4 Richmond Agenda

CNCL
Pg. #

CNCL-11

CNCL-43

City Council

Council Chambers, City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

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

ITEM

MINUTES

1.  Motion to adopt:

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

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

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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Council Agenda — Monday, April 23, 2012

CNCL
Pg. #

3512432

ITEM

Delegations from the floor on Agenda items.

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

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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Item

CNCL
Pg. #

CNCL-47

CNCL-65
CNCL-69

CNCL-47

3512432

ITEM

= Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw Amendment
= Continuation of Enhanced Pesticide Management Program
* Moorage for Canadian Coast Guard Auxiliary Station 10

Motion to adopt Items 6 through 20 by general consent.

COMMITTEE MINUTES

That the minutes of:

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

(2) the Rlanning Committee meeting held on Tuesday, April 17, 2012;

(3) the Rublic Works & Transportation Committee meeting held on
Wednesday, April 18, 2012;

be received for information.

VANCOUVER AIRPORT FUEL DELIVERY PROJECT
(File Ref. No.: ) (REDMS No.)

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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Pg. #

CNCL-77

3512432

ITEM

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)

See Page CNCI-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:

()

(b)

(©)

(d)

(€)

(f)

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.

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.
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CNCL-85

3512432

ITEM

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

(@) 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.

RICHMOND ADDICTION SERVICES’ PROPOSAL TO RENEW A
FIVE-YEAR PROBLEM GAMBLING PREVENTION AND

EDUCATION PLAN
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3468541, 3497793)

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.
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CNCL-187

CNCL-201

CNCL-209

3512432

ITEM

10.

11.

12.

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

See Page CNCI -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.

AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 210 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)

See Page CNCI -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.

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)

See Page CNCI -200 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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CNCL-225

CNCL-245

CNCL-265

3512432

ITEM

13.

14.

15.

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)

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.

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)

=ee Page CNC.-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.

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)

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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CNCL-355

CNCL-375

CNCL-385

CNCL-397

3512432

ITEM

16.

17.

18.

19.

BC HYDRO 20 YEAR WORK PROGRAM IN THE CITY OF

RICHMOND
(File Ref. No. 10-6060-01) (REDMS No. 3502343)

~See Page CNCI_-35 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.

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

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.

ALEXANDRA DISTRICT ENERGY UTILITY BYLAW NO 8641

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

See Page CNCI -385 for full repors

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.

CONTINUATION OF ENHANCED PESTICIDE MANAGEMENT

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

See Page CNCI-397 for full report

PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE
RECOMMENDATION

CNCL -8
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CNCL-417

3512432

ITEM

20.

(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.

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

See Page CNC|-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.

*hkhkkkhkhkhkkhkhkkkhhkkkhhkhkihkhiikikh

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE
CONSENT AGENDA

*hkkkhkkkkikhkkkihkkkihhkkikhhkkiiikkx
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CNCL ITEM
Pg. #
PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS
NEW BUSINESS
BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION
CNCL-425 Housing Agreement (6951 Elmbridge Way) Bylaw No, 8691
Opposed at 18/2"/3" Readings — None.
CNCL-447 5 Year Financial Plan (2012-2016) Bylaw No. 8867

Opposed at 1%/2"/3" Readings — None.

ADJOURNMENT

CNCL - 10
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Richmond - Minutes

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings

Monday, April 16, 2012

Place: Council Chambers
Richrnond City Hall
6911 No. 3 Road

Preseat: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie

Councillor Chak Au

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

Gail Johnson, Acting Corporate Officer

Absent: Councitlor Linda Bames
Councillor Derek Dang

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

1. Zoving Amendment Bylaw 8691 (RZ 07-380222)
(Location: 6951 Elmbridge Way; Applicant: 6951 Elmbridge Way Ltd.)
Applicant’s Comments:
The applicant was available to answer questions.
Written Submissions:

None.
Submissions from the floor:
None.
PH12/4-1 It was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8691 be given second and third readings.
CARRIED
CNCL-11 - 1.
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Minutes

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 available to answer questions.
Written Submissions:

Nore.

Submissions from the floor:

None.
PH12/4-2 1t was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8870 be given second and third readings.
CARRIED
PH12/4-3 It was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 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 bis concems 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 (i) the potential for damage to his
property during the construction period.

PH12/4-4 It was moved and seconded
That Zoning Anendment Bylaw 8871 be given second and third readings.

CARRIED
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Richmond Minutes

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

4.  Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8872 (IRZ 11-593412)
(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 floor:
None.
PH12/4-5 1t was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8872 be given second and 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 Dnve. He outlined five concems 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.

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

3486516 CNCL - 13 3.



City of
Richmond Minutes

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

Boris Tabakman, 9160 No. 3 Road spoke in support of the proposed
development but noted that it was important for privacy to be maintained on
surrounding properties. He expressed concerns regarding: (1) whether
balconies of the proposed three storey units would overlook his property;
(i1) the proposed height of the fence meant to buffer the subject site from his
property; (iii) the proposed height of landscape elements between the
subject site and his property; and (iv) whether balconies of the proposed two
storey units would face south.

PH12/4-6 1t was moved and seconded
That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8873 be given second and third 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
(i11) that the proposed development included a variety of residential unit
sizes.

Written Submissions:

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

(b)  Doug Nightingale, 3220 Semlin Drive (Schedule 3)

(c)  Peter Chan, #125-3880 Westminster Highway (Schedule 4)
(d) Connie S. B. Fung, 3200 Semlin Drive (Schedute 5)

(¢)  Parisa Zaini, #18-3880 Westminster Highway (Schedule 6)
()  Phu Tse Sing Lan, 5720 Musgrave Cr. (Schedule 7)

g) Mandeep Aulakh, 5511 No. 1 Road (Schedule 8)

(h)  Sharon Dulay, 5740 Forsyth Crescent (Schedule 9)

(1)  Demetrios Dimou, 3400 Granville Avenue (Schedule 10)

. CNCL - 14 4.



City of
Richmond Minutes

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

(3)  B.C. Teoh and Joyce Teoh, 6071 Forsyth Crescent (Schedule 11)
(k) Pak Lin Lam, 5564 Comwall Drive (Schedule 12)

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

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

(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)

(@) Trinh Tu Ha, #20-6179 No. 1 Road (Schedule 18)

(r)  Phengiri Kanchanaphan, #1-6111 No. 1 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 Simm, 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.

PHI12/4-7 It was moved and seconded

That OCP Amendment Bylaw 8874 and Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8875
each be given second and third readings.

CARRIED

CNCL - 15 5.

3486516



Minutes

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:

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 like to continuc for another three
years.

Written Submissions.

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

Submissions from the floor:
None.
PH]12/4-8 It was moved and seconded

That a Temporary Commercial Use Permit be issued to Paul Cheung
(Lions Conmmunications Inc.) for the property at 12631 Vulcan Way for
the purpose of permitting an evening night market event befiween May 11,
2012 to September 16, 2012 (inclusive), May 10, 2013 fo Septeinber 8,
2013 (inclusive) and May 9, 2014 to September 14, 2014 (inclusive)
subject to the fulfillment of all terms, conditions and requirements
outlined in the Temporary Commercial Use Permit and attached
Schedules including the additional condition outlined in the Acting
General Manager, Planning and Development’s, Memorandum dated

April 12, 2012.
CARRIED
ADJOURNMENT
PH12/4-9 It was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (7:42 p.m.).
CARRIED

3486516 CNCL - 16 6



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 Pubbce
Hearings of the City of Richmond held on
Monday, April 16, 2012

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) Acting Corporate Officer
City Clerk’s Office (Gail Johnson)

CNCL -17 7
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) 10 PUBhC H
Schedule 1 to the Minutes of Dat:gqu'fl fzf';‘g&
the Council Meeting for ltemn & 5
Public Hearing held on Re: {214 ) g
: L L83
Monday, April 16, 2012. A
To AM-PRI Construction aud the City of Richmond ( RZ 11-577561 ) :

We the 5 residences on Rideau Drive would like to {hank the conshuction company for addressing some
of our concerns including :

A) Privacy- -by having the proposed town homes face north and south so that balconies and from
windows are not over looking our back yards

B ) Height Reduction — there will be no 3 story units located on the eastern portion of the property
and that these 2 story units will be no bigher than 7.5 meters above grade.

C) Reducing the size of the project from 19 uniss to 18 units .

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

E ) Drainage -— (hat 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 concern we still have is the roise 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. Although a 6
fool cedar fence and the planting of laurel bushes may be an effective visual deterrent between properties
Jthey are not as effective as a sound barmer. If sound reducing materials could be applied to those sections
of the fence where asphalt meets cedar, it would be much appreciated.

ANOTE to the CITY of RICHMOND : The present Richmond OCP allows builders to construct
buildings to within 4.5 meters of single family residences without necessarily providing green space as a
buffer between propertics. Since Richmond prides itself in being green ( tree preservation, ALR lands and
parks and other open spaces ), we would Jike 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 oot allow it.

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

8231,8251, 8271, 8291, and 83! | Rideau Drive (Jan./Feb.2012)

CNCL -18
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To Public Hearing
Date:ﬁ?ﬂi [&6,Z012/
ftem # §

CiyGlerk  |re:tulans Sy |
From: Roger Cheng (rogerkccheng@hotmail.com] 22715
Sent: April 2, 2012 9:03 AM
+ To: CityClerk ' ~ Schedule 2 to the Minutes of
‘Subject: 6011 -6031 No. 1 Road - RZ11-586715 - Bylaw 8874 & 8875 the Council Meeting for
Categories: 12-8060-20-8874/8875 (RZ 11-586705) Public Hearing held on

Monday, April 16, 2012.

To whom it may concern;

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

As a resident of Terra Nova, | 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 of this 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 5W8

Res:  6504-821-0628
" Cell:  604-816-2282.

CNCL -19
04/02/2012



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

To Public Hearing
Date: AP L (2012
MayorandCouncnIors Item &6
— T R T "ﬂ'&?‘_%}@@‘"ﬂ%‘h{-—*—‘
From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca] 24 1<
Sent: April 3, 2012 11:40 AM
To: MayorandCouncillors

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #633)
Categories: 08-4105-20-2011586715 - Development at 6011-6031 No. ) Road

Send a Submission Online (response #633)  Schedule 3 to the Minutes of

the Council Meeting for
SurveyInfmmatlon Public Hearing held on

| o [C“y e o i Monday, April 16,2012,

‘ Page T‘"e ;Se“da a_b_mtssmn Online ' ‘

URL http //cms nchmond ca/Page1793 aspx - !

B Subrmssnon TlmelDate 4/3/2012 11 43 22 AM |

Survey Response
Your Name: Doug nghtlngale
Your Address 3220 Semlin Drive

Subject P:operty Address OR

| 6011- 5031 # Road, RZ11 - 586715
Bylaw Number |
}

} have seen the proposed design of this !
project and would like to endorse the project.

It would be a welcome addition to our
neighborhood. | have lived in Terra Nova for

i

Comments: 10 years and look forward to this corner being |
1

|

. developed. | also thinik it would be
advantageous in this area to have one/level
Ilvmg avallable S|m|lar to lhls project.

CNCL - 20
04/03/2012



M\L ©D, Zol2-

T&"Zﬁ"zt"bﬁq Ei-aaring
Date: b 20(
J<§ @ZQHOS@/\T ftem #
llj O\ZEV\ F:e: %\MS R
: 518
Re:  potil- Go3l No. | Roay .
:EZ ‘ \"‘ 58?7 | S Schedule 4 to the Minutes of
BuUlba) the Council Meeting for
\/& %’8’74— 4 8875 Public Hearing held on
- Monday, April 16, 2012.
Do QR/M%@MM :

T hag A Resioent A7 Onlr %125, AT 2880
WESTMINSTET, . ’f;dw& 1 A DeveropHePr <AbJoiNnimg Te

Weour TRalker. My UnK s Riakr exr To whe heovs
wRolzor

Metoe Revwaoivg THe Troteep Mk vieo
VedzoPent, L. A very “Kepcen m@% ’LJA@??@Y@%
Dasieoh) As Waw ko Te Qoms TrrATIoNS T BY THe
Telgtize ol Te NewsHpocrifper T AW \/eEJV; “enlzd
T80 THAT Tie Devswter Lro Froresen MeQuaze STTPUR
DS wetl ke BURFERS TO MINIMIZen 1MFBer 60 CUR- UNITS |

T SUTPORT P Devaiarvent _AND  SUC#RS

ON "Pﬁ{%{ﬁ =N DEAVOUR_ W

B QA
A5~ 30eD [egTMINTER Ho
Bidmons pe V1C 541

CNCL - 21



["To Public Publﬁ Hearing
) . Date: ﬁ(}m 7,0(—7
' &
From: Connie Fung {csbfung@shaw.ca] ll//\,v.\ 3 8 674
Sent: April 3, 2012 16:53 8315
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:

[ ami 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. '

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

Connie S. B. Fung

3200 Semlin Drive ASchedu]e 5 t.o the Minutes of
Richmond, B.C. ' the Council Meeting for
V7C 5V5 Public Hearving held on
Cell: 604-833-3458 Monday, April 16, 2012.

CNCL - 22



Send a Submission Online (response #634)

MayorandCounmIIors

From: City of Richmona Website [webgraphlcs@rlchmond ca)

Sent: April 7, 2012 3:04 PM
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

8|te ] Clty Websnte

Page Tnle I Send a Subm;ssmn Onllne

URL http Ilcms r:chmond ca/Page1793 aspx

Submrssnon Tlme/Date | 4!7/2012 3 07 25 PM

Survey Response

Your Name: Parlsa Zalnl

| Your Address:

I
| .
Subject Property Address OR ‘ 5 '
Bylaw Number. | Bylaw 8875 (RZ 11-586705)

T ltom"r

E [ am opposed to the )dea of maklng four story '_

Page 1 of |

To Public Hearing
Date:Apecl (6 2002

%Im.se B34
RS

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

building in our neighborhood. Although it will

| generate jobs, but it will make lots of traffics
and noises as well. We will lose our peace
;' ) which we have in Terra Nova. This is a quiet |
7 | and private community which stands it out
| from downtown and busy locations. People
like us are choosing these places for their
! | unique environment. | love our Mayor and his
| professional job in the city. | really do not
understand the purpose of having high rises
in such a community. | do not mind to have
more stores in the area for jobs and easy
, | shopping, but definitely no high rise. This is a
\ | town housing and detached housing

Comments: i

| i community, please do not ruin it.

CNCL - 23
04/10/2012

A\ RECEIVED
LERK



Send a Submission Online (response #635) Page | of |

To Public Hearing
MayorandCou nCIIlors Date: M (6 tor?
o s I — | Item ¢L_ : -
From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca] Re 343%’\‘“’
Sent: April 10, 2012 2:22 PM - 2815
To: MayorandCouncillors f

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #635)

Schedule 7 to the Minutes of
Categories: 12-8060-20-8875 (RZ 11-586705)

the Council Meeting for

Public Hearing held on
Send a Submission Online (response #635) Meonday, April 16, 2012.

Survey Informatron

! et .- S‘fe .|_Ciiy Websne

Page Tltfe Send a Submlssron Onllne

URL http /Icms rrchmond calPage1793 aspx B |
Submrssron TlmeiDate 4/10/2012 2 24 42 PM .

Suwey Responso

J
Your Name. | Phu Tse Slng LAN
Your Address !

5720 Musgrave Cr Rlchmond v7c 5n3

| ublest Property Address OR | 6011-6031 no 1 rd. RZ-586715
Bylaw Number .

[ |lke the development that IS planned for this
| corner. Would like to see more shops in this

| area. | have lived in this area for more than 15 |
! | years. l

Comments:

CNCL - 24
04/11/2012



Send a Submission Online (response #637) Page 1 of |

{ To Public Hearing
M_ayorandCouncHlorim _____ - Data: M(L‘um _
; : . Item #
From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca]
. _ Re.Qm{aas 28It
Sent: April 10, 2012 11:08 PM i
_ | %8S
To: MayorandCouncillors i

Subject:  Send a Submission Online (response #637) Schedule 8 to the Minutes of
. e
Categories: 12-8060-20-8875 (RZ 11-586705) the Council ]\/]eeﬁng SfO
or

| o o Public Hearing held op
Send a Submission Online (response #637) ° Monday, April 16, 2012,

Suwey Informatlon

" Site; ‘ Clty Websne = —l

Page Title: | Send a Submlss;on Onhne .

URL hf{p //cms nchmond ca/Page1 793 aspx

| Submlssmn Tlme/Date 4/10/2012 11 04 31 PM

Gurvey RCpr[}SG
Your Name: MANDEEP AULAKH

YourAddress . 5511 NO.1 ROAD RICHMOND, BC V701T1 .

Subject Properly Address OR 8874 & 8875 .
Bylaw Number: ‘_ '

UNFORTUNATELY, | WILL NOT BE ABLE ,i

| TO ATTEND THE PUBLIC BEARING '

i HOWEVER | DO WANT TO VOICE MY

POSITION ON THE PROJECT iN

QUESTION FOR 6011-6031 NO.1 ROAD. |

| LIVE AT 5511 NO. 1 ROAD AND THINK i

l THAT THIS PROJECT WOULD BE A {

| WONDERFUL ADDITION TO THE TERRA |

| NOVA COMMUNITY. THE CORNER IS
| CURRENTLY NOT VERY ATTRACTIVE, ,

Comments: { NOR VERY BUSY, IT JUST LOOKS LIKE AN |
EMPTY BUILDING. HOWEVER THIS TYPE
OF ENHANCEMENT WOULD, IN MY |
OPINION, BRING DESIRED BUSINESSES .
AND QUALITY TO OUR BEAUTIFUL
NEIGHBOUROOD. IT WOULD PROVIBE US |
WITH VARIETY WITHOUT HAVING TO
TRAVEL TO THE NEXT CLOSEST
SHOPPING MALL. THUS MY FAMILY AND |
ARE VERY MUCH IN FAVOUR OF THIS
PROPOSAL.

CNCL - 25

04/11/2012



Send a Submission Ouline (response #636) Page ] of 1

[ o Public Hesring

MayorandCouncnlors Dato: /Ly “"'%‘ﬂ

N o tema b T
From: City of Richmond Website (webgraphics@richmond.ca] Re: 1y a5 g% " ‘4 4
Sent: April 10, 2012 10:35 PM &2
To: MayorandCouncillors
Subject:  Send a Submission Online (response #536) : SChed“le 9 to the Minutes of
Categories: 12-8060-20-8875 (RZ 11-586705) the Counci Meeting for

1l\’llubllc Hearing held
Send a Submission Online (response #636) onday, April 16, 2012.

Survey Informatxon

Slte |Crty Websne R S 2

Page Ttle | Send a Submissron Onlrne

on

URL Ihﬂb //ems r|chmond ca/Page1793 aspx - _
| Submission Time/Date: | 4/10/2012 10: 32:23 PM

TSNP Pn SERIVRT. | N S P N SR PV SRETY PEPP SR S QPRI L« S TP INEY | |

Suwey Response

; P
Your Name: ' Sharon Dulay f
Your Address 5740 Forsyth cres g
Subject Property Address OR g

Bylaw Number 6011 & 6031 no. 1'rd |

lama property owner & resident in this area

. & have been for over 10 years..| 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.
Cumently | drive to Seafair, or Blundell for
specialty shops, butcher, bakery, fruit &
vegetable shop, flower shop, etc. We are an |

I environmentally conscious family, therefore it

| is important for us to be able to walk, rather

{ than drive to different areas of Richmond. The |

: current commercial amenities do not
encompass all. There would be more ;

employment opportunities for students, etc. |

Comments:

More housing options for elderly with acces to |
amenities. 1 certainly hope that this area is

redeveloped to accommodate shops & i
housing for our community. l

CNCL - 26

04/11/2012



To Public Hearinﬂg
AriL 1O, Zete pate: A [ 2O

Item # 2

f
o ﬁx{?wﬁ_é%*
ez Lol a{réozl No.\ Re4d " \ma}%ﬂé)

Scliedule 10 to the Minutes of
To ON‘{ couN A , the Council Meeting for

Public Hearing held on
Monday, April 16, 2012.

The  PRPosEd DENELOPMET Wi B A WELcoHE ADDITRN T® THE
Mg (GhRorttonpy, THE  CoMMERTUAL SPACE- ©N e GRoun) FlooR CAN Bents
Marg &»SNESS/R&WL (fc AL )PV‘(P\QM*OY)E‘I/)“R) ZERNICE THE AREA

THe Coubive)  ResnenmaL [ coMreRoul SPCE SEENC Atfkopusie ~BEvG
BETWAEN  TeRRa NovA Math  Adp ToWWMRUWSES (T 1S 4 (MURAL TRANSITON
Ao WA sMas APRRTMENS  wiw G Vg Voune Peofie v ™Mo AREA

ANSIER  CHo\<E .

S(Mm\{ |

Devezriot D iMou

SHoO GRAWILLE AVE .
Q[O,!M,od\/ﬁt @C/_

Lot - 21 -(22%

CNCL - 27




Schedule 11 to the Minutes of To PUb'IC Hearmg

- | i I, |
A«Pm\ \O“"L Do (72 the Council Meeting for |t::: P b o1z
Public Hearing held on /;w)gg')q«.r

Monday, April 16, 2012. --_Q'fm e @912
| QL Lot - o Wdo | RA, QQAWV\M d

Q oAe )GQ,QQXQ& Jﬁj %W Ol P%t\ SSLTUS

WIS haebrded oYk 'b/} 2
Th 52 e C\MJSQ%M
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Schedule 12 to the Minutes of [ g Pub lig Hearing
the Council Meeting for Ipate: ¥ ’Z,DE’V
Public Hearing held on {item #
: X
Monday, April 16, 2012. Re: uﬁr\h‘“ sm
e
City of Richmond
Attn: City Clerk
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, 8.C, V&Y 2C1
April 10, 2012

To whom it may concern:

RE: 6011-6031 No. 1 Road, RZ11-586715, By-Law 8874 & 8875

As a resident of Terra Nova for the past twenty years, | am delighted to see the potential that
TerraWest would bring to the corner of No. 2 Road and Westminister Highway. Having lived in Terra’
Nova for such an extended period of time, | have seen multiple tenants in that area that did not add any
particular value to my neighbourhood. After attending TerraWest's information meeting, | believe they
would rejuvenate this corner lot to its maximum potential.

As a recent newlywed, | would love to stay in the-area, allowing me to be close to my parents,
~ have access to a great elementary school, and be within walking distance to a number of resources. By

introducing a new condominium to the space, | would be able to stay in this area with my smaller
budget.

lam also excited about the retait element TerraWest is bringing to this area. | am definitely
interested to see more variety of stores within the neighbourhood. The idea of combining retail space
and living space is a3 much better use of the carner than a standard townhouse complex.

Re s,

Pak Lin Lam

5564 Carnwall Drive
Richmond, B.C.
Canada V7C5M8

CNCL - 29



To Public Hearing
Date: ALMZE» (L, 7otz

ltem &
Re: &u‘fams €314 x
. 2815
Aprif §5,2012 -
City of Richmond .
6911 No. 3 Road Schedule 13_f0 the M}nutes of
Richmond, B.C. the Council Meeting for
V6Y 2C1 Public Hearing held on
Monday, April 16, 2012.

Attention: City Clerk

Dear Sir/Madam,

Re: 6011 ~ 6031 No. 1 Road
RZ11 - 586715
By-Law 8874 8 8875

As a Richmond resident of twenty-four years and living in the Terra Nova area for the past six years, |

writing in support of the above captioned re-development proposed for the southwest corner of No. 1
Road and Westminster Highway.

| initially visited the open house over a year ago and was impressed with the building design and layout
however | have now seen the revised plan and truly believe it is an improvement over the initial
proposal, | believe it strikes 3 fair balance 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 incressed amenities and complements Terra Nova Village.

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

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

Regards,

John Giuliano,
5562 Hankin Dr.
Richmond, B8.C.
V7A 5N2

ORECEIVED
{ERKS

CNCL - 30



Send a Submission Online (response #638)

Page 1 of |

MayorandCouncHIors To Public Hearing
O e 'i@'fww\'gkwa .
From: City of Richmond Website {webgraphlcs@rlchmond ca] ltom 4 A

Sent: April 11, 2012 1:26 PM Re: Pi\a s B84 *
To: MayorandCouncillors CaRS
Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #638) = i

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

Send a Submission Online (response #638) Public

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

Survey Information

s s

Site: ] City Website

Survey Response

Your Name

Your Address

Bylaw Number:

Comments:

URL l http //cms nchmond ca/Page1793 aspx

me/Date: | ‘ 4/11/2012 1:29:18 PM

Subject Property Address OR I

Page Tltle 1 Send a Submisswn Onhne

Solvng Kwel

| solvigkwei@gmail.com

6011 and 6031 No. 1 Road; Bylaw 8874 and
| Zomng Amendment Bylaw 8875

~ | am a homeowner at 116 - 3880 Westminster
Highway, Richmond, BC V7C 5S1 in the
Terra Nova development. | object to the land
use change from "residential" to "mixed use"
and the zoning amendment change from
“local cormmercial and single detached"” to
"commerctal mixed use." The proposed 4-
story and 36 apariment 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

i Siincerely, Solwg Kwe|

into consideration for the April 16th hearing. é
|

04/11/2012

CNCL - 31



Send a Submission Online (response #639) Page 1 of |

To Public Hearing
MayorandCouncrIIors Date: 2] 6 (\'20(7/
s e S ey - S e £ 11 L a é_ —
From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca) Re: Ol s %74 +
\
- Sent: April 11, 2012 1:29 P\ QLTS
To: MayorandCouncillors e

Subject:  Send a Submission Online (response #839) Schedule 15 ¢
Categories: 12-8060-20-8875 (RZ 11-586705) the COUDCI]O tl\h’; iutes of
eeting for

o . Public Hearing h
Send a Submission Online (response #639) Monday, April 16, 203d >

Survcy Informatlorl

S”e |C|gy WebS“e et e e

Page Tltle Send a Submlssu)n Onhne

URL: | http /Icms nchmond ca!Page1 ?93 aspx
Submrssron Tme(Dale 4/1 1/2012 1: 31 48 PM

Suwey Rosponse

Your Name ; Earl & Maryanne Kwel :
B AdTae seakwei@gmail.com (property address ’

' | below) .

SubJect Property Address OR 6011 and 6031 No 1 Road Bylaw 8874 and |

- Bylaw Number: Zomng Amendment Bylaw 8875 r

| am a homeowner at 116 - 3880 Westmlnster 1
HMighway, Richmond, BC V7C 5S1 in the
Terra Nova development. | 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

CNCL - 32
04/11/2012



To k;ijblic Hearing

Date: w ((9 \‘ -ZO\&

Iteméi\l g

Re: MS %’]* 1 . th

2315 April 11t, 2012

RE: RZ11-586715 Schedule 16 to the Minutes of
By-Law 8874 & 8875 the Council Meeting for
Terra West Public

Hearing held on

6011-6031 No.1 Road Monday, April 16, 2012.

Attention: City Clerk

[ 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 West Richmond BC.

As alifelong resident of Richmond and an avid supporter of its residents and
housing, | believe that this development will add many benefits to the local
community. Furthermore, after seeing the detailed plans for this project | 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 lay 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 I look forward to enjoying the servicescape of
the bujlding and retail shops that it will add to the neighborhood.

Sincerely,
Courtney Haddix /O
#29-6000 Barnard Drive

Richmond, BC
V7C 5P7

CNCL - 33



Send a Submission Online (response #641) TS Pubi He&r!ﬁg tof
0 Fublidc

Date:_Apnl (6 2o

item #
MayorandCouncillors Re: erLwé gg74
s e e e e s i e o ‘_—*'857'5'/ 1
From: City of Richmond Website {webgraphics@richmond.ca]
Sent: April 15,2012 9.08 PM Schedule 17 to the Minutes of
To: MayorandCouncillors the Council Meeting for
Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #641) Public Hearing held on
Categories; 08-4105-20-2012598802 - 6031 & 6033 No 1 Road Monday, April 16, 2012.

Send a Submission Online (response #641)

Suwey Informatlon

Stte [ Clty Websﬂe

N
|

Submlssmn T:me/Date 4/1 5/2012 9 12 ?1 F'M

Survey Rgsl)onso

Your Name: l| Me1 Chun Ng
bova: L, —— :
. #120-3880 Westmlnster nghway Rlchmond,

Your Address. BC. WC 581

| Subject Property Address OR
- Bylaw Number:

6011 & 6031 No. 1 Roaad

| am strongly opposed to the rezoning of the l
subject property because | do no want this
area to become commercialized. When |
bought my unit, | chose this area specifically
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. |

Comments;

CNCL - 34
04/16/2012



e s i

AE™ ol & bax Nt | e
Byl Q874 4 8815 (KZ 11- 58670S)

{ To Public Hearing
\-k Date: 2 2
Trial, T v tem & . 4 —
#2320 6139 No. 4 Reod - Re: lylonls @377 7
Richmend  ©C y7¢ ~ITY | — 881<

freppor)

S PR e +teoo MJDL{,M o~ bol) awed

A Schedule 18 to the Minutes of
663/ NO. L fom ' the Council Meeting for

Public Hearing held on
‘—7‘.,—1/—%/%

Monday, April 16, 2012.
-7 - 83?’ l?(g '

CNCL - 35



Schedule 19 to the Minutes of _ .
the Council Meeting for 5 1;0 Public Heanngﬁ
Public Hearing held on ate: 2o

. Item &
DATE- APRIL 6,20]2  Monday, April 16, 2012. m:%@ﬁ
1

TOx SARA  BADYAL (460%-437 ~t232)

PLANRING AND DELELOPMENT pEPARTMENT

€ / P AND ZONING
PROVECT - OFF je AL, commomrrj PLAN  AMENDMENT  Bq LAN 2334 A N
AMENDMENT Y LAW 2835 (R2 11- 536 205)

LOCATION 3 6011 AND 603( NO.[£DAD

ERSM)  PHENGIK KANCHANAPNAN

ADDRESS H 1 =61l NO.LEDAD | RICHMOND  5.C. ¥3C IT¢p
(SALIS BURY LAND  TOWNNOUSE)

TEL - (40@) 203 -933 |

poMMENT3,

CNCL - 36



eoMmmeNTS | —

BUILDING 18 "TOO ELOSE 1o THE eXisTING TOWNHO0SE(6ALIS soaj cANE),
BUILDING iS T00 HIeH FROM THE EXISTING TORNHOUSE(SALIS 6ORU (,AN_@}
UPPER FLOOL PARKING LOT IS T00 RlcH COMPARE 10 EXISTING TOWMNKOWE
(SALISeULY LANE ).

DRNE‘VM& {S TO0 NIGH T0 COMPARE 79 EXISTING TOHNHOUS@(S\USgonj_
LANTG) .

ComMENTS ABOUT THE DESIEN | —

INCREASE MOPE OPEN SPACE pETHEEN POLLDING AND EXISTING -TORNBSE

REDUCE THE HEIEHT OF BUILDING 10 THE SAME LEVSL OF TOHNHONSES
RODFE.

2
RE DUCES THE UPPER FLOOR PARKING LOT S HEICHT AND SHOOLY HE THT SAME
EXIGTING WALMME] OF S ALIS @u&g LANT TORNHOUSD
THE LEVEL OF D&NEWW TO THE UPPEL FLODEL PARKING LOT OF tTOU!Z,

PROVJECT SHOULD HAKE THE SAME HEIGHT OT THE EXISTING wm,:cw)&g

OF 8ALIS BORY LANE.,

@\ SoUld BUILT THE S5TRONG FENCH ON LIDOK PROPG‘!?«le CANE .

CNCL - 37



6. Official Community Plan Amendment
Bylaw 8874 and Zoning Amendment
' Bylaw 8875 (RZ 11 586705)

Locatiorys: 6011 and 6031 No. 1 Road

Applicanf/s: - Centro Terrawest
Development Ltd.

Purpose of OCP Des:gnatmn Amendment:

To change the land use deS|gnat|on on the
Land Use Map in Schedule 2.2B (Terra Nova
Sub-Area Plan) from YResidential (Smgle
Family)” to "M|xed Use’.

Purpose of Zomng Amendment:

To.amend the Zoning Bylaw, to créate
»Commercial Mixed Use (ZMUZT) Terra

; Nova“ zone, and o rezone the subject
- property from ”Loéa! Commercral (CL)" and
R E.”Smgle Detached (RS1IF)” 10 "Commercsal 3
Mlxed Use (ZMUZ‘I) Terra Nova" to permlt
'.development ofa 4—storey mixed-used building
W "commemal space at grade (appre»qmately
L rnl) approxmmately 36'apartment housmg
ﬁ-'-.dwelllng units on upperfloors andan -
2 assoc:ated two-level parktng structure

' _C|tyContact ‘Sara Badyai
Falg i © 604-276-4282 3
Plannmg and DeveIOpment
Department Y

BVLAws 8874 & 3875
e
- Y PROPOSED 354 |

 REZONING FRN I 5 Q

%

L
B R =l ai

ITITT

|
TIOTITI LI TE »

e
;
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Send a Submission Online (response #640) . i Page 1o
To P uz}u"‘ Hearing

Dato:

ftem #
MayorandCouncillors Ra:&%[@&éﬁ...ﬁﬁff—t—

— S — — — S —, ———— - = — _@_g P

From: City of Richmond Website [webgraphics@richmond.ca] -
Sent: April 13, 2012 3:42 PM
To: MayorandCoundillors Schedule 20 to the Minutes of
Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #640) the Council Meeting for

Public Hearing held on
Send a Submission Online (response #640) Monday, April 16, 2012.

vaey Informatlon
Sﬂe Clty Websnte

‘ Page Tltle Send a Submxssmn Onllne |

| URL http //crns rlchmond ca/Pago1793 aspx i

Submassnon T|me!Date | 41132012 3: 45 48 PM

Survey Responsc

| ' : 7
| Your Name: | Mike Ducey !

e - ; — |

‘ Your Address 5920 Forsyth Cres E

Subject Property Address OR " .
Bylaw Number 8874 - 8875

Havmg Ilved in thzs nelghborhood since 1999 l
have had the oportunitiy to walk past and
around this property literally thousands of
i times. The current proposal is one the best |
| I could have imagined for this area. Having the
5 | least impact on its neighbors, dramaticaly
‘ | improving the streetscape 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 street
parking. We're looking forward to a
revitalization of this corner and the benefits
this deveiopment will bring.
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Send a Submission Online (response #643) Page 1 of 1

Publie Hearing
Ma orandCounCIIIors To
MayorandCou B B .D,,mM (6,202
From: City of Richmond Website {webgraphics@richmond.ca) ftem_#.
: Y : ° Ra: ()71,,[,,,“)4 ¢R7%Y
Sent:  April 16,2012 3:06 PM i \&%"lf
To: MayorandCouncillors ' )

Subject: Send 2 Submission Online (response #643)

Schedule 21 to the Minutes of
the Council Meeting for
Public Hearing held on
Survey Information Monday, April 16, 2012.

Send a Submission Online (response #643)

_ Slte iClty Web5|te |

Page Tme | Send a Submxssmn Onlme 1

URL htlp Hcms. nchmond calPage‘l 793 aspx
Subm|55ton Tlme/Date ]4/16/2012 3.09: 52 P

Survey Response

Your Name: ‘ Alan Lian I

Your Address 11 3880 Westmlnster Hwy

. Subject F’roperty Address OR l Official Community Plan Amendment Bylaw
| Bylaw Number 8874 and Zonmg Amendment Bylaw 8875

e i i a1

) don't agree with the amendment bylaws ;
because | think it will cause more traffic jams

| at NO1 and Westminster Hwy and more :
] communlty safety problems in th:s area. -'

Comments:

/), RECEIVED _,.;,-,-'"'r,?‘-'
CCERrs S
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Send a Submission Online (response #642) Page 1 of |

To Public, Hearing

MayorandCouncHIors

N (Ve fg e L
. A . item &L
From: City of Richmond Website (webgraphics@richmond.ca] Re: _(2 ! < QRN H
Sent:  April 16, 2012 2:34 PM i LR 15
To: MayorandCounciliors i .

Subject: Send a Submission Online (response #542)

Schedule 22 to the Minutes of
the Council Meeting for
Public Hearing held on
Survey Information MOﬂday, April 16, 2012,

Send a Submission Online (response #642)

S|te ! Clty Websrle

Page Title! l Send a Submrssron Onhne . ‘

URL ’ hltp //crns nchmond ca/Paqe1 793 aspx
Submrssron TrmeJDate 4!1 6:‘2012 2 37: 20 PM

Survey ReSponse

i Your Name g e AN ‘vAnnéKWOR ............................................ A S | __‘_'

e — {— I —

Your Address ! #5- 6111 No 1Road Rlchmond BC

| Subject Property Address OR f
. Byiaw Number

By Law 8875 (RZ 11- 586705)

I am wrmng opposed to the ldea of burldrng a
| four stories building in the site. | 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. Buitding a

| four stories building is totaly ruin the ;
i neghborhood. And break the hamory of our |
' quiet neigbour. The building design is not f
appricable too. The propsed parking entrance |
js right at our front door, and it creates safety
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

the density, the situation will be even wrost. |
am strongly against the proposed building 1
plan, |

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

City of Memorandum

. Planning and Development Department
RIChmond 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 2 recommended addition to the Terms and Conditions assocjated with the
Temporary Commmercial Use Permit (TCUP) associated with the proposed evening market event at
1263 { Vulcan Way (TU 12-600784) proceeding to the Public Hearing on April 16, 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-counterfeiting strategy:

o Liaise with agencies involved with intellectual property rights (Canadian Anti-Counterfeiting
Network — CACN) to develop and communicate their strategy.

o Include specific provisions in vendor contracts that prohibit relailing of counterfeit, pirated
and other illegal products with clauses on vendor booth termination and removal from the
event and product seizure and turnover to the RCMP or Intellectual Property representatives
if illegal goods are found.

