmpacl 

The 2011 budget for Envirorunental Sustainability is currently $134,019, which includes funding 
for: a TFT Environmental Coordinator salary and benefits; Education and Outreach: and Bylaw 
Enforcement salary and benefits. These costs are already allocated in the 2011 base·level budget 
for the EPMP program. Staffwill continue to monitor the Bylaw enforcement needs in 2011 for 
any potential reductions in the 2012 budget. . 

ConclU81on 

It is recommended that the funding for the RPMP, as outlined, continue through 2011 and staff 
report back to Council concummt with the budget process for 2012 on future funding, progress 
made and overe11 policy effectiveness of the RPMP. 

Continuation of the EPMP into 2012 is essential to ensure compliance with the PUC Bylaw and 
the success ofCotmcil's response to strong community interest in minimizing potential risks of 
pesticides to public health in the City of Richmond. At the same time, this Program takes a pro· 
active approach to lobby both provincial and federal levels of government where greater 
accountability and jurisdiction reside for the development of cosmetic pesticide regulation. Until 
the provincial or federal government takes action on pesticide regulation, the City is positioned 
with an EPMP thet takes a leadership role in Corporate RedUction, Education and Community 
Partnership and Senior G vernment Regulation. As the EPMP matures, staff resources and 
experiences gained in co unity outreach can be reallocated to move other sustainability 

i~CS ""' .... , 
Lesley Douglas, a.Sc., R.P.Bio. 
Manager, Envirorunental Sustainability 
(604·247-4672) 

Attachment 1 Attachment 1- Table 1 - Option 4 SummaI)' from April 16. 2009 - Report to 
Committee 

Attachment 2 Attachment 2- Table 2 - Overview of Richmond's BPMP Actions in 201 0 

Attachment 3 Attachment 3 - Tablo3 - Outline ofTronds in Parks Operations PC$tlcido Use 
I (Non-ExomDted and BxemDted) 
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Table 1 - Option 4 Summary, from April 16, 2009 - Report to Committee 

Aim 

Service 
Delivery 
Levels 

Education . 
& 
Community 
Partnerships 

Senior 
Government 
Regulation 

Municipal 
Regulation 

CostlResource 
Implications 

Tal'gets all types of pesticide use (commercial, agl'icultural, 
re.sidential) based on level of risk and benefit . 

• Cease use of non-exempted pesticidos immediately 

• Expanded education program that includes initiatives to infonn on the 
restrictive bylaw 

• ,Work with industly on accreditation 

• Explore problem prevention measures (e,g.landscaping guidelines) 

• Encourage Metro Vancouver to take strong regional role in community 
education 

• Significant consultation for draft bylaw recommended 

• Ongoing liaising/consulting with community 

• Actively lobby provincial government to better regulate sales (e,g. ban 
"Weed and Feed") 

• Consideration given to lobbying federal government to better regulate 
product approvals 

• Explore.partnership. opportunities (e.g. joint distribution of information on 
regulations, alternative practices) 

•. Enforce a Bylaw that restricts the cosmetic use of pesticides on residential 

S210,OOO annual operating ~mpact plus $15,000 for bylaw consultation; 
2.7 FTE (1.2 FTE Parks labour; 1 PTE education/advocacy; 
.S PTE bylaw enforcement) 

I Exemptions can be specified, and could include lawn bowling greens, the pitch and putt courso, or other scenarios · 
in which eliminatIng pesticide use may lead to substantial loss or damage of amenities. 
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Table 2: Overview of Richmond's Enhanced Pesticide Management Program (EPMP) Actions 
in 2010 . 

Corporate Reduction 

• Parks and Recreation DoparJ,ment considerably decreased use of non-exempted 
pesticides prior (0 BPMP enactment. 

• Thaditional pe!ticidc.s and combined fertillzerl herbicide products substituted by 

C~ase use a/non-
exempted (i.e, pennittcd) pesticides (Attachment '3) 

exempted pesticides • Increased mechanical. manual and cultural weed control methods. 

immedlalely • Acquisition and retrofit of equipment allowing non-traditional approach to weed 
management (e.g. GreensteamTlt machines and com gluten meat applicator) 

• Establishment of pilot programs to detonnine the effectlveness of these new weed 
. control products and methods 

• Continuous research and evaluation of now science, products, practices and 
tcchnologles related to cosmetic pest mana}tement. 

Educ:ation and Community Partnership 

• 44,000 PUC Bylaw Infonnation inserts scnt with utility bills (Pcb. 2010). 

• 65,000 PUC Bylaw Information Inserts sent with property tax bills (May 20 I 0). 
Expanded education • 5,000 PUC Bylaw Information inserts dlstributed to City facilities, retailers, and to the 
program that Includes $cnClal public during events. 
Initiatives to inform on • 16 Natural Gardening & Lawn Care workshops. 
the Pesticide Use 
Control Bylaw • Two Chinese language pcsticide free workshops. 

• 19 Food Garden and Tree Care workshops. 

• Extensive media coverage including two colour advertisements for the PUC Bylaw, two 
,advertisements In the City Leisure Guide (i.e. Summer & FaU). 

• Bylaw and BPMP promotion on City website, local newspaper coverage upon Bylaw 
adoption, promotion at City and Community events (e.g. Earth Day, Stoveston Parmers 
Market. Grow Up), and promotion In Chinese language media. 

• City website update.d with comprehensive rcso~ on the Bylaw, and workshops and 
technical Infornuttion on pesticide alternatives. 

• Established EPMP phone line. 

• The PlantHealthBC organization, suggested as a potential partner for industry 
accreditation, has since dissolved. 

• To ensure training opportunltlC3 for licensed landscaping practitioners, the City offered a 
Work with industry on pesticide free weed management-training workshop in partnership with the British 
Accreditation ColuJR.bia Landscape and Nursery Association. City staff continuo to network with othcr 

municipalities and organizations to maximize effective strategies for effective 
imp~ementatlon of the EPMP. 

• 143 Bylaw information inserts, survey and training opportunity Invitation letters sent to 
all licensed landscaDers ooerati.nsl. in Richmond. 

Explore problem • With the advent of many new non-traditional pesticides on the market for residential use, 

prevention measures considerable staff time has utilized for research, product officacy and product awareness. 

(e.g. landscaping 
This infonnation Is shared with residents, the landscaping community and City staff. 

guIdelines) • In addition to this research, Cit)' staff are working with Invasive plant specialists, 
integrated pest man_agement practitioners and horticultural specialists, to ensure tlte City 
.Is optimizing problem prevention practices. 

3121553 
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Encourage Metro 
Vancouver to take • To date, Metro Vancouver has indicated that there is no coordinated community 
strong reglonar role in education effort for pesticide management. City 8t8;ff continue to advocate for a 

comm.unity education coordinated regional approac~ to this issue. 

Significant 
Completed and reported in staff'repolt dated September 11, 2009, entitled "Pes~icide Use consultation for draft • 

Bylaw recommended Cohtrol Bylaw." 

• Feedback from the community has been solicited through a number of informal sources 
including: a voluntary survey (65 responses) indicating 79% awareness of PUC Bylaw; a 

Ongoing telephone survey fOl' licensed landscapers (18 responses) indicating 50% interest in 
liaison/consulting with natw'allawn care training; booths at public events; c-mails; phone calls, and letters t? 
community staff. 

• City staffhas visited eight pesticide retailers. By September 201 0, all retailers were 
receptive to the information provided on the BPMP and agreed to post information on the 
Bylaw at point of sale. 

• Through City staff visits, three retailers have voluntarily removed non·exempted 
pesticides from their shelves. 

. 

Senior Government Regulation 

Actively lobby • Letter to the Province sent by Mayor and Council, to support the introduction of 
provincial government province wide legislation prohibiting the cosl.lletic use of pesticides. 
to better regulate sales. • City Staff provided a response to tho Province's Cosmetic Use of Pesticides in British 

Columbia Consultation Dauer In suuuort of a provincial cosmetic pesticide rep-ulatlon. 
Consideration given to • City staff are presently researching options to efficiently promote stronger approval 
lobbyingfederal processes to the Pest Management Regulatory Agency. 
government 10 better 
regulate product 
approvals 

• City staff are collaborating with the Richmond School District (RSD) for consideration 
to adopt an EPMP on RSD lands, 

• Most local pesticides retailers are providing infonnation on the Bylaw and the City 
Explore partnership BPMP Workshops in their stores. 
opportunitie.s • As previously mentioned the City is partnering with the BC Landscape and Nursery 

Association (BCLNA) to provldo training opportunities for licensed Jandscaping 
practitioners in the City, 

• TerraLink Horticulture has supplied the first 1000 L of com gluten meal herbicide, at no 
cost to the City. to assess its effectiveness for weed control on City Sports fields. 