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

o Have dedicated, trained marke! even! staff to inspect and monitor vetailers 1o 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). '

Please contact me if you have any questions (bjackson@richmond.ca; 604-276-4138).

Acting General Manager, Planning and Development

RJ:
pc: Kevin Eng, Planner |

3509123 CNCL -42 %mond



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

Greater Vancouver Regional District

Metro Vancouver Caring for the Air Report Received

Air quality in the Lower Fraser Valley continued to improve in 2011, 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 aresult, 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.

www.metrovancouver.org
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University of British Columbia Proposal - Innovative Tools for Enhanced Approved
Energy and Climate Change Community Planning

Approve funding for the project titled, “Innovative 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 Approved
(LMLGA) 2012 Conference

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 park!and, 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 Approved
Members

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

- John Lee, representing Montizambert Wynd

- Jane Maisonville-Phillips, representing Ocean Foint

- John Russell, representing Bamston Island

- Elmer Froese, representing Upper Indian Arm

- Kelly Petersen, representing Pilt Lake

- Jim Huffman, representing Passage Island

Possible Changes to Canada Fisheries Act Approved

Recent media reporis have suggested the federal governmen! 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 “banning/limiting activities that
result in the "harmful alteration, disruption or destruction of fish habitat” under Section 35 (1) of
the Fisheries Act with reducing the “adverse effect’ on “fish of economic, cultural or ecological
value.”

Page 2 o 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
Fisheries 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 Approved
Amending Bylaw No. 1166, 2012

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 Approved
Remuneration Amending Bylaw Number 1167, 2012

The Board approved an amendment fo 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 Eiectoral Area budget.

Page 30f 3
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Minutes

General Purposes Committee

Date: Monday, April 16,2012
Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall
Present: Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie, Chair

Councillor Chak Au

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

Absent: Councillor Linda Bamnes

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

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the General Purposes Committee held on
Monday, April 2, 2012, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

DELEGATION

1. With the aid of a PowerPoint presentation, attached as Schedule 1, and forms
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.

CNCL - 47 1.
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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 tonnes 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 (VAFD), and provided the following information:

the Vancouver Airport Fuel Facilities Corporation (VAFFC) is the

proponent for proposed Vancouver Airport Fuel Delivery Project
(VAFD);

PMV is the federal authority with legislated environmental assessment
responsibilities;

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

the Environmental Assessment Office (BCEAO) review and the federal
environmental assessment are harmonized;

the VAFFC 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 bad not received a project permit application from
VAFFC yet;

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 Richmond 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 inform 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

CNCL -48



General Purposes Committee
Monday, April 16, 2012

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

Jo 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 are
no plans to change the usage for the Gilmore Farm at this time;

. PMV is embarking upon a land plauning 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;

s  PMVis notdirectly involved in the Delta Port expansion matter;

o the consultation process for the VAFD project has not triggered a
requirement for a public hearing. 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
consultation process; and

»  with respect to the VAFD project environmental assessment, PMV will
provide a serics of recommendations that will ensure that ships are
handled safely in the Fraser River. The environmental assessment wil)
also consider the storage facility and tanks. It was noted that it was
unlikely that the study would indicate that the VAFD 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 VAFD
project, as PMV would receive rental income for the storage facility which
would be build 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

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 Ihe
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

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)

It was moved and seconded
That a lefter 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 Ligquor Primary Club Licence No.
029737 from 3960 Chatham Street Unit 200, to 11900 No. 1 Road
Unit 105, 1o offer liquor service is recommended.

(2)  Council conuments on the prescribed considerations are:

(@) 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 apartinent 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 fo 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 liguor
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 wounld 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 aund it was
determined that there would be little or no additional noise on
the community in the immediate vicinity.
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, April 16, 2012

() 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 conunents on the views of the residents were gathered as
Sfollows:

(a) Property owners and businesses with a 50 metre radius of the
subject property were contacted by letter detuiling 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
noftice provided information on the application and instructions
on lhow 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 notfications, Council considers that the application is
acceptable fo the public.

CARRIED

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

RICHMOND ADDICTION SERVICES’ PROPOSAL TO RENEW A
FIVE-YEAR PROBLEM GAMBLING PREVENTION AND
EDUCATION PLAN

(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3468541, 3497793)

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

It was moved and seconded
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;
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General Purposes Committee
Monday, April 16, 2012

2

(3)

Richmond Addiction Services be commended for preparing the
Proposal; and

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

CARRIED

BUSINESS & FINANCIAL SERVICES DEPARTMENT

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)  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
Srom the Director, Finance, titled 2012 Annual Property Tax Rales
Bylaw No. 8885; and

(2)  That Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 88835 be introduced and
given first, second and third readings.

CARRIED

ADJOURNMENT

It was moved and seconded

That the meeting adjourn (4:54 p.m.).

CARRIED

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

16, 2012.
Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie Shanan Dhaliwal
Chair Executive Assistant
City Clerk’s Office
CNCL -52
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City of

Richmond Minutes

Planning Committee

Date: Tuesday, April 17, 2012

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

Present: Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt, Acting Chair
Councillor Chak Au

Mayor Malcolm Brodie

Absent: Councillor Bill McNulty
Councillor Linda Barnes
Councillor Harold Steves

Also Present: Councilior Linda McPhail

Call to Order: 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 Permit At 9020 Bridgeport Road”
has been withdrawn at the request of the applicant.

It was moved and seconded

That Item No. 6 — Application By Townline Construction Inc., For A
Temporary Commercial Use Permit At 9020 Bridgeport Road be delefed
Srom the Planning Conunitiee agenda.

CARRIED

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded

That the minutes of the meeting of the Plunning Commiftee held on
Tuesday, April 3, 2012, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

Tuesday, May 8, 2012, (lentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room
CNCL - 65 |



Planning Committee
Tuesday, April 17, 2012

3513447

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

AMENDMENTS TO SECTION 210 OF THE OFFICIAL
COMMUNITY PLAN BYLAW 7100 (CITY CENTRE ARFA PLAN),

TO INCLUDE THE CITY CENTRE PUBLIC ART PLAN
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20 12-8060-20-8839) (REDMS No. 3498380)

It was moved and seconded

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.

CARRIED

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT

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)

It was moved and seconded
That Bylaw 8886, for the rezoning of 7091 and 7111 Bridge Street from

“Single Detached (RS1/F)” to “Single Detached (Z514) — South McLennan
(City Centre)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

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 (RTLA4)

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8890, RZ 11-586782) (REDMS No. 3497834)

It was moved and seconded

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

CARRIED

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. 3499508)

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

3513447

In reply to a query from Committee, Mr. Jackson stated that the proposed text
amendments (1) 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 design flexibility.

[t was moved and seconded

That Bylaw No. 8891, to amend the “Commercial Mixed Use (ZMUI8) —
The Gardens (Shellmont)” zoning district, be introduced and given first
reading.

CARRIED

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 (JR1) TO BIGH DENSITY LOW RISE
APARTMENTS (RAH2)

(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-8884, RZ 11-585209) (REDMS No. 3493893 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 all 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 commit
to connecting to the proposed City Centre District Energy Utility.

[1 was moved and seconded

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 (JR1)” to the amended “Higl Density
Low Rise Apartmenis (RAH2)”, be introduced and given first reading.

CARRIED

APPLICATION BY TOWNLINE CONSTRUCTION INC., FOR A
TEMPORARY COMMERCIAL USE PERMIT AT 9020 BRIDGEPORT
ROAD

(File Ref. No. TU 12-603672) (REDMS No. 3497591)

Please see Page 1 for action on this matter.

MANAGER’S REPORT

None.
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Planning Committee
Tuesday, April 17, 2012

ADJOURNMENT

[t was moved and seconded
That the meeting adjourn (4:09 p.m.).

CARRIED

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

2012.
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt Hanieh Berg
Acting Chair Committee Clerk
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City of
Richmond Minutes

Public Works & Transportation Committee

Date: Wednesday, April 18, 2012

Place: Anderson Room
Richmond City Hall

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

Absent: Councillor Linda Bames

Councillor Harold Steves

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

MINUTES

It was moved and seconded
That the minutes of the meeting of the Public Works & Transportation
Committee held on Wednesday, March 21, 2012, be adopted as circulated.

CARRIED

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE

r

Thursday, May 24, 2012 (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson Room
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, April 18, 2012

3513474

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT

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

[t was moved and seconded

That staff report back on BC Hydro activity and progress (oward a conunon
voltage for Lulu Island on an annual 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 BC Hydro’s infrastructure
will impact Richmond neighbourhoods; (ii) staff aaticipate typical
construction impacts such as traffic and electrical service disruptions; and (1)
there is no cost to the City associaled with BC 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.

GILBERT TRUNK SEWER UPDATE
(Fite Rel. No. 10-6060-03-01) (REDMS No. 3501874)

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

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

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

The question on the motion was not called.

In reply to a query from Committee, Mr. Meldrum stated that the exjsting
Gilbert Trunk Sewer will be rehabilitated and put into service again. The
scwer 1s approxunately 41 years old.

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

3513474

EAST RICHMOND IRRIGATEION AND DRAINAGE UPDATE

(File Ref. No. 10-6060-04-01) (REDMS No. 3490862)

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled “East Richmond Irrigation and Drainage
Update” dated April 3, 2012 from the Director, Engineering, be received for
information.

The question on the motion was not called.

In reply to a query from Committee, Mr. Bie stated that staff anticipate
conducting a new study in 2012 and that its findings could be brought to a
future Public Works and Transportation Committee meeting.

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

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

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

The question on the motion was not called.

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. [rving stated that (i) there is no late
comerfee as the Alexandra District Energy Utility (ADEU) infrastructure is
paid for by the utility, and (i1) staff will report back in Spring 2012 with
recommendations related to governance models and financing options for the
ADEU.

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

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

CITY OF RICHMOND - “TAP WATER FIRST” INITIATIVE
UPDATE

(File Ref. No. 01-0370-01) (REDMS Na. 3503400 V.3)

It was moved and seconded

That the staff report titled “City Of Richmond — ‘Tap Water First’ Initiative
Update” dated April 3, 2012 from the Interim Director, Sustainability and
District Energy, be received for information.

CARRIED
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, April 18, 2012

3513474

CONTINUATION OF ENHANCED PESTICIDE MANAGEMENT

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

In reply to queries from Committee, Cecilia Achiam, Interim Director,
Sustainability and District Energy, provided the following information:

x 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 comp{aints and conducted
on-site visits to educate residents on altermatives to traditional
pesticides.

[t was moved and seconded

(1)  That the Enhanced Pesticide Management Progrant as described in
the staff report titled “Enlanced Pesticide Management Program
Review”, dated February 8, 2011 (Aftachment 1), including the TFT
Environmental Coordinator, be approved fo continue on a temporary
basis uniil the province takes action on the use of pesticides for
cosmefic purposes; and

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

CARRIED

PARKS AND RECREATION DEPARTMENT

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

In reply to a query from Committee, Serena Lusk, Manager, Parks Programs,
advised that the Britannia [eritage 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 10 Leader,
advised that Station 10 has approximately 35 members and fundraising is their
primary source of revenue.
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, April 18, 2012

3513474

It was moved and seconded
That:

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

(2) staff be authorized to take all necessary steps to complete an
agreement with the Canadian Coast Guard Auxilinry — Station 10 to
moor ifs boathouse and operate its services al Brilannia Herilage
Shipyards, as outlined in the report, “Moorage for Canadian Coast
Guard Auxiliury — 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 (o effect the iransaction.

CARRILED
MANAGER’S REPORT

(i) Update on Fraser River Freshet

Tom Stewart, Director, Public Works Operations, distributed a graph titled
“‘Historical Snow Pack-Fraser’ (attached to and forming 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.

(i) 2012 Capital Projects Open House

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

(iii) Bus Re-Routing Clhanges at Richmond-Brighouse Station

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
information.

Also, Mr. Wei commented on the recent articles regarding the TransLink
funding shortage for fare gates at the Broadway and Commercial SkyTrain
stations. Mr. Wei advised that the Canada Line is not affected by this funding
shortfall and it is anticipated that Richmond’s Canada Linc stations be fully
equipped with fare gates/turnstiles on schedule.
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Public Works & Transportation Committee
Wednesday, April 18, 2012

ADJOURNMENT

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

CARRIED

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

Councillor Chak Au Hanieh Berg
Acting Chair Committee Clerk
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Report to Committee
10 AP - Aprlw 2002

RS City of
- . Richmond

To: General Purposes Committee Date: April 10, 2012

From: W. Glenn McLaughlin File:  12-8275-05/2012-Vol
Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager 01

Re: Liquor Primary Club Licence Application

Army Navy & Air Force Veterans In Canada
Steveston Unit No. 284
Unit 105 - 11900 No. 1 Road

Staff 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, f0 11900 No. 1 Road Unit 105, to offer liquor service is recommended.

2. Council comuments 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.

¢. 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
1s 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.

3494625 CNCL - 77



Apnl 10, 2012 -2-

e. The potential for additional noise on the community in the area if the application
1s 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.

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 concems could
be submitted.

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

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

Att. 2

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE | CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
RCMP Y M O A —

/

REVIEWED BY TAG NO REVIEWED BY CAO
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Staff Report
Origin

The Provincial Liquor Control and Licensing Branch (LCLB) issues licences in accordance with
the Liquor Contro! and Licensing Act (The “Act”) and the Regulations made pursuant to the Act.

This report deals with an application submitted to LCLB and to the City of Richmond by the
Ammy, Navy & Air Force Veterans in Canada, Unit No. 284:

To relocate Liquor Primary Club Licence #029737 from 3960 Chatham Street,

Unit 200 fo 11900 No. 1 Road, Unit 105, in order to opcrate a 325-person capacity
establishment offering al! types of liquor, food and entertainment, Monday to Sunday
9:00 a.m. t0 2:00 a.m.

Local government is given opportunity to provide comments and recommendations to the LCLB
with respect to liquor Jicence applications and amendments. LCLB is treating this application as
a new Liquor Primary licence application and under the latest LCLB 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

o the person capacity and hours of liquor service of the establishment

o the number and market focus or clientele of liquor primary establishments
within a reasonable distance of the proposed location

o 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 govermment 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 1s 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 lo other social, recreational or public buildings

Within a 500-metre radius of the proposed establishment are the Steveston 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 Hours of Operation

The Applicant’s LCLB application proposed operating hours on Friday and Saturday to 3:00 am.
Cournecil 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 of 325. Staff notes the original liquor licence at this location was 435 persons.

Proximity of other liguor 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 par, 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 secking approval from the City in connection with:

®) any of the following in relation to an existing licence to serve liquor:
(1) addition of a patio;
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(i1) relocation of a licence;
(15) 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 of a 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 Jiquor licence application and requests the public to
communicate any concerns to the City. There are 16 property parcels within the consultation
area. On March §, 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 11900 No. | 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 residents/businesses

March 08, 2012

The public consultation period for the application ended on Apnil 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 Army 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 LCLB 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.

V], P B /

/x Unncbeiide

. ,S/upervisor, Business Licence
(604-276-4155)

o
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Report to Committee

Richmond A
O QP Ay 1n2a2
To: General Purposes Committee Date: March 29, 2012
From: Cathryn Volkering Carlile File:

General Manager - Community Services

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

Staff Recommendation

That:

[. 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, and

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

il zwéué

Cathryn Volkering Carl_lle
General Manager - Community Services

Att. 1
FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
ROUTED ToO: CONCURRENC CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
Law & Community Safety Administration Y Elé /6 "&"“’M
REVIEWED BY TAG YES NO REVIEWED BY CAO YES : NO
<) [] éj_t/ B
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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
hammful impacts, staft 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:

staff report to Commitiee on (i) interim Richmond initiatives which could be taken with
regard to addiction issues, and (i) the suggestions made by RASS.

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

1. 891,950 be provided to Richmond Addiction Services for interim problem gambling
prevention services for one year, until March 2006,

2. RASS be asked for an annual report of services provided,

3. adecision 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 receipt.

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 [nformation 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 all
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 reports 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 expured, RASS has prepared a report 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).
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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
Jor the Ciry that articulates the City’s role, priorities and policies, as well as ensures
these are effectively communicated Lo the public in order to appropriately target
resources and help manage expectations.

Findings Of Fact
1. Progress Since 2005 - Problem Gambling Prevalence and Demographics
1.1 Provincial Data

No problem gambling baseline data from 2005 is available. However, in 2007, a BC 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 Richmond-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%. Internet 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 1).1% in 2002 to 8.7% in 2007, there was a statistically
significant increase in those estimated to have severe gambling problems, from 0.4% in 2002 to
0.9% in 2007. This estimate 1s 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, Richunond-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 Richimond 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%).

Analysis

1. 2005 - 2009 Richmonrd Problemn Gambling Prevention and Treatment Strategy

1.1 Overview

In December 2004, Council endorsed the 2005 — 2009 Richmond Problemy Gambling Prevention
and Treatment Strategy, developed in partnership by RASS and City staff. [n 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 Gambling Prevention and Treatment Strate

Recommendation

Proposed Responsibility

Funding Provided

Implementation
Results

1. Improved Stakeholder
Responsibility

- coordination, collaboration
and action

Province to Coordinate

- Province funded BC

Partnership for Responsible
Gambling

Richmond school resource
phot parinership (see #2
below)

Province formed BC
Partnership for
Responsible Gambling,
including 10
municipalities, bul no
Richmond-specific
group formed

2. Ensure Sufficient Resources
- funding, capacily, suppon,
legislation, policies

Stakeholders lo innovate

City Grant of $91,905
Province matched funding

Province, City, School
District and RASS
partnered to adapt and
pilot KnowDice for use
In schools throughout
BC

3. Qualified Service Provider
- enhance capacity

Province to suppori RASS to
increase services

Provincial contracts awarded
lo RASS, but not billed to
capacity

RASS' reports their
capacily to deliver
service not maximized

4. Research Program

- monitor and analyze the
impact of the Casino on
Richmond gambiers and
community

Province

Province funded BC
prevalence study but no
municipal data available

Not implemented. A
province-wide BC
Problem Gambling
Prevalence study was
undertaken in 2008

5. Effective Problem Gambling
Prevention and Treatment
Strategy

- adequate, accessible

- culturally relevant

"Provincial funding for RASS

prevention and counselling staff
and an additional RASS
counsetlor in (he Casino

City funding of $81,950 per
year provided to RASS for
prevention

Provincial funding of RASS
contracts continued (see #3
above)

RASS prevention and
counselling contracts
continued, no on-site
counselling at Casino
(referrals are made)

8. Responsible Gambling
Information/Education
Centre
on-site counseliing
requested

Province, BCLC, River Rock
Casino to fund

RASS lo provide provide
provincially-funded counselling

Province and BCLC funded
Cily contributed $25,000 to
start-up cost

GameSense
Information Centre
established at the River
Rock Casino, staffed by
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 Richunond through the City Grant Program, the Gaming
Policy and Enforcement Branch (GPEB) and, when substance abuse prevention was also
addressed, by Vancouver Coastal Health. In 2010/11, RASS received approximately $40,000
from GPEB 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 RASS Problem Gambling Prevention Activities

Year* Total # of Activities Participants
2005 89 1370
2008 109 2745
2007 N/A N/A
2008 65 2876
2009 51 2069
2010 53 2465
2011 61 2737
Total 408 14,262

*Please note that 2007 information is unavailable due to inconsistent record-keeping practices that year.

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 of RASS
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 1. Several of these inttiatives 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 pattnership
with the City, School District No. 38 (Richmond) and RASS,

- Appropriate Response Curriculum 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 wnsight into the
prevalence or demographics of problem gambling in Richmond.

The Province’s BC Problem Gambling Program has been administered 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
of Energy and Mines.

As indicated in the RASS Stralegy (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-Y ear Prevention and
Education Plan

The following table identifies RASS’ recommendations for a renewed Richmond Problem

Gambling Strategy (Attachmeont 1), including proposed responsibility, funding and
implementation.

CNCL -90



March 29, 2012

RASS' Proposal to Renew a Five-Year Problem Gambling Prevention and Educatlon Plan (2012 - 2016)

Funding Requirements

Implementation

Recommendation Proposed Responsibility Proposed/Confirmed Schedule
1. Prevalence and Demographic All stakeholders Requires $35,000 total 2012
Study Proposes $5,000 per
- to determine number and stakeholder
characteristics of Richmond Confirmed City contribution of
gamblers and problem gamblers $5,000 as part of RASS' 2012
- 1o understand Incidence and City Grant
pafterns
2. Culturally Relevant Awareness All levels of government Requires $27,500 in 2013, then | 2013 - 2016
Campaign $10,000 each year from 2014 —
- culturally relevant advertising, 20186 (total $57,500)
promotion and awareness - Preposes cost-sharing by all
campaigns, leading to more calls {evels of government
for prevention and counselling None confirmed
subsequent campaign to target
problem gamblers and affected
farmily members
- evaluation
3. Youth Counselling Provincial Government Unspecified (Provimncial 2012 Request of
- request that the Province reduce rgsponsibility) Province
the age limit for counselling from
19 to 186, given high incidence in
youth
4. GameSense Advisor Language BC Lottery Corporation Unspacified (BCLC 2012 Request of
Capacity responsibility) BCLC
- increase to include Mandarin and
Cantonese
5. Multi-Stakeholder Problem - RASS to coordinale Requires $500 per year 2012 - 2016

Gambling Task Force
to develop strategies and solutions
to arising issues
to collabarate and establish
partnerships

- All Stakeholders lo
participate

- City Grant funding
proposed to cover cost as
part of 5-ysar Prevention
and Education Plan

Confirmed City contribution of
$500 as part of RASS' 2012
City Grant

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 community-based activities, as outlined in Attachment 1 (Appendix
[1), coordination of 2 Richmond Multi-Stakeholder Task Force, a Prevalence and Demographic
Study and a culturally-relevant media awareness campaign. A tumeframe 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 concems 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, Council approved a Health, Social & Safety Grant of $194,487 to RASS, half of which
($97.244) is to support this 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. BC Responsible and Problem Gambling Contract Status

On February 27, 2012, Council 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 provincial government, asking thal they support the full
Sfunding formula and full 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 information 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 secking 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. ln addition, RASS proposes to ensure
multi-stakeholder participation by establishing and coordinating a Task Force to monitor
Strategy implementation.

Based on 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 1s recommended that copies be sent to
key stakeholders for their information.

R

& 20 .. w
'q""‘fc'-;ff-\ kO
Le§l‘<‘-:y‘Sherl\6'ck oL
Social Planner
(604-276-4220)
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Recommendations for a Renewal of a 5 year Prevention and Education Plan
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Prepared for the City of Richmond
by Richmond Addiction Services (RASS)
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1. PURPOSE

The purpose of this report is to:

(1) 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

rGambling 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 forms. 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 10 years has seen its growth as a contentious
public and community issue. Most people who gambie do so responsibly and view gambling
as harmless entertainment that benefits the community by lowering taxes and funding social
programs. (R.J. Williams, I. Rehm, RM.G. Stevens (2011) The Social and Economic Impacts
of Gambling.)

However, a small but significant portion of the gambling population (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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Problemn gambling, in the Canadian context, js defined as “gambling behaviour that creates
negative consequences for the gambler, others in his or her social network, or the

community” (Ferries & Wynne, 2001).

These problems can include bankruptcy, marital problems, the loss of employment, ruined
businesses, family violence, and stresses on the health and social services sectors of the
community. n addition, the development of concurrent disorders and cross addictions and, in
extreme cascs, 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 Council requested and endorsed the 2005 — 2009 Richmond Problem
Gambling Strategy to mitigate possible problem gambling impacts of policy and zoning
decisions permitting the establishient of the River Rock Casino in Richmond as a fufl-

service gaming facility. This report proposed a renewed Five-Year Prevention and Education
Plan.

As there is no Richmond-specific data available regarding problem gambling prevalence, it is
difficult to ascertain the number of gamblers and problem gamblers in Richmond, as welt 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 hotel, 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 2010. The complex is
frequented by many non-Richmond residents, although no data on place of residence is
available, and not all patrons gamble. Richmond problem gamblers may also frequent casinos
outside the municipality, or may not be casino gamblers at all.

2.2 Gambling Revenue

To understand the amount of revenue generated by gambling across Canada, in the province
of BC and in the City of Richmond the following data has been collected.

eNational Government = $13.645 billion (Canadian Gambling Digest 2009-2010)
eBC = $2.68 billion gaming revenues in 2010 — 2011
(hitp://www.pssg.gov.be.ca/gaming/revenue/index. htm#two Ministry of Public Safety

and Solicitor General, Government Gaming Policy and Enforcement Branch website
2011)
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oCity of Richmond = § 13 million 2010-2011]
(http://www.pssg.gov.be.ca/gaming/reports/docs/fin-rpt-local-gov-revenue.pdf

Mintistry of Public Safety and Solicitor General, Government Gaming Policy and
Enforcement Branch website 2011).

A full break down of financial accounting is beyond the scope of this paper, but is provided in
the Canadian Gambling Digest 2009-2010 (Appendix 1) 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 2009-2010 fiscal year to help fund problem
gambling treatment and prevention services within the province. In fiscal 2010/20}1, BCLC
recorded $2.68 billion in gaming revenue. The Province of B.C. 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 miilion to close to 6,000 charitable and community organizations
- $147.3 million to the Health Special Account which administers, operates and delivers
health care, rescarch, 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 consolidated revenue
- $10 million committed to horse racing industry — gaming infrastructure
- $10.9 million to Development Assistance Compensation — gaming infrastructure
- $5.3 million responsible gambling 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
Casino revenue to support the problem gambling and alcohol and drug prevention programs
which is ~1.34% of the $13 million City’s gambling revenue in 2010-2011. Richmond
Addiction Services, through its contracted clinical and prevention services with the BC
Problem Gambling 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 addictions (including gambling, alcohol, drug and internet
and gaming; for January to June 2011 figures, see Appendix [I). As a partner with the BC
Problem Gambling Program, Richmond Addiction 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 Coastal Health — Richmond
Services. Programs provided by RASS, targeting individuals, families, children, youth and
seniors, in funding partnership with the City, GPEB and VCH-Richmond, include:

othe Peer 2 Peer Prevention program in secondary and ¢lementary schools,

ecommunity presentations,

ethe community education series,

sposter campaigns,

especial 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 schools 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 1o participate in gambling do so for social and
recreational purposes and do not experience problems requiring assistance. According to the
research results of a survey conducted by Ipsos-Reid and Gemini Research at the end of 2002
in British Columbia, the vast majority of British Columbians have gambled 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 PG Prevalence
Study conducted in Jan 25, 2008.

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

from gambling) ranked 4™ after Manitoba (6.1%), Saskatchewan (5.9%) and Alberta (5.2%) —
according to the Canadian Gambling Digest 2009-2010 (Appendix [). 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 gamblers 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 10-17 people

around him/her that are negatively affected as a result (Politzer, Yesalis, Hudak, 1992). If we

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 cultures.

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 harm (Tran,
2003).

b) According 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 problems with gambling (Victorian
Casino and Gaming Authority, 2000) than the general community.

c) However, Blaszczynski et al. raised in another context that pathological gambling
may be under-reported in some cultures due to:
a. acultural reluctance to recognize the problem for the social stigma associated
with mental illness,
a fear of losing respect in public,
a marked reliance on family support,
the disposition to use personal control, and

o oo o

a reluctance to approach mainstream health services due to language and
cultural barriers (Blaszczynski, Huynh, Dumlao & Farrel], 1999).
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These findings coincide with the findings from some of the counselling cases that Richmond
Addiction Services (RASS) and other community agencies have encountered in the Lower
Mainland 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 differently with gambling and each has interests and
expectations that, in some cases, are similar and in others are at odds with one another. The
exient to which they influence or are influenced by the existence of gambling ts directly
related to their role in regulating, taxing, operating gaming services and products, or dealing
with some of the consequences involved in the gambling activity. Regardless of their stake in
gambling in the City of Riclunond, all play a role in shaping the outcomes for the City and its
population as a result of the existence of a casino. These stakeholders include:

3.2.1 Ganing 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 all legalized gaming in BC including the:

a) Development and management of gaming policy, legislation and standards;
b) Regulation of all aspects of the gaming industry;
c) Licensing charitable gaming events and horse racing;

d) Overseeing horse racing events, determining the outcome of each race and
adjudicating any related matters;

e) Registering gaming service providers and gaming workers, and approving and
certifying gaming equipment and lottery schemes;

f) Conducting audits 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 of B.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 [ 7 prevention
contracts. [n 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 Columabia 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:

- GameSense Info Centres operate in casinos and communify 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).

ll
CNCL -103



» Product information includes the odds of winning.

« Laws conceming the legal age to participate in gamabling in B.C. are strictly upheld and
widely publicized through a 19+ program.

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

GameSense Information Centres

GameSense 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 (o players in an open, approachable environment, in order to foster healthy
choices with regards to gambling. Program deliverables include responsible gambling
education; problem gambling education and referral; and, gaming staft training delivery.

To assist patrons requiring resources, all GameSense brochures, in addition to brochures
about the Voluntary Self-Exclusion program, are available 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.

GameSense Advertising

In addition to signage and information where British Columbians play BCLC games and
information on its website, 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 garmble responsibly, directing them to where they can get more
information, and also promaotion of the Problem Gambling Help Line.

Appropriate Response Training

In 2004 the Strategy recommended a specialized problem gambling training program which
has been instituted by BCLC Appropriate Response Training ts a mandatory BCLC training
program for all employees that work within a gaming facility 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 within a gaming facility. Since
2004 over 13,500 service providers and BCLC site staff have received ART.
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Voluntary Self Exclusion

BCLC offers a program to enable individuals to voluntarily exclude from all gaming facilities
with slot machines, from commercial bingo halls, or from PlayNow.com for a period of time -
6 months, 1 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 (GCC) In Richmond aka River Rock Casino
The Greal Canadian Gaming Corporation 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 full
service casino in Richmond when the provincial government lifted the 300-slot limit per
casino in June 2003. The City’s Full Service Gaming Policy allows for the same number of
slot machines and tables as permitted by Provincial Gaming Legislation and Government
Policy.

The City of Richmond receives revenue and property taxes from the Casino. [t 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 provide expertise in preventing and treating addictions in our
community”, has provided alcohol and drug counselling 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 full range of assessment and counselling services to the
community being 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 of age) 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. (hitp://www.albertahealthservices.ca/2679.asp )

3.3.8 RCMP
The Richmond RCMP is another key stakeholder. The primary interest of the 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 beoefit from City services provided
through casino revenue. As of 2007-2008 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
apd Solicitor General: BC Problem Gambling Program

As indicated with respect to stakeholder roles, GPEB manages the Province’s Responsible
Gambling Strategy, including the Problem Gambling Program, in order to minimize harm 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
2008/09 6,737 200 o
2009/10 5,926 134
2010/11 5,932 164

4.2 BC Lottery Corporation
GameSense (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
information. Through GameSense, BCLC promotes awarencss 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 this Centre of Excellence RASS provides public education, prevention
and counselling services to the community and people suffering from or aftected 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 Probiem
Gambling Program in the Chinese community (See SUCCESS,; below).
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Since January 2011 to December 15 2011 the number of counselling referrals 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 VCH
funding has also supported these school and college-based 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 arec 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 of $25,000 from the City of Richmond. No counselling is provided on-
site, but referrals are made 1o 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 turn, the Helpline
refers to RASS and other services as appropriate.
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4.5 City of Richmond

The City has played a leadership role in addressing problem gambling issues through
endorsing the 2005 — 2010 Strategy and funding RASS to provide problem gambling
prevention and education services to Richmond residents, beyond those provided through
their provincial contract. The City will be considering endorsement and funding of the
proposed 2012-2017 Strategy to continue and enhance these services.

4.6 CHIMO

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.

Year Number
2009 36
2010 20
2011 19

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 information on callers
has not been gathered thus far. If after midnight on any given day, BC2 11 would receive
crisis line calls from the Richmond area, so are not represented above.

The caller is provided with both the Provincial 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 Chinese Problem
Gambling Website (see Appendix V for statistical analysis). Originally, 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 Richimond and BC Problem Gambling funding contributed to website development.
Ongoing website maintenance is funded by SUCCESS.
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SUCCESS also operated the Chinese Helpline, which received 14 gambling related calls
between June 2010 and May 201(1.

4.8 School District No. 38 (Richmond)

The Richmond School District has been supportive in allowing RASS to have Prevention
Specialists disseminate information regarding gambling, aicohol, 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 Chatean CD ROM uploaded onto school computers, allowing every elementary
school in Richimond to participate. Jn 2010-11 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 2010-2011. 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 schoo). All of these presentations included alcohol, drug and gambling
prevention programming. There was also one Parent Advisory Comiuittee 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
Govermments 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. Jn 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 2010 the Great Canadian Casino or River Rock Casino in Richmond has
increased its gaming revenue from $40.9 Million to now $86.2 Million, a more than doubling
of revenue (Great Canadi;n Casino Annual Report, 2010). 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.

[t 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. 1t is
important to note that identification is checked as individuals under the age of 19 are not
permitted in the Casino. However, it is impossible to tell if gambling activity, and problem
gambling specifically, for these age groups may or may not be increasing as demographic

information 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.com and as of July 4, 2011, there were 2,481

internet gambling web sites owned by 662 different companies. Revenues are difficult to
determine. However, Global Betting and Gaming Consultants (2008) estimate that worldwide
gambling revenues were 600 million in 1998; 5.6 bitlion 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 population 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 activity was private game betting). BC rolled
out its internet gambling in July 2010 with 75 new games i.e. PlayNow.com. It was the first
jurisdiction in North America to offer legal onhine casino gaming.
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Through PlayNow.com, BCLC provides an established, safe, secure and regulated alternative
to grey market websites 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 controls with independent identity verification

- Player pre-set deposit limit with 24-hour delay for all increase requests.

- Session [ogs 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 al{ pages.

- Username and password-protected accounts, secure payment methods and strict

privacy controls.
- Players must use a verified credit card to deposit money into their account.

Concomitant with the growth of the Intermet gambling sites, there is also growing concern for
the tssues that it brings, including how to:
- regulate the access of individuals to gambling web sites;
- prevent people suffering from Internet 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 online;
- control crime through Internet gambling such as money laundering. (Kelley, Robin,
Todosichuk, Peter & Azmier, Jason J. (October 2001). 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 capital of Canada. An
estimated 677,770 seniors over 65 (BC Stats Projected population 2010), who represent 15%
of the population, live in BC while 24,946 seniors (about 12.7% of the Richmond population)
live in Richmond (BC Stats Projected population 2010). According to the 2007 survey, about
2.8% of seniors over age 65 are classified as severe and moderate problem gamblers.
Potentially, 2.8% of 24,946 of senijors are problem gambling in Richmond, a total of 698

seniors.
The profile of BC’s senior problem gambler is as follows:

- 70% suffer from chronic pain;

- may gamble to create distance from a spouse or relative;
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~ gamble to engage in a leisure activity with their spouse;
- gamble as a means of asserting independence and frecdom from a past or current
controlling retationship;
- has an average of 7.7 free hours/day;
- has often immigrated to BC,
- often engages in sweepstakes by mail as a form 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 social
problems;

- toreceive pleasure and excitement; and

- for socjal interaction, independence, empowerment 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 indjcated that adult problem gamblers report that the onset of their
pathological behaviours began between the ages of 10-19. All over the world, prevalence
surveys of adolescent gambling have shown that their rates are two to four times higher than
those of adults. The estimate of problem gambling for the [8-24 years age segment was 6.3%
in 2007. However, adolescents who seek treatment for the gambling problems are lower than
the adults. A well-known psychologist in the gambling treatment field, Mark Griffiths
speculated 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;

- alack of adolescent treatment programs; and

- the inappropriateness of treatment programs (Griffiths, 2001).

Children and adolescents are informed via their school systein 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 minorss 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 frec 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. 1f they do not engage in criminal
activity and their friends will no longer loan them money, they can become indebted to
money lenders and Joan 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 111, 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.,
matils, YVR, Silver City).

The Vancouver Sun (November 26, 201 1) reported that while the River Rock Casino is the
largest casino in the province, generating the highest revenue, it does 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 — 2010).
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5.1.6 Transportation

As transit and traffic 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 harmless form 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 Help 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 harm minimization or the provision of
help services other than through the helpline. 1t 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
gambling funded by BCLC, such as at The River Rock Casino 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 counselling services in BC.