Municipal Regulation 

Enforce a Bylaw Ihat • Adoption of Pesticide Use Control (PUC) Bylaw No. 8514 (October 2009) 
reslricts Ihe cosmetic • AS9jst~ Community Bylaws with technical expertise, education and regulatory context 
use of pesticides on regarding pesticide use. 
residential and City • Information queries regarding the new Bylaw di~ted to TFT Environmental 
owned property Coordinator funded through the EPMP. 
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ATTACHMENT 3 

Table 3 - Outline of Trends in Parks Operations Pesti.cide Use (Non-Exempted and Exempted) 

Parks Type of Pesticide. 2008 Landscapell 
Hardscapes glyphosate (L) 75' 

acetic acid (L) 176" 

Sport fields 
Jertlllzeriherblcide 300 combined DJ'oducts.f!!.sL 
corn gluten meal (L) -
glyphosate (L) 5 

Planted beds, 
Casoron, 250 kg 250 medians 

minerai 011 (L) 10 

Trees 
lime .ulphur (L) 10 

insectlcidal.oap (L) 20 

aorosol containers 
41 I (wasp control) 

Amount Used 

2009 2010 

- -
2160" 3620" 

- -
- 3000 

5 -
'75 -

Increased manual removal 

10 

10 

15 

30 

10 

10 

I 

42 

'(@SI8IL) 
+"'(@lJo/L) 

Note: Pesticides that are italicized ore restricted (I.e. not pennitted by PUC Bylow No.85 14) snd 
pesticides that are bolded are permitted (I.e. on Schedule A of PUC Bylaw No. 8514) 

JOSIOl 
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City of 
Richmond 

AITACl-IMENT2 

Memorandum 
Community Services Department 

Sustain ability 

To: Mayor and Councillors Date: February 15, 2012 

From: Lesley Douglas, B.Sc., R.P.Bio. File: 10-6125-04-0112012-VoI01 
Mgr, Environmental Sustainability 

Re: Special Committee on Cosmetic Pesticide Proceedings Update 

On October 3, 20 II, the Legislative Assembly appointed a Special Committee on Cosmetic 
Pesticides to investigate and issue recommendations 011 the elimination of the unnecessary use of 
pesticides in British Columbia and to conduct consultations on this issue with the public and key 
stakeholders (Attachment 1). 

The Special Committee, composed of Bill Bennett (Chair). John Yap. John Slater, Ben Stewart, 
Barry Penner, Rob Fleming, Scott Fraser and Michael Sather, is tasked to specifically consider: 

I. The scope of any ban on the sale and use of pesticides, including those used solely for 
cosmetic purposes; and, 

2. Any appropriate exemptions and restrictions on the sale and use, which may apply. 

As specified in the Legislative Assembly information Bulletin dated January 11,2012, the Special 
Committee has received over 8,700 submissions, including 7,300 responses to an online 
questionnaire and 1,400 written submissions to date (Attachment 2). The Public Consultation 
period came to a close on December 15, 2011. City Staff responded to the e-questionnaire and 
submitted a letter to the Special Committee that reiterates the City's commitment to this issue. The 
letter includes comments regarding the City's comprehensive Enhanced Pesticide Management 
Program (EPMP) approach to risk reduction associated with the use of cosmetic pesticides usc. The 
City's strong support for the enactment ofprovinciai legislation restricting the use of cosmetic 
pesticides and theil' availability at point of sale is also reiterated in the letter. 

The Specia l Committee also invited 23 stakeholders to present at scheduled public meetings. 
Stakeholders ranged from government agencies, toxicologists, health organizations, landscaping 
professionals and chemical industry representatives, all providing their perspective to the Special 
Committee. Richmond's EPMP, including the pesticide-free gardening workshops and the 2009 
Pesticide Use Control Bylaw, was identified in a stakeholder presentation as one of the exemplary 
municipal models in reducing public exposure to unnecessary pesticide use. 

The Specia l Committee is currently considering the feedback received from the public consultation 
and expects to table a report to the Legislative Assembly during tIle spring sitting (February 14, 2012 
to May 31 , 2012). The report will <C ••• provide recommendations with respect to the development and 
implementation of legislative provisions regarding the unnecessary use of pesticides" (Attachment 
1). City Staff will closely follow the Legislative Assembly proceedings for any action on this item, 
providing updates to Mayor and Councillors accordingly. 

3469104 
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February 6, 2012 -2-

For more detailed infonnation on the Special Committee's proceedings or on our City's Enhanced 
Pesticide Management Program, I can be contacted at 604 247-4672 or Idouglas@richmond.ca. 

Yours truly, ~ \ 

~J ~~Ut~ 
Lesley tt B.Sc., R.P.~io. 
Mgr, Environmental Sustainability 

LD:jep 

Alt, 2 

pc: TAG 
Ted DeCrom. Manager, Pm'ks Operations 
Cecilia Achiam, Interim Director, Sustainability and District Energy 
Wayne Mercer, Manager Community Bylaws 
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Te."IIls of Reference I Cosmetic Pesticides 14th Session I 39th Parliament I Committees I Legislative A... Page I of I 

Special Committee on Cosmetic Pesticides 

39th Parliament - 3ed Session - 4th Session (Preylous Parliaments) 

Current Membership 

Report s 

Terms of Reference 

Terms of Reference 

Medii! Releases I 
Advertisements 

On-line Consultations 

MI autes/Transcrlpts 

ATTACHMENT 1 

Meeting Notjces 

Ilelated Sites 

On October 3, 2011, the Legislative Assembly agreed that the a Special Committee on Cosmetic Pesticides be 
appOinted to examine, Inquire Into and make recommendations with respect to the elimination of the 
unnecessary use of pestlcldes In British Columbia and to conduct consultations on this Issue with the public 
and key stakeholders, by any means the Special Committee considers appropriate. 

Without limiting the generality of the foregoing to consIder, the Special CommIttee shall specifically conSIder: 

1. The scope of any ban on the sale and use of pestiCides, Including those used solely for cosmetic 

purposes; and, 

2. Any appropriate exemptions and restrictions on the sa le and use, which may apply. 

The Special Committee shall provide recommendations to the Legislative Assembly with respect to the 
development and Implementation of legislative provisions regarding the unnecessary use of pestiCides . 

. ,\e Special Committee so appointed shall have all the powers of a Select Standing Committee and Is also 
empowered: 

a. to appoint of their number, one or more subcommittees and to refer to such subcommittees any of the 

matters referred to the Committee; 

b. to sit during a period in which the House is adjourned, during the recess after prorogation until the next 

following Session and during any sitting of the House; 

c. to adjourn from place to place as may be convenient; and 

d. to retain such personnel as required to assist the Committee; 

and shall report to the House as soon as possible or following any adjournment, or at the next following 
SessIon, as the case may be; to deposit the original of Its reports with the Clerk of the LegIslative Assembly 
during a period of adjournment and upon resumption of the sittings of the House, the Chair shall present all 
reports to the Legislative Assembly . 

The sa id Special Committee be composed of Bill Bennett (Convener), John Yap, John Slater, Ben Stewart, 
Barry Penner, Rob Fleming, Scott Fraser and Michael Sather. 
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ATTACHMENT 2 

" .. , "" ,,' 
It.<:lIhll"~\ "\~~ 

INFORMATION BULLETIN January 11 ,2012 

Committee consultation sets record for public participation 

VICTORIA - The Special Committee on Cosmetic Pesticides received over 8,700 submissions, the most 
a British Columbia parliamentary committee has ever received. 

The all-party committee. tasked with inquiring into and issuing recommendations on the elimination of 
the unnecessary use of pesticides in the province, heard from regulators, toxicologists, health 
organizations, environmentalists, industry representatives, diverse business sectors, municipalities and 
local pesticide coalitions. The public had the opportunity to share their opinion by filling out an e­
questionnaire or submitting a written or video submission. 

The committee received 7,300 e-questionnaires, 1,400 written submissions from individuals and 
organizations, and 13 video submissions. The committee also heard from 23 invited stakeholders at six 
public meetings. 

The committee is currently considering feedback from the public and stakeholders on the cosmetic use 
of pesticides to develop repol1 recommendations. The committee expects to table its report during the 
spring sitting of the Legislative Assembly. 

For more information on the cosmetic pesticides consultation process, please visit the Committee's 
website at: www.lcg.bc.ca/pcslicidescommittce 

The members of the Special Committee on Cosmetic Pesticides are: 

Bill Bennett, MLA (Kootenay East), Chair; 
Rob Fleming, MLA (Victoria-Swan Lake), Deputy Chair; 
Murray Coell, MLA (Saanich North and the Islands); 
Scott Fraser, MLA (Albern i-Pacific Rim); 

Contact: 
Kate Ryan-Lloyd 
Deputy Clerk and Clerk of Committees 
Room 224, Parliament Buildings 
Victoria, B.C., V8V IX4 

Michael Sather, MLA (Maple Ridge-Pitt Meadows); 
Jolm Slater, MLA (Boundary-Similkameen); 
Ben Stewart, MLA (Westside-Kelowna); 
Jolm Yap, MLA (Richmond-Steveston). 