Similar to addiction to alcohol and drugs, problem gambling can be a hidden addiction.
Although it can have the same devastating 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 cultural 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 information and lack of trust in confidentiality, Furthermore, cultural
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 of losing respect in public, and a marked reliance on
family support (Wong, S., 2001; Wong, J. & Everts, H., 200]; McMillan, J. et al., 2004).

6. PROGRESS SINCE 2005

To make comparisons from 2004 to the end.of 20] ] 15 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. 11 has only 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).

2
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The number of problem gamblers in BC remains unchanged at an estimated at 4.6%.
However, demand for 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 services have been those offered by BCLC and
Great Canadian Casino, consistent Responsible Gambling and Gaming policies, including the
GameSense Advisors and Appropriate Response Training, as well 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 variety 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 Problemy Gambling Helpline has increased from
57% of past year players in 2010 to 62% in 2011. Another positive trend noted is the
reduction of gambling activity among youth province-wide, with lower than average rates

noted tn Richmond.

While progress has been made, the Problem Gambling Steering Committee has identified the
following areas where Problemn Gambling Prevention and Treatment could be strengthened.
RASS is proposing to address these gaps, in partnership with stakeholders, as part of the 2012
— 2017 Richmond Problem Gambling Prevention Strategy. RASS would continue to offer
current prevention initiatives. For a proposed recommendation plan, please see Appendix V1.

7. RECOMMENDATIONS
7.1 Prevalence and Demographic Study

The Steering Commiittee proposed that a gap in understanding of the prevalence and
demographics of gambling in Richmond is a major concern. It is recominended that a city-
wide study occur to determine number and characteristics of Richmond gamblers, as well as
the incidence of gainbling and problem gambling in Richmond. This will help the City and
the service providers meet the current demand in the region for prevention and treatment
services. 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. Partiaf funding of this study was included in the RASS City Grant request for 2012,

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 tore calls for prevention
and treatment services. A local campaign could be piloted to demoustrate the importance of
awareness-raising efforts 1a 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 Advisor at River Rock

speaks English, Punjabi and Hindi. Other casino staff are sought to jnterpret as necessary.
7.5 Multi-Stakeholder Problem Gambling Task Force

A proposal from 2005-2010 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 Monttoring

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.

26

CNCL - 118



8. FINAL 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 commitiee 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 VIT) 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 could come together
from the partnership, rather than suggesting that one agency or government 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 alcoho), drug, gambling and other addictive behaviours in Richmond.
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Appendix I
Canadian Gambling Digest 2009-2010
. See Table 11 on page 10 for Net Gaming Revenue to Government
2. See Table 12 on page 12 for Net Gaming Revenue to Charitable Organizations
3. Secec Table 13 on page 13 for Distributions to Charity, Problem Gambling 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-refated 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 elghth repont 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
suppon centres at gaming venues. Dat2 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 atways possible due to differences in record keeping and other factors. Unless stated
otherwise, all data pertain to fiscal 2009-10 {April 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 reponts, other publicly avallable 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 inaccessibfe at the time of publication or could not be determined are denoted throughout
the report as “unavailable.” Further detail about the data presented may be found in the documents listed in the References section.
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Table 1 shows the number of gaming venues available across Canada in 2009-10. As can be seen, all provinces had venues with
electronlc gaming machines (EGMs), as well as horse racing venues and lottery ticket outlets. Only some provinces, however, had bingo
facllitles, casinos, electronic keno venues, player-banked poker rooms or areas, and sports betting rooms or areas. Across the country
overall, there were approximately 36,176 gaming venues in total. This is 436 less than the 36,612 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010;
2011). Québec and Ontario had the highest number of venues (10,720 and 10,327); Prince Edward Island had the lowest (226).

Table 1. Venues

sk v

[Populaﬁon 18+ 3,680,749 2,899,754 804,013 950,422 10491416 = 6,380,957 610,834 768,197 113,412 4%6,660—|
Bingo Facllities
[ Total Bingo Facilities 28 32 14 2 74 45 0 0 0 T
Casinos
| First Nation (On Reserve) 1 5 [ 2 2 0 0 0 0 0
| Non-First Nation 16 19 2 2 8 4 0 2 2 0
| Total Casinos 17 24 8 4 10 ' 4 0 2 2 0
Electronic Gaming Machine (EGM) Venues
Bars, Lounges, etc. with VLTS 0 1,032 641 57 0 1,938 313 3944 40 467
Bingo Fadllities with Slots 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Csinos with Slots 17 24 8 4 10 4 0 2 2 0
Racetracks with Slots or VLTs 0 3 0 1 17 0 0’ 0 0 0
Total EGM Venues 32 1,059 649 522 27 1942 313 396 42 467
Electronic Keno Venues
Total Electronic Keno Venues 3914 80 0 880 0 3 0 0° 0 0
Horse Racing Venues
Major Racetracks 2 3 2 1 17 1 2 3 2 1
Minor Racetracks 3 2 2 7 4 1 1 0 0 0
Telethealres 25 45 3 9 70 0 1 4 0 0
Total Horse Racing Venues 30 50 H 17 91 2 4 7 2 1
Lottery Ticket Outlets
[ Total Lottery Tickat Outlets 4,044 2,466 800 872 10,152 873 908 1,131 182 1,073 ]
Player-banked Poker Rooms or Areas
Days Used per Month 30 30 Unavallable 30 30 30 0 26 23 0
Total Poker Rooms or Areas 9 22 Unawallabte 3 10 4 0 2 2 0
Sports Betting Rooms or Areas
Days Used par Month 0 0 0 0 30 0 0 0 0 0
Total Spoits Betting Rooms or Areas 0 0 0 2 0
Total Venues 2009-10 : ! | 1410 10327 226 1,541
Total Venues 2008-09 4121 3,533 1,383 10,161 11,164 1,409 I 602‘° 266 1512
% Change 00 20 20 16 40 BER] 4.2 -15.0 19

Total venues 2009-10: 36,176, Tor) venues 2008-09: 36,612. Overall change: -1.2 %. Note: Some venues in Tabfe 1 are contalned within other gaming venues and are therefore not added
1o the total. Bipge facilities are venues designated for bingo full-time (e.9. bingo assodation halls). Casings are permaneny, and include those termed ‘Aboriginal,’ “charity,’ ‘commercial,’
‘communlty, ‘destination,’ ‘exhibition,’ ‘First Nation’, and ‘government-run.” Electioni¢ keno venues are facllities where rapid (electronlc) keno ¢<an be played. Players select several numbers
between 1 and BO that are marched against randomly-generated winning numbers. Draws occur at regular, short inlervals (e.g., every four to ten minutes), No provinces have stand-alone
elecronic keno venues. They are thercfore not added to Totaf Venues in order to avold double countng. Harse racing venues are facilivies Issued at feast one permit by the Canadiaa Pari-
Matuel Agency (CPMA) to condua pari-mutuel berting in fiscal 2009-10. Figures do not include fadlies issued permits that did not ultimately conduct any pari-rautuel activity dunng the
period that the permits were valid for. Major Racstracks are those that hetd 15 or more live days of ractng In 2009-10; Minor Racetracks are those that held fewer than 15, Teletheatnss are
bulldidigs where horse races are televised and off-track bets are placed. Player-hanked paker s poker played agalnsi other patrons rather Lhan the house, Rooms or Aress are those in a
gaming venue where player-banked poker took place at least once per month. The rooms or areas could have been used lor poker only, ot for poker and other purposes at diffecent Umes
(e.g., meetings, other gaming actvities). Days Used per Month may be estimates only. Spans betiing is gambling on professional or college sports in specific, designated rooms or areas of a
gaming venue. it does not Include the purchase of sports lottery tickets {e.g. Pro-line) at lottery ticket outlets, nor does itindude belting on horse races at racetracks or teletheates, Players
bet on the winner, paint spread, total score, or other statistic accurring In multiple sporting events rather than a single event {(which {s prohlbited by Canadian [aw), Rooms or Arzas are those
{n a gaming venue where sports betting took place at least ance per month. The rooms or areas could have been used for sports batting only, or for spors berting and othet purposes at
different times {e.g, meetngs, other gaming activities). Days Used per Month may be estimates anly.

v Includes 7! Video Gaming Entertainment Rooms (VGERS).
T (ncludes 34 sites on First Nations reserves, The sites were age~estricted but not necessarily liquor-licensed.
3 Includes 2 gaming halls {(which used to be VLTs-at-racetrack faciflties) and 85 establishments awaiting Installaton.
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¢ Includes 40 VLT sites on First Nations reserves, which were not counted In previous Digests.

3 Includes Fraser Downs Racetvack & Casino and Hastings Racecoutse Casino, both of which are casinos co-lbcated at a racetrack.

6  There are no longer any VLTs-ar-racetrack facilitles in Québec. Two of the racetracks that used to have VLTs are now gaming halls, and induded in Bars, Lounges, elc. with VLTs.
7 While there were two racetzacks with VLTs in New Brunswick In 2009-10, they are considered o be pant of the Bars, Lounges, etc. with VLTs network.

The two racewacks with slot machines are considered to be ¢asinas located at a racetrack (both the casinos and the racetracks are operated by Atlantic Lottery). As such, they
are Included In Casfnes with Slots.

9 Electronic Keno was discontinued In Nova Scotiz in Seplember, 2009. Undil that time, there were 131 venues that offered the game.
10 For companison purposes, this figure has been rastated (rom the orlginal 2008-09 Digest to include the 40 VLT shes on Fiist Nations reserves.

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—afthough 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 (24,817 and 20,662);
Prince Edward Island had the lowest {524).

Table 2. Games

Population 18+ 3,680,749 2,899,754 804,013 950,422 10,491,416 = 6,380,957 610,834 768,197 113,412 416,660 [
Electronic Bingo Units

Handheld Devices 0 1,256 0 0 92 0 0 [ (4] 0

Terminals 4,955 60 0 650" 450 0 0 0 0 0

Total Electronic Bingo Units 4,955 1316 0 650 542 0 0 0 0 0
Electronic Gaming Machines (EGMs)

Slots at Bingo facilities 1816 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Slots at Casinos 9,501 12,038" 2,865 3,158 12,606 6,262 0 936 248 0

Slots or VLTs at Racetracks 0 835 0 140 11,073 0 0 0 0 0

VLTs at Bars, Lounges, ete. 0 59831 3,984 5,655'% 0 11,614 1,975 2,819 268 2,059

Total EGMs 11,317 18,856 6,849 8,953 23,679 17,876 1975 3,755 516 2,059
Gaming Tables

Electrenic 43 5 (] 0 14 14 6 4 0 0

Live 444 485 96 110 582 245 0 1 8 0

Total Gaming Tables 487 490 96 110 596 259 6 45 8 0
Intemet Gaming

Internet Gaming Available No No No No Yes Yes Yes
Total Games 2005-10 20662 6945 | 9083 24817 Ceass 800 524 2,059
Total Games 2008-09 20,518 6,950 8,976 24,005 17,312 2312 38118 515 2,152
% Change 07 -0.1 1.0 34 48 -143 -03 1.7 43

Total games 2009-10; 104,745, Total garnes 2008-09: 101,626. Overall change: 3.1%. Note: Gamnlng 1ables are generally those at permanent facllities only. Elecironfc gaming tebles are fully-
automated, with several player stations that allow patrons to play 2 variety of games electronically {e.g., blackjack poker, rouleute). Typically, a horizantal plasma screen displays the table top
and game acuvity, while an upright plasma screen displays a video dealer.

2 ncludes the 461 slot machines al Fraser Downs Racetrack & Cosino, and the 596 slot machines at Hastings Rocecourse Casino.

13 Does not include the 542 stot machines at summer falr casinos or other temporary exhibitions.
4 Includes 71 VLTs al Video Gaming Entertainment Roorns (VGERs).
15 {ncludes 1,173 VLTs on First Nations reserves. The sites were age-restricted but not necessarily liquor-licensed.

18 {ncludes 410 VLTs at gaming halls, but does not indude their electranic poker or roulette units (totalling 125 gaming positions).

17 {ncludes 585 VLTs on First Nations reserves, which were not counted in previous Digests.

8 For comparison purposes, this figure has been restated (rom the orlginal 2008-09 Digest to Include the 585 VLTs on Flist Nations reserves.
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Table 3. Type of Internet Gaming Available

Bingo v = : - - SRR / v 7
Ingenio - - ~ ol 20T, = Es I e, v v/ /
Loltery Tickets 4 = = = = == - | 7 £ v
Online Instant/Scratoh Tickets s - i 2 & = 7 4 / 7

Note: (ngepio was only avaliable in the Atlantic Provinces until September, 2009,

Table 4. Number of Lottery Ticket Terminals Available

Self-service Terminals 2,150 0 0 0 0

i 40 0 0
Retaffer Terminals 4,002 2466 800 880 10210 s T 182 1,077

o i 200510 [ SREYT RN O TETIN [ T TRT

Yotal tarminals: 32.576. Note: Self-setyice lortery ticket terminals allow players to purchase lorery tickets themselves, not merely check the tickets to see If they have won.,

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 Facillties 08 1.1 V7 02 0.7 07 0.0 00 0.0 0.0
Casinos 05 08 1.0 04 1 0.1 0.0 03 18 0.0
EGM Venues 09 365 80.7 549 03 304 51.2 515 370 1121
Electronic Keno Venues 106.3 28 00 926 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 0.0 00
Horse Racing Venues 08 1.7 09 1.8 09 0.0 07 09 18 02
Lottery Ticket Outlets 109.9 85.0 99.5 917 968 1368 1486 147.2 160.5 2575
Poker Rooms or Areas 02 0.8 Unavaflable 03 0.1 0.1 0.0 03 18 00
Sports Betting Rooms or Areas 00 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 00 00 00 00 0.0

Games -
Electronic Bingo Units 1346 454 00 664 52 | o0 00 00 00 00
EGMs 3075 6503 851.9 9420 2257 280.1 3233 488.8 455.0 494.2
Gaming Tables 132 169 119 1.6 57 4.1 10 59 7.1 00
Lottery Tickel Terminals 167.1 85.0 9.5 92,6 97.3 136.8 149.1 1524 160.5 2585

Average bingo fadilities: 0.5. Average casinos: 0.5. Average EGM venues: 45.6. Average electronic keno venues: 202 Average horse radng venues: 1.0. Average lottery ticket
outlets: 133.4. Average pokar rooms or areas: 0.4. Average sports betting rooms or areas: 0.0. Average electroni¢ bingo units; 25.4. Average EGMs: 501.9. Average gaming tables:
7.7. Average lortery ticket terminals: 139.9. Note: Some venues in Yable S are contined within other gaming veoues. The age at which it is legal to gamble often varies across provinces
and gaming activities. Far example, to gamble at casinos In Alberta, Manhoba, and Québec, one must be 18. In all other provinzes, one must be 19.
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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 raffles. 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

Lo

Population 18+ 3680749 2899754 804013 050,422 10491416 | 6380957 | 610834 | 768,197 113,412 416,660
Bingo 347 7719 743 283 8,483 1,919% 257 230 29 412
8reak Open / Pull-tickets 0 1922 343 207 299 6851 15 25 R 2684
Casinos 37 3,494 1 28 0 0 51 0 5 13
Poker 114 0 0¥ 0 18 0 0 0
Raffles 8,022 2931 193 1,186 587 933 248 2,108
Other 27 0 56 0 0 4971 840 232
Total Licences 2008-09 7,539 5,082 3,175 855 9,632 3043 859 6,560 905 3,296
% Change 134 -6.5 -14 -57 6.2 20 27 6.) 240 -140

Total licences 2009-10; 40,364. Total icences 2008-09; 40,946, Overall change: -1.4%. Note: Charitable aaming licences are licences issued to charitable and religious organizations 16
conduct gaming events. One licence Is typically valid for many individua! events, and may, In some cases, be valid for up ta three years and/or for more than one type of gaming activity.
Figures may be estimates only and may exclude licences Issued by First Nations and local municipalities, They may also exclude licences {ssued to organizations that were not required
to submil financlal repons for theit gaming operations, due to the small value of prizes awarded and/or the revenues ralsed. Casing licences may be for social occasion casinos (British
Columb!a), rable games at ongoing chariteble casinos (Alberta), or Monte Carlo nighls (Saskatchewan, Manitoba, New Brunswick, Prince Edward {sland, Newfoundland and Labrador).
Some provinces other than those indicated in the table may permit poker to be played at certaln charitable gaming events, but they do not Issue licences for poker spedfically. Totat
icenges 2009-10 may not equat Its subtotals due Lo overlap between categonies, 8ingo llcences, for examgple, sometmes include licences for cornbined binga/break open events, which
are also included in licences for Break Open /Pull-tickets.

19 Includes current fiscal year daia for bingo events conducted at licensed bingo facillties, and prior year data for bingo events conducted 3t community bingo fadilities. Does not
Include commuboity bingos with gross safes under $2,500,

2 [ncludes 685 Ncences for combined bingo/break open events,

M [ncludes 200 licences for combined bingo/break open events.

22 Data based on current fiscal year data for pull-tickets sold at licensed bingo faciiittes, and prior year data for pull-tickets sold al all other locations.
2 (jcences for combined bingo/break open events only.

2 (ncludes 200 licences for combined bingo/break open events.

25 {icences for Monte Carlo nights only, not for ongoing charity casinos.

26 )jcences for Monte Carlo nights. Games were played flor prizes only, not for cash.

2 while poker was permitted for two licences Issued under Falrs ond Exhibitions, licences were not issued for poker specifically.

26 Dara based on current fiscal yaar data for raffles whh gross sales under $10,000, and prior year data for raffies with gross sales over $10,000.

2 Does not include licences issued by Indigenous Gaming Regulators (IGR) for On-reserve charitable gaming activicy.

30 )n addition to these licences, 693 licences were Issuad to organizations that, due to reporting threshelds, were not required 1o submit inanclal reports or llcensing fees
{117 (or bingo, 2 for media bingo, 34 for break open, 531 for raffies, and 9 for other activities).

3t Al Ontario figures reflact licences issued by the Aleohol and Gaming Commission of Ontarlo (AGCO) only. They do not Include licences issued by municipalities or First Nations.

32 Flgure does not equal its subrotals because 685 ficences for combined bingo/break open events are Included In both Bingo ficences and Break Open / Pull-tcket llicences and
are therefore not counted twice.

33 Flgure does not equal s sub-totals because 200 licences for combined bingo/break open events are induded in both Bingo licences and Break Open / Pull-ticket licences and

are therefore not counted twice.
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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 government-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 government-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 Québec ($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

Y=1a 10| ftar prizes pale yoto wpienses dey

|Populalion 18+ 3,680,749 2,899,754 803,013 950,422 10491416 = 6,380,957 610834 768,197 13412 416,660 |
Bingo
| Total Bingo Revenue 185,529,000% 10,907,000% 0% 3,369,000 13,544,000 | 15,504,000 0 0 0 0 ‘
Casinos
| Total Casino Revenue 1,321,625,000 1,115245000% | 366,411,000 247,300,000 1,749457,000* 829,810,000 0 78,466,000 11,642,000 0 [
Electronic Gaming Machines (EGMs)
Slots at Bingo Facilities 143,959,000 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 %
Slots at Casinos 954,599,000 1,115,245,000 345,478000 220,827,000 1,300,267,000 611,393,000 0 67,816000 10,817,000 0
Slots at Racetracks 0 48,321,000 0 0 1,684,755,000 0 0 0 0 0
VLTs at Bars, Lounges, etc. 0 601,938,000 225,835000 329,499,000% 0 1,043332000° 143,517,000 145,078,000 17,778,000 121,558,000
VLTs at Racetracks 0 0 0 8,176,000 0 0 0 0 0 0
Total EGM Revenue 1,098,558,000 1,765,504,000 571,313,000 558,502,000 2,985,022,000 1,654,725,000 143,517,000 212,894,000 28,595,000 121,558,000
Interet Gaming
Lottery Tickets 13,204,000 0 0 0 0 0 994,000 1,597,000 203,000 786,000
Other 1,567,000 0 0 0 0 0 763,000 1,231,000 145,000 647,000
Total Internet Gaming Revenue 14,771,000 0 0 0 0 0 1,757,000 2,828,000 348,000 1,433,000
Lottery Tickets
Internet 13,204,000 0 0 0 0 0 994,000 1,597,000 203,000 786,000
Other 417,900,000 308,913,000 81,803,000 95940,000 1,285629,000 872,611,000 68482000 82,331,000 12,990,000 78,517,000
Total Lottery Ticket Revenue 431,104,000 308,913,000 81,803,000 95940,000 1,285629,000 872,611,000 ' 69476000 83928000 13,193,000 79,303,000
Total Revenue 200910 | 2085324000 | 674009000 || 684284000 4733785000 ) | 42758000 201508000
Totat Revenue 2008-09 1,950440,000 2,253,152000 668,619,000 687,583,000 4,838369,000 2,778,769,000 220,556,000 318,093,000 43,592,000 202,113,000
% Change 05 -74 08 -05 -2.2 0.6 31 -30 -19 03

Total sevenue 2009-10: 513,645,249,000. Toral revenue 2008-09: $13,961,286,000. Overall change: -2.3%. Note: Revenue maasured as wagers |ess prize payouts, before oparaling expenses
deducted. Figures rounded off to the nearest thousand., Toral revenue 2009-10 may not equal its subtotals due to overlap between categories. For example, Total Cosino Revenue includes
revenue from casino slot machines, which is also induded In Slots o1 Casinos under Electronic Gaming Machines (EGMs). In the Internel gamling category, Lottery Tickets include waditional lot-
tery tickets (e.g., LOTTO 649, LOTTO Max), as well as keno, poker, Scratch/instant Win, break open, and/or sporis ottery tickets, Other Indudes bingo, Ingenlo, and/or Pick’'n Click,

M ncludes revenue frors paper blngo, elecironke bingo, and slol machines at bingo facilities.
15

Alberta has adopied a charitable gaming model for its bingo and casino operatons. lts electronic bingo and casino slot machines are conducted and managed by the Alberta

Gaming and Liguor Commission (AGLC), while its paper bingo and casino rable games are conducted and managed by charitable and religious organizetions through a licence
granted by the AGLC. As such, only revenue from electronic bingo and casino slot machlnes is included In Table 7 (including revenue from slot machines at summer fair

casinos and olher temporary exhibitions). Revenue from paper bingo and casino table games Is [ncluded In Table 10.

There were no bingo revenues reponted for Saskatchewan in 2009-10 even though there were bingo fadlities (Table 1} because all bingo revenues went w charity, not to government.

37 Revenue from bingo conducted and managed by Omartio Lottery and Gaming (OLG) only. There are many bingo halls in Ontario that have nothing to do with OLG, and

operate under 2 diffecent part of the Criminal Code. Ravenues for these other venues is unavailable.

conducted and managed by a non-profit charltable assoctation, not the Crown corporation that conducts and manages its slot facility.
3% Includes revenue from First Nations VLTs.
40 ncludes VLT revenue from garning halls, as well as the revenue from electronic poker and roulette unlts in the halls,

4'  Does not include revenue from First Nations VLTs.
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Table 8 shows the percentage of total government-operated gaming revenue that was derived from the major gaming sectors 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 for the greatest proportion.

Table 8. Percentage of Total Government-operated Gaming Revenue
Derived from Major Gaming Sectors

Bingo 96 0.54 00 05 03 06 00 00 00 0.0
Casinos 68,1 53,59 544 36.1 37.0 301 00 254 27.2 00
EGMe 566 847 848 816 631 | 599 | 67 69.0 66.9 603
Internet Gaming 08 0.0 00 00 00 0.0 08 09 08 0.7
Lottery Tickets 222 148 121 140 272 316 325 272 309 394

Average blngo: 1,1%. Average caslnos: 33,2%, Average EGMs: 69.4%, Average Internet gaming: 04%. Average lottery tickets: 25.2%., Note: Revenue measured as wagevrs less prize
payouts, before operating expenses deducted. Percentages do not 3dd up to 100 because of overlap between sectors.

The amount of government-operated gaming revenue that was generated per person 18 years and over in 2009-10 is shown in Figuce
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 $530. This is $17 less than the $547 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010).

Figure 1. Total Government-operated Gaming Revenue per Person 18+

Revenue after prizes paid, before expens leducted)

§547
- - B $530

g3g 846
719 720 733

527 541 "

487
451, 468 433 441 il

— 262 402-418_ 377 390

Average 2009-10: §530, Avarage 2008-09: $547. Overall change:-3.1%. Note: 2009-10 figures represent Yotal Reventue 2009-10in Table 7 divided by the population 18+. 2008-09 figures taken from
Canadian Gambling Digest 2008-2002 (CPRG, 2010). The teader should interpret the data with caution, as the age at which itislegal to gamble often varles across provinces and gaming activities
For example, to gamble at casinos In Alberta, Manitoba, 2nd Québec, one must be 18;in all other provinces, sne must be 19.

2 Calcolated from efectronic bingo revenue anly. Paper bingo is conducted and managed by charitable and religious organizations, not the provincial government.
41 Caleulated from casino sfot machine revenue only. Casino table games are conducted and managed by charitable and religious organizations, not the provincial government.
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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 Oatario
(5244,029,000) and lowest In Newfoundland 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

2yenue after prizes paid, before ¢ KPENSsSes ac ducted)

Population 18+
Total Revenue 2009-10 4

10491416 = 6,380,957 768,197 113,412 416,660

3,680,749 2,899,754

,306,000 | 37,164,000 | 3,120,000 | 7,353,000 244,029,000 650 1,746,000 | 487,000
Total Revenue 2008-09 50,108,000 41,555,000 3,348,000 7,952,000 253,977,000 37,539,000 1,364,000 2,873,000 1,796,000 420,000

% Change 116 -105 6.5 75 -39 ~47.8 210 48 28 160

Total revenue 2009-10: $362,455,000. Total revenue 2008-09: $400,532,000. Overell change: -9.6%. Note: Revenue measured as wagers |ess prize payouts, before operating expenses
deducted. Figures counded off Lo the nearest thousand.

Table 10 presents the amount of revenue generated from charity-operated gaming across the country in 2009-10 (revenue measured as
wagers less prize payouts, before operating expenses deducted). As the table shows, raffies and bingo typically generated the most
revenue—the one exception being in Alberta, where charitable casinos generated the most. Although difficult to calculate exactly because
of the unavailabllity 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 5$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).

able 10. Total Charity-operated Gaming Revenue

S | _— .
aucter

(Kevenue alter prizes pald, DeEfore expenses aeducted)
L gc e [DENEE RS

Population 18+ 3,680,749 2899754  B04013 950422 | 10491416 | 6380957 | 610834 768,197 113412 416,660
8ingo 4,687,000 367510004 18053000 11074000 148000000 25024000 11,547,000 13,869,000 2715000 5,822,000
Break Open / Pull-tickets 0 22953000 4230000  1,198000 102000000 18460000 99,000 677,000" 52000  4,057,0008
Casinas 820,000 195,150,000 0 2,000 0 0 66,000 0 Unavalabie 39,000
Poler 402,000 250150004 161,000 463,000 0 0 21,000 0 0 0
Raffles 68,822,000 97,759000° 22,682,000 17,310,000 166,000,000 23602000 11,001,000 13,959,000  uwaise 9,359,000
Other 415,000 0 10,000 Unavailatle 0 0 Unavaslabil Unavaitable 550,000
g 213000 5726008 [SOASA000 000500 [GHRRGRES VTR [SOSIO] v 157530007
Total Revenue 2008-09 57,042,000 354,193,000 43,695000 24,277,000 439,000,000 Unavailable 19,447,000 32,497,000 Unavaitable 15,211,000
% Change 31.7 04 33 238 -5.2 NA 169 -12.3 AR 39

Total revenue 2009-10: $1,055,833,000, Total tevenue 2008-09: §1,023,048,000. Overall change. 3.2%. Note: Revenue measured as wagers less prize payouls, before operaling expenses
deducted. Figures rounded off to the nearest thousand. Data should be interpreted with cawtion, as charitable organizations are not always required to submit financial reports for their
gaming operalions. L often depends on the amouni of revenue raised and/or the value of prizes awarded. Figures may also be estimates only and may exclude revenues generated
from the gaming opecalions of Fhist Nations and local municipaliies. Lasing revenues may be from soclal occasion casinos (British Columbia), table games at ongoing charltable casinos
{Alberta), or Monte Cario nights (Saskatchewan, Manitaba, New Brunswick, Prince Edward (sland, Newfoundland and Labrador),

M Alberta has adopted a charitable gaming model for its bingo and casino operations. lts efecronic bingo and casino slot machines are conducted and managed by the Alberta
Gaming and Liquer Commission (AGLC), while Its paper bingo and casino table games are conducted and managed by charitable and religious organizations through 2 licence
granted by the AGLC. As such, bingo and casino revenue In Table 10 includes revenue from all paper bingo and casino wable games in the Province, respectively. Revenue from
electronic bingo and casino slot machines Is included in Table 7.

2% Includes $4,028,000 from combined bingo/break open events.
46 Dala based on current fiscal year for pull-tickets safd at licensed bingo facilities, and prior year data for pull-tickets sold at all other locations.
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47

(n prior years, ¢harities did not record this revenue propery and combined it with 8ingo revenue. This explains the variance in both amoounts compared to previous editlons
of the Digest.

While Afbenta does nat Issue licences for charitable poker events, charities receive the rake (maximum 35 per hand or 10% from tournaments) from all poker games played at
gaming venues in the Province (e.g., casinos).

Data based an current fiscal year for raffies with gross sales under $10,000, and prior year da12 for raffles with gross sales over $10000.

Figure does not equal its subtotals because poker revenue is Included In casino revenue and is therefore not counted twice.

All Ontario figures are estimates only and indude revenue from licences Issued by muaicipalides and Firsy Nations.,

Figure does not equal lts subtotals because revenue from combined bingo/break open eveats (54,028,000} is Included In both Bingo and Break Open / Puli-ticket revenue and
{s therefare not counted twice.

Figure 2 shows the percentage of overall revenue that was generated from government-operated, horse race, and charity-operated
gaming across Canada in 2009-10 when all three sources of revenue are combined (revenue measured as wagers less prize 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
Government-operated, Horse Race, and Charity-operated Gaming

Charity-operated
Horse Race  Gaming: 7%
Gaming: 2%

Note: Revenue measured as wagers less prize payouts, before operating expenses deducted.
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The net amount of gaming revenue that went to provindial governments in 2009-10 is shown in Table 11 (revenue measured as wagers
less prize payouts and operating expenses®). Where revenues are available for comparisons to be made, one can see that EGMs contrib-
uted the most to government of all 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; 2011). Revenues were highest in Ontario
and Alberta ($1,855,305,000 and $1,605,931,000), and lowest in Prince Edwara Island (526,975,000).

Table 11. Net Gaming Revenue to Government

{Re 2hUE atier priZes and expenses

Bingo
| Total Bingo Revenue 81,053,0004 7,540,000 0% 1,465,000 0 0 el
Casinos
| Total Casino Revenue 731,281,000 782,725,000% 114,147,000 726650009 209,934,000% | 136,246,000 o 29487000 11,696,000 A
Electronic Gaming Machines (EGMs)

Slots at Bingo Facilitles 99,423,000 0 [} 0 0 (] 0 0 0 0

Slots at Casinos 664,332,000 782,725,000  Unawiitle 172,556,000  Unavaiible Unavaiable 0 28669000  Unaile 0
Slots at Racetracks 0 41,191,000 0 0 804,634,000 0 (] (] 0 0

VLTs at 8ars, Lounges, ete. 0 511,167,000 183,114,000 174,516,000 0 661,486,000 100,352,000 99,481,000% 11,169,000 81,025,000
VLTs at Racetracks 0 0 0 4,291,000 0 0 0 0 0 0

Total EGM Revenue 763,755,000 1,335,083,000  Umwaidle | 351,363,000  Unavaiable nalable 100,352,000 128,150,000  vewsiste 81,025,000
Horse Racing
| Total (Tax) Revenue 18780000 8435000 1,047,000 2666000 32,119,000 _ 5299000 500007 1376000 794000 218000 |
Intemet Gaming

Lotiery Tickets 4,509,000 0 0 0 (] 0 Unavaitsbl Unavallabh Unavallabl
Other 535,000 0 0 0 0 0 iab Unavalaby [

Total Internet Gaming Revenue 5,044,000 0 0 0 0 0 Univaitabl enlat Unavaiab

Lottery Tickets

Intemet 4,509,000 0 0 0 0 0 bl Unavasbl Unavaiab

Other 259,824,000 254,873,000 6331,0009 55201000 808,618,000 466,108,000  Unaiai Inawaits Uravsihbh !
Total Lottery Ticket Revenye 264,333,000 254,873000 6331000 55201000 808,618,000 466,108,000 30,407,000 32,851,0004 33160004 28,136,000%
: § 1855305000 | 26975000 103373000
Total Revenue 2008-09 1,092,564,000 1,720,845000 322,945,000 416,147,000 1,829,459,000 1,331,107,000 133,465000 169,729,000 28,550,000  107.678,000
% Change 12 6.7 5.7 13 1A 48 20 38 5.5 16

Total revenue 2009-10: $§6,952,944,000. Total revenue 2008-09: $7,152,489,000. Overall change: -2.8%. Note: Revenue measured as wagers fess prize payouts and operating expenses with
the exception of hatse axing revenue, which is generally measured as the amount of money raised from 1axes/levies on amount wagered. Figures rounded off ta the nearest thousand and
may be estimates only, They may also include win tax and/or revenue from beverage, focd, and other tems. Intal tevenue 2009:10 may not equa! its subtotals due to averap between
categories. For example, Total Casino Revenue Indludes revenue from casino stots machines, which Is also included In Slatc at Cosinos under Electronic Gaming Machines (EGMs).

53 Jhe one exceptlion is Horse Radng revenue, which is genanally measured as the amount of maney ralsed from taxes/levies on amount wagered. Note that the actual amount of
revenue retained by government from this source may be considerably lower than that reported In the table due 10 provindal legislation governing commissions, etc.

54 Includes revenue from paper bingo, elecuonlc binga, and slot machines at bingo facilivies.

55 Alberta has adopted a charitable gaming model for its bingo and casino aperations. Its electronic bingo and casino sfot machines are conducted and managed by the Alberta
Gaming and Liquor Commission (AGLC), while {ts paper bingo and casino table games are conducted and managed by charitable and religlous organizations thraugh a licence
granted by the AGLC. As such, only net revenue from electronlc blngo and casino slot machines is included in Table 11 (including revenue from slot machines at summer fair
casinos and other temporary exhibltions). Net revenue from paper bingo and casino table games Is Included In Table 12.

56 There were no bingo revenues reported for Saskatchewan in 2008-10 even though there were bingo facifides (Teble 1) because all bingo revenues wenl (o charity, not 10 government

57 Does not Include revenue from the Flrst Natlons Aseneskak or South Beach casinos. All revenue from First Nations <asinos in Manltoba go 16 First Natlons operators, not the
Provindial government Figure Is lower than casino slot revenue below because there are several more expenses deducted fram It (e, wages, amortization, interest, second-
{evel GST, expenses from various support unlts both within the casinas 2nd the corporate campus).

%6 Does not include table game revenue from Greal Blue Hecon Charity Cosina, an Aboriginal casino owned by the MUssissaugas of Scugog Island First Nallon, Its 1able games are
conducted and managed by a non-profit charitable association, not the Crown corporalion that conducts and manages hs slot facllity.

52 Does not include revenue from First Natlons VLTs.
8 Includes VLT revenue from gaming halls, as well as the revenue from elecuonic poker and roulette units in the halls,

61 Although $5,759,000 was collected by the Province in the form of a ax/levy an amount wagered, only $1,878,000 of this arnount was aclually directed 1o govemment
(to offset the cost of administrating horse racing). The remalnder was directed ta the horse racing industry.

62 Although $685,000 in par-mutuel tax was collected by the Province, only $50,400 of this amount (which has been rounded off In the table) was retained by governmeny; the
remalnder was directed to the horse racing Industry. Approximately 10% of horse racing (tax) revenue reported in previous editons of the Digest was simiarly the only amaunt
that went to the Provinclal govemment from park-muiuet betting.

6 Licensing fee—the only lottery revenue that goes 16 the Provincial govemment In Saskatchewan.
¢4 Also Includes revenue from other forms of Intemet gaming besides lottery tickets {i.e., 1Bingo, Ingenio, Pickn 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 angd Labrador (1.27%). Across the country overall, the average percentage
was 2.35—slightly less than the 2.45 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010; 2011).

Figure 3. Percentage of Provincial Revenue Derived from Gaming

481 ) 2A5%
407 ] - Rl ) _ L.2.35%

3.25 322
288 285 297

. —194 202 20 194189188 .76 1,85 1,79 20—

127 1.25

Average 2009-10: 235%. Average 2008-09: 2,45%. Overall change: -4.0%. Note: 2009-10 data calculated from Table 11 and provincial public accounts. 2008-09 dala taken from
Canadion Gombling Digest 2008-2003 (CPRG, 2010) and Canadlan Gambling Digest 2008-2009: Addendum (CPRG, 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 earned at least $469,800,000.
This is $2,835,000 more than the estimated $466,965,000 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010).

Table 12. Net Gaming Revenue to Charitable Organizations

-

e arter prizes and expenses p

E e

Bingo 2,736,000 6,505,000% 8,459,000 5,922,000 50,000,000 20,287,000 7,649,000 8,723,000 863,000 2,484,000

Break Open / Pull-lickets 0 17,470,000 3,300,000 861,000 40,000,000 Unavallable 57,000 499,000 8,000 1,349,000%

Casinos 422,000 69,502,000 0 0 0 0 40,000 0 Unavailable 24,000

Poker 250,000 6,254,000 138,000 261,000 0 0 13,000 0 0 0

Raffles 30,765000 57670000 15,110,000 11,383,000 67,000,000 20,097,000 6,901,000 8,579,000 Unawailable 4,986,000

Other 262,000 Unavailable 0 0 Unavallable Unavaitabiy 444,000
Total Revenue 2009-10 ) 07000 | 1t _-—‘ 15?;000)000“_ 14,6 000, | 17,801,000  unwantie 7,960,000
Total Revenue 2008-09 35,580,000 153,504,000 26,395,000 5494000 167,000,000 Unavailsble 13,354000 20,298,000 Unavallsbla 9,136,000
% Change -32 -5 23 190 -6.0 WA 9.8 -123 Hik -129

Yolal revenue 2009-10: 5469,800,000. Total revenue 2008-09: $466,955,000. Overall change: 0.6%. Note: Revenue measuced as wagers less prize payouts and operating expanses,
Flgures rounded off 10 the nearest thousand. Data should be interpreted with caution, as charitable organizations are not always required lo submit finandal reports for thelr gaming
operalions. It often depends an the amount of revenue raised and/or the value of prizes awarded. Figures may afso be estimates only and may exclude revenues from the gaming oper-
ations of First Nations and local municipalities. Casino revenues may be from soclal occasion casinos (British Columbia), table games at ongoing charitable casinos (Albarta), or Monte
Carlo nights (Saskatchewan, Manitoba, New Brunswick, Prince Edward lsland, Newfoundland and Labrador).

85 Alberta has 2dopled 2 charitable gaming made! for its bingo and casino operations. Its efectronic bingo and casine slot mochines are conducted and managed by the Alberta
Gaming and Lquoar Commission (AGLQ), while Its paper bingo and casino (able games are conducted and managed by charitable and religlous organizations through a ficence
aranted by the AGLC. As such, bingo 2nd casino revenue In Table 12 includes revenue from all paper bingo and casino table games in the Province, respectively. Net revenue
from electronic bingo and casino slor machines is included n Table (1. {n addition to the revenue that charities earned from their bingo operations, they afso received
commlssions on electeonlc bingo and Keno sales, as well as additional proceeds from electronic bingo and Keno distributed through the Alberta Lottery Fund. For 2009-10,
this amounted o $7,086,000 from electronic bingo and $410,000 from Keno.

$6 Includes $1,327,000 from combined bingo/break open events.
€7 Data based on cutrent fiscal year for pull-tickets sold at {icensed bingo facillties, and prior year data for pufi-tickets sold at all other locations.

68 |n prlor years, chadties did not record this revenue properly and comblned it with Bingo revenue above. This explains the variance in both amounts compared to previous
editlons of the Digest.

& See foomole 65. Charitles also teceived commissions on revenue from gavernment-operated slot machines and Keno at casinos. These commissions were $164,632,000 and
$18,000, respectively,

70 While Alberta does not issue llcences for charitable poker events, charities receive the rake {maximum $5 per hand or 10% from vournaments) from all poker games played at
gatning venues in the Province (e.g., casinos).

7' Data based an current fiscal year for raffles with gross sales under $10,000, and prior year information for raffles with gross sales over $10,000.

Tz Figure does not equal its subtotals because poker revenues are included in casino revenues and are therefore not counted twice.

72 All Ontario figures are estimates anly and include revenues from licences {ssued by municipaliies and First Nations.

T Figure does not equal its subtotals because revenue from comblned bingo/break open events {$1,327,000) §s induded In both Bingo and Break Open / Pull-ticket revenue and is

therefore not counted twice.
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Table 13 shows the amount of government gaming revenue that was distributed 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 $126,181,000), while Ontario and Québec distributed the most to both problem gambling (540,200,000 and
$21,958,000) and responsible gaming ($9,843,000 and $3,825,000). Across the country overall, total distributions to charity, problem
gambling, 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, 581,153,000, and 530,454,000 (CPRG, 2010; 2011).

Table 13. Distributions to Charity, Problem Gambling, and Responsible Gaming

Charity Distributions
Total Charity 2009-10 Vnavalabie?s 126,181,000 [37,000,000 || 1,200,000 || 4,479,000, o0 Unsyatib
Total Charity 2008-09 156,300,000 Unavailable 68,374,000 5,900,000 116,520,000 37,800,000 1,200,000 4,317,000 1] Unavallable
% Change 24 WA A9 -34 83 -2.1 00 18 HA A
Problem Gambling {Health) Diswibutions
Awzreness 2,290,000 Unsvailable 2,177,000 1,652,000 9,040,000 3,250,000 328,000 Unavaitable 0 Unavallable
Research 9,000 1,500,000 350,000 0 4,000,000 1,115,000 87,0007 Unavaitable 0 Unavaitable
Treatment 2,303,000 Unavailable 1,738,000 1,001,000  27,160000 16,423,000 549,000 Unavailable 142,000 Unavaitable

Other 542,000 Unavallable 485,000 394,000 0 1,170,000 10,000 Unavaitable 469,000 Unavaiisble

[ | v [4,750/000%] [[3,147,000 | 40,200,000 [30958,0001 974,000 | [WAZI0000] 611000 .
Total Problem Gambling 2008-09 5,385,000 Unvailable 4,750,000 3,023,000 38,600,000 21,990,000 915,000 4,843,000 Unavaitable Unavailible
% Change -4.5 Wi 00 4.1 4.1 -0.) 64 -84 N/ WA

Responsible Gaming (Industry) Distributions
Tonon EEEERN|

Total Responsible Gaming 2009-10. | | 2,500,000 |1, 190,000 | 349,000

Total Responsible Gaming 2008-09 2042,000 2,160,000 Unavallsble 792,000 9,631,000 12,475,000 285,000 2,770,000 107,000 192,000

36 Change -6 15.7 Nis 337 22 2202 50.5 38 776 81.8

Total charlty distributions 2009-10: 5406,359,000. Total charity distrlbutions 2008-09: $390,411,000. Overall change: 4.1%. Total problam gambling distributions 2609-10:
$82,72),000. Total problem gambling distributions 2008-09: $81,153,000. Overall change: 1.9%. Total responsible gaming distributions 2009-10: $30,551,000. Tota! responsible
gaming distributions 2008-09: $30,454,000. Overall change: 0.3%. Note: Figures rounded off to the nearest thousand, Distributions reflect arees related to gambling provision only;
there may be disuibutions to other areas not represented In the table. Charity distributions refer to the money given to charity and other non-profit organizatlons through a distinct
granls-based system. The distributions should not be confused with the money that charitable organizatlons earned directly from thelr own gaming operations (Table 12). Prakfem,
gambling (health) distribitlons generally refer 1o the maney that government health minlstries or departments distribute to problem gambling initiatives. There may be overlap
between cateqgorles and figures may be estimates and/or budgeted amounts only. Responsible gaming (industry) distributions refer to the money that the governrent gaming
industry (e.g. Crown corporations) distributes to its own responsible gaming initiatives {e.g., on-slte brochures, self-exclusion programs, RG training, etc.). figures may be budgeted
amounts and/or estimates only.

75 Revenue from slot machines, VLTs, and lottery tickets went Into the Albera Lottery Fund. The funds were aflocated to granting foundations and ministries, which in tuin
distribuied the fuids to various voluiteer, public, and community-based organizations. The spadfic amounts distributad to charily are unavallable.

76 All revenue received by the Province Is deposited into the Consolidated Revenue Fund and [s appropriated through the budget pracess. Consequently, it (s not possible to
state that gaming revenue Is or Is not distributed to charity. Govemment dogs provide grants as part of its budget process, but It s not possible to dentify the source.

77 Funds came from the Alberta Gaming and Liquor Commission (AGLT), not a government health ministry or department.

78 Cost of the 2009 New Brunswick gambling prevalence study, which was funded entirely by the New Brunswick Lotteries and Gaming Corporation. The Department of Health
participated in the study’s development and delivery.

7% Funds for problem gambling Initiatives are distributed by the Provincial gaming regulator—not a government health ministry or department,

80 {n Saskatchewan, both the Provindial government and the Federation of Saskatchewan Indian Natons (FSIN) allocate funds 1o problem gambling Inillatives. In 2009-10, the

Provincial distnbution was $2.5 million: $800,000 10 awareness, $100,000 to research, $1,300,000 to reatment, and $300,000 to olher areas. The £SIV distribution was §225 million:
$1.377,000 10 awareness, $250,000 10 research, $438,000 to treatment, and 3185000 to other areas.

81 Figure includes disiibutions used by the Department of Heaith and Wellness (DHW), Gambling Awareness Nova Scatia (GANS; formerly, the Nova Scotla Gaming Foundatlon),
and Dlstrict Health Authoritles. Figures for the specific areas denoled In the lable are only avatlable for DHW and GANS. They are, for awareness: $914,000 (OHW) + $110,000
{GANSY); for research: $6,000 {DHW) + $142,000 {GANS); for trearment: $359,000 (DHW); and for other: $467,000 (DHW) + $95,000 {GANS). Total problem gambling
distributions were lower in 2009-10 than in 2008-09 because there were fewer DRW staff available to conduct all planned projecis. As well, no large-scale research projects
{e.g. prevalence studies) were conducted. Some safarles are not induded in the figures.

82 Figure Is comprised of distdbutions from three sources: 1) The Saskatchewan Liquor and Gaming Authority (§300,000); 2) SaskGaming (§925,000-which only Includes dollars
specifically allocated to RG. It does not include portions of Lhe Diractor’s and Vice President’s budget, which also contribute to SaskGaming’s RG program. Nor does It incude
the portion of the security budger which Is used for facial and licence plate recognition of atterpred sell-exclusion re-enuries); ang 3) the Saskatchewan Indian and Gaming
Authority ($140,000—for on-site brachures, self-exclusion, Director of RG’s salary, and RG collaterals/employee handbooks/kiosks/training).

83 Figure Is considerably higher than in 2008-09 because It indudes salarles and benefits. Manitoba Loheras also spent more money on Internal research.

84 | oro-Québec also distributed §3,000,000 1o the Régle des aleools, des courses et des Jeux (RACJ) to finance the managament of measures (nvolved In contiolling access to Vi Ts.

€ Responsible gaming costs are considerably higher than in 2008-09 duc to initiavives such as World Lottery Association (WLAY Level 4 certification and retaller 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 available, the figure was highest in Nova Scotia {2.72%), followed by Ontario
(2.17%). Across the country overall, the average was 1.45%, slightly higher than the 1.43% reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010; 2011).

Figure 4. Percentage of Government Gaming Revenue
Distributed to Problermn Gambling

145%
1.43%

077 073 ' 074 069

Average 2009-10: 1.45%. Average 2008-09: 1.435%, Overall change: 1.736. Nate: 2009-10 figuras represemt Toral Problern Gambling 2009-10 in Table 13 divided by Total Revenue 2009-10
In Table 11, 2008-09 data taken from Canadian Gambling Digest 2008-2009 (CPRG, 2010) and Canadian Gombling Digest 2008-2009: Addendum (CPRG, 2011). Figures for Alberta and Prince
Edward Island, as well as Newfoundland angd Labrador, are unavaifable.

The amount of net government gaming revenue that was distributed to problem gambling per person 18 years and aver in 2009-10
is shown in Figure 5. As can be seen from the data available, the figure was highest in Saskatchewan (5$5.91), followed by Nova Scotia
(§5.78). Across the country overall, the average was $3.61—slightly lower than the $3.69 reported in 2008-09 (CPRG, 2010).

Figure 5. Amount of Government Gaming Revenue Distributed to
Problem Gambling per Person 18+

70 — - —
SHONNES — — —— —— —
'X.n - -

I ) - $3.69

» 8361
636
G —— — 581 6.01 - — — 5.78
20 3.83
3311322 S 2344 349
1.0 - = —
140 1.49 1.59 1.51

Average 2009-10: §3.61. Average 2008-09: $3.69. Overall change: -2.1%. Note: 200910 figures represent Total Problem Gambling 2009-10 in Table 13 divided by the population 18+. 2008-09
figures raken from Canadian Gambling Digest 2008-2009 (CPRG, 2010). Figures for Alberta and Prince Edward Island, as well as Newfoundiand and Labrador, are unavailable.
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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 JEE Yes BRETHpT  M "-l._l;lf_ig‘, ] DHW No No
Formula Changes Annually - - - - No & = No = =
By Budget Allacation Yes Yes | Yes | Yes No S Yes  Yes  GANS Yes Yes
Allocation Changes Annually Yes Yes No Yes - No Yes Yes Yes Yes

Note: Data based on Problem Gambling (Health) distibulions in Table 13. In Batish Columbia, funds distributed to problem gambling inltiatives are allocated as part of the Gaming Pollcy
and Enforcernent Brench'’s annual budget. The amount distributed can change year 10 year. In Albena, revenue from slot machines, VLTS, and lottery uckets goes into the Alberta Lottery
fund. The revenue, Including that fo: problem gambling initiatives, is allocated o various granting foundations and ministries. The specific amounts distibuted to problem gambling
depend on Alberta Health Senvicex’ annual budget process. In Saskaichewan, both the Provincial govemment and the Rederstion of Saskatchewan indian Nations (FSIN) sllocate funds to
problem gambling Inkiatives. The Provinclal funds are a fixed amount (52,500,000): $1,500,000 from Saskatchewan Health, $500,000 from the Saskatchewan Uiquor and Gaming Authority
{SLGA), and $500,000 from the Community Initiatives Fund (CIF). Saskatchewan Health assists In managing programs that are funded by the SLGA and CfF, but the money does not fiow Into
Saskatchewan Health's budget. FSIN funds are $2,250,000 annually and are determined as follows: $80,000 per Yribal Councii and $25,000 pet {ndependent Community. In Ontarid, 2% of
grass revenue from stor machines at Ontario Lottery and Gaming (OLG) charity casinos and slot facilitles at racetracks Is dlstributed annually to problem gambiing Infiatives. In Québec, the
Provindial government allocates $22,000,000 annually to the Ministry of Health and Social Services for problem gambling initlatives. (n New Brongwick, the amount distributed Lo problem
gambling depends on what Is requlred to support venous initiatives as identifed and undertaken by the Department of Hlealth and Reglonal Health Authorities. In Nova Scotia, the formula
that the Department of Health and Wellness (DHW) uses to determine s problem gambling distributions has been fixed since 2005, pending the new Provinclal gaming strategy. Fifty
percent of the funds are divided equally among the four shared service areas/districts; the remaining 50%1s divided based on per caplte. Gambling Awareness Nova Scotla (GANS; formerly,
the Nova Scotia Gaming Foundation) distributions are based on a budgeted amount which {s subject to change annually. In Prince Edward Island, the amount distributed to problem
gambling depends on what Is required to support various Initialives as identified and undermaken by the Departnent of Health and Health PEI. Detalled information on how problem gambling
distributions were determined (n Manitoba and Newfoundland and (abrador is unavailable,

The breakdown of the country’s 2003-10 problem gambling distributions is shown in Figure 6. As can be seen, most of the money
was distributed to teeatment (65%), followed by awareness (24%), then research (7%).

Figure 6. Percentage of Problem Gambling Distributions Allocated to
Awareness, Research, and Treatment

Other: 4%

Note: Data based on Problem Gambling (Health) distribunions in Table 13.
Figure does notinclude distributions in Alberts, Nova Scotia, or Newfoundland and
Labrador, as information on their distributions Is unavailable or incomplete.
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The amount of government gaming revenue that was distributed to federal and municipal governments in 2009-10 is shown in
Table 15. As can be seen, Ontario and Québec distributed the most 1o the former ($25,452,000 and $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, distributions to
federal and municipal governments were $65,100,000 and $179,516,000, respectively. In 2008-09, these amounts were $64,914,600 and
$183,098,000 (CPRG, 2010).

Table 15. Distributions to Federal and Municipal Governments

1 ws RSN oc | e | N5 |
Federal Distributions

Total Faderal 2009-10 “ 25,452,000 _m_ 233,000 | 901,000

Total Federal 2008-09 8,697,000 7,170,000 1,644,000 2345000  25482,000 15,290,000 1,295,000 1,653,000 227,000 911,000
% Change 0.2 1.0 58 05 0.1 0.3 38 39 26 -1.1

Municipal Distributions

Moariozon 10T RSORS00 o i o Y R
0 0

Total Municipal 2008-09 83,859,000 19,200,000 79,639,000 400,000
% Change -23 NIA Nk 05 =22 L WA WA 0.0 A

Yotal federal distributlons 2009-10: $65,100,000. Total federal distributions 2008-09: $64,914,000. Overall ¢hange: 0.3%. Total muntcipal distributions 2009-10: $179,516,000.

Toral municipal distrtbutions 2008-09: §183,098,000. Overall change: -2.0% Note: Figures rounded off to the nearest thousand, Federal distriibutions refer to the annual payments that
provinclai lottery corporations make to the Government of Canada under 2 1979 agreement that the latter would withdraw from the lottery field. The provinces pay, on a combined
basis annually, $ 24 mifllon (n 1979 dollars (adjusied for Inflation), Municipal distrbutions refer te the money that provinces give municipallues for 2flowing cenain gaming activities ta take
place in their communlties. In some provinces (e.g, Alberta and Ontzrio), Crown corporations distribute this maney directly. In other provinces {e.g., Bribsh Columbia and Manitoba), the
provincial govemment distributes it.

CNCL - 138

Canuadian Gambling Digest 2009-10 Revenue Distrlbutions "W




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, itis highest in Québec and Nova Scotia (79% and 789%).2 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

“oc | |

Survey Details
Age of Sample 18+ 18+ 19+ 18+ 18+ 18+ 19+ 19+ 18+ 19+
Size of Sample 3,000 1,804 1,848 6,007 3,604 11,888 2821 2,500 1000 4,002
Year of Survey 2007 2001 2001 2006 2005 2009 2009 2007 2005 2009
Acivity

Bingo 50 85 84 129 48 46 ih, 11.6 69 87
Bookies In Sports Events 03 0.2 02 04 - In Sports Events - 0.4 In Sports Tuents
Cards 220 92 108 180 85 3.2 46Y 85 122 654
Casino Slots 25.0% 15.9% 203 239 165 10.1 7.6 155 6.1 48"
Casino Table Games In Casina Slots 57 73 64 65 -5 In Casino Sats 36 37 InCasino Slots
Charities 320 49.5 637 753 287 30.7 39.5 505 504 394
£GMs (Non-casino) 3.0 1342 17.7 27.7 B9 46 64 13.6 BA 82
Games of SKIl In Cardy 6S 6.8 - 37 38 49 1.8 23 33
Horse Racing 40 47 27 73 4.1 0.6 09 13 74 04
Intemet 30 03 0.2 15 1.7 14 09 02 0.7 04%
Scratch/Instant Win In Lotteries 29.2 275 41.7 249 31.1 322 49.8 504 280
Speculative Investments 50 123 84 - 19 1.9 16 - - 1.2
Sports Events 9.0 64 923 122 42 30 42 6.9% 55 40
Sports Lotteries 30 31 53 66 43 1.5 28 - 28 24
Ticket Lotteries 59.0 61.8 62.6 744 524 65.2% 776 66.6 613

@B s | oz R N RO 20 | 770

Avearage any activity: 78.5%. Note: Caxds generally refer to card and/or board games played with family and friends outside of gaming venues, with some excepons. In British Cofumbia,
the category also includes private games (e.g., dice, dominoes) and games of skill. In New Brunswick and Newfoundland and Labradoy, the category excludes board games and poker
{participation In poker was asked about separately—its participation rates were 10.0% and 10.65%, respectively). In Novo Scotig, the category only refers o poker with friends and family.
Games of skill generlly refer to pool, bowling, darts, galf, and other similar activities. Scratch/instant Win generally includes break open tickets (Nevada strips, Pull-tabs). The thiee exceptions
are In Nova Scolia, New Brunswick, and Newfoundland and Labrador. in these Provinces, break open ticket participation was asked about separately (rates were 12.0%, 6.6%, and 19.13%,
respectively). Speculative Inveuments generatly refer to stocks, options, and cornmodities. Sports events generally Include sports poofs, with some exceptions. [a British Columbla and
New Brunswick, the category also includes wagering through bookies. (n Alberta, Saskatchewan, and Maniloba, betling on sports evenls was asked about separately (participation rates
were 4.4%, 4.0%, and 6.1%, respectively). Ticketloxterles may or may notinclude dally lotteries. "= signifies data that was either nof collected or cannot be determined.

8 Provinclal and national survey data may differ due to differences in research methodology.

87 Does not include participation in board games or poker, (Participation (n poker was asked about separately. Its participation rate was 10.09%).
88 Does not in¢lude panticipation In board games or poker. (Particlpation in poker was asked about separately. s participation rate was 10.6%).
& Includes participation in ¢asino table games.

9 Includes participation In racetrack slot machines.

' Panticipation in casino gambling out of province,

?2 Ppanicipation in casino table games was nol asked about separately. Overall participation in casino gambling was 10.496.

9 Participadon in VLTs only. Participation in racetrack slot machines is Induded in Casino Slots.

%4 Particlpation In EGMs at Ontario racetracks or venues outside of Qntano.

35 Does not include participation in poker, which was asked about separately. It had 2 particpation rate of 1.5%.

%6 Includes participation in sports lottery tickets,

97 Includes participation In Scratch/instant Win {31.1%) and raffle/fundraising tickets (30.7%). Does not Include panicipation in sports (otteries (135%).
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Table 17. Gambling Participation: National Survey

C | B | RIS v
Survey Details
Age of Sample 15+
Size of Sample Approximately 30,000
Year of Survey 2002
Activity
Bingo 6 8 9 N 8 9 13 1 n 13
Cosinos 21 18 25 29 26 18 11 19 9 6
Horse Racing 3 4 2t 5 6 2 2E 1€ 1 1€
Instant Win 44 31 36 30 38 32 40 4 43
Ticket Lotteries 63 61 64 63 64 7 65 67 61
VLTs (Non-Casinos) 3 12 15 21 2 7 10 12 s

Average any activity: 76%. Note: lnstant win includes dally lottery and scratch tickers. Ticket forteries include raffle and other fund-raising tickets. £ signifies interpret with caution.
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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 Québec 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

_oc [ nB | N5 FENET

Survey Details
Age of Sample 18+ 18+ 19+ 18+ 18+ 18+ 19+ 19+ 18+ 19+
Size of Sample 3,000 1,804 1,848 6,007 3,604 11,888 2821 2,500 1000 4,002
Year of Survey 2007 2001 2001 2006 2005 2009 2009 2007 2005 2009
CPGI Levels (%)
Non-gamblers 27.1 180 13.4 144 36.6 297 216 130 18.1 228
Non-problem Gamblars 59.6 67.0 714 69.9 54.1 66,0 68.7 80.9 79.1 687
Low-risk Gamblers 87 98 93 96 58 24 5.7 36 12 6.2
Modevale Risk Gamblers 37 39 47 47 26 13 P 16 07
Problem Gamblers 09 1.3 1.2 14 08 0.7 1.3 0.9 09
ook i R SMNET N 5 0 WO~ | v o TR

Average moderate risk and problem: 3.8%. Note: The (PGl (Canadian Problem Gambling Index) is a standardized Instrument used to measure problem gambling in the general
population (Ferris & Wynne, 2001).

Table 19. Problem Gambling Prevalence: National Survey

| sc [(BRARRS] sk | ve [NNGHEM oc | Ne | NS

Survey Details
Age of Sample 15+
Size of Sample Approximately 30,000
Year of Survey 2002
CPGI Levels (%)
Non-gambters 255 284 240 257 25.1 205 236 221 253 246
Non-problem Gamblers 693 66 68.9 67.3 700 759 723 734 711 706
Low-risk Gamblers 32 34 28 20 2.5¢ 25 1.81 2.8t
Moderete Risk Gambfers 14 16 16 1.3t 1.1t 1.1E 1.3t 1.4¢
Problem Gamblers 0.5¢ 0.5¢ 04t 03¢ F 0.8t f F
Total Moderate fiskiand Problem [0 110 I T I 20 RN - ¢

Aversge moderate risk and problem: 2.5%. Note: The CPGI (Canadian Problem Gambling Index) is a standardized instrument used ta measure problem gambling in the general

population (Feris & Wynne, 2001). £ signifies interpret with caution. E signifies too unreliable 1o report. Total Moderate Risk ang Problem may not equal iLs subtotals due to rounding angd/
or weighting.

9% Provinclal and national survey data may differ due to differences in research methodology.
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Table 20 shows the number of calls made to provinclal 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

Population 18+ 3680749 2899754 | 804013 950422 10491416 | 6380957 61083 768,197 113,412 416660 |
Helphine Calls
Own Problem 254 600 589 803 1,325 Unavaiiable!0 No Metpling Unavailable
Other's Problem 442 275 158 286 937 Unavaitable!®© No Hefpline Unavaitable
Total Problem 2,983 875 747 1,089 2262 | Unsisiable No Helpline Unavaifale
Miscellaneous 2943 Unavailable!®! 493 2,024 12,673 Unavailable No Helpline Unavaitable
Total Helpline Calls 2008-09 6,228 1,697 1394 2,992 17,963 9,786 1858 2579 Ho helpline
% Change 4.8 Sia -11.0 40 -16.9 -14.2 94 -149 WA HAA

Government-funded Treatment Agencies

Total Agencies 2009-10 _ s 5

Full-time Equivalent {FTE) Counsellors

__s0 | T O o

Total FTE Counsellors 2008-09 36 Unauailable 16 95 99 150 7 31 2 Unsuyitsble
% Change -22.2 niA 00 00 00 WA 00 NIA N/A WA
Counselling Clients
Own Problem Unauailable 1877 363 427 4,092 4,622 347 483 Unavailable Unawallable
Cther's Problem Unavallable 1,382 Unavalable Unavailable 63 Unavailable Unavailable
Total Clients 2008-09 1,280 386 538 5,910 Unawaiiable Unawailable 414 . 87 63
% Change 96 34 -11.3 38 Wik Wh 295 RZ3 WA

Total helpline calls 2009-10: 35,357. Tota! helpline calls 2008-03: 44,682. Total FTE counsellors 2009-10: 182, Total FTE counsellors 2008-09: 351, Total counselling cllents 2009-10: 16,027,
Total counselling clients 2008-09: 15,970. Note: Figures may be estmates only. Miscellansous helpline calls refer to calls made for information (eq., statistics, resources, winnlng numbers), In
addition o prank calls, hang-ups, and/or misdialed phone numbers. Goverpment-fonded treatmem agencies may not include First Nations agendes funded by government. £TE counsellors are
generally designated for problern gambflng specifically. Counsefling cliapts may have other addictions besidas gambling and may be new dlients only, Counsellors and clients may not indude
those in private treatment.

9 Number of government-funded treatment agencies was not reponted In the 2008-09 Digest. Comparisons to 2009-10 can therefore not be made.

100 Whather someane phoned the fielpline fot thelr own versus someone else’'s gambiing problem was only racked when a new counselling file was opened (approximately half of all calls
were made by first time callers). Of all new files opened, 67% (124 individuals) were for one’s own gambfing problem; 33% (62 individuals) were for someone else’s gambling problem,

{n Albera, the tofl-free Addiction Services Helpline handles calls for concems related to gambling, as well as alcohal, drugs, and tobacco. It is therefore difficult to calculate
how many miscellanaous calls are related to gambling specifically.

102 May Include calls made by Individuals requesting help for thelr client.
103 {ncludes all calls made to the helpling, whether they were from first-time of repeat callers.
104 Refers 10 Manltoba Lotweries funding of the Addictions Foundation of Manitaba (AFM) only. Does not include First Natlons agendles funded by govemment.

105 Theve were 16 public rehabfitalon centers for individuals and Lhel( foved ones struggfing with gambling-related problems and other addlctions. There were also 12 private and
communlty organizations certified by the Department of Heakh and Soclal Services that offered lodging to individuals expeniencing gambling and olher addiction-related {ssues.

105 All addiction counselfors In Alberta are trained to assist clents with gambling-related problems as well as alcohol and drug abuse. As such, determining the FTEs dedicated to
gambling specifically would be difficolt.

107 addiciions Foundation of Manltoba (AFM) counsellors only.

108 Figure is much smaller than reported (n 2008-05 because It only Includes counsellors who were provindlally funded specifically for problem gambiing work

109 There were 4,353 active admissions whereby people were recelving help from treatment agencles for thelr ewn gambling problems. This represents 4,092 individuals.

120 There were 1,425 active admissions whereby people were recelving help from treatment agencies because of someone else’s garnbling problems. This represents 1,382 individuals.

'Y Figure represents the number of individual cllents who recelved tealment from Alberta Health Services. There were also 249 admissions to government-funded agencies for
problem gambling-related issues, but individuals can have more than one admlssion In a given fiscal year so the 249 may not represemt unlque individuals.

Addiclions Foundation of Manltaba (AFM) clients onty.
Figure does not equal Its subtotals because it Includes 658 dients whose reason for seeking treatrment Is unknown,
114 Figure does not equal ts subtotals because 10 clients sought help for both thelr own and someone else’s 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-exclusion support,
and/or counselling 1o 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 centces 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

| Population 18+ 3,680,749 2,859,754 804,013 950422 10,491,416 @,1380}957' Il 510,3?,4 .| 768197 113412 416,660
Quantity
Bars, Lounges, etc. with VLTs 0 0 0 0 0 210 0 0 0 0
Bingo Fadfities with Slots 15 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Casinos 171 15 2" 2 9 3 0 2 2 0
Racewacks with Slots 0 1 0 0 18 0 0 0 0 0
Other Gaming Venues 0 (] V] 0 0 0 1] 0 0
Total Centres 2008-09 3 16 2 24 4 0 2 1 0
% Change 32 00 0.0 0.0 125 250 /A 0.0 100.0 HiA
Operaling Hours and Staffing
Centres Mways Open When Venue Open Yes Yes Varies Yes No Yes N/A No Yes N/A
Cenues Always Staffed When Open No"s No Varies Yes No'® Yes N/A Yes No'™! N/A
o Fre sttt zovs-t0 | | | e
Total FTE Staff 2008-09 25 16 6 25 24.5 2 4] 5 | 0
% Change 0.0 0.0 83 0.0 306 00 Nk 00 0.0 Nin
Visitors for Problem/Responsitie Gambling Purposes
| _wa [0 Tz o w0 [w
Total PG/RG Visitors 2008-09 9,776 48,358 Unawilable 8,509 27,957 22512 0 351 192 0
% Change 1256 81.6 WA 278 501.2 16.2 Ik 85 1917 A

Total centres 2009-10: 88. Total cenwres 2008-09: 82, Overall change: 7.3%. Total FTE staff members 2009-10: 90. Total FTE staff members 2008-09: 82. Overall change: 9.8%. Total PG/RG
visitors 2009-10: 314,043, Total PG/RG visitors 2008-09: 120,845, Overall change: 159.9%. Note: On-site suppor ceatres are dedicated rooms or areas in a gaming venue that offer informa-
tion, referral, self-exdusion support, and/or counselling to patrans for problem and responsible gambling purposes. In British Columbla, the centres are called GameSense Info Centres. In
Alberta, they are called Responsible Gambling Information Centres. In Saskatchewan, Manltoba, and Prince Edward (sland, they are called Responsible Garning Information Centres. In Ontatio,
they are called Responsible Garmning Resource Centres, In Nova Scotla, they are calted Responsible Gamblfing Resource Centres. in Québec, they are called Au Centre du Hosard. Some centres may
atract mare visitors than others because of where they are located in the gaming venue, the number of special events they have, their operating hours, ete.

115 Cenwres were at the Québec and Trois-Rividres gaming halls.
116 (ncludes cenves at Fraser Downs Racetrack & Casino and Hastings Racecourse Cosino, both of which are casinos co-located ar a racetrack.

Centres were at the o casinos operated by SaskGaming. Casinos operated by the Saskatchewan Indian Gaming Authority did not have any on-site suppart centres, but did
have free-standing responsible gambling kiosks.

>4

Nineteen centras weve classified as selfservice; 8 were classified as full-service. Both types of centres provide problemy/responsible gambling information Lhrough brochuees,
kiosks, and educational events, but full-service centres allow for more staff/patron interaction and also offer support for self-exclusion sign-up and reinstatement,
1"

3

Centres at casinos were staffed up to 35 houwrs per week on a wide-ranging schedule that varied daytime and evening hours, up to seven days per week Centres a1 bingo
facilities with slot machines (community gaming centres, CGCs) were self-service.
12

&

Peaple could use the tools in the centtes during all hours of operation, but the centres were not staffed at all times. Staff at seff-service centres were on-sile for one shift twice
per roonth; staff at fullservice centres were on-site for 35:115 hours per week. Staff members were on call during all other hours that the gaming venue was open.

21 peaple could access the tools and reading materials in the centres during all hours of operation, but the centres were not staffed at all times.

12!

w

figure is much higher than in 2008-09 because the British Columbia Lottery Corporation (BCLQ) introduced new and improved GameSense Info Centres, GameSense Advisors,
and regular formal programming that included rargeted educatlonal and promotional responsible gambling activities.

113 Figure is considerably higher than In 2008-09 because in 2008-09, some centres had only recently opened.

124 Number of uisitors to the cantres s not tracked. Interactions of a responsible gambling natuce may take place at 2 variety of torations on the gaming floor, which is where
the majonty of interactions with players occur. in 2009-10, there were 9,556 documented Interactions. Of these, 8,202 included some form of education/information sharing;

4,552 included a referral for further information/resources avallable through the RGIC or outside resources. Subtotals do not add up ta the total because not afl interactions
tesutted in a referral.

->

125 Figure s considerably higher than in 200809 despite there being only 3 new centres because in 2008-09, some centres had only recently opened.
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Venues, Games, Charitable Gaming Licences

| ec [RABR] sk | ve [BONBI oc | na | ns RN NG

Venues - A A Fy A v v v A Y
Games A A ¥ A A A A  J A
Charitable Gaming Licences A L v A A v

Note: ¥ indicates a decrease from 2008-09 to 2009-10. 4 Indicates an Increase from 2008-09 10 2009-10. “-* indicates no change from 2008-09 to 2009-10.
“N/A” indicates the direction of change cannot be calculated or the variable is not applicable.

Revenues
| oc [AE] sk | ve [ONE oc [ N | ns |
Total Government-operaled Gaming Revenue 4 A v , SR Y v v
Total Gavernment Gaming Revenue per Person 18+ b4 v h 4 v v v v v
Total Horse Racing Revenue v Y A A ik A A A
Total Charity-operated Gaming Revenue A A A Wi PSR v N A A
Net Gaming Revenue to Government v ¥ v a b AV 4 v o v
95 Provincial Revenue Derived from Gaming A A A v A v A A
Net Gaming Revenue to Charitable Organizations v A A N A v WA A

Nate: ¥ indicates a decrease fram 2008-09 to 2009-10. 4. Indicates an increase from 2008-09 to 2009-10. =" Indicates no change from 2008-09 1o 2009-10.
“N/A” indicates the direction of change cannot be calculated or the variable Is not applicable.

Revenue Distributions

Charity Distributions A WA A v A v - A NA NA A
Problem Gambling (Health) Distdbutions v WA - 'y A v A v NIk N/A ¥y

% Govemment Gaming Revenue to PG v HiA A A A A A 4 NA NeA A

$ Govemment Gaming Revenue lo PG per Person 18+ v WA v A A b 4 A v N/A N/A v
Responsible Gaming {industry) Distrl Q‘f!j_?!’j v A NIA A A \ 4 A A A A
Federal Distributions v A A 4 v A A A
Municipal Distributions v Nk NA A (3 NA NiA = NAA v

Note: 7 indicates a decrease from 2008-09 10 2009-10. A indicates an increase from 2008-09 to 2009-10. “-* Indicates no change frorn 2008-09 to 2009-10.
“N/A" indicales the direction of change cannot be calculated or the variable Is not applicable.