Telephone: 250 356-2933 (collect) 
Toll-free: I 877 428-8337 

Fax: 250 356-8172 
E-mail: p-esticidescollunitteef(lJ. leg.bc.ca 
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To: 

City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

To flDl- ¥ It> 2D1'2-

Date: March 21 , 2012 

From: 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

Dave Semple File: 01-0060-20--
General Manager, Parks and Recreation INBOXNoI01 

Re: Moorage for Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary Station 10 

Staff Recommendation 

That: 

1. Britannia Heritage Shipyard, as detailed in the report, "Moorage for Canadian Coast 
Guard Auxiliary Station 10," from the General Manager, Parks and Recreation, be 
approved as the location for the Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary Paci fic Region ­
Station IOta moor its boathouse and operate its services; and 

2. Staff be authorized to take all necessary steps to complete an agreement with the Canadian 
Coast Guard Auxi liary - Station 10 to moor its boathouse and operate its services at 
Britannia Heritage Shipyards, as out lined in the report, "Moorage for Canadian Coast Guard 
Auxiliary - Station 10," from the General Manager, Parks and Recreation including 
authorizing the Chief Administrative Officer and the General Manager, Parks and Recreation 
to negotiate and execute all documentation requ ired to effect the transaction. 

/', 

Att. 3 

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY 

ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE CONCD,NCE OF G~RAL MANAGER 

Arts, Culture and Heritage y6ND 

/ " - ~ 
REVIEWED BY TAG -$ NO REVIEW( D BY, O ~ YES / NO 

D h'~ D 
../ 
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March 21, 2012 - 2-

Staff Report 

Origin 

At the February 1411'12012 meeting of the Community Safety Committee of Council, staff 
received the following referral: 

(i) the staff report entitled "Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary (Station 10) Proposed 
Boathouse Location" be referred back to staff; and 

(ii) after further consultation with the Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative, staff bring 
further information forward to the Community Safety Committee meeting, tentatively 
scheduled to take place on Wednesday, April 10,2012. 

The original report dated January 20th 2012 proposed that Scotch Pond be approved as a location 
for the Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary to moor its boathouse and provide a base for its 
operations. It outlined the benefit provided to the community by the Coast Guard Auxiliary and 
the issues associated with its current situation in which its boathouse is tied up in Steveston 
Harbour and inaccessible, its vessel is moored in the Harbour at significant expense and its 
equipment is stored in a locked land-side trailer creating negative impacts on response time. 

The report also identified concerns of the Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative and proposed that 
these concerns be addressed through a process of developing a revised operating agreement with 
that group and a separate agreement with the Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary - Station 10. 

Analysis 

Since the February 14th meeting, staff met twice with the Scotch Pond Heritage Cooperative 
(SPHC). On the first occasion, the SPHC executive reiterated its willingness to work with the 
City to come to an appropriate agreement regarding the Coast Guard Auxiliary and its proposed 
operations at Scotch Pond. At that meeting, the executive also indicated it would bring the 
matter to its AGM on March 15th

. Staff attended the March 15 th AGM where the group 
discussed the issue. Many members were very opposed to the idea of the Coast Guard Auxiliary 
at Scotch Pond citing concerns about security, access, costs, environmental impacts and past 
behaviour of the group in its previous tenancy at Scotch Pond. The group asked that the City 
provide a written request should it wish to moor the Coast Guard Auxiliary at the site and 
indicated that it was outside the mandate of the SPHC to host other groups at Scotch Pond. 

Given the response from the SPHC, staff have again reviewed location options. The Steveston 
Harbour Authority (SHA) was consulted during this review and has indicated that at this time it 
is not supporting boathouses in the harbour. 

The table on the following page describes three potential city-owned sites. Scotch Pond is 
owned by the City; the waterlots at Imperial Landing and Britannia Heritage Shipyards are 
leased from Port Metro Vancouver and the lease agreements allow the City to provide moorage. 
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Table 1: Review of Potential Locations for Coast Guard Auxiliary Boathouse 

Criteria Potential Location 
Scotch Pond Imperial Landing Bri tannia Heritage 

Map: Atta chment 1 Map: Attachment 2 Shipyard 
Map: Attachment 3 

Strategic Location; position Dredging at the entrance This location provides This location provides 
of boathouse relative to call of the pond may be quick access to most call quick access to most call 
locations required to improve ability locations. locations. 

to respond. 
Strategic Location; fit of Scotch Pond is a working The current boathouse The Phoenix Net loft is 
boathouse with site. The Coast Guard may obstruct views and situated adjacent to 
surroundings Auxiliary serves the active does not fit the look of the Britannia Herilage 

fishers in the Cooperative. Imperial landing site. Shipyards - a tourist 
destination. The 
boathouse does not 
contribute to the heritage 
vision for the site. 

Personnel Travel Time; 7 minutes and 30 seconds 5 minutes and 15 seconds 5 minutes and 00 seconds 
traveltime required for crew 
to reach boathouse from 
Steveston Hwy and No. 2 
Road 
Moorage Infrastructure; A connection between the No additional infrastructure No additional 
moorage infrastructure can float and boathouse will required. infrastructure required. 
support boathouse without need to be constructed; 
additional infrastructure new piles may be 

necessary if the current 
float cannot support the 
boathouse. 

Security; security of Equal at all three sites. Equal at all three sites. Equal at all three sites. 
boathouse against 
intruders break-ins, etc 
Security; security of the site Potential for security No issues beyond what Potential for security 
if access left unattended issues and damage to the currently exists. issues and damage to the 

site and boats owned by site and boats; public may 
the Scotch Pond Heritage access the site at times 
Cooperative members. when it is not open to the 

I public. 
Public Visibility; public can The public would be able The Coast Guard Auxiliary The proposed location 
see and recognize the to see the boathouse from would be highly visible in would not be visible from 
presence and services of Garry Point Park. this proposed location . the land-side , 
the Coast Guard 
Neighbours; compatibility, Scotch Pond Heritage New neighbours are Neighbours are already 
potential for complaint or Cooperative members imminent with Onni adjacent to the site. 
confl ict have expressed concerns . development on the land-

side. 
Parking; at least three spots Available in Scotch Pond Can be accommodated in Avai lable at south end of 
within close proximity Heritage Cooperative 101. Department of Fisheries Railway Ave. 

and Oceans parking. 
Services; existing water and Services currently exist; No services are currenlly Services currently exist on 
hydro services available arrangements would need available. Services are site. Some infrastructure 

to be made to meter the planned in conjunction with would be required to bring 
services separately from adjacent Onni them to the boathouse. 
the SPHC. development. 

Costs Up to $20K for the None. None. Any costs for 
connection and driving additional services to be 
piles; environmental paid by the Coast Guard 
approvals will also be Auxiliary .. 
reouired. 
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Given this review, staff are recommending that the City enter an agreement with the Canadian 
Coast Guard Auxiliary Station 10 to moor its boathouse and operate its service from the 
proposed Britannia Heritage Shipyard site. The boathouse is proposed to be situated 
immediately behind the Phoenix Net Loft. minimizing the visual impact of the structure from the 
land-side and the agreement with the group will identify penalties for leaving the site in an 
unsecured manner. 

Given the Coast Guard Auxiliary ' s ongoing service to the community, its role in community 
safety 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 moorage. Behaviour of Coast Guard Auxiliary 
members has been an issue when the boathouse was previously moored at Scotch Pond prior to 
2006. The Agreement wi ll include a clause that there will be zero tolerance for inappropriate 
actions on site. Should these actions occur, the Agreement will be terminated immediately. 

Additional proposed agreement terms are outlined in attachment 4. 

Financial Impact 

There is no financial impact to entering into an agreement with the Canadian Coast Guard 
Auxiliary - Station 10 for moorage of its boathouse at the Phoenix Net Loft. 

Conclusion 

The approval of Phoenix Net Loft 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 4 

Proposed Agreement Terms between City ofRtchmond and Canadian Coast Guard 
Auxiliary - Station 10 for moorage of its boathouse and operation of its services at 

Britannia Heritage Shipyards 

Tenn 3 years with an option for a 3-year renewal. 

Commencement Date: To be determined, but before June lSI 2012 

Licensee Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary - Station 10 

Permitted Use The licensee is permitted 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 The licensee is expected to act in manner consistent with that of those in 
Behaviour the public eye. Unruly or inappropriate behaviour will result in 

immediate termination of the agreement. 

Reporting A monthly incident report must be submitted to the City's Community 
Safety Division. 

Liaison The licensee will liai se with the site superv isor at Britannia Heritage 
Shipyards on a regular basis and is responsible for responding to the site 
supervisor in a timely manner. 

A written quarterly update and meeting is required with the City. 

Policies All City policie~ apply to the operation of the Boathouse. 

In surance $5 million general liability listing the City of Richmond and its 
employees as an additional insured is required to be provided by the 
licensee. 

Services No services are to be provided. 

Parking Parking is permitted in a nearby designated location. 

Waste Waste, recycling and composting is the cost and responsibility of the 
licensee. 

Termination Either party may, without cause, terminate 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 Auxiliary -
Station 10. 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8691 

Housing Agreement (6951 Elmbridge Way) Bylaw No. 8691 

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

I. The Mayor and City Clerk for the City of Richmond are authorized to execute and deliver a 
housing agreement, substantially in the fann set out as Schedule A to this Bylaw, with the 
owner of the land legally described as: 

PID: 028-324-030 Lot A Section 6 Block 4 NOlth Range 6 -West NWD Plan 
BCP 45903 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Housing Agreement (6951 Elmbridge Way) Bylaw No. 8691", 

FIRST READING MAR 2 6 2012 CITY OF 
RlCHMOND 

APPROVEO 

SECOND READING APR 1 6 2012 for content by 
crlginlting 

~~ 
., THIRD READING APR 1 6 2012 

APPROVED 
fOllegality 
by SoIi<:1tor 

&:Bi 
ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFF[CER 

3316393 
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Schedule A 

To Housing Agreement (6951 Elmbridge Way) Bylaw No. 8691 

HOUSING AGREEMENT BETWEEN 6951 ELMBRIDGE WAY LTD. AND CITY OF 
RlCHMOND IN RELA nON TO 6951 ELMBRlDGE WAY 
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HOUSING AGREEMENT 
(Section 90S Local Government Act) 

Schedule A 

THIS AGREEMENT is dated fo r referellce the It' day of March. 2012. 

BETWEEN: 

AND: 

WHEREAS: 

6951 ELMBRIDGE WAY LTD. (Illc. No. 0597673). 
a company duly incorporated under the laws of the Province of British 
Columbia and having its registered office at Suite 300 - 550 Robson 
Street, Vancouver, Be V6B 2B7 

(the "Owner" as more fully defined in section 1.1 of this 
Agreement) 

C ITY OF IUCHMOND. 
a municipal corporation pursuant to the Local Government Act and 
having its offices at 691 ] No.3 Road. Richmond, British 
Columbia. V6Y 2CI 

(the "City" as more fully defined in section 1.1 of thi s Agreement) 

A. Section 905 of the Local Government Act permits the City to enter into and, by legal 
notation on title, note on title to lands, housing agreements which may include, without 
limitation, conditions in respect to the form of tenure of housing units, availability of 
housing units to classes of persons, administration of housing units and rent which may 
be charged for housing units; 

B. The Owner is the owner of the Lands (as hereinafter defined); and 

C. The Owner and the City wish to enter into this Agreement (as herein defined) to provide 
for affordable housing on the terms and conditions set out in this Agreement, 

110l88v5 

l·lousing Agrecment (Scction 905 Local Govcrnmcnt Act) 
6951 Elmbridge Way 
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In consideration of$1O.00 and other good and valuable consideration (the receipt and sufficiency 
of which is acknowledged by both parties), and in consideration of the promises exchanged 
below, the Owner and the City covenant and agree as follows: 

ARTICLE 1 
DE~'INITIONS AND INTERPRETATION 

1.1 In this Agreement the following words have the fo llowing meanings: 

(a) "Affordable Housing Unit" means a Dwelling Unit or Dwelling Units 
designated as such in accordance with a building permit and/or development 
permit issued by the City andlor, if applicable, in accordance with any rezoning 
consideration applicable to the development on the Lands and includes, without 
limiting the generality of the forego ing, the Dwelling Unit charged by this 
Agreement; 

(b) "Agrecmcnt" means this agreement together with all schedules, attachments and 
priority agreements attached hereto; 

(c) ' ''City'' means the City of Richmond; 

(d) "CPJ" means the All-Items Consumer Price Index for Vancouver, B.C. published 
from time to time by Statistics Canada, or its successor in function; 

(e) "Daily Amount" meallS $100.00 per day as of January 1,2009 adjusted annually 
thereafter by adding thereto an amOlmt calculated by multiplying $100.00 by the 
percentage change in the CPI since January 1,2009, to January 1 of the year that a 
written notice is delivered to the Owner by the City pursuant to section 6.1 of thi s 
Agreement. In the absence of obvious error or mistake, any calculation by the 
City of the Daily Amorult in any palticular year shall be final and conclusive; 

(f) "Dwelling Unit" means a residential dwelling unit or units located or to be 
located on the Lands whether those dwelling units are lots, strata lots or parcels, 
or pmis or portions thereof, and includes singfe fami ly detached dwellings, 
duplexes, townhouses, auxi liary residential dwelling units, rental apartments and 
strata lots in a building strata plan and includes, where the context permits, an 
Affordable Housing Unit; 

(g) "Eligible Tenant" means a Family having a cumulative annual income of: 

(i) in respect to a bachelor unit, $33,5QO 01' less; 

(ii) in respect to a one bedroom unit, $37,000 or less; 

(iii) in respect to a two bedroom unit, $45,500 or less; or 

(iv) in respect to a three or more bedroom unit, $55,000 or less 

I 31 4J3S8vS Housing Agreement (Section 90S Local GovcfIlmcnt Act) 
6951 Ehnbridgc WRY 
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provided that, commencing July 1, 2012, the annual incomes set-out above shall , 
in each year thereafter, be adjusted, plus or minus, by adding or subtracting 
therefrom, as the case may he, an amount calculated that is equal to the Core 
Need Income Threshold data and/or other applicable data produced by Canada 
M0I1gage Housing Corporation in the years when such data is released. In the 
event that, in applying the values set-out above, the rental increase is at any time 
greater than the rental increase permitted by the Residential Tenancy Act, then the 
increase will be reduced to the maximum amount permitted by the Residential 
Tenancy Act. In the absence of obvious error or mistake, any calculation by the 
City of an Eligible Tenant's permitted income in any particular year shall be final 
and conclusive; 

(h) "Family" means: 

(i) a person; 

(ii) two or more persons related by blood, marriage or adoption; or 

(iii) a group of not marc than 6 persons who are not related by blood, marriage 
or adoption . 

(i) "Housing Covenant" means the agreements, covenants and charges granted by 
the Owner to the City (which includes covenants pursuant to section 219 of the 
Land Title Act) charging the Lands registered on _ day of _______ _ 
201-, under number ________ , 

G) "Illterpretatioll Ad' means the Intelpretatiot1 Act, R.S.B.C. 1996, Chapter 238, 
together with all amendments thereto and replacements thereof; 

(k) "Laml Title Act" means the Land Title Act, RS.B.C. 1996, Chapter 259, together 
with all amendments thereto and replacements thereof; 

(I) "Lands" means the following lands and premises situate in the City of Richmond 
and, including a building or a portion of a building, into which said land is 
Subdivided: 

(m) 

(n) 

(0) 

PID: 028-324-030 
Lot A Sect ion 6 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
BCP45903 

"Local Government Act" means the Local Governmel1t Act, R.S.B.C. 1996, 
Chapter 323, together with a ll amendments thereto and replacements thereof; . 

"LTD" means the New Westminster Land Title Office or its successor; 

"Owner" means the party described on page I of this Agreement as the Owner 
and any subsequent owner of the Lands or of any part into which the Lands are 

l-lousing Agrecmcnt (Section 90S Local Gm'crnmcnt Act) 
6951 Elmbridgc W.y 
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Subdivided, and includes any person who is a registered owner in fee simple of an 
Affordable Housing Unit from time to time; 

(p) " Permitted Rent" mean~ no greater Olan: 

(i) $837.00 a monOl for a bachelor unit; 

(ii) $925.00 a month for a one bedroom unit; 

(iii) $1,137.00 a month for a two bedroom unit; and 

(iv) $1,375 .00 a month for a three (or more) bedroom unit, 

provided that, commencing July I , 2012, the rents set-out above shall , in each 
year thereafter, be adjusted, plus or minus, by adding or subtracting therefrom , as 
Ole case may be, an amount calculated that is equal to the Core Need Income 
Tlueshold data and/or other applicable data produced by Canada Mortgage 
Housing Corporation in the years when such data is released. In the event that, in 
applying the values set-out above, the rental increase is at any time greater than 
the rental increase permitted by the Residential Tenancy Act, then the increase 
will be reduced to the maximum amount permitted by Ole Residential Tenancy 
Act. In the absence of obvious error or mistake, any calculation by the City of the 
Permitted Rent in any particular year shall be final and conclusive; 

(q) "Real Estate DeVelopment Afarkelillg A ct" means the Real Estate Development 
Marketing Act, S.B.e. 2004, Chapter 4 1, together with all amendments thereto 
and replacements thereof; 