Helpline Calls and Counselling

Helpline Calls v WA h 4 A v v WA NA v
FTE Counsellors v NIk - - - Hik - WA WA A Wik
Counselling Clients A A v A NiA WA A A R A

Note: ¥ indicates a decrease rom 2008-09 10 2008-10. & indicates an increase (rom 2008-09 to 2009-10. “~ indicates no change from 2008-09 to 2009-10.
“N/A" indicates the direction of change cannot be calculated or the variable is not applicable.
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On-site Support Centres at Gaming Venues

Coc [ S| wo [SON oc | e | ns NN

Cenlres A - e i A A N/A - NA A
FTE Staff = = A - A - N/A - NA A
PG/RG Visttors A A NiA v A A N/A v NA A

Note: ¥ indicates a decrease from 2008-09 to 2009-10. 4 Indicates an increase from 2008-09 to 2009-10. “-* indicates no change from 2008-09 to 2009-10.
"N/A" indlcates the direction of change cannot be catculated or the variable is not applicable.
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Appendix I1

RASS Prevention Overall Activity Statistics

Activity Dates: January-01- 2011 to June-30-201 ]

Event Activity Type Total Staff Anon. Total
Category Activities Attended Attended Duration
(Hours)
Group Life Lessons Youth Non 17 17 18 58.5
Session: school bas
Chinese Addiction Education 11 I 41 24.0
Series
Chinese Parenting Group 1 1 2.5
My Tween & Me 4 14 77 38.5
Palmer Discussion Support 5 5 15 5.0
Group
Prevention-Program Gambling 2 2 2.5
Prevention/Teachers 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
based)
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 ] 1 4 2.5
Evening
Staff Admin-Prevention 155 154 310.6
Activity
Community Prevention 1 l 5.0
Gambling Admin 2 2 2.5
Prev. Coordination Problem ] 1 1.0
Gambling
Prevention Community 2 1 1.0
Collaboration
Event 681 669 2740 1143.2
Category
Totals:
25
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Gambling Clinical Statistics January-June 2011

Outcomes Total for Q1 (Jan - Mar) Total for Q2 (Apr - Jun) Total

1. Connecting with Community 21 23 44
Professionals

2. Professional Development 1 1 2
3. Outreach Activities 0 0 0
4. Presentations 1321 549 1870
5. Commiittees 0 0 0
6. Mectings 15 24 39
7. Service requests 6 2 8
8. Treatment Stats 0
Referrals 12 11 23
Intakes 11 10 21
Admitted 11 10 21
Closed 12 20 32
Consultations 2 0 2
No show for first 0 0 0
appointment/planning session

Client sessions — Outreach 14 9 23
Client sessions — Outpatient 40 60 100
Family counselling sessions 4 4 8
No show/cancellation 13 14 27
Phone call counseling 0 3 3

26
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Appendix ITI

River Rock Casino Resort
Calls For Service Analysis (Please see attachment)

27
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River Rock Casino Resort
Calls For Service Analysis

INTRODUCTION

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 Police 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 repont 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 cails 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 adminisirative 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 S ——— M_._,3_5§,,__ R —

300

250 +
200
150 -fj
100 -

| 2005 2006 2007 2008 2008 2010

Prepared by Richmond RCMP.
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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.

Rank |Offence Type 2004* | 2005 | 2006 2007| 2008|2009 | 2010 Z‘;::;ﬁz Total Count
1 |911-FALSE/ABANDONED CALLS 0 | 21| a1 | 50| 6a | 1a3] 46 | 119.05% 365
2 |CAUSE A DISTURBANCE 6 | 33| 22| 17|22 18] 30| -9.00% 143
3 |THEFT-OTHER (Over/Under) 6 |16 141110 14| 26| e5.71% 95
2 |PROPERTY-LOST (& Found) g |0 219 )16 13| 3000% 81
s [FRAUD (All) o | 31w [1al1t|a]| 7| 6957% 79
6 |COUNTERFEITING CURRENCY 15 [10] 13| 3|6 6] 13| -3158% 75
7 |LIQUOR-INTOX IN PUBLIC PLACE 6 |0 12|28 |13]22 N/C 73
8 |THEET FROM MV (Over & Under) 2 | 2 || 8| 9| 7| 24| s00.00% 68
9 |IMPAIRED OP MOTOR VERICLE 0o 126122131 2| 3] 2 9231% )
10 |MISCHIEF {Over & Under) 2> 12| 71 8o s |8 323% 51
11 |UNSPECIFIED ASSISTANCE 3 1] 6 |11 2] 5| -5455% 48
12 |SUSPICIOUS PERS/VEH/OCCURRENCE 1 | 710 49| 3] 2| -s286% 38
13 |ASSAULT-COMMON OR TRESPASS 3 | 711263 [6] 1| -8571% 37
14 |THEFT OF MV (Over & Under) 1 [ 201 71w/ s ]3] a]| 10000% 32
15 |(ZZZ)MNTL HLTH ACT/ATT SUICIDE o | 5] 283015 (5] 9| sooow 29
16 |UTTER THREATS AGAINST PERSON o 71 703l alz2] 21 7143% 26
17 |COLLISION-DAMAGE (Over & Under) 4 | 2 | o] 3(3]a]| 7| 2s000% 23
18 |FAIL TO STOP/REMAIN (PROV) 3 | 113|521 2] a] zo0000% 22
16 |ROADSIDE PROHIB-215 ALCOH 1 | s | 3|83 1] 1| -8000% 22
20 |TRAFFIC-OTHER MOVING PROV 2 o] 2| 2] a2 2] -s000% 22
21 |LIQUOR (LCLA) ACT-OTHER 6 J1o|l 3|oflo] ol o]l -10000% 19
22 |POSSESSION-COCAINE T 2131 sl 21s] 1| -soo00% 19
23 |BREACH OF PEACE 1 | 6] 3| 1] 1] 2]o0] -10000% 14
24 |TRESPASS ACT o o 2| 1|3 ]| 5|3 N/C 13
25 |POSSESSION-CANNABIS 30G & UNDR o | 3212101 2z]3 0.00% 12
26 |ASSIST-RCMP 0 | 61s|olo]| o] ol -100.00% 11
27 |FAIL STOP/REMAIN-CCC 3 | 2] 23 |o|o]| 1] -000% 11
28 |OTHER CRIMINAL CODE OFFENCES 2 6l 1| tl 1o ol -to000% 11
29 |MISSING PERSONS o 1| 113 2] 2] 20000% 10
30 |ROBBERY o 2l 3lol 212/ 2/ 10000% 9
31 |BREAK & ENTER-BUSINESS o lolo|o|1[ze]o N/C 5
32 |ASSAULT-W/WEAPON OR CBH o lojo | 2]alz2]1 N/C 8
33 |WEAPONS-POSSESSION 1 | 1 {ofo| 1212/ 10000% 7

¥ July-Dec 2004

Prepared by Richmond RCMP.
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FOUNDED INCIDENTS BY CCJS CATEGORY (JULY 2004 — DEC 2010)

2004*| 2005 | 2006 | 2007 | 2008 | 2009 | 2010 | Grand Total

PERSONS VIOLENT CRIME 4 14 21 11 15 11 13 as
PROFERTY CRIME 10 53 46 45 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

Grand Total| 71 265 243 218 228 298 253 1576

™ July-Dec 2004

Aggregate Founded Incidents: July 2004 - Dec 2010

B 2004

I 2005

=15 2006
B 2007

e 2008
T 2008
~—u=2010

Prepared by Richmond RCMP.
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Appendix 1V

Intake Rate into Richmond Addiction Services Gambling Counselling
Program
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Appendix V
Web Analytics from Chinese Problem Gambling Website (see attachment)
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problemgambling.successbe.ca Jan 1. 2010 -Aug 10. 2011

Monthly Visitor and Pageview Comparing to: Site

Jand Feb 26 I Apr 20 Jun 12 Aug 4 | Sep 26 Mov 18 Jan 10 I'Mar 4 Apr 26 Jur 18

This custom dimension resulted in 1,624 Pageviews via 20 months

Pageviews Visits Pages/Visit Time on Site
1,624 655 2.48 30:09:23
Y% of Sile Total: % of Site Total: Site Avg: % of Site Total:
100.00% 100.00% 2.48 (0.00%) 100.00%

Month : Pageviews i Visits Pages/Visit Time on Site
Jan 1, 2010 - Jan 31, 2010 133 48 277 02:50:29
Feb 1, 2010 - Feb 28,:2010 ' 102 42 243 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 - Sep 30, 2010 38 18 o241 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 - Apr 30, 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 :;12:09
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

: 1-20 of 20
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Appendix VII

Proposed Budget for Proposals

Item 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016
General
Research Project $£35,000.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00 $0.00
g’::g“““g & Promotion $0.00 $17,500.00 $5.000.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Evaluation $10,000.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00 $5,000.00
Stecring Committee $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00 $500.00
meeting
Sub -Tolal: $35,500.00 $28,000.00 $10,500.00 $10,500.00 | $10,500.00

3497793
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Appendix VIII
Problem Gambling Activities from 2005 — 2011 (attached)
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List of Gambling Prevention Activities in 2005 (January — December,

2005)

Date Name Target/Number
January 19, 2005 Gambling and Gaming Adult ESL students/20
January 27, 2005 Media interview CBC/NA

January 31, 2005

Problem Gambling Training

'| to Casino Staff

Casino staff/15

February 1, 2005 Display at Cambie Public/NA
Community Centre
February 3, 2005 Media interview Channef M/NA
February 5, 2005 Display at Richmond Public/NA
Centre
February 15, 2005 Gambling and Youth Colts volunteer group/10

February 16, 2005

Problem Gambling Program

Youth workers/20

February 17, 2005

Richmond School District
Convention

Teachers/8

February 19, 2005

Chinese Parents Workshop

Chinese parents/60

March 3, 2005

Regional Ethnocultural
Advisory Committee Forum

Community workers/40

March 4, 2005 London Secondary CAPP Students/60
Presentation
March 7, 2005 London Secondary CAPP Students/150

Presentation

March 10, 2005

Presentation to Richmond
Hospital

Hospital staff/20

March 17, 2005

Chinese Professional
Meeting

Chinese workers/10

March 21 & 22, 2005

Media interview

Richmond Review/NA

March 31, 2005

Media interview

Channel M/NA

April 14, 2005

Meeting with Enoch Youth
Qutreach

Religious group/3

April 15, 2005

Display at Richmond
Volunteers Fair

Public/NA

April 27, 2003 Integration Youth Services | Chinese Parents/10
Society

April 29, 2005 Presentation to Poker Young Adults/12
Tournament at Cambie
Communily Centre

April 30, 2005 Integration Youth Services | Youth/15
Society

May 3, 2005 Richmond High CAPP Students/30
Presentation

May 5, 2005 South Vancouver Family Parents/10

CNCL - 165




Place Chinese Parents
Group

College student

May 7, 2005 Speech at Wanna Bet Video | Youth and parents/20
Contest Award Ceremony

May 11, 2005 Richmond High CAPP Students/60
Presentatjon

May 13, 2005 Media interview Ming Pao/NA

May 16, 2005 Media interview Ming Pao/NA

May 17,2005 Richmond High CAPP Students/60
Presentation

May 31, 2005 Media interview Sing Tao/NA

June 1, 2005 Media interview Sing Tao/NA

June 6, 2005 Rosewood Manor Seniors/10

June 8, 2005 Education series on Adults/14

| gambling

June 12, 2005 Display at Multifest Public/NA

June 17, 2005 Display at Chinese Mental Public/NA
Health Open House

June 22, 2005 Media interview Channel M/NA

June 23, 2005 Radio program with Enoch | Youth/NA

July 6, 2005 Radio program with Enoch | Youth/NA

July 27, 2005 Education series on Adults/12
gambling

August 3, 2005 Workshop on Gambling and | Adults/50
Imumigration

September 6, 2005 Presentation to Richmond Adults/6
City youth workers

September 12, 2005 Media interview Channel M/NA

September 12 & 13, 2005 Media interview Sing Tao/NA

September 13, 2005 Canadian Mental Health Adults/12
Association Pathway
Clubhouse

September 14, 2005 Education serics on Adults/12
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 Tao/NA

October 5, 2005 Minoru Place Seniors Seniors/2
Activity Centre

October 6, 2005 Display at National Public/NA
Depression Screening Day

October 7, 2005 Kwantlen University Adult/]
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October 11, 2005 Minoru Place Senjors Seniors/12
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/150
Westwind Elementary

November 2, 2005 Education series on Adults/8
gambling

November 4, 2005 Display at SUCCESS Public/NA
Volunteers Appreciation
Ceremony

November 8, 2005 Presentation to Family Youth/14
Services Skill Link Program :

December 5, 2005 Article at Evergreen News | Public/NA

December 6, 2005 Burnett Secondary and Students/90
Palmer Secondary

December 7, 2005 Steveston High Students/30

December 7, 2005 Crossroads School Students/6

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

December 13, 2005 Palmer Secondary Students/60

December 14, 2005 Palmer Secondary Students/60

December 14, 2005

Richmond Hospital
Psychiatric Unit

Paramedicals/8

Total # of activities: 69

Total # of participants: 1370
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List of Gambling Prevention Activities in 2006 (January — December,

2006)

Date Name Target/Number

January 4, 2006 Education series on Adults/4
gambling

Japuary 11 & 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/150
High

January 24, 2006 Turning Point Richmond Adults/7
Recovery House

January 25, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond | Students/100
High

January 26, 2006 Richmond Hospital Adult/]
Psychiatric Unit Student
Doctor

February 8, 2006 Blundell Elementaty Students/60

February 8, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond | Students/60
High

February 10, 2006 CBC Radio with Mark Public
Forsyth

February 12, 2006 Table Display at Public
Multicultural Festival in
Richmond Centre

February )3, 2006 Brighouse Elementary Students/30

February 16, 2006 Brighouse Elementary Students/60

February 21, 2006 Touchstone Parents Group | Adult/7

Febraary 22, 2006 Education Series on Adulv4
Gambling

February 24, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond | Students/60
High

March 1, 2006 P2P Training at Richmond | Students/60
High

March 1, 2006 Maple Lane Elementary Students/60

March 3, 2006 UBC Social Policy Students | Students/8

March 5, 2006 Table Display at Aberdeen | Public
Centre

March 9, 2006 Richmond Hospital Adult/2

Psychiatric Unit Student
Daoctor
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March 10, 2006 SUCCESS Women’s Club | Adult/30
March 23, 2006 Interview by Talentvision Public
March 23, 2006 Interview by CityTV Public
March 27, 2006 Palmer Secondary Students/} SO
March 28, 2006 Palmer Secondary Students/90
March 29, 2006 Mitchell Elementary Students/30

March 31, 2006

London Secondary

Students/210

April 3,2006

Media interview with
Richmond News, CHMB
AM1320, Channel M,
Fairchild TV, News 1130,
AM]470 and Ming Pao

Public

April 4,2006 Media interview with Sing | Public
Tao, CBC and Province
April §, 2006 CBC Early Edition Public
April 5,2006 Tumning Point Recovery Adult/9
Home
April §,2006 Steveston Community Adult/3
Centre
April 10, 2006 St Pau)’s Church Parents Adult/13
Group
April 12,2006 Education seties on Adulv/8
gambling
April 13, 2006 Ferris Elementary Students/60
April 20, 2006 William Bridge Elementary | Students/30
April 20, 2006 One hour phone in program | Public
at CHMB AM1320
April 25,2006 Richmond Chinese Adult/6
Evangelical Free Church
Pastoral Care Group
April 26, 2006 Media mterview with Public
Vancouver 24 hours
newspaper
April 27, 2006 WilJiam Bridge Elementary | Students/30
Apn! 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 Elementary Students/30
May 17, 2006 Homma Elementary Students/30
May 18, 2006 Steveston Secondary Students/96
May 20, 2006 Chinese Parents Workshop | Adults/120
May 23, 2006 Homma Elementary Students/60
May 25, 2006 Regent College Adults/28
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May 31,2006 Education Series Adults/6

June 3, 2006 Media interview with Sing | Public
Tao News

June 20, 2006 Anderson Elementary Students/10

June 22,2006 SUCCESS Chinese Adults/18
Helpline

June 23, 2006 DeBeck Elecmentary Students/10

June 27, 2006 DeBeck Elementary Students/10

June 27, 2006 Media interview with Public
CKNW

Jung 28, 2006 Media interview with Public
CKNW

June 28, 2006 Richmond School District Adults/50
ELSA Classes

July 11, 2006 SUCCESS YDP Youth/10

July 13,2006 Suromer class at Richmond | Students/40
High

July 14,2006 Media interview with CTV | Public

July 17,2006 Media interview with Metro | Public
Town News

July 19, 2006 FEducation Series Adult/7

July 20, 2006 Richmond Hospital Adult/2
Psychiatric Unit Student
Doctor

July 24,2006 Mood Disorders Adulv/1
Association of BC

July 27, 2006 RICAS Adult/4

August 3, 2006 Phone interview with Ming | Public
Pao News

August 4, 2006 Office interview with Ming | Public
Pao 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 AM 1470 | Public

August 20, 2006 RCEFC Sunday School Adult/25

August 21, 2006 Richmond Youth Service Youth/8
Agency Skills Link
Program’

August 21, 2006 Pamphlets to Canadian Public
Martyr Catholic Church

August 25, 2006 Richmend Hilton Human Adulv/ 14
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Resources Management

September 6, 2006 Education Series Adult/13
September 11, 2006 Radio program for Calgary | Public
October 2, 2006 RYSA Skills Link Youth/I 1
October 3, 2006 Australia PG Counsellor Adult/l
October 12, 2006 National Depression Public
Screening Day for Chinese
October 19, 2006 RASCALS Training Adult/9
October 20, 2006 PG Curriculum Teachers’ Adult/7
Training
October 25, 2006 Excel Adult ELSA Adult/35
October 25, 2006 Education Series Adulv/s
October 27, 2006 London Secondary Youth/90
November 2, 2006 Excel Adult ELSA Adult/13
November 3, 2006 Student Doctors Adult/2
November 4, 2006 Disabjlity Resource Centre | Youth/11
November 8, 2006 Burnett Secondary Youth/30
November 14, 2006 Steveston High Youth/75

November 17, 2006 Table Display at SUCCESS | Public

Volunteer Appreciation

November 23, 2006 Chinese Cultural Workshop | Adult/40

November 29, 2006 New Immigrant Workshop | Adult/40

December 5, 2006 PG Curriculum Teachers’ Adult/12
Training

December 6, 2006 PG Curriculum Teachers’ Adult/12
Training

December 7, 2006 PG Curriculum Teachers’ Adult/12
Training

December 8, 2006 Cambie Pro-D Teachers’ Adult/40
Training

December 14, 2006 Richmond City Youth Adult/20
Workers' Training

December 15, 2006 Student Doctors Training Adult/2

Total # of activities: 109 (up till

December, 2006)

Total # of participants: 2745 (up till
December 2006)
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List of Gambling Prevention Activities in 2008 (January — December,

2008)

Date Name Target/Number | Catchment

January 9, 2008 McMath Secondary CAPP | Youth/111 Gr. 10,11
Classes

January 10, 2008 McMath Secondary CAPP | Youth/22 Gr. 10, 11
Class

January 15, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P | Youth/143 Gr. 10
Classes

January 16, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P | Youth/49 Gr. 10
Classcs

January 17,2008 SUCCESS ELSA Class Adults/35 ESL

January 17, 2008 MacNeil Secondary CAPP | Youth/20 Gr. 10
Class

January 18, 2008 McNair Secondary CAPP | Youth/80 Gr. 10, 11
Classes

January 23, 2008 SUCCESS ELSA Class Adult/é ESL

January 24, 2008 Excel Adult ESLA Class | Adult/7 ESL

January 31, 2008 Richmiond Secondary P2P | Youth/74 Gr. 10
Classes

February 1, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P | Youth/56 Gr. 10
Classes

February 4, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P | Youth/73 Gr. 10
Classes

February 6, 2008 Richmond Secondary P2P | Youth Gr. 8,9, 10,
Fair

February 6, 2008 Media interview with Chinese Public | Chinese
Channel M, Sing Tao &
CKNW

February 15, 2008 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/17 Gr. 10, 11
Class

February 18, 2008 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/106 Gr. 10, L1
Classes

February 19, 1008 Palmer Secondary P2P Youthv/25 Gr. 10, (1
Class

February 21, 2008 Excel Adult ESL Class Adult/57 ESL

February 26, 2007 Tuming Point Recovery Adult/8 Community
House

February 27, 2008 South Arm United Church | Adult/35 Community

February 28, 2008 Richmond Chinese Public Community
Cultural Society

February 29, 2008 McNair Secondary Adult/32 Community
Teachers” Pro-D Training

March 5, 2008 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth Gr. 10, 11
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students presentation

March 6, 2008 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth Gr. 10, 11
students presentation

March 7, 2008 McMath Secondary Youth/46 Gr. 10,11
School

March 10, 2008 Phone interview by Sing Chinese Public | Chinese
Tao News

April 8, 2008 MacNeil Secondary P2P | Youth/24 Gr. 10
Class

April 9,2008 MacNeil Secondary P2P Youth/73 Gr. 10
Classes

April 16, 2008 CMHA Pathway Adults/25 Community
Clubhouse

April 17, 2008 McNair Secondary CAPP | Youth/75 Gr. 10, 11
Classes

April 22, 2008 Steveston-London Youth/136 Gr. 10, 11
Secondary CAPP Classes

April 29,2008 BGCA Skills Link Youth/9 Community
Program

May 9, 2008 MacNeil P2P Student Youth/80 Gr. 8,9, 10
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 Riclumond 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

Adults/14

June 7, 2008 Chinese Parents Chinese Chinese
Workshop Adults/70

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 235, 2008 Family Services of Community

Greater Vancouver Open
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House

August 12, 2008 SUCCESS Summer Children/37 Community
Children Day Camp

August 15,2008 AM|1320 Radio Interview | Chinese Public | Chinese

August 21, 2008 In-service Training Adult/11 Community

August 31, 2008 RCEFC Sunday School Chinese Chinese

Adult/38

Sep 12, 2008 Fairchijld Leisure Talk Chinese Public [ Chinese

Sep 18, 2008 BGC Skills Link Program | Adult/6 Community

Sep 20, 2008 Richmond Disability Adulv15 Community
Resource Centre

Sep 25,2008 Science World Teacher Adult KD
Resources Fair Table
Display for Amazing
Chateau

Oct 4, 2008 Know the Score Student Adult/6 KTS
Training

Oct 6-9, 2008 Know the Score at Adult/915 KTS
Kwantlen Richmond
Campus

Oct 15,2008 McNair CAPP Class Youth/52 Gr. 10, 11

Oct 18, 2008 Singapore Breakthrough Public Comumunity
Table Display

Oct 24, 2008 Youth Health Team Youth/33 Gr. 10, 1]
Training

Nov 6, 2008 BGC Skills Link Program | Adult/10 Community

Nov 11, 2008 City TV Program Chinese Public | Chinese

Nov 17, 2008 Interview by Omni News | Chinese Public | Chinese

Nov 18, 2008 Steveston London Youth/56 Gr. 10
Secondary CAPP Classes

Nov 20, 2008 Touchstone Family Chinese Chinese
Association Parents Group | Adult/15

Nov 21, 2008 SUCCESS Volunteer Public Community
Appreciation Table
Display

Nov 26, 2008 Know Dice Service Adult/6 Community
Provider’s Training

Dec 12, 2008 Steveston London Youth/47 Gr. 10
Secondary CAPP Classes

Total # of activities: 65 (up till Dec, Total # of

2008) participants: 2876

(up till Dec, 2008)
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List of Gambiing Prevention Activities in 2009 (January — December,

2009)

Date Name Target/Number

January 13, 2009 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth/54
Classes

January 14, 2009 Richmond Secondary P2P | Youth/73
Classes

January 15, 2009 Fleetwood Park Secondary | Youth/162
Grad Transition Conference

Feb 2, 2009 Amazing Chateau Teacher’s | Adult/7
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 Youtl/58
Classes

Feb 19, 2009 ESL Class at MacNeil Adult/15

Feb 20 & 21, 2009 Discovery program Adult/8

Mar 2, 2009 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/30
Presentation

Mar 3, 2009 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/55
Presentation

Mar 3, 2009 Amazing Chateau Teacher’s | Adult/3
Training at Thompson
Elementary

Mar 4, 2009 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/43
Presentation to elementary
school

Mar 235, 2009 Chinese Seniors Acting Out | Chinese Adult/]16
Training

Apr 1, 2009 Interview with Fairchild TV | Chinese Public

Apr 9, 2009 MacNeil Secondary P2P Youth/49
Presentation

Apr 14, 2009 MacNeil Secondary P2P Youth/L 13
Presentation

Apr 15,2009 Bumett Secondary Youth/35
Presentation

Apr 30, 2009 South Arm Community Chinese Adult/30
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 L1, 2009 BGCA Skillslink Program | Adult/8

Presentation

May 26, 2009

City TV Program

Chinese Public

May 29, 2009

VanCity Community Day

Public (Staffed by Christa
with distribution of over
200 PG promotion

materials)
June 6, 2009 Chinese Parents Workshop | Chinese/65
June 12, 2009 Hamilton Community Public (Staffed by
Festival SUCCESS staff with
' distribution of over 200 PG
promotion materials)
June 21, 2009 National Aboriginal Day in | Public (Staffed by Brent
Richmond with distribution of 100
pampbhlets and promotion
materials)
July 16, 2009 SUCCESS Youth Summer | Youth/13
Day Camp
July 24, 2009 SUCCESS Youth Summer | Youth/12
Day Camp
Sep 8, 2009 Table display at Kwantlen | Youth/100
University College
Richmond Campus
Sep 17, 2009 Table display for Knowdice | Adult/Teachers/80
at Science World Teachers
Orientation
Sep 19, 2009 Table display at Aberdeen | Chinese/300
Mall for Senjors Drama
performance
Sep 21, 2009 BGC Skills Link Youth/8
Oct 8, 2009 Table display at Depression | Adult/80
Screening Day
Qct 21,2009 Knowdice Teacher’s Adult/1
Training at McNeely
Oct 23, 2009 District Pro-D Training Adult/27
Nov 6, 2009 McNair CAPP Classes Youth/55
Nov 7, 2009 District Students Leadership | Youth/35
Conference
Nov 13, 2009 Table display at SUCCESS | Adult/100
Volunteer’s Appreciation
Nov 15,2009 Westside Baptist Church Chinese/25
Nov 16, 2009 Hugh Boyd Secondary P2P | Youth/50
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Nov 16, 2009 BGC Skills Link Youth/8

Nov 17,2009 Knowdice Teacher's Adult/]
Training at McNeely

Nov I'9, 2009 Steveston London Youth/59
Secondary

Nov 19, 2009 About Face Community Adulv/50
Presentation

Nov 20, 2009 Steveston 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 Adulv/16

Dec 18§, 2009 TV Recording at Fairchild | Chinese

Total # of activities: 51 (up tili Dec, 2009) | Total # of participants: 2069 (up till Dec,

2009)
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List of Gambling Prevention Activities in 2010 (Januayy — December,

2010)

Date Name Target/Number

January 8, 2010 Knowdice Teacher’s Adult/]
Training at Tomsett
Elementary School

January 11, 2010 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth/25
Class

January 26, 2010 Addiction Focus Group Adult/2

February 3, 2010 Richmond Secondary P2P Youth/30
Student Presentations

February 8, 2010 Richmond Christian Youth/33
Secondary School

February 9, 2010 Richmond Christian Youth/35
Secondary School

February 9, 2010 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/30

February 11,2010 Richmond Christian Youth/26
Secondary School

February 12, 2010 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/59

February 12, 2010 Richmond Christian Youth/26
Secondary School

February 15,2010 Rjchmond School District Adult/16
Pro-D Conference

February 16, 2010 Richmond Christian Youth/55
Secondary Schoo)

February 17,2010 Richmond Christian Youth/24
Secondary Schoo]

February 18, 2010 Richmond Christian Youth/20
Secondary Schoo)

February 19, 2010 Richmond Christian Youth/28
Secondary School

March 2, 2010 Richmond Christian Adult/10
Secondary School PAC

March 3, 2010 McRoberts Secondary Youth/83
School

March 9, 2010 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/25

March 10, 2010 Palmer Secondary P2P Youth/82

March 18, 2010 Lord Byng Secondary Youth/25
School ESL Class

Apr 8,2010 Managing Employees with | Adult/180
Substance Abuse

Conference
Apr 12,2010 Steveston London Youth/135
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Secondary 5 CAPP Classes

Apr 13,2010 Steveston London | CAPP | Youth/20
Class

Apr 14,2010 Cambie Secondary | P2P Youth/30

Apr 14,2010 MacNeil Secondary 3 P2P | Youth/64
Classes

Apr 15,2010 MacNeil Secondary 3 P2P | Youth/80
Classes

Apr 19,2010 RYSA Presentation of Adulv/é
Services

Apr 23,2010 Palmer Secondary Teachers | Adult/SS
Pro-D Training

Apr 27,2010 Delview Secondary School | Youth/26
CAPP Class

May [, 2010 Chinese Parents Workshop | Adult/70

May 3, 2010 RAS open house display Adult

May 13, 2010 Cambie Secondary | P2P Youth/29

May 19, 2010 BGC Skills Link Adult/10

May 26, 2010 MacNejl Secondary | P2P | Youth/i2

July 12,2010 SUCCESS Youth Summer | Youth/35
Camp

July 15,2010 SUCCESS Children Children/30
Summer Camp

July 20,2010 Turmning Point Adult/6

Aug 12,2010 SUCCESS Children Children/38
Summer Camp

Sep 29,2010 McNair Secondary 3 CAPP | Youth/79

Oct 1, 2010 Boyd Secondary 3 P2P Youth/76

Oct 4, 2010 South Delta Secondary 3 Youth/78
CAPP

Oct 5, 2010 RAS Chinese Ed Series Adulv/é

Oct 8, 2010 Boyd Secondary 3 P2P Youth/27

Oct 29, 2010 Skills Link Richmond Adult/7

Oct 30, 2010 Gam iQ Training Adult/8

Nov 1, 2010 Gam 1Q at Kwantlen Adult/] 04

Nov 3, 2010 Gam iQ at Kwantlen Adult/122

Nov 4, 2010 Gam iQ at Kwantlen Adult/2]4

Nov 5, 2010 Steveston London CAPP Youth/137

Nov 24, 2010 Gam _1Q at BCIT Richmond | Adult/88

Nov 26,2010 CCM Chinese Seniors Adult/10

Dec 3, 2010 Excel Adult ESLA Adult/43

Dec 10,2010 RAS Id series Adult/5

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 in 2011 (January — December,

2011)

Date Name Target/Number

January 12,2011 Richmond Sec P2P Youth/54

January 13,2011 Richmond Sec P2P Youth/106

January 14. 2011 Know Dice Teacher Adult/1
Training

January 18, 2011 Richmond City Youth Adult/14
Development Workers

January 18, 2011 Turning Point Recovery Adult/10

January 19, 2011 McMath Mjni P2P Youth/74

January 24, 2011 McMath Mini P2P Youth/44

February 14, 2011 Palmer P2P Youth/59

February 15,20]1 Palmer P2P Youth/46

February 21, 2011 RAS Education Series Adult/6

February 22,201 | Stevevston London CAPP Youth/128

February 24, 2011 Zheng Sheng College Adult/40
Chinese Parents Foram

February 24, 2011 Business After S Adult/70

Mar 4, 2011 McNair Secondary CAPP Youth/58

Mar 7, 2011 Brooke Elementary Childeen/57

Mar 9, 2011 Byng Elementary PAC Adult/14

Mar 10, 201! Richardson Elementary Children/70

Mar 14, 201 | Excel ESL Adult/32

Mar 15, 2011 McRoberts Secondary Youth/102
Grade 12 classes

Mar 15, 2011 Gam 1Q at Kwantlen Adult/84

Mar 16, 2011 PG Level | Training Adult/14

Mar 17, 2011 Excel ESL Adult/30

Mar 18,2011 Cougar Canyon Elementary | Children/60
Grade 6/7 Classes

Mar 18,2011 English Bluff Elementary Children/60
Grade 6/7 Classes

Mar 29, 2011 CMHA Pathways Adult/20
Clubhouse

Mar 31, 2011 Excel ESL Adult/32

Apr§, 2011 Delta Secondary School Youth/68
Planning 10 Classes

AprL1,2011 Delta Secondary School Youth/134
Planning 10 Classes

Apr 12,2011 Burnett Secondary School Youth/28
Family Studies Class

May 3, 2011 Boyd P2P Youth/15
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May 5, 201 1 Interview by Fairchild TV | Generai

May 7, 2011 Chinese Parents Workshop | Adult/108

May 10, 2011 Transitions Adult/1S

May 11,2011 MacNeil P2P Youth/99

May 11,2011 Touchstone Family General
Association Open House

May 12,2011 MacNeil P2P Youth/73

May 17,2011 Internet Gambling Chinese | Adult/0
Workshop

June 15, 2011 Richmond Adult Probation | Adult/8

July 6,2011 RAS Education Series at Adult/10
Library

July 12,2011 SUCCESS Youth Summer | Youth/I19
Camp at Delta

Aug 4, 2011 SUCCESS Youth Summer | Youth/13
Camp at Richmond

Aug4,201] Booth at Kwantlen Adult/50
Richmond Campus

Aug 10, 201] Booth at Richmond Food Adult/100
Bank

Sep 21,2011 RMCS YES Employment Adult/7
Program

Sep 22,2011 Booth at Richmond Food Adult/100
Bank

Sep 28, 2011 Booth at Richmond Food Adult/100
Bank

Sep 29,2011 Knowdice at Mitchell Youth/30
Elementary

Sep 29,2011 Kwantlen Counsellor Adult/2

Oct 4,2011 Hugh Boyd P2P Youth/25

Oct 4, 2011 Booth at Richmond Adult
Hospital

Oct 5, 2011 Hugh Boyd P2P Youth/2]

Oct 5, 2011 Booth at Richmond Adult
Hospital

Oct 7,2011 Hugh Boyd 2 P2P classes Youth/38

Oct 14,2011 Steveston London 4 P2P Youth/106
classes

Oct 20, 2011 Homeless Connect Day Adult/50
Booth

Oct 24, 201 1 McNair 2 Planning Classes | Youth/54

Oct 25,2011 SUCCESS Helpline Adult/14
Volunteers

Nov 2, 2011 RAS Education Series Adult/6é

Nov 12,2011 CMHA Richmond Chinese | Adult/(4
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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, 201] About Face Booth Adult

Nov 17,2011 Steveston Community Adult/25
Centre Seniors Group

Nov 18, 2011 SUCCESS Volunteers Adult/50
Appreciation Booth

Nov 21,2011 Turning Point Recovery Adult/7
House

Nov 23, 2011 SUCCESS Chinese Parents | Adult/20
Workshop

Nov 29, 2011 McMath 2 Planning Classes | Youth/58

Nov 30, 2011 McMath 3 Planning Classes | Youth/75

Dec 1, 2011 South Delta Secondary 2 Youth/53
Planning Classes

Dec 2, 2011 South Delta Secondary 5 Youth/122
Plznning Classes

Total # of activities: 61 (up till Nov, Total # of participants: 2737 (up till Nov

2011) 2011)
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Report to Committee

Richmond —
O CR - Prv i, 2T
To: General Purposes Committee Date: April 3, 2012
From: Jerry Chong File:  03-0925-01/2012-Vol
Director, Finance 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, 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.

2. That Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885 be introduced and given first, second
and third r_hd'mgs.
a7 A / , k\ '
P A
/ /

TP

J eg‘y Chong
Director, Finance
(604-276-4064)

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE | CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
Economic Development Y& NO A“’ —"1
Law YENDO
REVIEWED BY TAG YES NO REVIEWEDBY CAO __ YES : NO
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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 BC 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 of 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 - Utllities 21,094,264 19,684,767 21,255,967 (1,571,200)
Class 04 - Major 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 15,459,200
Class 06 - Business 7,753,426,413 8,046,567,614 8,115,417,614 {68,850,000}
Class 08 - Seasonal/Rec 113,148,800 111,935,100 105,402,500 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 (“CCAT”) 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 CCAT 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 Asreported to Council at the Finance Committee of February 6, 2012, 1/3 of the resulting
tax impact of the CCAT exemption is allocated to the Business and Light Industry class,
1/3 allocated to all remaining tax classes and 1/3 funded by the Appeals Provision. Total
CCAT tax tmpact 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 Tax Distribution
Assessment Tax
Ratio Follo Count Distribution Tax Ratio
Class 01 - Resldential 81.93% 64,751 53.10% 1.00
Class 02 - Utllities 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% 696 0.19% 6.02
Total 100.00% 73,058 100.00% N/A
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, Richmond’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 Richmond’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 Richmond’s 2011 tax ratio ranking in all assessment classes in relation to the
comparator group. Richmond’s business tax ratio of 3.72 was 3™ 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 45.31%, 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;
$SO0K 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 of 2012 Rates and Ratios Between Proposed Options

With No Tax Shift {Option 1) With $1.8M Tax Shift (Option 2)

Assessment Class Tax Rate Tax Ratio | Tax Burden Tax Rate Tax Ratio | Tax 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% 35.90000 19.94 0.46%
Class 04 - Ma)or Industry 12.64572 6.38 0.84% 14.43540 7.21 0.96%
Class 05 - Light Industry 8.53423 4.30 8.19% 8.89880 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% 11.54322 5.97 0.19%

The rationale for the shift 1s as follows:

a) Richmond’s current tax rate for class 04 — Major [ndustry is the 2™ Jowest 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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b)

d)

3492636

comparable to that of Vancouver, Delta and Burnaby in the number of properties in this
assessment class. In 2011, 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 2" lowest tax rate for this class in the comparator group.

Richmond’s tax rate for class 05 — Light Industry was also the 2°¢ 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 BC 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%.

Without the additional burden shift, class 08 — Seasonal/Recreational 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%.

In 2011, Richmond’s class 01- residential accounted for 51.65% of the tax burden (Table
4), the 2" Jowest in the comparator group. Although Richmond’s average assessment
was the 2" highest in the group at almost $606K,, average residential tax was the 2"
lowest at $1,309.