(I") "ll.el'identia/ Tenallcy Act" means the Residential Tenancy Act, S.B.e. 2002, 
Chapter 78, together with all amendments thereto and replacements thereof; 

(s) "Strata Properly Act" means the Sirata Property Act S.B.C. 1998, Chapter 43, 
together with all amendments thereto and replacements thereof; 

(t) "Subdivide" means to divide, apportion, consolidate or subdivide the Lands, or 
the ownership or right to possession or occupation of the Lands into two or more 
lots, strata lots, parcels, parts, portions or shares, whether by plan, descriptive 
words or otherwise, under the Land Tille Act, the Strata Property Act, or 
othelw ise, al1d includes the creation, conversion, organization or development of 
"cooperative interests" or "shared interest in land" as defined in the Real Estate 
Development Marketing Act; 

(u) "Tenancy Agreement" means a tenancy agreement, lease, license or other 
agreement granting rights to occupy an Affordable Housing Unit ; and 

(v) "Tenant" means an occupant of an Affordable Housing Unit by way of a 
Tenancy Agreement. 

l lousing Agn.:emenl (SectioJ] 905 Local Goyemment Act) 
6951 Elmbrid&eWay 

CNCL - 430



Page 5 

1.2 In this Agreement: 

(a) reference to the singular includes a reference to the plural, and vice versa, unless 
the context requires otherwise; 

(b) at1icle and section headings have been insc11ed for ease of reference only and are 
not to be used in interpreting this Agreement; 

(e) if a word or expression is defined in this Agreement, other parts of speech and 
grammatical forms of the same word or expression have corresponding meanings; 

(d) reference to any enactment includes any regulations, orders or directives made 
under the authority efthat enactment; 

(e) reference to any enactment is a reference to that enactment as consolidated. 
revised, amended, ce-enacted or replaced, unless otherwise expressly provided; 

(f) the provisions of section 25 of the interpretation Act with respect to the 
calculation of time apply; 

(g) time is ofthe essence; 

(h) all provisions are to be interpreted as always speaking; 

(i) reference to a tlpatty" is a reference to a party to this Agreement and to that 
party's respective successors, assigns, trustees, administrators and receivers. 
Wherever the context so requires, reference to a "patty" also includes an Eligible 
Tenant, agent, officer and invitee of the party; 

0) reference to a "day", "month", "quaI1er" or "year" is a reference to a calendar day, 
calendar month, calendar quarter or calendar year, as the case may be, unless 
othelwise expressly provided; and 

(k) where the word Itincluding" is followed by a li st, the contents of the li st are not 
intended to circumscribe the generality of the expression preceding the word 
"including" . 

ARTICLE 2 
USE AND OCCUPANCY OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNITS 

2. 1 The Owner agrees that each Affordable Housing Unit may only be used as "a permanent 
residence occupied by one Eligible Tenant. An Affordable Housing Unit must not be 
occupied by the Owner, the Owner's family members (unless the Owner's family 
members qualify as Eligible Tenants) , or any tenant or guest of the Owner, other than an 
Eligible Tenant. 

2.2 Within 30 days after receiving notice from the City, the Owner must, in respect of each 
Affordable Housing Unit, provide to the City a statutory declaration, substantially in the 
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form (with, in the City Solicitor's discretion, such fmiher amendments or additions as 
deemed necessary) attached as Appendix A, sworn by the Owner, containing all of the 
information required to complete the statutory declaration. The City may request such 
statutory declaration in respect to each Affordable Housing Unit no more than once in 
any calendar year; provided, however, notwithstanding that the Owner may have already 
provided such statutory declaration in the pal1icular calendar year, the City may request 
and the Owner shall provide to the City such further statutory declarations as requested 
by the City in respect to an Affordable I-lousing Unit if, in the City's absolute 
determination, the City believes that the Owner is in breach of any of its obligations 
under this Agreement. 

2.3 The Owner hereby irrevocably authorizes the City to make such inquiries as it considers 
necessary in 9rder to confirm that the Owner is complying with this Agreement. 

ARTICLE 3 
DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNITS 

3.1 The Owner wi-ll not permit an Affordable Housing Unit Tenancy Agreement to be 
subleased or assigned. 

3.2 If this Housing Agreement encumbers more than one Affordable Housing Unit, then the 
Owner may not, without the prior written consent of the City Solicitor, sell or transfer 
less than five (5) Affordable Housing Units in a single or related series of transactions 
with the result that when the purchaser or transferee of the Affordable Housing Units 
becomes the owner, the purchaser or transferee will be the legal and beneficial owner of 
not less than five (5) Affordable Housing Units. 

3.3 The Owner must not rent,lease, license or otherwise permit occupancy of any Affordable 
Housing Unit except to an Eligible Tenant and except in accordance with the following 
additional conditions: 

(a) 

(b) 

(e) 

(d) 

I l 1433SM 

the Affordable Housing Unit will be used or occupied only pursuant to a Tenancy 
Agreement; 

the monthly rent payable for the Affordable Housing Unit will not exceed the 
Permitted Rent applicable to that class of Affordable Housing Unit; 

the Owner will not require the Tenant or any permitted occupant to pay any strata 
fees, strata propelty contingency reserve fees or any extra charges or fees for use 
of any common property, limited common propelty, or othei· common areas, 
facilities or amenities, or for sanitary sewer, storm sewer, water, other utilities, 
property or similar tax; provided, however, if the Affordable Housing Unit is a 
strata unit and the following costs are not part of strata or similar fees, an Owner 
may charge the Tenant the Owner's cost, if any, of providing cablevision, 
telephone, other telecommunications, gas, or electricity fees, charges or rates; 

the Owner will attach a copy of this Agreement to every Tenancy Agreement; 
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(e) the Owner will include in the Tenancy Agreement a clause requiring the Tenant 
and each permitted occupant of the Affordable Housing Unit to comply with this 
Agreement; 

(f) the Owner will include in the Tenancy Agreement a clause entitling the Owner to 
terminate the Tenancy Agreement if: 

(i) an Affordable Housing Unit is occupied by a person or persons other than 
an Eligible Tenant; 

(ii) the annual income of an Eligible Tenant rises above the applicable 
max imum amount specified in section l.t (g) of thi s Agreement; 

(iii) the Affordable I-lousing Unit is occupied by more than the number of 
people the City's building inspector determines can reside in the 
Affordable Housing Unit given the number and size of bedrooms in the 
Affordable I-lousing Unit and in light of any relevant standards set by the 
City in any bylaws of the City; 

(iv) the Affordable Housing Unit remains vacant for three consecutive months 
or longer, notwithstanding the timely payment of rent; and/or 

(v) the Tenant subleases the Affordable Housing Unit or ass igns the Tenancy 
Agreement in whole or in part , 

and in the case of each breach, the Owner hereby agrees with the City to forthwith 
provide to the Tenant a notice of termination. Except for section 3.3(f)(ii) of this 
Agreement [Termination a/Tenancy Agreement if Annual Income a/Tenant rises 
above amQunt prescribed in section 1.1(g) 0/ this Agreement], the notice of 
termination shall provide that the termination of the tenancy shall be effective 
30 days following the date of the notice of termination. In respect to section 
3.3(f)(i i) of this Agreement, tennination shall be effective on the day that is six 
(6) months fo llowing the date that the Owner provided the notice of termination 
to the Tenant; 

(g) the Tenancy Agreement will identify all occupants of the Affordable Housing 
Unit and will stipulate that anyone not identified in the Tenancy Agreement wi ll 
be prohibited from residing at the Affordable Housing Unit for more than 30 
consecutive days or more than 45 days total in any calendar year; and 

(h) the Owner will forthwith deliver a cel1ified true copy of the Tenancy Agreement 
to the City upon demand. 

3.4 If the Owner has terminated the Tenancy Agreement, then the Owner shall use best 
efforts to cause the Tenant and all other persons that may be in occupation of the 
Affordable Housing Unit to vacate the Affordable Housing Unit on or before the 
effective date of termination. 
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ARTICLE 4 
DEMOLITION OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNIT 

4.1 The Owner will not demolish an Affordable Housing Unit unless: 

(a) the Owner has obtained the written opinion of a professional engineer or architect 
who is at ann's length to the Owner that it is 110 longer reasonable or practical to 
repair or replace any structural component of the Affordable Housing Unit, and 
the Owner has delivered to the City a copy of the engineer's or architect's report; 
or 

(b) the Affordable Housing Unit is damaged or "destroyed, to the extent of 40% or 
more of its value above its fOUlidations, as determined by the City in its sole 
discretion, 

and, in each case, a demolition pennit for the Affordable Housing Unit has been issued 
by the City and the Affordable Housing Unit has been demolished under that permit. 

Following demolition, the Owner will use and occupy any replacement Dwelling Unit in 
compliance with this Agreement and the' Housing Covenant both of which will apply to any 
replacement Dwelling Unh to the same extent and in the same maimer as those agreements 
apply to the original Dwelling Unit, and the Dwelling Unit must be approved by the City as 
an Affordable Housing Unit in accordance with this Agreen~ent. 

ARTICLES 
STRATA CORPORATION BYLAWS 

5.1 This Agreement will be binding upon all strata corporations created upon the strata title 
Subdivision of the Lands or any Subdivided parcel of the Lands. 

5.2 Any strata corporation bylaw which prevents, restricts or abridges the right to use the 
Affordable Housing Units as rental accommodation will have no force and effect. 

5.3 

5.4 

5.5 

I 314~388\"5 

No strata corporation shall pass any bylaws preventing, restricting or abridging the use of 
the Affordable Housing Units as. rental accommodation. 

No sh'ata corporation shall pass any bylaw or approve any levies which would result in only 
the Owner or the Tenant or any other permitted occupant of an Affordable Housing Unit 
(and not include all the owners, tenants, or any other permitted occupants of all the strata 
lots in the applicable strata plan which are not Affordable Housing Units) paying any extra 
charg~ or fees for the usc of any comJllon propel1y, limited common propelty or other 

. common areas, fac ilities, or amenities of the strata cOl"P?ration. 

The strata corporation shall not pass any bylaw or make any lUle which would restrict the 
Owner or the Tenant or any other penl1itted occupant of an Affordable Housing Unit from 
using and enjoying any conunon property, limited conunon property or other common 
areas, fac ilities or amenities of the strata cOlporation except 011 the same basis that governs 
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the use and enjoyment of any common propelty, limited common property or other conunon 
areas, facilities or amenities of the strata corporation by all the owners, tenants, or any other 
pennitted occupants of all the strata lots in the applicable strata plan which are not 
Affordable Housing Units. 

ARTICLE 6 
DEFAULT AN)) REMEDIES 

6.1 The Owner agrees that, in addition to any other remedies available to the City under this 
Agreement or the Housing Covenant or at law or in equity, if an Affordable Housing Unit 
is used or occupied in breach of this Agreement or rented at a rate in excess of the 
Permitted Rent or the Owner is otherwise in breach of any of its obligations under this 
Agreement or the Housing Covenant, the Owner will pay the Daily Amount to the City 
for every day that the breach continues after fOity-five (45) days written notice from the 
City to the Owner stating the palticulars of the breach. For greater certainty, the City is 
110t entitled to give written notice with respect to any breach of the Agreement until any 
applicable cure period, if any, has expired. The Daily Amount is due and payable five (5) 
business days following receipt by the Owner of an-invoice from the City for the same. 

6.2 The Owner acknowledges and agrees that a default by the Owner of any of its promises, 
covenants, representations or warranties set-out in the Housing Covenant shall also 
constitute a default under this Agreement. 

ARTICLE 7 
MISCELLANEOUS 

7.1 Housing Agreement 

1 3143388vS 

The Owner acknowledges and agrees that: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

this Agreement includes a housing agreement entered into under section 905 of 
the Local Government Act; 

where an Affordable Housing Unit is a separate legal parcel the City may file 
notice of this Agreement in the L TO against the title to the Affordable Housing 
Unit and, in the case of a strata corporation, may note this Agreement on the 
common propelty sheet; and 

where the Lands have not yet been Subdivided to create the separate parcels to be 
charged by this Agreement~ the City may file a notice of this Agreement in the 
LTO against the title to the Lands. If this Agreement is filed in the LTO as a 
notice under section 905 of the Local Government Act prior to the Lands having 
been Subdivided, and it is the intention that this Agreement is, once separate legal 
parcels are created and/or the Lands are subdivided, to charge and secure only the 
legal parcels or Subdivided Lands which contain the Affordable Housing Units, 
then the City Solicitor shall be entitled, without further City Council approval, 
authorization or bylaw, to partially discharge this Agreement accordingly. The 
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Owner acknowledges and agrees that notwithstanding a pal1iai discharge of this 
Agreement, this Agreement shall be and remain in full force and effect and, but 
for the paltial discharge, otherwise unamended. Further, the Owner 
acknowledges and agrees that in the event that the Affordable Housing Unit is in a 
strata corporation, this Agreement shall remain noted on the strata corporation's 
common propcl1y sheet. 

7.2 Modification 

Subject to section 7.1 of this Agreement, this Agreement may be modified or amended 
from time to time, by consent of the Owner and a bylaw duly passed by the Council of 
the City and thereafter if it is signed by the City and the Owner. 

7.3 Management 

The Owner covenants and agrees that it will' furnish good and efficient management of 
the Affordable Housing Units and will permit representatives ·of the City to inspect the 
Affordable Housing Units at any reasonable time, subject to the notice provisions in the 
Residential Tenancy Act. The Owner further covenants and agrees that it will maintain 
the Affordable Housing Units in a good state of repair and fit for habitation and will 
comply with all laws, including health and safety ~tandards applicable to the Lands. 
Notwithstanding the foregoing, the Owner acknowledges and agrees that the City, in its 
absolute discretion, may require the Owner, at the Owner's expense, to hire a person or 
company with the skill and expeltise to manage the Affordable Housing Units. 

7.4 Indemnity 

The Owner will indemnify and save harmless the City and each of its elected officials, 
officers, directors, and agents, and their heirs, executors, administrators, personal 
representatives, successors and assigns, from and against all claims, demands, actions, . 
loss, damage, costs and liabilities, which all or any of them will or may be liable for or 
suffer or incur or be put to by reason of or arising out of: 

(a) 

(b) 

(e) 

any negligent act or omission of the Owner, or its officers, directors, agents, 
contractors or other persons for whom at law the Owner is responsible relating to 
this Agreement; . 

the construction, maintenance, repair, ownership, lease, license, operation, 
management or financing of the Lands or any Affordable Housing Unit or the 
enforcement of any Tenancy Agreement; and/or 

without limitation, any legal or" equitable wrong on the part of the Owner or any 
breach of this Agreement by the Owner. 

7.5 Release 

I 3143388,,5 

The Owner hereby releases and forever discharges the City and each of its elected 
officials, officers, directors, and agents , and its and their heirs, executors, administrators, 
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personal representatives, successors and assigns, from and against all claims, demands, 
damages, actions, or causes of action by reason of or arising out of or which would or 
could not occur but for the: 

(a) construction, maintenance, repair, ownership, lease, license, operation or 
management of the Lands or any Affordable Housing Unit under this Agreement; 
and/or 

(b) the exercise by the City of any of its rights under this Agreement or an enactment. 

7.6 Survival 

The obligations of the Owner set out in this Agreement will survive termination or 
discharge of this Agreement. 

7.7 Priority 

The Owner will do everything necess~ry, at the Owner's expense, to ensure that this 
Agreement, if required by the City Solicitor, will be noted against title to the Lands in 
priority to all financial charges and encumbrances which may have been registered or are 
pending registration against title to the Lands save and except those specifically approved 
in advance in writing by the City Solicitor or in favour of the City, and that a notice under 
section 905(5) of the Loca! Government Act will be filed on the title to the Lands. 

7.8 City's Powers Unaffected 

This Agreement does not: 

(a) affect or limit the discretion, rights, dut.ies or powers of the City under any 
enactment or at common law, including in relation to the use or subdivision of the 
Lands; 

(b) impose on the City any legal duty or obligation, including any duty of care or 
cOllu:actual or other legal duty or obligation, to enforce this Agreement; 

(c) affect or limit any enactment relating to the use or subdivision of the Lands; or 

(d) relieve the Owner from complying with any enactment, including in relation to 
the use or subdivision ofthe Lands. 

7.9 Agreement for Benefit of City Only 

1 3143lSM 

The Owner and the City agree that: 

Ca) 

Cb) 

this Agreement is entered into only for the benefit of the City; 

this Agreement is not intended to protect the interests of the Owner, any Tenant, 
Oi' any future owner, lessee, occupier or user of the Lands or the building or any 
portion thereof, including any Affordable Housing Unit; and 
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(c) the City may at any time execute a release and discharge of this Agreement, 
without liability to anyone for doing so, and without obtaining the consent of the 
Ovmer. 

7.10 No llublic Law Duty 

Where the City is required or permitted by this Agreement to form an opinion, exercise a 
discretion, express satisfaction, make a determination or give its ' consent, the Owner 
agrees that the City is under no public Jaw duty of fa irness or natural justice in that regard 
and agrees that the City may do any of those things in the same manner as if it were a 
private party and not a public body. 