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 6S,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 $800K tax shift to this class
will result 10 an additional $0.02 per $1,000 in assessment and will help in maintaining a
competitive business to residential tax ratio.
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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 totals prior to property owners appealing
their assessments in early January. Values often change by the time the revised roll is
issued due to these appeals and corrections to the assessment. With the revised roll, the
average residential property will have a $59.63 increase in taxes. The additional $800K
shifi to the residential classes will result in an additional $12.26 1o 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 residentiaj 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 Counci)’s approved
tax increase of 1.98% with an additional 1% going into the City’s reserves.

Conclusion

That Council approves Option 2 which redistributes $1.8M from Business class to Major
Industry, Light Industry, Seasonal/Recreation, and Residential classes and that Counci) introduce
and give first, second, and third readings to the 2012 Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw §885.

Ivy Wong
Manager, Revenue
(604-276-4046)

IW:gjn
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2011 Tax Ratio Comparison — Sorted by Business Class
Class04- | Class05- | Class 06 - Class 08 -
Class 01 - Class 02 - Major Light Business/ | Seasonal/ | Class 09 -
Residential Utility Industry Industry Other Rec 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 5.19 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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Appendix 2
2011 Yax Rate Comparison - Sorted By Class 01 - Residential
Class 04 - Class 05 - Class 06 - Class 08 -
Class 01 - Class 02 - Major Light Business/ Seasonal/ Class 09 -
Residential Utility Industry Industry Other Rec Farm
Delta 3.2785 39,9977 30.1458 10.4617 10.4617 6.8520 16.6941
Coquitlam 3.0486 39.9857 49.8661 12.3135 14.7825 14.4708 16.1582
Surrey 2.3781 32.9050 11.6885 6.6073 7.4185 2.3338 2.4046
Burnaby 2.3771 34,5657 43.7265 10.0307 10.0307 1.5342 10.0307
Richmond 2.1609 37.1666 12.9651 9.0540 8.0384 1.8367 11.8847
Vancouver 2.1282 38.0774 31.4658 9.1988 9.1988 1.9937 1.9937
2011 Tax Rate Comparison - Sorted By Class 02 - Utility
Class 04 - Class 05 - Class 06 - Class 08 -
Class 01 - Class 02 - Major Light Buslness/ Seasonal/ Class 09 -
Residentlal Utility Industry Industry Other Rec Farm
Delta 3.2785 39.9977 30.1458 10,4617 10.4617 6.8520 16.6941
Coquitlam 3.0486 39.9897 49.8661 12.3135 14.7825 14.4708 16.1582
Vancouver 2.1282 38.0774 31.4658 9.1988 9.1988 1.9937 1.9937
Richmond 2.1609 37.1666 12.9651 9.0540 8.0384 1.8367 11.8847
Bumaby 2.3771 34.5657 43.7265 10.0307 10.0307 1.5342 10.0307
Surrey 2.3781 32.9050 11.6885 6.6073 7.4185 2.3338 2.4046
2011 Tax Rate Comparison - Sorted By Class 04 - Major Industry
Class 04 - Class 05 - Class 06 - Class 08 -
Class 01 - Class 02 - Major Light Busliness/ Seasonal/ Class 09 -
Resldentlal Utility Industry Industry Other Rec Farm
Coquitlam 3.0486 39.9857 49.8661 12.3135 14.7825 14.4708 16.1582
Burnaby 2.3771 34.5657 43.7265 10.0307 10.0307 1.5342 10.0307
Vancouver 2.1282 38.0774 31.4658 9.1988 9,1988 1.9937 1.9937
Delta 3.2785 39.9977 30.1458 10.4617 10.4617 6.8520 16.6941
Richmond 2.1609 37.1666 12.9651 9.0540 8.0384 1.8367 11.8847
Surrey 2.3781 32.9050 11.6885 6.6073 7.4185 2.3338 2.4046
2011 Yax Rate Comparison - Sorted By Class 05 - Light Industry
Class 04 - Class 05 - Class 06 - Class 08 -
Class 01 - Class 02 - Major Light Business/ Seasonal/ Class 09 -
Residentlal Utility industry Industry Other Rec Farm
Coquitlam 3.0486 39.9897 45.8661 12.3135 14.7825 14.4708 16.1582
Deita 3.2785 35.9977 30.1458 10.4617 10.4617 6.8520 16.6941
Burnaby 2.3771 34.5657 43.7265 10.0307 10.0307 1.5352 10.0307
Vancouver 2.1282 38.0774 31.4658 9.1988 9.1988 1.9937 1.9937
Rlchmond 2.1609 37.1666 12.9651 9.0540 8.0384 1.8367 11.8847
Surrey 2.3781 32.9050 11.6885 6.6073 7.4185 2.3338 2.4046
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Appendix 2 (Cont’d)
2011 Tax Rate Comparlson - Sorted By Class 06 - Business/Other
Class 04 - Class 05 - Class 06 - Class 08 -
Class 01 - Class 02 - Major Light Business/ Seasonal/ | Class 09 -
Residentlal Utility Industry Industry Other Rec Farm
Coquitlam 3.0486 35.9897 49.8661 12.3135 14.7825 14.4708 16.1582
Delta 3.2785 39.9577 30.1458 10.4617 10.4617 6.8520 16.6941
Bumaby 2.3771 34.5657 43,7265 10.0307 10.0307 1.5342 10.0307
Vancouver 2.1282 38.0774 31.4658 9.1988 9.1988 1.9937 1.9937
Richmond 2.1609 37.1666 12.9651 9.0540 8.0384 1.8367 11.8847
Surrey 2.3781 32.9050 11.6385 6.6073 7.4185 2.3338 2.4046
2011 Tax Rate Comparison - Sorted By Class 08 - Seasonal/Rec
Class 04 - Class 05 - Class 06 - Class 08 -
Class 01 - Class 02 - Major Light Business/ Seasonal/ | Class 09 -
Residential Utllity Industry Industry Other Rec Farm
Coquitiam 3.0486 39.9897 49.8661 12.3135 14.7825 14.4708 16.1582
Delta 3.2785 33.9977 30.1458 10.4617 10.4617 6.8520 16.6941
Surrey 2.3781 32.9050 11.6885 6.6073 7.4185 2.3338 2.4046
Vancouver 2.1282 38.0774 31.4658 9.1988 9.1988 1.9937 1.9937
Richmond 2.1609 37.1666 12,9651 9.0540 8.0384 1.8367 11.8847
8urnaby 2.3771 34.5657 43.726% 10.0307 10.0307 1.5342 10.0307
2011 Tax Rate Comparlson - Sorted By Class 09 - Farm
Class 04 - Class 05 - Class 06 - Class 08 -
Class 01 - Class 02 - Major Light Buslness/ Seasonal/ | Class 09 -
Resldentlal Utility Industry industry Other Rec Farm
Delta 3.2785 39.8977 30.1458 10.4617 10.4617 6.8520 16.6941
Coquitlam 3.0486 39.9897 49.8661 12.3135 14.7825 14.4708 16.1582
Richmond 2.1609 37.1666 12.9651 9.0540 8.0384 1.8367 11.2847
Burnaby 23771 34.5657 43.7265 10.0307 10.0307 1.5342 10.0307
Surrey 2.3781 32.9050 11.6885 6.6073 7.4185 2.3338 2.4046
Vancouver 2.1282 38.0774 31.4658 9.1988 9.1988 1.9937 1.9937
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¢ Richmond Bylaw 8885

Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows:
(a) Parts 1 through 6 excluding Part 3, pursuant to the Communiry Charter; and

(b) Part 3 pursuant to section 100 of the Municipalities Enabling and Validating Act.

PART ONE: GENERAL MUNICIPAL RATES

1.1 General Purposes

1.1.1 The tax rates shown in colusnn A of Schedule A are imposed and levied on the
assessed value of all land and improvements taxable for general municipal
purposes, {o provide the monies required 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 imcwred by the City, or required for payments for which specific
provision is otherwise made in the Community Charter.

1.2 City Policing, Fire & Rescue and Storm Drainage

1.2.1 The tax rates shown in coJumns B, C & D of Schedule A are imposed and
Jevied on the assessed value of all land and improvements taxable for general
municipal purposes, (o provide monies required during the current year for the
purpose of providing policing services, fire and rescue services and storm
drainage respectively in the City, for which other provision has not been made.

PART TWO: REGIONAL DISTRICT RATES

2.1 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.
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Bylaw No. 8885 Page 2

PART THREE: TRUNK SEWERAGE RATES

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 following benefitting areas, as defined by the Greater Vancouver Sewerage &
Drainage District:

(@) Area A, being that area encompassing those portions 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 that arca encompassing Sea, Mitchell, Twigg and Ebume Islands,
which is that part 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 I'raser 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 annually is to be used to retire the debt (including principal
and interest) incurred for a sewage trunk system, which includes the collection,
conveyance and disposal of sewage, inciuding, without limiting the generality of the
foregoing, forcemain sewers and their pumphouses and such ancillary drainage works
for the impounding, conveying and discharging the surface and other waters, as are
necessary f(or 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

4.2

3492985

Imposition of Penalty Dates
4.1.1 All taxes payable under this bylaw must be paid on or before July 3, 2012.
Designation of Bylaw Schedules

4.2.1 Schedules A, B and C are attached and designated a part of this bylaw.
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Bylaw No. 8885 Page 3

PART FIVE: INTERPRETATION

51 [n this bylaw, unless the context otherwise requires:
CITY means the City of Richmond.
ZONING means the Richmond Zoning
BYLAW Bylaw 8500, as amended from time to time.

PART SIX: PREVIOUS BYLAW REPEAL

6.1 Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8744 (2011) is repealed.

PART SEVEN: BYLAW CITATION

7.1 Thus bylaw is cited as “Annual Property Tax Rates Bylaw No. 8885”.

CITY OF
RICHMOND
[ APPROVED |
s ramating”
FIRST READING
SECOND READING PPROVED
by, Selleitor
THIRD READING A
ADOPTED
MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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SCHEDULE A to BYLAW NO. 8885

COLUMN A

COLUMNB

34972985

CNCL - 199

PROPERTY COLUMN C| COLUMND| TOTAL
CLASS GENERAL | POLICING | FIRE& STORM
PURPOSES | SERVICES RESCUE | DRAINAGE
1. Residential 1.14802 0.44006 0.36656 0.04664 2.00128
2. Utilities 22.88831 877350 7.30823 0.92996 39.9000
4. Major 8.28075 317416 264404 0.33645 14.43540
Industry
5. Light 5.16209 1.97872 1.64825 0.20974 8.99880
Industry
6. B&siness / 4.32279 165700 1.38026 0.17564 7.53569
owacr
8. Recreation / A
non profi 1.09599 0.42011 0.34995 0.04453 1.91058
| 9. Farm | 685113 2.62616 2.18757 0.27836 11.94322
SCHEDULE B to BYLAW NO. 8885
PROPERTY CLASS REGIONAL DISTRICT
). Residential 0.05766
2. Utilities 0.20180
4. Major Industry 0.19603
5. Light Industry 0.19603
6. Business/other 0.14126
8. Rec/non 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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C.Ity of Report to Committee
Richmond Community Services Department

p27 ,'/O/Gf.m/)q Comn . Af’" T 2P0/ <

To: Planning Committee Date: March 26, 2012

From: Jane Fermnyhough File:  11-7000-09-20-088
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage

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 Community Plan
(Bylaw 7100), to include the endorsed City Centre Public Art Plan, be introduced and given first
reading.

Jane Fernyhough é’f
Director, Arts, Culture

(604-276-4288) |

Att. 1
FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
RouTebp To: CONCURRENCE | CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
/7 / 4 7 . .
Development Applications YE{/N O G Al i C(/
Policy Planning YENO P
7
REVIEWED 8Y TAG YES" NO REVIEWED BY CAO _.,_ YES NO
—_— : £
7 ,/13 ] () J L]
L
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March 26, 2012 -2-

Staff Report
Origin

On October 11, 2011, Council endorsed the City Centre Public Art Plan and made the following
referral:

That staff bring forward amendments to the Richmond Official Community Plan Schedule
2 of Bylaw 7100 to update Public Art Section 2.4.1(c) of the City Centre Area Plan 1o
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 Disiyiel consuliation

This report was not referred to Schoot District No. 38 (Richmond) because it involves no
residential units, and therefore does not have the potential to generate SO or more school aged
children, the threshold criteria for an OCP amendment referral. Nevertheless, as a courtesy, this
report will be forwarded to the School District for information only.

Analysis

The proposed amendments to the Richmond Official Community Plan Schedule 2 of Bylaw 7100
to update the Public Art Section 2.4.1(c) 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
comunissioning and locating a complement of permanent and temporary small and large scale
public artworks in the City Centre.

Eric Fiss
Public Art Planner
(604-247-4612)

EF:ef
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ATTACHMENT |

-l:'-"-‘ Rlchmond 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 Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Schedule 2.10 (City Centre Area Plan) is
amended by:

J.1.  On page 2-47, in the table entitled Policies, replacing “(lead by PRCS) “ with (lead by
CS) and replacing the text in Policy 2.4.1.¢) 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 2 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 Opportunuties 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 atiached to and forming part of Bylaw No. 8§89.

2. This Bylaw is cited as “Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 Amendment
Bylaw No. 8889”.

FIRST READING o

RICRMOND

APPROVED

S EC OND R_EADm G for eqmefl by

orlg g

dept.

THIRD READING

APPROVED
for legality

ADOPTED by Solicitor

IS

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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Public Art Op pOI’tUI‘Iiti&S Map "Schedule A attached to and forming part of Bylaw No. 8889"
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Schedule B attached to and forming 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

Tomorrow.”

Yesterday, Celebrating Today and Building .' !l it

Priority will be given to the development of large-
scale signature artworks that serve as landmarks
and meeting places while also providing
opportunities for intimate and “discovered” works.
Opportunities and locations identified in the Plan
include:

e The Canada Line
e Parks and Plazas
o Art Walks/Trails
o Enhanced Gateways

o Street Furnishings

e Temporary Work City Centre Public Art Plan

Proposed Strategy

To bring parts of this 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:

s 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.

e 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.

ress CNCL - 205
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254 City of
A, % .
B 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:

L. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7)00, Schedule 2.10 (City Centre Area Plan) is
amended by:

1.]. Onpage 2-47, in the table entitled Policies, replacing “(lead by PRCS) “ with (lead by
CS) and replacing the text in Policy 2.4.1.¢) 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.  Onp 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 forming part of Bylaw No. 8889.

2. This Bylaw is cited as “Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100 Amendment
Bylaw No. 8889”.

FIRST READING CvoF
APPROVED
SECOND READ]NG lo;:goll;(:‘;\l:gy
dopt.
THIRD READING A
APPROVEOD
- for sl:glaliuy
ADOPTED b% ilchor
MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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Public Art Opportunities Map

“Schedule A atlached to and forming part of Bylaw No. 88B9*
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Schedule B attached to and forming 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 reafm. 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 serve as landmarks
and meeting places while also providing
opportunities for intimate and “discovered” works.
Opportunities and locations identified in the Plan
include:

e The Canada Line
s Parks and Plazas
s Art Walks/Trails
e Enhanced Gateways % - wrrcm

e Street Fumnishings

o T Work City Centre Public Art Plan
emporary wor Endorsed by Council October 1]. 2011

Proposed Strategy

To bring parts of this 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:

s work with developers to pool public art
contributions for major public art installations.

e work with transit authorities (InTransit and
TransLink) to fund art programs to enhance
Richmond's transit routes.

e 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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Report to Committee

Richmond
T Py Comm Bprss 17, 00 2
To: Planning Committee Date: March 28, 2012
From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: RZ 12-596719

Director of Development

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
Detached (ZS14)-South McLennan (City Centre)” in order to create 8 new single
family lots.

Staff 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 {irst reading.

[y

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP
Director of Development
(604-276-4138)

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY ﬁf?f/%
ROUTED ToO: CONCURRENCE | C URRENCE OF’GENERAL MANAGER
Affordable Housing Y E«D M’(//’U
/ [/
vV
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March 28, 2012 -2- RZ 12-596719

Staff Report
Origin

Parkland Developments Ltd has applied to rezone 7091 and 7111 Bridge Street (Attachment I)
from "Single Detached (RS1/F)" to "Single Detached (ZS14) — South McLennan (City Centre)”
in order to permit an eight (8) lot single-family subdivision. Each lot will front onto Sills
Avenue 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 2
comparison of the proposed development data with the relevant Bylaw requircments.

Surrounding Development

To the North: At 7071 Bridge Street, a 17 unit, two (2) storey townhouse complex zoned “Town
Housing (ZT16) — 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 Silis Avenue, six (6) Single Family lots zoned “Single Detached (ZS15) —
South McLennan (City Centre)”,

To the West:  Two (2) Single Family lots zoned “Single Detached (RS1/F)".

Related Policies & Studies

Official Community Plan
Official Community Pian (OCP) designation: McLennan South Sub-Area Plan, Schedule 2.10D.

McLennan South Sub-Area Plan
OCP Sub-Area Land Use Map (Attachment 4): Residential, 2 % storeys typical (3 storeys
max tmum), predominately Triplex, Duplex, Single-Family 0.55 base F.A.R.

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy

In accordance with the City’s Flood Management Strategy, the minimum allowable elevation for
habitable space is 2.9 m GSC or 0.3 meters above the highest crown of the adjacent road. A
Flood Indemnity Covenant is {0 be registered on title prior to final adoption of the rezoning
Bylaw.

OCP Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development (ANSD) 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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March 28, 2012 -3- RZ 12-596719

Public Input

A notice board is posted on the subject property to notify the public of the 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 1dentifies 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 application will complete this portion of Sills Avenue to its full width.

The proposa! 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
sife (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 Sills Avenue portion of this
application, as it applies to the cast-west ring road in accordance with policy. The credit may not
refund the entire actual cost of both land and construction of this portion of Sills 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 reteation. It should be noted that trees located within the future road extension of Sills
Avenue were not assessed, as the construction of the road will necessitate 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 Jocated 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 Sills 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 Sills
Avenue, they are not 1o be considered in the 2:1 replacement count. As summarized in the
following table, this brings the total number of trees that wili need replacing to 36.

1168 CNCL - 211



March 28, 2012 -4 - RZ 12-596719
Tree Summary Table
Tree Tree
Item :fu.;.';::; Compensation Compensation Comments
Rate Required
Total On Site Trees 43 - -
Trees To be Retained 4 - - Tobep rolecte:d during
construction.
Located wilhin excavation and
R None, as the construclion zones for
Yithin the dedicated 3 N/A road is required roadworks. These trees to be

lands for Sills Avenue

by \he Area Plan

further assessed as part of the

SA process.

Overall poor condltion,
within Single-Familly
bullding envelope or 36 2:1 72
grade elevation
requirements

To be removed, due to conflicts
with proposed building localions,
poor health, or structure of the
trees.

In accordance with City policy, a 2:1 tree replacement ratio is required. Of the 36 trees that are
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 of five (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 i
Nifabare Number of new trees
5 per lot
12,356and7
= 30 trees
1 refained tree plus 4 new {rees 36 new trees plus 4
4 _ retained
= 5 trees
- = 40 total t
3 retained frees plus 2 new otal trees
8 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 js one off-site tree that is located on City property that has an impact on this site. 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

CNCL - 212
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March 28, 2012 -5- RZ 12-596719

recommend its removal. As compensation for this tree, a voluntary cash-in-lieu payment of
$1,300.00 is payable to the City’s Tree Compensation Fund.

To ensure the 36 new trees to be planted wil) survive for a minimum of one year, a security in
the form of cash or a lefter 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 (ZS14) — South McLennan (Citv Centre)

The proposal to develop single-family homes ts consistent with the McLennan South Sub-Area
Plan that establishes minimum lot sizes (Attachment 4). The policy permits the 11.3 m wide
Jots which front an east-west road, and a minimum 13 m wide for corner lots. The proposal also
meets the minimum lot area requirements of the ZS14 zone.

Affordable Housing

I[n accordance with the Affordable Housing Strategy, the applicant has opted to provide a
voluntary contribution of §1 per buildable square foot 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.

Utilities and Site Servicing

Engineering has reviewed the submitted servicing plans and have determined that:

e Upgrades to the existing storm system along both Bridge Street and Sills Avenue frontages is
required;

e A water analysis is not required. Fire flow calculations are to be submitted at the Building
Permit stage; and

e Sanitary analysis and upgrades are not required.

The applicant has agreed to undertake the storm system upgrades. Detailed information on the
required work has been provided to the applicant’s tcam and will be outlined as part of the
Servicing Agreement.

Servicing Agreement and Subdivision

The applicant is {0 make a separate application for a Servicing Agreement. Some of the notable
improvements include:

» Road construction for Sills Avenue to meet with the works doune (o the development fo the
south;

« Frontage improvements to include curb and gutter, boulevard and sidewalk in accordance
with City standards along Bridge Street and Sills Avenue fronting the subject properties;

o Offsite upgrades to the existing 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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March 28, 2012 -6- RZ 12-396719

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 (ZS14) — South McLennan (City Centre)”. The proposed road configuration is
consistent with the neighbourhood plan and staff is confident the outstanding condifions will be
met prior to final adoption. Staff recommend that rezoning application RZ 12-596719 proceed to
first reading.

T2
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David Johnson

Planner 2
(604-276-4193)

Dl:cas

Attachment 1: 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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Amended Date:

Note: Dimensions are in METRES
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ATTACHMENT 3

City of Richmond

691} No. 3 Road . .
Richmond, BC V6Y 2CI Development Application
$04276.4000 Data Sheet

RZ 12-596719

Adadress: 7091 and 7111 Bridge Street

Applicant: Parkland Developments Ltd.

Planning Area(s): City Centre Area, McLennan South Sub-Area Plan (Schedule 2.10D)

| Existing Proposed
Owner: ' Parkland Developments Ltd. | Parklang Developments Ltd.
2,803.0 m*
The gross site area is reduced by:
Site Size (m?): 35300 m? « 8.0 m wide dedicated right-of-way (Sills
T 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
Residential, "Historic Single-Family”
g:es? :lzt?on' 2 1/2 storeys max. - 0.55 floor area No change
g ' ratio (FAR)
Zoning: Singte-Family Housing District, Single Detached (Z514) — South
; ] Subdivision Area F (R1/F) McLennan (City Centre)
Number of Units: 2 single-family dwellings 8 single-family dwellings

On Future Bylaw Requirement

Subdivided Lots (2S14) R RO
Max. 0.55 FAR for the
first 464.5m? of lot size,
then 0.30 FAR for the
remainder,
Plus additional areas for

0.55 FAR as no

Floor Area Ratio: proposed lots exceed none permitied

2
covered areas, off-strest 464.5m
parking, and floor area
above garage.
Lot Size (area) Min. 320.0 m? Min. 345.0 m? none
. ; 11.3m 7 lots at 11.34 m
Lot Size (width) 13.0 m at comner lot 1 comer lot at 13.03 m none
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ATTACHMENT 4
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ATTACHMENT 6

Conditional Rezoning Requirements
7091 and 7111 Bridge Street
RZ 12-596719

Prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8886, the developer is required to
complete the following:

. Consolidation of all the lots into one development parcel (which will require the demolition of the
existing dwellings).

2. 8.0 meter road dedication along the entire south property line for the provision of constructing Sills
Avenue, including an additional 4.0 meter x 4.0 meter corner cut for Sills Avenue and Bridge Street.

3. City acceptance of the developer’s offer 1o voluntarily 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 shortfall of trees to be planted in accordance with the City’s 2:1 replacement policy.

4. City acceptance of the developer’s offer to voluntarily contribute $1,300.00 to the City’s Tree
Compensation Fund for the planting of replacement trees within the City. This contribution is based
on the replacement of the tree located on City property that affects the development of the subject
lands.

5. Submission of a Tree Survival Security to the City 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 activities, including building demolition, occurring on-site.

Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title.

The City’s acceptance of the applicant’s voluntary contribution of $1.00 per buildable square foot of
the single-family developments (i.e. $12,510.00) to the City's Affordable Housing Reserve Fund.

Note: Should the applicant change their mind about the Affordable Housing option selected prior 10
final adoption of the Rezoning Bylaw, the City will accept a proposaf 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
satisfaction of the City in accordance with the Affordable Housing Strategy, the applicant is required
to enfer into a legal agreement registered on Title as a condition of rezoning, stating that no final
Building Permit inspection will be granted until a secondary suite is constructed to the satisfaction of
the City, in accordance with the BC Building Code and the City’s Zoning Bylaw.

9. Enter into a Servicing Agreement* for the design and construction of frontage improvements to
Bridge Street and Sills 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 construction aJong the entire frontage on Sills Avenue, and
half road upgrading along the entire frontage on Bridge Street.

b) Woarks on Sills Avenue to include, but not limited to: road widening (based on 8,5m pavement
width), curb & gutter, [.5m conc. sidewalk, grass & treed blvd., and "Zed" street lighting.

c) Works on Bridge Street to include, but not Jimited to: road widening, curb & gutter, a 3.85m
grass & treed boulevard complete with hydro/telephone preducting, a 1.5m sidewalk (0.31m off
the P.L.), and "Zed" street lighting to match existing improvements immediately north of the
subject site.

d) Design to include water, storm and sanitary service connections for each lot. Each lot to be
serviced with Underground Hydro, Tel. & Cable. Design should also include any upgrading as
required via the Capacity Analysis.
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Prior to Building Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the following
requirements:

*

Submission of a Construction Parking and Traflic Management Plan to the Transportation Division.
Management Plan shall include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading,
application for any Jane closurces, and proper construction traffic controls as per Traffic Contro)
Manual for works on Roadways (by Ministry of Transportation) and MMCD Traffic Regulation
Section 01570.

2. Incorporation of accessibility measures in Building Permit (BP) plans as determined via the Rezoning
and/or Development Permit processes.

3. Obtain a Building Permit (BP)* for any construction hoarding. [f construction hoarding is required to
temporarily occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, additional
City approvals and associated fees may be required as part of the Building Permit. For additional
information, contact the Building Approvals 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 1o Section 219 of the Land Title Act.

All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, charges and
encumbrances as is considered advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements to be registered in the
Land Title Office shall, unless the Director of Development determines otherwise, be fully registered in the
Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate bylaw,

The preceding agreements shall provide secunity to the City including indemnities, warranties, equitable/rent
charges, letters of credit and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of
Devclopment. All agreements shall be in a form and content satisfactory to the Director of Development.

[Original signature on file]

Signed Date
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284 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 Richumond, which accompanies and forms part of
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation
of the following area and by designating it SINGLE DETACHED (ZS14) - SOUTH
MCLENNAN (CITY CENTRE).

P.1.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.1.D. 004-106-881
South Half Lot 18 Block “C” Section 15 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster
District Plan 1207

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

8886".
FIRST READING RICHMORD
APPROVED
A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON ;
a4
SECOND READING e
THIRD READING [}52 \
OTHER CONDITIONS SATISFIED M
ADOPTED
MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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City of Richmond .
Planning and Development Department Report to Committee

ZE //4//4%7 Comm- AP 1 17, oCOIR
To: Planning Committee Date: March 27, 2012

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP

Director of Development e PP

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 6511 No. 2 Road from “Single
Detached (RS1/E)” to “Low Density Townhouses (RTL4)”, be introduced and given first
reading.

Brian J. Jackson, MCIP
Director of Development

EL:blg
Att.
_ s
FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY ﬂO' 'M‘"
ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE | C@ANCURRENCE OFAGEN ERAL MANAGER
Affordable Housing Y #'ND ) Loh_
L/
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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 651) No. 2 Road (Attachment 1) from Single Detached (RS1/E) to Low

Density Townhouses (RTL4) in order to permit 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 (RS1/E);

To the East:  Across No. 2 Road, existing single-family dwellings on lots zoned Single
Detached (RS1/E), fronting Christina Road and Camsell Crescent,

To the South: Older single-family homes on lots zoned Single Detached (RS1/E); and

To the West:  Existing single-family dwellings on lots zoned Single Detached (RS1/B) fronting
Garrison Court.

Refated Policies & Studies

Arterial Road Redevelopment and Lane Establishment Policies

The Arterial Road Redevelopment Policy is supportive of multiple-family residential
developments along major artevial 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 omn 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 [ndemnity Restrictive
Covenant specifying the minimum flood construction level is required prior to rezoning bylaw
adoption.

OCP Aiurcraft Noise Sensitive Development (ANSD) 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
Permit 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 amount 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 owners/residents of the neighbouring property to the north at 6451 No. 2 Road expressed
their concems 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 repori 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 ecm 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-site 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 of 6 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. Furthermore, 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 fo remove an additional 11 bylaw-sized trees on-site that are 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 Community Plan (OCP),

26 replacement trees ate 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 (1)
development parcel.

Frontage Improvements

Prior to issuance of Building Permit, the developer is to enter into a standard Servicing
Agreement o 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 (1) 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 Cily’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 1t 1s noft on a bus route. Response to the location criteria is provided below in ifalics:
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11.

1.

vI.

Along a major arterial toad 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.

On a land assembly with at least 50 m frontage.
The site frontage is 61.9 m, which is greater than 50 m.

Where the application is not the first one in the block to introduce a new form of
development.

This application is the first one in the block, between Walton Road and Garrison Road, (o
introduce rownhouse development. However, considering the enlire block between
Westminster Highway and Granville Avenue, this application is not the first townhouse
development, there are several lownhouse developments al the correr of No. 2 Road and
Granville Avenue.

Staff 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 1o the owners of 6451 and 6531 No. 2 Road (which are the immediate
neighbouring properties 1o the north and south) in Oclober, 2011 and that these two (2)
property owners Seemed not 10 have comments regarding the proposal. The applicant
advised staff thar they did not approach the property owners to the west.

. At least 50% of the lots along that section of the major arterial road have redevelopment

potential (i.c. a frontage of over 18 m and/or a house over 10 years old).
Out of the eight (8) lots along No. 2 Road on this block, seven (7) of them have a frontage

over 18 m (except 6397 No. 2 Road with a frontage of 13.72 m). Therefore, more than
50% of the lots along No. 2 Road on this block have redevelopment potential.

Public transit is available.

Currently, there is no public transit servicing this 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.

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 2% storeys along the side yards
and the entry driveway. The building height and massing will be controlled through the
Development Permit process.

3497834
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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 15 not on a bus route, public transit is available within walking distance
(under 300 m);

o The proposal 1s generally in compliance with all of the development guidelines under the
Arterial Road Redevelopment Policy;

o 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

o Providing a voluptary 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 |8 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 concerns. 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 Permit 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:

o Detailed review of building form and architectural character; opportunities to reduce the
rassing of the end units;

o Review of the location and design of the convertible unit and other
accessibility/aging-in-place features;

e 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;
s Lnsure 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 Permit application review
process.
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Financial Impact or Economic Impact
None.
Conclusion

The proposed 15-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 (RTLA) 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 existing neighbourhood context, and this will be completed as part of the Developrment
Permit 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 basis, staff recommends support for the rezoning application.

/’_

Edwin Lee

Planner 1
(604-276-4121)

EL:blg

Aftachment 1: Location Map

Attachment 2: Conceptual Development Plans
Attachment 3: Development Application Data Sheet
Attachment 4: Tree Preservation Plan

Attachment 5: Rezoning Considerations Concurrence
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ATTACHMENT 1
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Original Date: 08/17/11

Amended Date:

Note: Dimensions are in METRES
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City of Richmond

6911 No, 3 Road - -

Richmond, BC V6Y 2C! Development Application
.rich d.

6042764000 Data Sheet

RZ 11-577561 Attachment 3

Address: 6471, 6491 and 6511 No. 2 Road

Applicant: Matthew Cheng Architect Inc.

Planning Area(s): Thompson

Existing Proposed

Jagroop S. Bhullar,
Owner: Nirinder K. Bhullar, and To be determined

Salindran K. Bhullar
Site Size (m?): 2,865.3 m? (30,841.8 ft}) 2,865.3 m*? (30,841.8 ff)
Land Uses: Single-Family Residential Multiple-Family 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 (RS1/E) Low-Density Townhouses (RTLA4)
Number of Units: 3 15
Other Designations: N/A No Change

ngne::::: nt Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance

Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.60 0.60 max. none permitted
Lot Coverage — Building: Max. 40% 40% max. none
gztrfca)gzzrage ~ Non-porous Max. 65% 65% max. none
Lot Coverage — Landscaping. Min. 25% 25% min, none
Setback — Front Yard (m): Min. & m 6.0m none
Setback — Side Yard (North) (m): Min. 3 m 3.0 m min. none
Setback — Side Yard (South) (m): Min. 3 m 3.0 m min. none
Setback - Rear Yard (m); Min. 3 m 45m none
Height (m): Max. 12.0 m (3 storeys) 12.0 m (3 storeys) max, none

3497834 CNCL - 239



On Future

Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance

Development

. N . ) Min, 50 m wide Approx. 81.9 m wide

Lot Size (min. dimensions): x 35 m deep X 46.3 m deep none
Off-street Parking Spaces — . .
Resident (R) / Visitor (V): 2 (R) and 0.2 (V) perunit | 2 (R) and 0.2 (V) per unit none
Off-street Parking Spaces ~ Total; 33 33 none

. ) ) variance
Tandem Parking Spaces; not permitted 18 requested
Handicap Parking Spaces: 1 1 none
Bicycle Parking Spaces — Class 1 1.25 (Class 1) and 19 (Class 1) and none
/ Class 2: 0.2 {Class 2) per unit 3 (Class 2) min.
Amenity Space — Indoor: Min. 70 m?or Cash-in-lieu $156,000 cash-in-lieu none

7 ] -

Amenity Space — Outdoor: Min. 6:;:;; units 90 m? min. none

Other: _Tree replacement compensation required for removal of bylaw-sized trees.

3497834 CNCL - 240



? INGFINHOV.LLY

h1. 243 AN TR e Bt Lol
o a3 ama )
[ 3 - |
€1 oy " & 0L (isnucs ans 3vawssaoovn L o
- H N\ -
PP o < .60 .02 .06 & .
R B an o A e — e fe LG AU § ROOM & an ] &
& T BT o ea— e & S o <
NYId ot & S fasaggzend
ANINIOYNYN 330 i SO i
pudr2f a1 J,ﬂ\ __‘_ o :hw.\.r: e
T Owwerwd E _m T = q .
20m54 WU OIAONA TINL [—] ! .m ML 3
) SPaY LY 34 e o ﬂG o) i m INITIEAQ | AJS0LS-1
s MIUTER UM -~ 2 / L Sy 1.
28 "QNOWON Woraxn 0L TN w N < i w |
PEON Z N YRS 3298 455 : & |12 ikl Ly p
o
IN3WJOTINIG 0
ISRORNMOL 1LING-ST NV oL 33w \ws\
[Tz avit]

VA PIRIOPOTUIC DAYIN A TIPS
10 ZOCO¥A&-POB TUd

PITUOAITY SUPSYIED OFMVOD Ajpury
199(Drd ) 10} FINZM SINYNDLIOGIE
A SUlpens SUOjeARD Avw T OIBy |

0N

ey o

¥38¥va NOILOL10Ne BEI\TL/

L L

o R [
— wwn
3 L e
’
— ]
T T sl P
4 Pleeerpialry
% piocinetytin
——m——— == » N TR D e

R 1 : !
WW;GE.&“ ) a40u0) M Y Fulmk.”..“lun..
EERTY
Aﬁ.ﬁ/ |
i
S8
| voss Lbeticar§ 2.\\Q w
#, 2P :
At A3
a3 e
3le, v
. baaH ¥va3dd 40
ST 1® '¥d I8V SIT0L
SRS @ i _ $$3%0V
w. ] 2 " I~ ON/SDVL ON
g B
- y | &

D e ]
i s et WA ST Tt 1
P TARSARP S S e e




LA & ATTACHMENT 5

& ' “5';'".." City of Rezoning Considerations
R g

Development Applications Division

RlCh mond 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1

Address: 6471, 6491, and 6511 No. 2 Road Fite No.: RZ 11-586782

Prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8890, the developer is required to complete the
following:

l.

2.
3.
4

9.

Jo.

Consolidation of all the Jots into one development parcel (which will require the demolition of the existing dwellings).
Registration of an aircraft noise sensitive use covenant on title.
Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title.

Registration of a Public Rights-of-Passage (PROP) statutory rights-of-way (ROW), and/or other legal agreements or
measures, as determined fo the satisfaction of the Director of Development, over the internal drive-aisle in favour of
future townbouse developments to the north and south.

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.

Contribution of $1,000 per dwelling unit (e.g. $15,000) in-lieu of on-site indoor amenity space.

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.

Registration of a legal agreement on title prohibiting the conversion of the tandem parking area into habitable space.

The submission and processing of 2 Development Permit* completed to a level deemed acceptable by the Director of
Development.

Prior to a Development Permit” being forwarded to the Development Permit Panel for consideration, the
developer is required to:

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 Conditions for Human Occupancy” standard and subsequent updates as they may occur. Maximum
interior noise Jevels (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:

L.

Submission of a Contract entered into between the applicant and a Certified Arborist for supervision of any on-site
works conducted within the tree protection zone of the 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.