7.1 1 Notice 

Any notice required to be served or given to a party herein pursuant to this Agreement 
will be sufficiently served or given if delivered, to the postal address of the Owner set out 
in the records at the LTD, and in the case of Ole City addressed: 

To: 

And to: 

Clerk, City of Richmond 
691 1 No.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2C I 

City Solicitor 
City of RicJunond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2C I 

or to the most recent postal address provided in a written notice given by each of the parties 
to the other. Any notice which is delivered is to be considered to have been given on the 
first day after it is dispatched for delivery. 

7.12 Enuring ]~ffect 

This Agreement will extend to and be binding upon and enure to the benefit of the parties 
hereto and their respective successors and permitted assigns. 

7.13 Severability 

Ifany provision of this Agreement is found to be invalid or unenforceable, such provision 
or any part thereof will be severed from this Agreement and the resultant remainder of 
this Agreement wi ll remain in fu ll force and effect. . 

7.14 Waiver 

I JI433S8vS 

All remedies of the City will be cumulative and may be exercised by the City in any 
order or concUlTently in case of any breach and each remedy may be exercised any 
number of times with respect to each breach. Waiver of or delay in the City exercising 
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any or all remedies wi ll not prevent the latcr exercise of any remedy for the same breach 
or any similar or different breach. 

7.15 Sole Agreement 

TIlls Agreement, and any documents signed by the Owners contemplated by this 
Agreement (including, without limitation, the Housing Covenant), represent the whole 
agreement between the City and the Owner respecting the use and occupation of the 
Affordable Housing Units, and there are 110 warranties, representations, conditions or 
collateral agreements made by the City except as set forth in this Agreement. In the 
event of any conflict between thi s Agreement and the Housing Covenant, this Agreement 
shall, to the extent necessary to resolve such conflict, prevail. 

7.16 Further Assurance 

Upon request by the City the Owner will fOl1hwith do such acts and execute such 
documents as may be reasonably necessary in the opinion of the City to give effect to this 
Agreement. 

7. 17 Covenant Runs with the Lands 

This Agreement burdens and runs with the Lands and every parcel into which it is 
Subdivided in perpetuity. All of the covenants and agreements contained in this 
Agreement are made by the Owner for itself, its personal administrators, successors and 
assigns, and all persons who after the date of this Agreement, acquire an interest in the 
Lands. 

7.18 Equitable Remedies 

The Owner acknowledges and agrees that damages would be an inadequate remedy for 
the City for any breach of this Agreement and that the public interest strongly favours 
specific performance, injunctive relief (mandatory or otherwise), or other equitable relief, 
as the only adequate remedy for a default under this Agreement. 

7.19 No Joint Venture 

Nothing in this Agreement will constitute the Owner as the agent, joint venturer, or 
parole)" of the City or give the Owner any authority to bind the City in any way. 

7.20 Applicable Law 

I )14)388vS 

Unless the context otherwise requires, the laws of British Columbia (including, without 
limitation, the Residential Tenancy Act) will apply to this Agreement and all statutes 
refelTed to herein are enactments of the Province of British Columbia. 
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7.21 Deed and Contract 

By executing and delivering this Agreement tJ1C Owner intends to create both a contract 
and a deed executed and delivered under seal. 

7.22 Joint and Several 

If the Owner is comprised of more than one person, firm or body corporate, then the 
covenants, agreements and obligations of the Owner shall be joint and several. 

7.23 Limitation 011 Owner's Obligations 

The Owner is only liable for breaches of this Agreement that occur whi le the Owner is 
the registered owner of the Lands provided however that notwithstanding that the Owner 
is no longer the registered owner of the Lands, the Owner will remain liable for breaches 
of this Agreement that occurred while the Owner was the registered owner of the Lands. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the 
day and year fi rst above written. 

6951 ELMBRIDGE WAY LTD., 
by its authorized signatory(ies): 

Per: 
Name: 

Per: 
Name: 

I )lmBM 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 
APPROVED 
for _, .... b~ 

oOgiRliing 

'''' 
APPROVED 

for Ie, olily 
bJ Solicitor 

DATE OF 
COUNCIL 

APPROVAL 
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CITY OF IUCHMOND 
by its authorized signatory(ies): 

Per: 
Malcolm D. Brodie, Mayor 

Pel': 
David Weber, Corporate Officer 

I 31433Bavs 
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Appendix A to Housing Agreement 

STATUTORY DECLARATION 

CANADA 

PROVINCE OF IlRITISH COLUM1IIA 

) 
) 
) 
) 

IN THE MATTE R m' A 
HOUSING AGREEMENT WITH 
THE CITY OF IUCHMOND 
("Housing Agreement") 

TO WIT: 

I, :---::--:-;---;,--, ______ of _----------~. British Columbia, do 
SOICllU11y declare that: 

I. I am the owner or authorized signatory of the owner of (the 
"Affordable Housing Unit"), and make this declaration to the best of my personal 
knowledge. 

2. Tbis declaration is made pursuant to the Housing Agreement in respect of the Affordable 
I-lousing Unit. 

3. For the period from to the 
Affordable Housing Unit was occupied only by the Eligible Tenants (as defined in the 
Housing Agreement) whose names and current addresses and whose employer's names 
and current addresses appear below: 

[Names, addresses and phone numbers of Eligible Tenants and their employer(s)] 

4. The rent charged cach month for the Affordable Housing Unifis as fo llows: 

(a) the monthly rent on the date 365 days before this datc of this statutory declaration: 
$ per month; 

(b) the rent .on the date of this statutory declaration: $ _ ___ ~; and 

( c) the proposed or actual rent that will be payable on the date that is 90 days after the 
date of this statutory declaration: $, _____ ~ 

5. I acknowledge and agree to comply with the Owner's ob ligations under the Housing 
Agreement, and other charges in favour of the City noted or registered in the Land Title 
Office against the land on which the Affordable Housing Unit is situated and confirm that 
the Owner has complied with the Owner's obligations under the Housing Agreement. 
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6. I make this solemn declaration. conscientiously believing it to be true and knowing that it 
is of the same force and effect as if made under oath and pursuant to the Canada 
Evidence Act . 

. DECLARED BEFORE ME at the City of 
~~---c-c----c~-~' in the Province of British 
Columbia, this day of 
____ ~,20_ 

A Commissioner for Taking Affidavits in the 
Province of British Columbia 

I 3143388,,5 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DECLARANT 
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PRIORITY AGREEMENT 

In respect to a Housing Agreement (the "Housing Agreement") made pursuant to section 905 of 
the Local Government Act between the City of Riciull0nd and 6951 Ehnbridgc Way Ltd. (the 
"Owner") in respect to the lands and premises legally known and described as: 

PID: 028-324-030 
Lot A Section 6 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan BCP45903 

(the "Lands") 

THE BANK OF NOV A SCOTIA (the "Chargeholder") is the holder of a Mortgage and 
Assignment of Rents encumbering the Lands which Mortgage and Assigmnent of Rents were 
registered in the Lower Mainland LTD under numbers BB 1330619 and B81330620, respectively 
("the Bank Charges"). 

The Chargeholder, being the holder of the Bank Charges, by signing below, in consideration of 
the payment of Ten Dollars ($10.00) and other good and valuable consideration (the receipt and 
sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged and agreed to by the ChargehoJder), hereby 
consents to the granting of the covenants in the Housing Agreement by the Owner and hereby 
covenants that the Housing Agreement shall bind the Bank Charges in the Lands and shall rank 
in priority upon the Lands over the Bank Charges as if the I-lousing Agreement had been signed, 
sealed and delivered and noted on title to the Lands prior to the Bank Charges and prior to the 
advance of any monies pursuant to the Bank Charges. The grant of priority is irrevocable, 
unqualified and without reservation or limitation. 

THE BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA 
by its authorized sigl1ato'ry(ies): 

Per: 
Name: 

Per: 7C"---------­
Name: 
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PRIORITY AGREEMENT 

In respect to a I-lousing Agreement (the "Housing Agreement") made pursuant to section 905 of 
the Local Government Act between the City of Richmond and 6951 Elmbridgc Way Ltd. (the 
"Owner") in respect to the lands and premises legally known and described as: 

PID: 028-324-030 
Lot A Section 6 Block 4 N0I1h Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan BCP45903 

(the "Lands") 

AVIVA INSURANCE COMPANY OF CANADA (the "Chargeholder") is the holder of a 
Mortgage and Assignlllent of Rents encumbering the Lands which MOitgagc and Assignment of 
Rents were registered in the Lower Mainland LTO under numbers B8133062 1 and BB1330622, 
respectively ("the Bank Charges "). 

The Chargeholder. being the holder of the Bank Charges, by signing below, in consideration of 
the payment ofTen Dollars ($10.00) and other good and valuable consideration (the receipt and 
sufficiency of which is hereby acknowledged and agreed to by the Chargeholder), hereby 
consents to the granting of the covenants in the Housing Agreement by the Owner and h,ereby 
covenants that the Housing Agreement shall bind the Bank Charges in the Lands and shall rank 
in priority upon the Lands over the Bank Charges as if the Housing Agreement had been signed, 
sealed and delivered and noted on title to the Lands prior to the Bank Charges and prior to the 
advance of any monies pursuant to the Bank Charges. The grant of priority is irrevocable, 
unqualified and without reservation or limitation. 