Submission of a 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 Fina) Inspection of the Building Permits of the affected site and the remaining
50% of the security will be released two (2) years after final inspection of the Building Permits in order to ensure that
the trees have survived.

CNCL - 242
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Prior to Demolition Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the following requircments:

1. 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 (1.e. $13,000) to ensure the replacement planting will be provided.

Prior to Building Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements:

1. Enterinto a Servicing Agreement* for the design and construction of a new 1.5m concrete sidewalk installed along
the entire frontage, on the west property line of No 2 Road, including a {.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 Traftic Managemeat Plan 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 Permit (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 temporartly
occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, additional Cjty 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.

Note:

*  This requires a separaie application.

¢ Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn oot only as personal covenants
of the property owner but also as covenants pursuant to Section 219 of the Land Title Act.

All agreenients to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, charges and encumbrances as is
considered advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the
Director of Development determines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate
bylaw.

The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City including indemnities, warranties, equitable/rent charges, letters of
credit and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a
form and content satisfactory to the Director of Development.

[Signed origtnal on file]

Signed Date

CNCL - 243
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City of
288 Richmond Bylaw 8390

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 Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation
of the following area and by designating it LOW DENSITY TOWNHOUSES (RTLA4).

P.1.D. 003-301-222
Lot 775 Except: Part Subdivided by Plan 65414 Section 12 Block 4 North Range 7 West
New Westminster District Plan 63264

P.1.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.1D. 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 amvor
APPROVED
A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON /Z
/
SECOND READING ﬁ;;l?g\cr&?
or Sogcltor
THIRD READING

AR

DEVELOPMENT REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED

ADOPTED

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER

3499097 CNCL - 244



K *‘F C!ty of Report to Committee
# Richmond Planning and Development Department
7554@@@i7£&ﬁW74y%5/4Zn%va_

To: Planning Committee Date: April 2, 2012

From: Brian J. Jackson
Acting General Manager, Planning and
Development

File: ZT 11-583771

Re: Application by Townline Gardens Inc. for a Zoning Text Amendment to the
Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU18) — The Gardens (Shelimont) 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 (ZMU18) — The Gardens
(Shellmont)” zoning district, be introduced and given first reading.

Acting General Manager, Planning and Development

BJke
Att.
FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY ﬁCTH'EE
ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE | CONCURRENCE OF/éENERAL MANAGER
Parks N [J

Y .
Community Social Services Y &N O @,{WM@@U
w

Project Development

YRENDO |7
Law YEI/NI:I (

3499608 CNCL - 245



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 (Shellmont) 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. Formalizes the relocation of the proposed future child care facility from the Gardens
development lands to the City-owned site at 10640 No. S 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. $ Road and 12733 Steveston Highway (the
Gardens development lands) as a result of the relocation.

For reference, a site plan of the Gardens development lands is confained in Attachment 1.
Findings of Fact

The Gardens development [ands received final rezoning adoption on July 25, 2011

(RZ 08-450659). A Development Peomit (DP 10-544504) for Phase 1 of the project at 10880
No. 5 Road (Lot 1) was issued by Council on July 25, 2011. Siaff 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, 2011, 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 facilitaied development of a 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
child care facility on the City-owned site directly to the north of the Gardens development lands,
which is being provided by the developer to fulfill obligations associated with the rezoning of the
development lands,

CNCL - 246



April 2,2012 -3- ZT 11-593771

1. Proposed Text Amendments to Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU18) — The Gardens
(Shellmont) Zoning Disfrict

Proposed Amendments to ZMU18
Minor amendments to the existing ZMU18 zoning district, which is the zoning in place for all
lots forming part of the Gardens development lands, are summarized in the following table:

Existing Zoning Regulations Proposed Amendments |
Permitted Density | « Identifies a maximum floor ¢ Maintain existing maximum floor areas for

area allocated for residential residential use at 53,511 sq.m.
use development (53,511 s Maintain existing Floor Area Ratio of 1.43
sq.m). FAR over the entire development lands

« Identifies a maximum floor based on net site area. '
area ratio (1.43 FAR) e Add a provision to establish maximum floor
applicable to the entire areas for commercial use at 9,000 sg.m.

development lands.

Permitted Heights | « Identifies a maximum height | ¢  Maintain the existing 20m maximum height

for buildings of 20m ang not limitation for buildings located within 90m
more than 4 storeys over a of No. 5 Road.

parking structure for s Revise height provisions to allow for an
buildings located within S0m increase of 4 to 5 storey building on 10820
of No. 5 Road,. No. 5 Road (Lot C).

Rationale and Analysis

Inclusion of Density Provisions

The existing ZMU18 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
comunercial 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 maximum floor area that is to be allocated to commercizl 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 for taxation purposes by the BC Assessment Authority (BCAA).
Without a commercial floor area maximuwm 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 for 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
ameundment does not impact existing 20 ro 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 Permit 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 10820 No. 5 Road (DP 12-599057) with fifth storey building elements bighlighted for
reference purposes is shown in Attachment 2.

2. Relocation of the 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 build-out was secured as a rezoning
consideration. The general developer obligations at the time of rezoning were as follows:
e Developer to provide and build a 37-space child care facility (including all indoor,
outdoor and parking areas) at its sole cost.
¢ Adherence to the “Child Care Facility Terms of Reference — Developer Requirements”
(Attachment 3) to identify project parameters agreed to by the City and developer.
e 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 L.ega) 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 permitted
buildable floor area until such time that construction and transfer of ownership to the City of the
child care facility 1s completed. When the developer obligations of providing the child 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.
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Relocation of Future Child 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
determined 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 s swnmarized as follows:

o Utilize the existing residential sales centre building and Coeverden Castle (relocated onto
the City-owned lands by the developer) as the future child care facility.

e Once use of the 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
facility at rezoning.

o 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 sole cost.

Previous ALR Land Use and Rezoning Approvals
In 2011, Richmond City Council and the Agricultural Land Commission (ALC) approved a non-

farm use application (AG 11-558240) for the parking lot and landscaped area located to the
immediate north of the residential sales centre and castle building, which are located in the ALR.
ALR non-farm 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, 2011 10 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 facilitated
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 of a child care facility to the City-owned
property at 10640 No. 5 Road complies with existing zoning provisions.

Proposed Revisions to the Existing I.egal 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:

o Arevised legal agreement would continue to be registered on title of the Gardens
development lands.

e Removal of clauses and relevant subdivision plans (showing the Gardens development
lands) that reference the provisions of the child care facility to be provided on the
Gardens Development lands.

¢ 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.

o Inclusion of the appropriate subdivision plan to identify the City-owned iand (10640 No.
5 Road).

e 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).

e Conversion of the existing buildings located at 10640 No. 5 Road (the City-owned site)
to a child care facility to the standards and puidelines established in the “Child Care
Facility Terms of Reference — Developer Requirements”.

e 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.

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 1o a Child Care Facility
Conversion of the existing residential sales centre and castle building to a child care facility,
based on the parameters established in the “Child Care Facility Terms of Reference — Developer
Requirements™, will 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 1-558240) approved by the ALC
on March 10, 201 1.

In addition to compliance with the terms of reference established for the child care facility,
specific conversion plans also need to be developed in consultation with a future operator for the
facility as well as Vancouver Coastal Health (VCH) child care licensing staff. Currently, the
developer is working oo 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 facility is dependent on the following factors:
¢ Identification of an operator for the future child care facility (lease of the facility by a
child care operator is subject to review and approval by Richmond City Council).
» Development of conversion plans to the satistaction of City staff, 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 Permit submissions for
Jatter phases.
¢ Anticipated duration of use of the existing building 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 this proposal and wi)l work with the project team through the conversion and
child care licensing process to ensure compliance with approprate regulations.

Conclusion

Staff recommend support of the minor amendments to Commercial Mixed Use (ZMU18) — The
Gardens (Shellmont) 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) from the development lands to City-owned land at 10640 No. 5
Road.

% e
Kevin Eng /
Planner |

KE: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: Child Care Facility Terms of Reference — Developer Requirements
Attacbment 4: Rezoning Considerations
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ATTACHMENT 3

SCHEDULE 2
(Page | of 4)

THE 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. 8332, the developer must complete Rezoning Amendment Considerations,
including those regarding the developer’s voluntarily contribution of a City-owned, 37-space child care
facility to the satisfaction of the City as per this Terms of Reference.

Intent

The child care facility must;

I. Be capable of accommodating a minimum of 37 children 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 m? (4,000 %) 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 developed);

4. Be capable of being licensed by Vancouver Coastal Health Authority’s Community Care Facilities
Licensing Staff and/or other relevant licensing policies and/or bodies at the time of the facility’s
construction and in accordance with applicable Provincial Childcare Regulations;

5. On an ongoing basis, be 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 (#4017); and

7. Embody best practices in sustainable design and construction practices. (LEED silver or befter
standards for construction and interior finishes will be encouraged.)

Development Processes/Considerations

1. Operator Involvemen{ —

e The indoor floor plan and the outside play area for the childcare facility should be developed
in cotlaboration with the operator or its representative, as determined by the City.

e An operator should be secured prior to the start of the childcare facility design process.

e To ensure the facility is satisfactory for childcare programming and related purposes and will
be a viable operation, the operator should have input into:
- space needs and design;
- operation and functioning of the facility;
-~ maintenance;
- httings and finishes;
- equipment; and
- related considerations.

2. Childcare Licensing Officer Involvement — The application of the Provincial 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 design and development of the
facility from the outset.
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(Page 2 of 4)

basis, be both functioning and operational to the satisfaction of the City, the developer will be
required, in consultation with the City, operator, and other affected parties, to define a standard of
performance and the measures necessary to safeguacd that those standards will be achievable (e.g.,
responsibility for maintenance).

Facility Description

I

2.

3.

General Considerations - As noted above, the facility must satisfy all City of Richmond, licensing,
and other applicable policies, guidelines, and bylaws as they apply at the time of development.

In addition, the facility’s indoor and outdoor spaces must not be situated:
e 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
s  Within 15 m of Highway 99, Steveston Highway, or No. 5 Road.

Access - Safe, secure, and convenient access for children, staff, and parents is key to the viability of a
child care facihry. Where determined necessary via the Development Permit (DP) review/approval
process, the City may require that the facility is equipped with special features designed to address the
challenges of locating a child care facility in a medium-density development. This may include, but
is not limited to, the following:
s private/secured entry from the fronting publicly-accessible street or driveway;,
e drop-off/pick-up parking spaces and bike parking (as per City bylaw) situated immediately
adjacent to the primary child care entry and designated for the exclusive use of the child care;
e over-sized walkways, sidewalks, ramps, gates, and doorways designed to provide convenient
and attractive public access to the facility, including accommodation for 3-child strollers,
handicapped access, and large groups of people; and
e pedestrian weather protection at the facility entry, outdoor areas for wailing and
congregating, and drop-off/pick-up areas.

Outdoor Space - The outdoor play space must be:
e immediately adjacent to and directly accessible from (visually and physically) the indoor
child care space;
e pgenerally at the same elevation as the indoor child care space, and any change in grade
between the indoor and outdoor spaces or within the outdoor space must be handicapped-

accessible;

e designed ro 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;

o protected from noise pollution (e.g., highway traffic, vehicle idling) and air pollution (e.g.,
vehicle exhaust, restaurant ventilation exhausts, garbage and recycling, noxious fumes);

s safe and secure from interference by strangers and others;

o sited and designed to provide for adequate sun exposure and weather protection in order to
ensure the spacc is attractive and ¢can accommodate heavy use and a broad range of activities
throughout the year (e.g., quick drying surfaces, winter “‘sun trap”, garden plots, covered play
areas);

e (ailored to meet the various developmental needs of the ages of children being served;
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landscaped with a combination of hard and soft play surfaces, together with appropriate
fencing and access, to provide for 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 City of Richmond.

4. Noise Mitigation — Special measures should be incorporated to minimize traffic noise levels, both

indoors and outdoors.

S. Hcight Above Grade — The facility’s indoor and outdoor spaces (excluding parking) are to be Jocated:

at a minimum elevation of 2.9 m geodetic or in conformance with the City of Richmond
Flood Construction Level 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 facility fronts (e.g., sidewalk, street, open space); and

on the lowest habitable floor of the building.

6. Parking (including Bicycles) & Loading - As per applicable zoning and related bylaws, unless
determined otherwise to the satisfaction of the City.

7. Namral 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 determined through Richmond’s standard Development Permit (DP)
review/approval processes.

Level of Finish

1. Developer Responsibility -~ The child care facility must be turnkey and ready for immediate

occupancy upon completion, with the exception of loose furnishings and related items. This includes,
but is not limited to, the following:

2718015

Indoor Areas -

- Finished floors installed (e.g., resilient flooring);

- Walls and ceiling painted;

- Window coverings installed (e.g., horizontal blinds);

- Kitchen fully fitted out, including major appliances (e.g., stove/oven, refrigerator,
microwave) and cabinets;

- Washrooms fully fitted out, including sink, toilet, and cabinets;

- Wired for cablevision, internet, phone, and security;

- Non-movable indoor cabinets installed, including cubbies; and

- Operable, exterior windows.

Outdoor Areas —

- All outdoor iandscaping (e.g., hard and soft landscaping, fencing, lighting, water and
electrical services) installed;

- All permanently mounted play equipment, fumishings, and weather protection, together
with safe play surfaces and related features, installed;

- Accommodation made for the future installation by others (e.g., operator) of additional
equipment and furnishings (i.e. in addition to that provided by the developer); and

- Features installed outside the bounds of the childcare space that are required to ensure a
safe and attractive interface between the childcare and adjacent park or non-park uses
(e.g., additional fencing, screening, lighting, signage, grading, planting).

15
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2. QOperator Responsibility - The operator will provide all loose equipment and furnishings necessary 10
operate the facility (e.g., toys, kitchen wares).

Teaure

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 facility contribution, including a “no-development” covenant, an option to purchase,
a Letter of Credit, and/or other measures, as detertnined to the satisfaction of the City.

Signed copy on file (Received September 16, 2009)

Signed (Applicant) Date

16

2718015

CNCL - 261



ATTACHMENT 4

City of Rezoning Considerations
. Development Applications Division
Richmond 6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC VBY 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 Zoving Amendment Bylaw 8891, the developer is required to complete the

following:

1. Undertake all necessary modifications 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 following:

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 facility to be provided on the Gardens Development Jands.

¢) 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 of the appropriate subdivision plan to identify the City-owned land (10640 No. 5 Road).

e) 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 child care facility is provided on City-owned land at
10640 No. S Road by the developer (at their sole cost).

f) 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. S 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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a8 Richmond Bylaw 8891

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw 8891 (2T 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 follows:
1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 is amended by:

L 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 Agricultural Land
Reserve shall not exceed 9,000.0 mz;

b) Residential use within the area bounded by Highway 99,
Steveston Highway, No. 5 Road and the Agricultural Land
Reserve shall nof exceed 53,511.0 m?.

5. For the purpose of Section 20.18.4, floor area ratio shall be calculated
based on the area bounded by Highway 99, Steveston Highway, No. 5
Road and the Agricultural Land Reserve, regardless of subdivision.”
1. Repealing section 20.18.7.1 (Pennitted Heights) and replacing it with:
*20.18.7 Permitted Heights

[ The maximum height is:

a) For buildings: 20.0 m, but containing not more than 5 storeys
over a parking structure, except that:

1) 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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Bylaw 8891

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

8891™,

FIRST READING

PUBLIC HEARING

SECOND READING

THIRD READING

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED

ADOPTED

MAYOR
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To: Planning Committee Date: April 10, 2012

From: Brian J. Jackson, MCIP File: RZ 11-585209
Director of Development

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 Bytaw No. 8884, which makes minor amendments to the RAH?2 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.

.S

Brian J Jackson, MCIP
Director of Development

BJJ:mm
Att.
FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY ,['['/ﬂ'bﬁ
ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE ONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
Transportation Y ? O &WM\/
Engineering Y m/N a
Parks Planning Y NO
Affordable Housing Y E((N D
Law YANDO
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April 10,2012 -2- RZ 11-585209

Staff Report
Origin

Onni 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. and Onni 7771 Alderbridge Holding Corp. have applied to
rezone 7731 and 7771 Alderbridge Way (see Attachment 1) from “Industrial Retail (IR1)” 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 s also required to facilitate the proposed development.

Findings of Fact

Background

The subject site 1s 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 (sec Attachment 1). Of
note, the western Jot was the site of the long-standing Stacey’s Furniture World and the eastern lot
now includes 2 Tim Hortons amongst numerous other smaller commercial and light industrial
tenants.

Existing swrounding 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 Jocated on a site zoned as “Industrial Business (IB1).” This site is designated within the
CCAP as part of a large future Riverfront Park.

South: 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 (IR1)”
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 (IR1)” lies to the east of an adjacent lane. The site includes
two light industrial/ retail buildings.

West: The Gilbert Road approacti to the Dinsmore Bridge forms the north-west boundary of the
subject site. The remainder of the site s bounded by the former “V-Tech” building site and is now
zoned “Industrial Retail (IR1).”

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 TS (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:

Aireraft Noise Sensitive Development Policy (ANSD) Area 2: All aircraft noise sensitive land
uses (except new single family) may be considered subject to the necessary reports o be
submitted and covenants being registered on fitle 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 policy’s requirements regarding uait 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 comprising the site. The
proposal involves these lots being re-subdivided with Cedarbridge Way being extended from
Alderbndge 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 will be located on top of one (1) Jarge single
storey parkade on each lot on either side of the new Cedarbridge Way.

Of the 660 units proposed, Building 1 contains 140 units, Building 2 contains 200 units, and
Buildings 3 and 4 both contain 160 units. The Development Application Data Sheet (Attachment
4) includes a full summary 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 formal 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 opportunily 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
Permit 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 pedestrian/bicycle routes, a north-south Pedestrian Link that will connect to the major

Gilbert Road Greenway and be the start o& nﬁa'or east-w7est Green Link that commences from the
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north-south pedestrian link and continues eastward for several blocks. (refer to Attachment S 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 |
(Western Lot) and a Lot 2 (Eastern Lot) and the dedication of Cedarbridge Way through the
development site from Alderbridge Way to New River Road. Works will include full traffic
light signalization at the intersection of Cedarbridge Way at Aldcrbridge 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-seciion 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
stdewalk. 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 janes and
construction of a 2.0 m (6.6 ft.) 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 Janes, two southbound traffic lanes, a northbound left turn lane (at the New
River Road intersection), northbound and southbound bike lanes and a raised mediap 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 Jocation 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 will be reconstruction of the southern part of the current lane along with
registration of SROW for public rights of passage for 2 2.0 m (6.6 ft.) sidewalk being constructed
inside of the east property line as generally shown on Attachment S,
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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 Village Commercial and
Arts District. The applicant has 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 Jocated above the below grade parking structures.

The separation between the buildings 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 Cedarbridge Way. The Green Link also
includes landscaping and community garden plots.

North-Sourh 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 to 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 Jocated within the SROW, provided that it does not
compromise the intended public use and enjoyment of the spaces as determined by the City.

Design, security for construction, owner maintenance, liability and other terms of the Green Link
and sidewalk SROWSs are to be determined to the satisfaction of the City as a condition of bylaw
adoption.

Gilberr 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 fi.) of open space between the project property line and the road edge in this high
visibility area, a plaza, pedestrian and cychng paths, lighting, significant tree planting and a major
$350,000 Landmark Public Art piece, (shown in concept on Aftachment 9) is envisioned (Also, see
Public Art section below).

The Jandscape 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 of 849 parking spaces with 450
spaces in the parkade on Lot | for Buildings ! 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 of 7.5% below the parking requirements set out in Bylaw 8500. In lieu of
this reduction, the City accepts the Developer’s offer to voluntarily:

+  Contribute $§100,000 to the City for the construction of a 3.0 m (9.8 ft.)
bike/pedestrian pathway along the east side of Gilbert Road from the southern end of
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the applicant’s required frontage improvements to Lansdowne Road. (Not eligible for
DCC credits.)

+ Contribute $25,000 to the City for a City Centre-type bus shelter. (Not eligible for
DCC 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 confirmation 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
for 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 torty
(40) resident bicycle parking spaces in a form acceptable to the
Director of Transportation.

There are no variances required to the automobile 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
intermedjate 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 1 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 (1) SUS (medium 9 m trucks) off-street
Joading 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 SU9 loading spaces on either side of the greenway junction with Cedarbridge Way.
However, the turning movements for potential 17 m (55 ft.) length of WB 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 WB17 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:

Storm Sewer Upgrade Requirements:

From CP Railway frontage (3.e. New River Road) to the outfall of the Hollybridge Canal (at
corner of Hollybridge Way and existing River Road).

o Upgrade the exasting ditch to a 1200mm diameter storm main from manhole D8 to 185
meters northeast along the former CPR line frontage (i.¢. New River Road).

o Upgrade the existing ditch to a 1200mm diameter storm main from manhole D5 to 222
meters northeast along proposed New River Road (manhole D8 at junction of Gilbert
Road).

o Upgrade the existing ditch to 1500mm diameter storm main from junction of Hollybridge
Way and former CPR line property (manhole D4) to 80 meters northeast along proposed
New River Road {manhole DS).

e Upgrade the existing 375 and 450inm 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 D4).

Upgrade the existing 750nun diameter to a 1500mm diameter storm main from manhole
D1 (in the analysis) to its outfall with an approximate length of 8m.

Gilbert Road Frontage: Upgrade the existing ditch to a 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 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 storm sewer in future Cedarbridge must be
interconnected to the proposed storm sewers at the CPR and Alderbridge Way frontages.

Alderbridge Way Frontage: Works include:

e Upgrade the existing 250mm and 300mm diameter storm sewers from cast to west
property line of the proposed site to a 600 mm diameler sewer.

o Upgrade the existing 300mm to 750mm and existing 375mm to 900mm diameter storm
sewers from the west property line of the proposed sile to the existing box culvert at
Lansdowne Road.

Sanitary Sewer Upgrade Requirements: Works include:

e Upgrade the existing 200 mun diameter to 450 mm diameter from SMH 4738 (manhole
S70) to 90 meters northeast along 81F‘l%i_R rif%t'lof way to SMH 4737 (manhole S60).
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» Upgrade the existing 200 min diameter to 375 mm diameter from SMH 4699 (manhole
S50) to 80 meters southwest along old CPR right of way to SMH 4737 (manhole S60).

e Provide a 525mun diameter sanitary main in the future Cedarbridge Way from SMH 4737
(manhole S60) to a new manhole located 220 meters south going to Alderbridge Way.

o Upgrade the existing 150 mm 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).

o 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 S10).

e Upgrade the existing 300 mm diameter to 600 mm diameter from SMH 4688 (manhole
S10) to 69 meters southwest to existing Minoru Pump station.

o Through the Servicing Agreement, the sanitary sewer alignments will need to be
coordinated 10 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:

o Water System: Using the OCP 2021 maximum day model, there is 346 L/s available at
20 psi residual. Based on the proposed application, the development requires a minimum
fire flow of 275 L/s. 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 calcwations signed and sealed by a professional engineer based on the
Fire Underwriter Survey to confirm that there is adequate available flow.

e Provide watermains (minimum 200mm diameter, per City’s requirements) at the
proposed site’s CPR and future Cedarbridge 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
tmprovements 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 from “Industrial Retail (IR1)” 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 CCAP 1dentifies certain new parks and
roads to be secured as voluntary developer contributions via the City’s development processes.
In cases where the contributors of new parks or road are not eligible for financial compensation
via the DCC program (e.g. “minor streets”), the CCAP allows for them 1o be secured by means
that do not reduce the contributing development’s buildable floor area. This approach of
allowing “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-of-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 fo
statutory right-of-ways (SROW) for roads such as the Cedarbridge Way on the subject site
(Attachment 5). In light of this, staff recommend that the RAH2 be amended so that the
maximum permitied density (IFAR) on the subject site be calculated based on the “gross site”
(i.c. caleunlated 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” of 2.0 Floor Arca Ratio (FAR) over the entire development site. 1f same physical area
of Cedarbridge 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 of 2.28 for the net site area (comprised of the proposed
Lots | and 2) to allow for the preferred method of dedication instead of obtaining a SROW to
securc 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 are met, a 1.86
m? (20 fi.%) 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 instal]l accessible strike
pads for opening the entry door in licu 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 Permit and Building Permit plans if a Development
Variance Permit (DVP) is issued by Coun&'“&i/_ary égi:éion 4.16.11.
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Form & 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
6to 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 Cedarbridge 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
Alderbridge Way and the first floor of the adjoining units. The grade difference of approximately
1.5 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 well as the road
layout, change of elevation, building massing and typical elevation treatiments for two (2) of the
buildings.

Key Street Wall Feature Views:
Tt is critical that this development coniribute 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 1o staff’s 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 Rooflines: 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
cach 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 1 and northwest corner of Building 2. Furthermore, the northwest
wing of Building | 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 U-shaped building form with each
building rising between [our (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 matenals and small-scale articulation between Buildings 1 and 4 facing

Alderbridge Way and Buildings 2 and 3 f&ﬁétte_l\w“l{iver Road.
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Building Materials and Articulation: While the buildings have a similar typology, varied
materials and small-scale articulation have been applied to provide for differentiation. In
particular, Buildings 1 and 4 facing Alderbrldge Way have darker colours, more detailing and
metal panelling evoking an early 20" Century industrial building . Conversely, Buildings 2 and
3 are designed in a mid- 20™ 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 Permit 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 &.) which
provides ample room for on-site outdoor amenities and patios for each ground floor unit.

The applicant has responded to staff’s concemn about having enlarged play areas included within
the courtyards of Buildings 1, 2 and 4 on either side of Cedarbridge Way. Multi-purpose
amenily / BBQ areas are provided for the Butldings | 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 m? (36,812 ft.%) of such on-site socializing
areas. The additional CCAP gmdelmes provide for on-site walloways, planting, garden plots, etc.
The development also includes 742 m 2(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 of 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 modem, 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 modlﬁcatlons to the
detailed design of the buildings.

Other Major Planning Aspects of Developruent to Address at Rezoning:

Aside from the servicing, transportation, zoning and design elements of the development, the
following planning elements are 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 sat&ﬁ%l_n 05% City with combined habitable floor area
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comprising at least 5% of the subject development’s total residential buiiding area (including
common areas, such as hallways and lobbies). The terms of a Housing Agreement entered into
between the applicant and City will apply in perpetuity. The terms specify the following regarding
types and sizes of units, rent levels, and tenant household incomes:

Unit Tvbe Number of Minimum Maximum Total Annual

yp Units Unit Area Monthly Unit Rent* | Househald Income*
1-Bedroom g 50 m2 (535 f12) $925 $37.000 orless
2-Bedroom 30+ 80 m2 (860 fi2) $1.137 $45,500 or less

L]

May be increased periodically as provided for under adopted City policy.

“* Al 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 |, 3 and 4. The
location and size of these units within the development is included within the preliminary

architectural plans included on page Al.1 of Attachment 7 is to the satisfaction City Housing
staff.

There will also be registration of a 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
Ingpection 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 amenily spaces.

Indoor Shared Amenity Space:

The applicant proposes to include 951 m? (10,235 ﬁz)ofshared indoor amenity within Building 1
as shown in Attachment 9 which includes an indoor swimming poo). They will also have a
small amenity space of approximately 21m? (230 ft?) 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 buildings. 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 $0.75/82 of eligible building floor area of
618,120 ft* (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 Permit (DP) to Development Permit Panel is anticipated to
be undertaken prior to adoption of the rezoning. Aside from building and landscape design
elements, the following 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 Permits processcs. The architect of record
will provide a letter of assurance confirming 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 architectural 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 following the provisions will be required to recommend that buildings
are designed in a manner that mitigates potential aircrafi and industrial noisc within the proposed
dwelling units. Dwelling units must be designed and constructed to achieve:

»  CMHC guidelines for interior noise levels as indicated in the chart below:

Portions of Dwelling Units Noise Levels (decibels)
Bedrooms o 35 decibels
Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels
Kitchen, bathrooms, hallways, and utility rooms 45 decibels

The ASHRAE 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 for Aircraft Noise Sensitive Use Development (ANSUD) and industrial
noise.

LEED Silver: The applicant has committed (o meet the Canadian Green Building Councit LEED
Silver 2009 criteria and submission of follow-up letter confirming that building has been
constructed to meet such LEED criteria. The “architect of record” or LEED consultant is also to
provide a letter of assurance confirming how each building meets LEED Silver criteria prior to
1ssuance of an occupancy permit for each building. The LEED criteria to be met must include
Heat Island Effeci: Roof Credit and Storm Water Management Credil.

Other Development Considerations:

The applicant has also agreed to undertake the following as required by the City:

o District Energy Utility (DEU): 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 Permit and will include:

o Design and construclion of the development’s buildings to facilitate hook-up to a
DEU 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.
CNC 7
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»  Flood Construction Level: Registration of the City’s standard flood indemnity covenant
op 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/ft° of total building area, excluding affordable housing units) with
$37.386 (25% of the 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 of a building permit for the second of four (4) buildings within
the development.

Future Development Permil 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 architectural 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-unil 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 Jand-use and design aspects, the proposed development will:

* Form a distinctive, high-quality, high-density yet low-rise part of 10 the Lansdowne Village
neighbourhood,;

e Complete important sections of the major road network in the CCAP including New River
Road east of Gilbert Road and the extension of Cedarbridge 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.

3498893 CNCL - 278
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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 Aenal Photograph

Attachment 2: Excerpt of Minutes from January 4, 2012 Meeting of the Advisory Design Panel
Attachiment 3; CCAP Lansdowne Village Specific Land Use Map

Attachment 4: Devclopment 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

Attacliment 9: Public Art and On-Site Amenity Space Plan

Aftachment 10: Rezoning Considerations Letter
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Original Date: 08/02/11

RZ 1 1 —5 8520 9 Amended Date;

Note: Ditmensions ure in METRES
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Time:

Place:

Present:

Also Present:

Advisory Design Panel
Wednesday, January 4, 2012

4:00 p.m.

Rm. M.1.003
City of Richmond

Kush Panatch, Chair

Simon Ho, Vice-Chair

Steve Jedreicich, Acting Chair
Joseph Fry (arrived at 4.39 p.m.)
Tom 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.

ATTACHMENT 2

1. ADVISORY DESIGN PANEL ORIENTATION AND ELECTION OF CHAIR AND
VICE-CHAIR

Sara Badyal, Staff Liaison for the Advisory Design Panel, welcomed the new and refuming
members of the Pane] 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 [tem 3 of the agenda, the Panel agreed to designate
Steve Jedreicich as Acting Chair for the consideration of [tem 3.

34435
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Advisory Design Panel
Wednesday, January 4, 2012

2.

344357)

RZ 11-585209 — SIX-STOREY RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT WITH 660
APARTMENTS IN FOUR BUILDINGS

ARCHITECT: Yamamoto Architecture Inc.

PROPERTY LOCATION: 7731/7771 Alderbridge Way

Panel Discussion

Comments from the 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 BC Building
Code and the BC Association of Professional Engineers and Geoscientists
(APEG) Guidelines;

per BC Building Code, maxunum allowable height for shear wall construction
1s 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 6™ 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
[0 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
1ssues 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 properties; applicant needs to work
with Planning regarding how the future development to the north-west of the
site 1s 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 access 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 lowenng wall height;

CNCL - 283 2



Advisory Design Panel
Wednesday, January 4, 2012

3443571

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;

concem 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 vot 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 Richmond character;

differentiate each building in terms of colour and texture;

decide to have corner 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;

concem 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 f{ace of the greenway, i.e. facades of the two buildings are uniform; need
further articuJation 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

3443571

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 fror lower units 1s 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 materjals suggested in the renderings actually being
used in the manner indicated,

concern on the orientation of some of the courtyards resulting in dark/shaded
areas; mold growth on hard surfaces may be an issue;

courtyard scheme is appropriate to achicve desired density for a low-rise type of
development; however, not convinced on the grade transition at sireet;

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 1s adjacent to a future park and near the river;

like the altemnating 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 fau)y 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

344357

congratulate the applicant for keeping the setbacks between the buildings at the
proper distance of 60 feel 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 for Building 3 to address more 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 cormer;

Alderbridge Way 1s 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 quality high-rise developments to the west of the site;
applicant is encouraged to maintain the same level of quality in the subject
development as those projects west of the site.

(At this juncture, Mr. Panatch and Mr. Ho lefl the meeling and Mr. Jedreicich assumed the

Chair)

DP 11-593925 - SIX-STOREY MIXED-USE DEVELOPMENT WITH 55
APARTMENTS OVER GROUND LEVEL COMMERCIAL AND AMENITY
SPACE

ARCHITECT: Cotter Architects

PROPERTY LOCATION: 14000 Riverport Way

Panel Discussion

Commenls 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 fairly 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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Attachment 3

Specific Land Use Map: Lansdowne Village (2031) 2yan 94276 8516
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ATTACHMENT 4

Development Application
Data Sheet

Development Applications Division

City of Richmond
6911 No. 3 Road
Richmond, BC, V6Y 2ClI
www.tichmond.ca

RZ 11-585209

Address:
Applicant/Owner:

7731 & 7771 Alderbridge Way

Onni 7731 Alderbridge Way Holding Corp. & 7771 Alderbridge Way Holding Corp.
Onni 7731 Alderbridge Way Holding Corp. & 7771 Alderbridge Way Holding Corp.
City Centre Area (Lansdowne Village)

Owner:

Planning Area(s):

Floor Area

No change is proposed in maximum permitted floor area or density

Proposed Development

Variance

‘ Bylaw Requirement

Zoning e |ot1:13,288.37sm (143,036 sf)
Lot Size (Min.) | s 2400sm (25,833sf) e Lot2:11,886.75 sm (127,949 sf) ® None

s 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: 46% None
(Max.) porous surfaces non-porus surface: 70.3%

e 1.2, upto 2.0 FAR with ¢ 2.0 FAR with 20m Cedarbridge dedication
CCAP/Zoning provision of 5% of total floor as per Zoning Amendment Bylaw No.
FAR area for affordable housing 8884 text not deducted. None
units,
Zoning N . e Residential: 4.064 m
; e R tial: 2.9
Habitable Floor esidentia m geodetic | Local exception permitted for 1 lobby per None
Elevation (Min.) building.
e 25 m, but with specific . -

CCAP/Zoning areas aflowing up to 35m as ] Varles_. but less than 25m above finished
Height (Max_) outlined in CCAP. grade in all cases. None

a) 4.5m for Building 1 and 5.0m Building 2

@ Alderbridge from PROP
. b) 3m@ East Lane from PROP
CCAP/Zoning g; gm% flderbridge c) 3m@ New River Road from PROP
Se_tbaoks @ ¢) 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
property lines are greater.
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Bylaw Requirement

Proposed Development

Variance

Lot 1: Parkade (Bldgs1 /2): 427

Min Residents: 1.2/unit: 359
Min Affordable: 0.90/unit: 7
(max small car: 50%)

Min Visitors: 0.2/unit: 61

Preliminary for Rezoning:

Lot 1: Parkade (Bldgs1 /2): 450

Residents/Affordable: 399
(small car: 41%)
(tandem: 15%)

Zoning Visitors: 51
Off-Street Lot 2 Parkade: (Bldgs 3 /4): . )
Parking 308 Lot 2: Parkade (Bldgs3/4): 389 None
Min Residents: 1 2/unit: 313 gﬁ;‘ffggf’ gg?/rgiable: 351
Min Affordable: 0.90/unit; 27 (tandem: 119 )"
(max small car 50%: ) Visitors: .48 °
Min Visitors: 0.2/unit: 58 ’
(With maximum 10% TDM : 0 . .
Reduction possible) (\Nltb 7.5% TDM overall parking reduction
provided)
Lot 1: Parkade {Bldgs1 /2) Lot 1: Parkade (Bldgs1 /2)
e Resident (1.25/unit): 425 ¢ Resident (1.25/unit). 434
Zoning s Visitor (0.2/unit): 68 »  Visitor (0.2/unit): 68 . Nome

Bicycle Parking

Lot 2: Parkade (Bldgs1 /2)
e Resident (1.25/unit); 400
e \jsitor (0.2/unit): 64

Lot 2: Parkade (Bldas1 /2)

e Resident (1.25/unit): 426
Visitor (0.2/unit): 64

s 2 medium; 2 large with one
being provided for each

e Required one SU9 loading space

DVP to relax the

Zonin ? X ; e . i
Logéi?\g building with sizes as per provided for each of the four buildings in \r/z\e/%u;r;er:egéggr 2
Section 7.10.2. To be on- locations acceptable to City. 17.sp
site. required.
Zoning e Basic Universal Housing: * 22;0&2 tgabseicsﬂz\]':’/grtshaa[tl_?gssfjg will s DVP for to relax
A ™ City standards for wheelchair ; 9 Section 4.16.11
ceessible accessible dwellings standards as per Section 4.16 for 502 only as stated in
Housing 9 units, except for 4.16.11. y
staff report.
CCAP For projects exceeding 200
ideli units (CCAP). .
Guidelines for ( )_ 983 sm provided and accepted as it includes
Shared ¢ 2sqm/unit: 1320sm, but large indoor swimming pool as significant s N/A
Residential may be reduced if significant

Amenity Space;

Indoor (Min.)

indoor recreation features
provided

recreation feature as provided for in CCAP.
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Proposed Development

Bylaw Requirement Variance
As per CCAP Sections 2.6.1 3430 sm of on-site socializing areas

CCAPIOCP (), 3.1.8A and OCP: provided.
Shared s OCP: 6 sgm/unit for 1742 sm of on-site walks and garden
Residential socializing, children’s play & plots are provided.
Amenity Space: related uses: 3960sm The areas provide are jess than absolute | ¢  n/A
Outdoor (Min.) | «  CCAP’ 10% of net site area amaount in the CCAP guidelines, but
guidelines for on-site walkways given the large uninterrupted areas and

planting, garden plot's ete.: amenities provided, they are accepted

2518 sm T subject to refinement at DP stage.
CCAP -
Private * 20sqm for grade-oriented The total area of patios and balconies

and 6sqm for upper floor T
Outdoor aparments. See Section meet CCAP guidelines, but each e TBDatDP
Amenity Space: P ' balcony/patio needs to be confirmed at review

(Min.)
guidelines

3.1.88 of the CCAP for
dimensions.