A VIVA INSURANCE COMPANY OF CANADA 
by its authorized signatory(ies): 

Per: ~ _________ _ 
Name: 

Per: __________ _ 
Name: 

I 3143388vS HDllSiug Agreement (SectiDn 90S Local Go\'emmcnt Act) 
6951 Elnlbrid", Way 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 8867 

5 Year Financial Plan (2012-2016) Bylaw 8867 

rhe Counci l oflhe City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

I. Schedule "A", Schedule "B" and Schedule "C" which are attached and f0 n11 a part of this 
bylaw, are adopted as the 5 Year Financial Plan (2012-20 16). 

2. 5 Year Financial Plan (201 1 - 2015) Bylaw 8707 and all associated amendments are 
repealed. 

3. Th is Bylaw is cited as "5 Year Financial Plan (2012 - 2016) Bylaw 8867" . 

FIRST READfNG APR 1 0 2012 

SECOND READfNG APR 1 0 2012 

THIRD READfNG APR 1 0 2012 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3493499 

CITVOF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
10f contenl by 

origlnaUng 
dept 

..'C..-
APPROVED 
10' legality 
by Solicitor 

tvJ-
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Bylaw 8867 

CITY OF RICHMOND 
5 YEAR FINANCIAL PLAN (2012 - 2016) 

(IN $OOO'S) 

Schedule A 

2012 2013 201-1 2015 2016 

Taxes 168,204 175,106 182,909 190,245 197,767 
Transfer from Capital Equity 44,387 45,163 46,648 46,613 46,736 

88,085 93,212 96,080 98,971 101,585 
Transfer from Capital Equity 7,051 7,208 7~13 7,406 7~38 

and Charges 26,329 26,611 26,900 27,193 27,493 
Income 16,184 16,265 16,346 16,428 16,510 

13,199 13,331 13,465 13,599 13,735 
11,148 11,168 11,196 11,229 11 ,263 
4,112 4,174 4,237 4~OO 4~65 

and Interest OD Taxes 990 1,000 1,010 1,020 1,030 
Fiscal Earnings 24,342 24~67 24,392 24,419 24,443 

Transfer from DeC Reserve 21~66 15,682 11 ,872 8,055 9,079 
Transfer from Other Funds and Reserves 47,194 63,948 34,478 34,013 36,897 
External Contributions 4,584 3,779 114 114 114 
Carryforward Prior Years 

REVENUES 

95,136 100,420 103,393 106,377 109,123 
and Community Safety 82,449 84,192 87,493 89,896 92,272 

Works 54,106 55,698 57,443 58,618 59,914 

and Recreatvn 39,485 40,695 42~64 43~44 43,860 

Services 21~61 21 ,732 21,821 22,137 22,600 

Services 17~32 17,795 17,856 17,778 18,050 

and Facility Maintenance 11 ,714 11 ,950 12,099 ml9 12,545 
and Development Services 12,470 12,798 13,133 13,465 13,727 
and Financial Services 7;275 7,410 7~9 7,690 7,833 

Administratvn 4,464 4,548 4,634 4,722 4,812 
22,805 24,090 25~0 1 28,690 29,440 

Funds: Statutory R eserves 31,124 32,807 34~96 36~87 38)89 

Debt Interest 2,999 2,359 1,503 
Debt Principal 1,111 1,111 1,111 

Current Year Capital Expenditures 73,144 83,409 46,464 42,182 46,090 

3493499 
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Bylaw 8867 

CITY OF RICHMOND 
5 YEAR FINANCIAL PLAN FUNDING SOURCES 

(2012 - 2016) 

Dec Reserves 
Drainage 
Parks Acquisition 
Parks Development 
Roads 
Sanitary Sewer 
Water 

97 
10,972 
3,174 
4,554 
2,569 

0 

2,680 
4,232 
2,492 
5,152 
1,126 

0 

Schedule B 

2,228 0 
3,292 3,292 
2,398 1,411 
3,954 3,340 

0 12 
0 0 

Total DeC Reserves $21,366 $15,682 $11,872 $8,055 

Reserves and Other Sources 
Statutory Reserves 
Affordable Housing Reserve Fund 
Capital Building and Infrastructure Reserve Fund 
Capital Reserve Fund 
Child Care Development Reserve Fund 
Drainage Improvement Reserve Fund 
Equipment Replacement Reserve Fund 
Leisure Facilities Reserve Fund 
Local Improvements Reserve Fund 
Neighbourhood Improvement Reserve Fund 
Public Art Program Reserve Fund 
Sanitary Sewer Reserve Fund 
Watennain Replacement Reserve Fund 
Total Reserves 

Other Sources 
Appropriated Surplus 

Enterprise 
Utility Levy 
Library Provision 
Water Metering Provision 

Grant, Developer and Comm. Contributions 
Total Other Sources 
---- - --

1,333 
254 

12,798 
1,150 
5,347 
3,528 

0 
0 

428 
503 

4,487 
7,807 

$37,635 

5,694 
465 
640 

1,160 
1,600 
4,584 

$14143 

975 
7,300 

22,675 
275 

6,019 
2,607 

0 
0 
0 

100 
3,621 

13,600 
$57,172 

4,432 
o 

1,184 
1,160 

o 
3,779 

$10555 

975 975 
0 0 

8,762 8,541 
275 275 

5,590 1,441 
2,177 3,342 

0 0 
0 0 

17 0 
100 100 

1,500 3,172 
9,215 9,155 

$28,611 $27,001 

4,432 4,432 
0 0 

275 1,420 
1,160 1,160 

0 0 
114 114 

$5981 $7126 

0 
3,292 
1,176 
3,275 
1,336 

0 
$9,079 

975 
0 

8,085 
275 

3,748 
4,272 

0 
0 
0 

100 
4,238 
9,311 

$31,004 

4,432 
o 

301 
1,160 

o 
114 

$6007 
TOTAL CA lllTAL FUNDING S73, 17", 583.-1119 S",6",6", S",2,IH! S-I6,OIJO 

3493499 
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Bylaw 8867 

City of Richmond 
2012-2016 Financial Plan 

Statement of Policics and Objectives 

Revenue P"oportiolls Bv Funding Source 

Schedule C 

Property taxes are the largest portion of revenue for any municipality. Taxes provide a stable and 
consistent source of revenue for many services that are di fficult or undesirable to fund on a useT­
pay basis. These include services such as community safety, general government, libraries and 
park maintenance. 

Objective: 
• Maintain revenue proportion from property taxes at current level or lower 

Policies: 
• Annually, review and increase user fee levels by consumer price index (CPI). 
• Any increase in alternative revenues and economic development beyond all financial 

strategy targets can be utilized for increased levels of service or to reduce tax rate. 

Table 1: % of Total 
Revenue Source R evenue* 

Property Taxes 64.1% 
User Fees & Charges 10.0% 
Investment Income 6.1% 
Grants in Lieu of Taxes 5.0% 
Gaming Revenue 4.2% 
Grants 1.5% 
Other Sources 9.1% 

Total 100.0% ·Tolal Revenue consists of genera! revenues 

Table 1 shows the proportion of total general revenue proposed to be raised from each funding 
source in 2012. 

3493499 
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Bylaw 8867 Schedule C 

Distr ibution of Property Taxes 

Table 2 provides the estimated 2012 distribution of property tax revenue among the property 
classes. 

Objective: 
• Maintain the City's business to residential tax ratio in the midd le in comparison to other 

municipalities. This will ensure that the City will remain competitive with other 
municipalities in attracting and retaining businesses. 

Policies: 
• Regularly review and compare the City's tax ratio between residential property owners 

and business property owners relative to other municipalities in Metro Vancouver. 
• Continue econom ic development initiatives to attract businesses to the City of Richmond. 

Table 2: (based on the 2012 Preliminary Roll figures) 

% of Tax 
Property Class Burden 
Residential I) 52.1% 
Business 6 38.4% 
Lightlndus try 5) 7.8% 
Others (2,4,8 & 9) 1.7% 
Total 100.0% 

Permissive Tax Exemptions 

Obj ective: 
• Council passes the annual pennissive exemption bylaw to exempt certain properties from 

property tax in accordance with guidelines set out by Counci l Policy and the Community 
Charter. There is no legal obligation to grant exemptions. 

• Pennissive exempt ions are evaluated with consideration to minimizing the tax burden to 
be shifted to the general taxpayer. 

Policy: 
• Exemptions are reviewed on an annual basis and are granted to those organizations 

meeting the requirements as set out under Council Policy 3561 and Sections 220 and 224 
of the Community Charter. 

3493499 
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