DP review.
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ATTACHMENT 10

Rezoning Considerations

Development Applications Division
6911 No. 3 Road, Richmond, BC V8Y 2C1

Address: ERIC HUGHES, Development Manager

ONNI 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. ONNI 7771 Alderbridae Holding Corp. RZ2011-585209
#300-550 Robson St.

Vancouver, BC

V6B 2B7

File No.: RZ2011-585209

Prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 8884 to rezone the two existing parcels of land at
7731 and 7771 Alderbridge Way (the Subject Lands) from IL to RAH2, the Onni Group of Companies
(the Developer) is required to complete the following:

1. Dedicated Public Roads: The following roads as described below and generally shown on Figure 1 and
otherwise determined 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 below.

a. Cedarbridge 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 Jane (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 former 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. Cedarbridge Way Dedication and Subdivision: Registration of a legal agreement on the Subject
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
subdivision of the Subject Lands, the existing building on the proposed Lot 1 will be demolished as the
building will encroach into the proposed road dedication. A further agreement will be registered that
prohibits issuance of a building permit for a building on the proposed Lot 1 until such time there is
confirmation to the satistaction of the City that the existing building on the proposed Lot 2 is not being
utilized in any manner that 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 related 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 of 2 3.0 m wide SROW for a 3.0 m sidewalk inside of the entire north
property line of the proposed Lots 1 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 credits.)

b. Alderbridge Way: Registration of a 2.0 m wide SROW for a 2.0 m sidewalk insjde of the entire south
property line of the proposed Lo N2, @8 Fer with two 4.0 m-by-4.0 m corner cuts at the
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Rezoning Considerations: ONNI 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. ONNI 7771 Alderbridge Holding Corp. RZ2011-585209: Page 2 of 16

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 east 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 1, whichever is greater. (Not eligible for DCC credits.)

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. Unless as otherwise determined under the approved
Development Permit plans and the City Servicing Agreement to be approved as a condition of rezoning, the
following SROWs are required:

a. East-West Greenway: Registration of a 10.0m 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 the easl to west boundaries of the Subject Lands except for the Cedarbridge Road dedication
and North-South Pedestrian Link as shown on Figure 2. The below-grade parking structures and
community garden plots may be located within the SROW, provided that such elements do not
compromise the Ciry’s intended public use and enjoyment of the spaces as determined to the satisfaction
of the 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 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 the north fo 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 determined, 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 arca under the SROW are to be to the satisfaction of the City
as a condition of bylaw adoption.

Flood Covenant: Registration of the City’s standard flood indemnity covenant on title ensuring that there is
no construction of habitable area below the Flood Construction Level of 2.9 m (Area A).

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.

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-oul in item 15(b) below.

District Energy Utility (DEU): Registration of a restrictive covenant and/or alternative lega) agreement(s), to the
satisfaction of the City, securing that “no development” will be permitted on the subject site and restricting
Development Permit* 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 determined 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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Rezoning Considerations: ONNI 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. ONNI 7771 Alderbridge Holding Corp. RZ2011-585209: Page 3 of 16

b. Enteringinto 2 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 site.

8. Affordable Housing Agreement: Registration of the City’s standacd 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 Fousing Agreements shall indicate that they
apply in perpetuity. The terms specify the types and sizes of units (or as adjusted to the satisfaction of the City
and Developer) in Tables | and 2, and rent levels and tenant household incomes as set out in Table 2.

Table 1: Affordable Housiug Unit Locations

BUILDING 1 BUILDING 3 BUILDING 4 . TOTAL
FLOORS i{813 NCs. ; N5 R NOs i
AREA | TOTAL AREA | TOTAL AREA | L TOTAL —— AREA
1RED I 740 v | 2k 180 | R v 136 I 2403 I 10TAL s
- 2| Rea | 1728 - 4| 864 | 3456 . 4| 864 | 3456 ]| 10} 8640
3 e L S| 3] s8s| 2664 | s 3} 2664
- 1 635 | B35 1 - 1| 635
2| sea| 1728 -| 4| ssa| 3456 S| 4] esa | 3456 L0 10| 8640
2 - | s00 | 1,200 - - -| 3] 88 2,664 2| 3 5| 3,864
2 2| ese | 1,732 -2 2| 732
2 -| 600 1,200 2 - 2 | 1,200
: ) -] eas|  eas 1 645
. 2| seg | 1,778 K 86+ sea |[ 1] 2 3| 2340
- I 570 | 570 1 e 570
[ 2] el Teme][ [ e Jemm][ elw] [anses][ e[ 0] ss]soms]
1 3 i
Table 2: Affordable Housing Target Groups
Number of Minimam Maximum Total Annual
Unit Type . . Monthly Unit Household
Units Ubpit Area . N
Rent* Income
$37,000 or less
1-Bedroom gx* 50 m2 (535 f12) $925 ’
2-Bedroom 30%* 80 m2 (860 fr2) $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 requicements for Basic Universal Housing.

9. Ensuring 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 Permit inspection
granting occupancy for each of the four buildings until confirmation is provided by City Housing staff
confirming 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 prohibited until the affordable housing units in
Building 1 are completed and issued a final Building Permit inspection granting occupancy and a building
permit is issued for Buildiog 4 which includes the affordable housing units set-out in Table I. The agreement
will also ensure that occupants of the affordable housing units subject to the Housing Agreements shall enjoy
ful} and unlimited access to and use of all on-site indoor and outdoor amenity spaces.

. Indoor Shared Amenity Space: Registration of reciprocal access casement and other legal agreements as
required on the proposed Lots | and 2 will be required to ensure that not less than 10,235 ft* shared indoor
amenity, with an included indoor swimning pool, is provided within the first building to be constructed on
the Subject Lands, being Building 1, as shown on Figure 1 and that appropriate mechanisms to allow for
shared access, use and management and Ei\f&dl_reqlgrgéharing costs for operations and maintenance for such
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Rezoning Considerations: ONNI 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. ONNI 7771 Aiderbridge Holding Corp. RZ2011-585209: Page 4 of 16

shared amenity space is provided to all units within all of the buildings. The reciprocal access easement /
other legal agreement will be between the owners of Lots 1 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 casement / other Jegal agreement will also specify that the issuance of a final Building Permit
inspection granting occupancy for Building 2, 3 or 4 is prohibited until Building | is completed and has been
issued a final Building Permit inspection granting occupancy.

1. 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 rescrve 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 2) and a detailed Public Art Program prior to adoption of rezoning. The calculations are based on
$0.75/ft? of cligible building floor area of 587,214 f* (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 should be noted 1n addition to $139,700, the previous Onni contribution of
$210,300 for tbe 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.

12. Community Planning Program: City acceptance of the Developer’s offer to voluntarily confribute
$149,543 towards Richmond’s community planning program fund (based on $0.25/ft* of total buijlding area,
excluding affordable housing units) with $37,386 (25% of the 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 of a building permit for the second of four buildings on the Subject Lands.

13. Transportation Demand Management: As also set in “Schedule 1” fo this letter, The Developer requests an
overall parking reduction 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 of 750 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 of the
reduction by the Developer for visitor and resident parking spaces, but only to the satisfaction of the City. In
lieu of this reduction, the City accepts the Developer’s offer to voluntarily:

a. Contribute $100,000 to the City for the construction of a 3.0m bike/pedestrian pathway along the east
side of Gilbert 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 lor a City Centre-type bus shelter. (Not eligible for DCC credits.)

c. Enter into an agreement with the City to ensure that the clectrical vehicle and bicycle plug-ins be
provided as a condition of issuance of the City building permits for each building with confirmation
that such have been provided as a condition of issuance of an occupancy permit for each building:

i.  Provision of 20% of 1he total resident parking spaces in each parkade with 120 or 240 volt
(voltage as determined by Onni) electric service for vehicle plug-ins with conduits, circuits
breakers, wiring in form acceptable to the Director of Transportation (actual outlets to be
provided later by strata owners).

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 Engineering 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, transportation infrastructure, street frontages, water, sanitary and
storm sewer system upgrades, and related works as generally set out below. Prior o 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 — Planoing and Design. All works shall
be completed with regards to timing as set out in the SA and above-noted covenant and legal agreements in the
Rezoning Requirements. Refinements to the Engineering Works requirements may occur through the SA
process. Furthermore, other neighbourinfCNE@bper3d4) be constructing some of the engineering services
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Rezoning Considerations: ONNI 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. ONNI 7771 Atderbridge Holding Corp. RZ2011-585209: Page 5 of 16

listed below. These factors, together with project phasing, will be taken into consideration in the phasing of
securities for engineering services.

a. Transportatios Works
SA works will include, but may not be limited to, the following as works included within “Schedule 1”
attached to and forming part of this letter.

b. Enpgiveering Works:
SA works will include, but may not be Jimited to, as set out in the following table:

Storm sewer upgrade requirements:
1) General

From CP Railway frontage (i.e., new River Road) to outfall of Hollybridge
Canal (at corner of Hollybridge Way and existing River Road).

a. Upgrade the existing ditch to 1200mm diameter storm 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 storm 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 meters northeast
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 D4).

e. Upgrade the existing 750mm diameter to a 1500mm diameter storm main
from manhole D1 (in the analysis) 1o outfall with an approximate length of 8m.

2)  Gilbert Road firontage

a. Upgrade the existing ditch to 600 mm diameter storm sewer from the
proposed sjte’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.

3)  Future Cedarbridge Way frontage

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 storm sewers at the CPR and Alderbridge Way
frontages.

4) Alderbridge Way frontage

a.  Upgrade the existing 250mm and 300mm diameter storm sewers from east

CNCL - 341
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Rezoning Considerations: ONNI 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. ONNI 7771 Alderbridge Holding Corp. R22011-585209: Page 6 of 16

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 storm sewers from the west property line of the 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 storm sewer system, sized to
OCP conditions, from the site's east property Jine (i.c., east property line of 7771
Alderbridge Way) to the existing box culveri at Lansdowne Road.

Sanitary sewer 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 existing 200 mm diameter to 375 mm diameter from SMH
4699 (manhole S50) to 80 meters southwest along old CPR right of way to SMH
4737 (manhole S60).

c. Provide a 525mm diameter sanitary main in the future Cedarbridge Way
from SMH 4737 (manhole S60) to a new manhole located 220 meters south
going to Alderbridge Way.

d. Upgrade the existing 150 mm diameter to S25mm diameter from the new
manhole at the corner of future Cedarbridge Way and Alderbridge Way to 80
meters east to SMH 4690 (manhole §20).

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 S10).

e.  Upgrade the existing 300 mm diameter to 600 mm diameter from SMH
4688 (manhole S10) to 69 meters southwest to existing Minoru Pump station.

f. Through the Servicing Agreement, the sanitary sewer alignments will
need to be coordinated to suit the future Minoru Sanitary Pump Station upgrade.

g. Both current sanitary mains located within the Subject Lands will need to be
removed by the Developer and the SROWSs in which they are located are to be
discharged from fitle.

CNCL - 342
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Water Works and Review:

a. Water System: Using the OCP 2021 maximum day model, there is 346
L/s available at 20 psi residual. Based on the proposed application, the
development requires a minimum fire flow of 275 L/s. 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.

b. Provide watermains (minimum 200mm diameter, per City’s
requirements) at the proposed site’s CPR and future Cedarbridge Way frontages.

General:

Undergrounding of Overhead Ulilities:

As per City Centre policy, the developer is responsible for facilitating the undergrounding of the
existing private utility pole line located within the “new” River Road right-of-way. As such, the
developer is required, at the developer’s sole cost, to install conduit within “new” River Road to
accommaodate the undergrounding of private utilities, to the satisfaction of the City. (No DCC
credits are applicable.)

DCC Credits:
DCC credits are available for the following:

Latecomer Agreements:

Latecomer Agreements will be available for sanitary and storm upgrades that are not frontage
improvements as only provided by the Local Government Act.

Road.

1. Sanitary Sewer
a. pgravity sanitary sewer along the development frontage on New River Road;
b. gravity sanitary sewer atong 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
Storm sewer along on New River Road intended to replace storm sewer on old River

C.

Greenway and Boulevard Landscape Works (Parks)
SA works will include, but may not be limited to, the following:

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 sta(f report for this
development to the Planning Committee of April t7, 201(2) to the satisfaction of City Parks staff; and

Acknowledging that the City will construct the Gilbert Greenway works (located at the back of the
approximate 50 m of the Gilbert Road widening 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. Developmeunt Permit: The submission and processing of a Development Permit* completed to a Jevel
deemed acceptable by the Director of Developinent 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 Coungcil.

Basic Universal Housing Unit Locations

West Lot
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4 | 29 25,321 18 8| 33,206 284 19| 98 65 58,527 e
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2 o | 24 ; 23 20,337 14 ¥ 27 33,398 27 7] M . 58 54,335 11
1 H 19 19,667 1 ol i - 33,158 26 I | sa 52,825
i 14| 140 | 130,216 ar || 39| 152} 9| 200 191,015 154 || 7| 242 | 20| 340 | 321,230 | 236
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B | 2w | 3w 70?"&!" AREA by 1@0 | InED | ATED TOTAL- i units 18D [ 2D r: BELY [ YOTAU | Shled Ay
6 o] s sl I ] u| e 1B 17036 2 |0 - 22| s 30 a3se7
5 -boas 6| 21| 24,639 17 -l ] 6 22 | 24,925 18 < o3| 12 431 49564 35
a st -1 31 27enn 24 s 2 -1 3 27,842 0| 0| 52| - 62 55,753
3 s| 2 - 31 | 27911 25 5| 2 - 31 27,842 26 || 0| s2 - 62 | 55753 52
2 RS , At 27911 25 6| . 31 27,956 25| 12| 30 - 62 55,867 | e
1 3| = . 31 28,191 2 ] 2 - a0 27,266 21 18| 43 . 61 55,457 23
25 | #e| 10| 160 | 1536941 124 || 25 [125 | 10| 160 | 152,967 ] 128 |[ 50 | 250 | 20 | 320 | 306661 | 256
e | 78% 6% 100, 50% 1A% | 78% | 6% 1065 H0% L6 | 784 | 6% 1OO% 100%

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 following 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 conformance adherence to the report and his/her plans prior to issuance of an
occupancy permit for each building. Dwelling units must be designed and constructed to achieve:

= CMHC guidelines for interior noise levels as indicated in the chart below:

Portions of Dwelling Units Noise Levels (decibels)
Bedrooms 35 decjbels
Living, dining, recreation rooms 40 decibels
Kirchen, bathrooms, hallways, and utility 45 decibels
rooms

» the ASHRAE 55-2004 “Thermal 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 permit confirming that the building phase (building and landscape design) has a sufficient score to
meet the Canadian Green Bujlding Council LEED Silver 2009 criteria and submission of follow-up letter
confirming that building has been constrUSINIGLbs- 13ddsuch LEED criteria. The architect of record or
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17.

LEED consulfant js also to provide a lefter of assurance confirming 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. Siorm Water Management Credit

Landscape Plan: Submission of a Landscape Plan, prepared 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
the elements shown on the preliminary plan dated February 8, 2012 prepared by Sharp & Diamond Landscape
Architecture Inc. entitled “7731, 7771 Alderbridge Way” with final DP-level detail to be completed by the
Developer the satisfaction of the City which is attached to the staff report to Planning Committee for the
development.

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 Director of Development. All
agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the Director of Development
determines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the
appropriate bylaw.

The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City, including indemnities, warranties,
equitable/rent charges, Letters of Credit, and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable
by the Director of Development. 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 consideration for adoption
of Bylaw 8884.
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Figure 1: Overview of Road and Streetscape
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Figure 2: Public Art & On-Site Open Space
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Schedule 1: Rezoning Considerations
7731/7771 Alderbridge Way Rezoning Application

Transportation Servicing Agreement Requirements

Transportation SA Requirements: All transportation improvements identified in the City-approved Transportation [mpact
Assessment {TLA) 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 Pian™ is attached (Figure 1). Complete and
detailed road and traffic management design is subject to final functional design approved by the Director of
Transportation. The transportation-related Servicing Agreement works will include, but are not limited to the following:

(1) Construction of New River Road (Only between Gilbert Road and East Lane) — The scope of work includes the
construction of 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 Developer 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 Developer will conduct a
contaminated site study and possible minor remediation of the land to the satisfaction of the City within this road with the
costs being paid by the Developer (the costs of which are eligible for Road Works DCC credit at building permit). This
roadway is {o be completed as part of Phase 2 of the development (Building 2 —northwest quadrant of site) and prior to
“Final Building Permit [nspection” 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:

» Allroad elements and frontage improvements are to be placed within the 26.21 m City dedicated road allowance
(inc)udes 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 butlding 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 of 2.6 m geodetic
with a maximum 5% slope transitioning to the centerlinc of Gilbert Road at the New River Road intersection.

e The ultimate lane configuration, upon completion of construction, shall consist of two westbound traffic lanes, two
eastbound traffic lanes and a left turn lane at the Gilbert Road/New 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 features/finishings (o be determined by the city. The lane widths are 3.25 m (curb
lanes) and 3.2 m (other Janes and median).

e The frontage improvements of this road project shall consist of curb and gutter on both sides of the road, a 1.7)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 concrete bands along the edges of 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
m sidcwalk, banner poles, hard landscape features, street fumishings, and street lights. At the bus stop (location to be
determined by the ciry 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 shall be reduced to 0.55 m to
respect the width of the existing city right-of-way. The design of the plaza area at the southeast corner of the Gilbert
Road/New 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 ffINE@ Lped848n and cyclist movements are accommodated.

3492342



Rezoning Considerations: ONNS 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. ONNS 7771 Alderbridge Holding Corp. RZ2011-585209: Page 13 of 16

¢ In the interim time period (before the ultimate 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 Last Lane. Concrete barriers shall be placed to direct traffic to respect the interim
traffic operations. When New River Road is extended to the north, two-way traflic will be permitied between Gilbert
Road and East Lane. At the New River Road/Cedarbridge Way intersection, traffic movements will be limited to
right-in/right-out (enforced by channelization and signage) and a special crosswalk is required to provide a pedestrian
connection to 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 will be permitted along this new roadway.

(1) Widening of Alderbridge Way (along development frontage) - The scope of work includes: 2.0 m road widening over
the lengrh of the development south frontage to allow for the construction of future left tum Janes; 20:1 taper scctions 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 developroent (Building 1 - soutbwest quadrant of site) and prior to “Final Building Permit Inspection” granting
occupancy for Phase 1. Road Works DCC credits are applicable, but not for the sidewalks completed within the Public
Rights of Passage SROW. 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 limjted to the following elements:

»  The lane configuration, upon completion of the 2.0 m road widening, shall consist of two eastbound traftic lanes and
two westbound traffic lanes. (with lefi torns allowed in the center Janes 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 20:1 taper. Frontage improvements are to incJude curb and gutter along the development side of
the road, a 2.0 m sidewalk and a minimum 1.65 m treed boulevard.

s Atthe Alderbridge Way/Cedarbridge Way intersection, a full signalized intersection shall be constructed.
e Vehicle access to the development along Alderbridge Way shall be himited to the Cedarbridge Way and East Lane

intersections. No other driveway or vehicle access will be permitted along the development frontage of Alderbridge
Way once the development is complete.

(1ii) Construction of Cedarbridge 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
traffic calming measures. This roadway is to be completed as part of Phase 1 of the development (Building 1 - southwest
quadrant of site) and prior 1o “Final Building Permit Inspection’ granting accupancy for Phase 1. Road Works DCC
credits are not available for this road construction projects. This project shall be completed 1o the satisfaction of the
Director of Transportation and the Director of Development, and shall include, but not limited to the following elements:

« The Jane configuration of this roadway, upon completion of construction, shall consist of two traffic lanes and two
patking lanes (total 12 m wide pavement). At the Alderbridge Way intersection, the parking lanes are to be removed
to accommodate two departure lanes and one receiving Jane. At the New River Road intersection, the two parking
lanes are removed to make provision for right-in/right-out channelization. This section of Cedarbridge Way is to be
raised at the north end (maximum 5% grade) to meet the elevation 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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o 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.

e At the Alderbridge Way/Cedarbridge Way intersection, a fully signalized intersection shall be constructed. At the
Cedarbridge/New River Road Intersection, channelization is required to restrict access to right-in/right-out
movements only.

e Vehicle access to the development along Cedarbridge Way shall be limited 10 one parkade entrance driveway each for
Buildings 1/2/3. 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 Gilbert Road - The scope of work includes the full curb to curb widening of Gilbert Road for a distance
that is equivalent to the length of the development Gilbert Road frontage (approximately 50 m). This project is to start
from a distance of approximately 30 m 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. Full 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 (Building 2 - northwest quadrant of site) and prior to “Final Building
Permit Inspection” granting occupancy for Phase 2. Road Works DCC 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 shal! include, but not
limited to the following elements:

s The lane configuration shall consist of two northbound traffic lanes, two southbound traffic lanes, northbound and
northbound left furn lane (at the New River Road intersection), northbound and southbound bjke 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).

e 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 for any modifications to the installed traffic signals that are
required as a result 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 details of the required signal
modifications are described under a separate section in the Transportation SA requirements.

(v) Widenineg 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 provide a sidewalk and lighting strip {lighting is to be provided) by the Developer.
The lane widening project is (o be completed as part of Phase 4 of the development (Building 4 -southeast quadrant of
site) and prior to “Final Building Permit Inspection” granting occupancy for Phase 4. DCC credits are not available 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 pot limited 1o the following elements:

s  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 Building 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 1.5 m wide sidewalk will be provided.

e The section of the existing lane north of the Jane widening to be carried out by this development will 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 preliminary 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 gl-eerav'?lv'cand maki(r)lg provisjons for any utility requirements (e.g. storm
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main). An interim design (i.e. before the site east of the lane is redeveloped) is also to be prepared. The interim design
is expected to meet all access, vehicular/pedestrian circulation, loading and utility requirements, but will not
compromise the execution of the ultimate design. If any temporary works, including stairs, to be located within the
road dedication will need 10 be secured by a City encroachment agreement that ensures their ulbmate removal at the
cost of the Developer.

e Vehicle access to the development from Last 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 Petmit Inspection” granting occupancy for the respective developmeat phases as described on
Figure 1 and including, but not limited to:

s Phase 1 (Building ! - southwest quadrant of site) - Alderbridge Way widening for its entire length; construction of
entire lenyth of Cedarbridge Way, entire length of New River Road, modification of the future traffic signal at the
Gilbert/New River Road intersection and construction of al) frontage works facing Building 1.

e Phase 2 (Building 2 -northwest quadrant of site) - Construction of all 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 (Building 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, incJuding 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.

NOTE: All frontage works (including curb & gutter, bike paths, boulevards, boulevard landscaping, sidewalks and
pedestrian and vehicle letdowns and bus shelters as specified for each building in Figure 1) 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 1o undertake more works than outlined in phases above or change the order of the phasing only with
explicil written permission of the City’s Director of Transportation and submission of a revised Functional Road Plan and
TIA.

(vii) Traffic Signals and Special Crosswalk - The following traffic control devices are to be provided at the full cost of
the Developer. Property dedication or Public Rights of Passage right-of-ways (exact dimensions to be confirmed through
the SA process) for the placement of traffic controller cabinet and other traffic signal equipment is required. The timing of
the construction of these traffic control devices will be determined by the city.

s 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 sireet name signs, and installation of new communications conduit and cable,

s  Modifications to the future tratfic signals at the Gilbert Road/New River Road intersection will need to be made. The
traffic signa) modifications may include but are not limited to the following: repair, modification and/or installation of
vehicle detection; relocation and/or replacement of traffic signal poles, bases, junction boxes, signal heads and
conduit; relocation of fraffic signal controller cabinet and base; modification 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) (o house traffic signal equipment.
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s A fature special crosswalk signal will be constructed by the City af the Cedarbridge Way/New River Road
intersection. The Developer will provide the necessary drawings for the full crosswalk signal for approval of the
Directar of Transportation. All necessary conduif pre-ducting, signal standard bases, and other necessary junction and
equipment boxes will be installcd by the Developer within the area of the scope of their works in & manner so that the
Developer’s (ransportation works will not need 10 be dug-up or removed to allow for the City’s furure installation of
the special crosswalk signal. The Developer shall install temporary street light poles/fixtures on the installed bases.
These temporary poles/fixtures are 10 be tied into the street lighting circuit and should be designed/built in such &
fashion that allows thern to be disconnected in the futare.

(viii) Development Vehicle Access - Vehicle access to this development will be provided via Cedarbridge Way and East
Lane. Direct vehicle access from New River Road, Gilbert Road or Alderbridge Way will not be permirted.

(ix) Emergency Vehicle Access - As part of the rezoning and Servicing Agreement processes, the Developer is to consult
the Fire-Rescue Department to ensure Lthat the site layoul 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 developiment. In particular, the
cansultants are to seek input from Fire-Rescue on whether the overall road and traffic improvements and the timing of
these improvements relarive to the development phases (including the infenm/ultimate traffic operations in the vicinily of
this development) are adequate for emcrgency response purposes during construction and post-occupancy.

(x) Construclion Parking and Traffic Managemeat Plan - Prior to Building Permit approval, the applicant is to submit a
detailed Construction Parking and Traffic Managemen! Plan to the satisfaction of the City. The preliminary plan is to
identify (for cach development phase): construction vehicle access, emergency vehicle access, parking facilities for
construction workers, and staging areas for construction vehicles and materials (facilities for staging activities are not
available on any of the peripheral public roadways). The plan will require the use of proper construction traffic control
procedures and certified personnet! as per Traffic Control Manual for works on roadways (Ministry of Transportation and
Infrastructure) and MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570.

c S Aol 5, 20/2
Signed Datd 7
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Richmond Bylaw 8884

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500
Amendment Bylaw No. 8884 (RZ 11-585209)
7731 and 7771 Alderbridge Way

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

{. 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:

(Y%}

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 m? of the site is dedicated to the City as road.
Figure 1

GILBERT RD

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms 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.I.D. 000-859-958
Lot 89 Section 5 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 38045

P.1.D. 000-806-943

Lot 96 Section 5 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 39888
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Bylaw 8884 Page 2

3. This Bylaw may be cited as “Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8884”.

FIRST READING RIGHMOND
APPRQVED

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON o emaing”

dep!

SECOND READING 4
APPROVED
lor legality

THIRD READING by Solicltar

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED M

ADOPTED

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER
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To: Public Works and Tfansportation Commiittee Date: April 3, 2012

From: John Irving, P.Eng. MPA File:  10-6060-01/2012-Vol
Director, Engineering 01

Re: BC Hydro 20 Year Work Program in the City of Richmond

Staff Recommendation

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

/’7

John [rving, P.Eng. MPA
Director, Engineering
(604-276-4140)

Att.

FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
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Staff Report
Origin

Even with the success of the BC 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, BC Hydro estimates
an annual 3% increase in power usage within Richmond for the next 20 years and is taking steps
o meet the existing and future demnands for electricity. This staff report updates Council on BC
Hydro network upgrade activity over the next 20 years and to highlight the level of cooperation
between BC Hydro and City staff.

Findings of Fact

Richmond 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.

Figure 1: BC Hydro Substations in Richmond
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FOR GENERATIONS P

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, BC Hydro has
significant 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 will
provide operational flexibility by allowing load to be switched between substations, thereby
enabling reduced outage durations and improving reliability. The higher 25 kV operating voltage
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wil] reduce the number of feeders required to serve Richmond’s electrical load and wilt reduce
overall electrical losses.

Work 1s under way on a new 25 kV substation at BC Hydro’s existing Kidd-2 (KI2) transmission
switch station at the intersection of River Drive and No. 4 Road (see Figure 1) that will be
completed in the spring of 2016. Feeder upgrades are planned that will facilitate
decomnmissioning of the 12 kV Richmond Substation by the spring of 2018, which will be a
significant milestone toward a common voltage on Lulu [sland. 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 [sland as this substation predominantly serves Sca [sland.

Attachment 1 is a copy ot a presentation BC Hydro made to City staff regarding the scope of
work in 2013/2014 and beyond. The information 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 neighbouthoods
that will be impacted.

BC Hydro staff is working with City staff to identify future population distribution and
coordinate their significant body of proposed construction work with other City infrastructure
projects angd traffic issues. For example, there is an overlap between BC Hydro feeder upgrades
and the Metro Vancouver Gilbert Trunk Sewer replacement along the CN rail corridor that will
ultimately become the new River Road berween Capstan Way and Gilbert Road.

Impacts to Roads and BC Hydro Service

The extensive upgrading of BC Hydro infrastructure will impact a large number of
neighbourhoods in the City. Specific projects and information on impacted areas are being
determined by BC Hydro staff and will be made available to the public as the program proceeds.
The improvenents will include significant construction effort that has potential public irapacts
including traffic disruption and electrical service impacts. City staff will work with BC Hydro
staff to minimize public impacts.

Financial Impact
None at this tine.
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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BC Hydro is proactively planning and implementing electrical infrastructure upgrades that will
stay ahead of the growing demand and improve system reliability 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 cosf, and public disruption.
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, City of
Richmond

Report to Committee
I YOI Pp D 2212

To:

From: John Irving, P.Eng. MPA
Director, Engineering

Re:

Public Works and Transportation Committee

Gilbert Trunk Sewer Update

Date: April 3, 2012
File:  10-6060-03-01/2012-
Vol 01

Staff Recommendation

That the updated alignment for the Gilberi Trunk Sewer upgrade as identified in the attached

staff report be endorsed.

ohn Irving, P.Eng. MPA
Director, Engineerin
(604-276-4140)

Att.
FOR ORIGINATING DEPARTMENT USE ONLY
ROUTED TO: CONCURRENCE | CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER
o >
Sewerage & Drainage Y IE/N O \,; & e
Transportation Yy &N O = —_—
REVIEWED BY TAG \g NO ReviEwWeD BY CAO YES NO
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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 City’s residential,
commercial, institutional and industrial customers.

In July 2011, staff reported to Council Metro Vancouver’s $97 million plan for replacement of
the Gilbert 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
Pipeline Route Update

Since the July 2011 staff report to Council, Metro Vancouver received input from the British
Columbia Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure on the proposed trunk sewer alignment.
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 {or
the trunk sewer is provided in Attachment 1 as part of Metro Vancouver’s community relations
strategy. Staff have revicwed 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 1 be endorsed.

Community Relations Strategy

Metro Vancouver has developed a community relations strategy that has been included as
Attachment 1. Metro Vancouver’s strategy includes:

e Letters to affected 1esidents and businesses, wnitten in English and Chinese;
¢ On-site construction and information signage;

e The Metro Vancouver web site;

s A Community Liaison Officer;

e A project information line;

o Traffic advisory radio advertisements;

e Neighbourhood public meetings; and

e Meetings with high impact stakeholders,

The project will include tour phases and a traffic management strategy will be developed for

each phase. It is expected that streets wil] remain open; however, parking and through traffic
may be temporarily restricted to accommodate construction operations.
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Metro Vancouver has committed to work closely with the City of Richmond to ensure the impact
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 providing 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 using a multi-faceted approach that will include:

¢ Newsletters/notices;

o Metro Vancouver Information Centre (604-432-6200);

o Gilbert Trunk Sewer project web page within the Metro Vancouver website;

o Traffic advisories provided to various media;

s Project information signs placed at strategic locations near construction;

o Advertisements in local news papers; and

o Neighbourhood public 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 alignment with British Columbia Ministry of
Transportation and Infrastructure comments on the proposed trunk sewer project. Attachment )
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 stakeholders.

Lloyd Bie, 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 wili 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 mitlion. 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 for 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 Rall right-of-way between Capstan Way and Hollybridge Way (the future
location of River Road), where a twin sewer will be installed.

Metro VVancouver 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.

¢) Construction Activities
All areas noted above will be impacted by construction. Activities associated with sewer
main installation will include:

e trench excavation
pipe instaltation
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 ﬁma f#’tnzgall, hospital and schools which will be

impacted by the project. The northe o) project is mainly in a railway right-of-way
5987608 3



Gilbert Road Trunk Sewer
Project Overview and Consultation and Community Relations Strategy

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:
s letters to affected residents and businesses, wriften in English and Chinese
on-site construction and information signage
the Metro Vancouver website
a Community Liaison Officer
a project information line
{raffic 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 highfighted 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 VVancouver project staff, the contractor and to City of Richmond staff
that provides the following information:

e Brief overview of the project
s Key project contacts
o Project team roles and responsibilities.

Open communication will be the responsibility of the project team:
o Metro Vancouver technical staff and site inspector
a  Metro Vancouver's Public Involvement Division
e Metro Vancouver's Community Liaison Officer
e City of Richmond staff.

CNCL - 380
5987608



Gilbert Road Trunk Sewer
Project Overview and Consuitation and Community Relations Strategy

a)

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:

o Review and approval of technical documents including permits, variances, etc.

o Review and provide feedback on the Consultation and Community Relations
Strategy

o Attend bi-weekly project site meetings

o Afttend 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 untess otherwise noted.

a)

b)

e)

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.

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 techntical inquiries to appropriate staff as outlined in the
Communications Protocol.

The Public Involvement Division will create a Gilbert Road Trunk Sewer project web page
within the Metro Vancouver website that will provide up-to-date project and contact
information.

Metro Vancouver's Media Relations Division (Corporate Relations Department) will
provide traffic advisories to various media regarding major road closures/crossings.

Project information signs will be placed at strategic locations near the construction
area to inform the surrounding COPNCDity 3f8:,|.|rrent and upcoming work.
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f) A Community Liaison Officer (CLLO) has been assigned to this project and will be most

involved when construction is closer to residences and busingsses along Gilbert Road.
The Metro Vancouver CLO will support project community relations by:

¢ Visiting the construction site and nearby residents and businesses on a weekly basis
¢ Obtaining input from those affected by the construction

¢ Providing updates to those affected by construction

e Tracking issues, input, guestions and complaints from the community.

Advertisements will be placed in local English and Chinese newspapers as needed,
particularly during major closures of roads or public spaces.

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 {o speak to issues under their jurisdiction (e.g.
city water mains, traffic management, etc.).

3. Evaluation
Evaluation is an ongoing process to better serve 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 ang other
stakeholders will ensure that the consultation and community relations process is
transparent and responsive to community interests.

CNCL - 382
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4. Gilbert Road Trunk Sewer Route Maps
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John Irving, P.Eng. MPA
Director, Engineering

Re: Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No 8641 Amendment Bylaw No 8892
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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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Staff 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 delivering the energy for space heating and
cooling and domestic hot water within the Alexandra District Energy Ulility (ADEU) service
area.

The purpose of this report 1 to recommend an amended ADEU rate structure and the rate for the
year 2012.

This inttiative aligns with Council Term Goal # 8.1, which states:

“Sustainability — Continued implementation and significant progress towards achieving the
City’s Sustainability Framework, and associated largets.”

Background

In 2010, Council adopted the Alexandra District Energy Utility Bylaw No. 8641 establishing the
regulatory framework for the ADEU. On January 10, 2011, Council adopted the Alexandra
District Energy Utility Bylaw No. §641, Amendment Bylaw No. §688 which expanded the
service area of the ADEU to include most of the 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 10 to 15 year period.

The ADEU was established on the concept thar all capital and operating costs will be recovered
through revenues from user fees, making the ADEU cost neutral over time.

Council adopted an objeciive to provide cnd users with annual energy costs that are less than or
equal to conventional system energy costs based on the same level of service. 1( is anticipated that
the proposed revised utility rate structure will achieve this objective. As new developments tie in
to the ADEU system, staff will 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.

Staff are preparing a separate report to Council in Spring 2012 with recommendations related {0
governance models, financing options, and the incremental implementation of the ADEU.

Analysis

Schedule C of the ADEU Bylaw No. 8641 defines the charges that constitule the rate for the
service. These charges are; a fixed capacity charge (tied to the building gross floor area), and a
variable volumetric charge (tied to the energy consumed by the customer).

At the time this rate structure was developed, the information about the peak energy demand and
annual energy consumption for the buildings to be connected to the ADEU was very limited. The
only certain information 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, the rate was set with 100% weight on the
charge tied to the floor area of the building. 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
kilowatt hour as adopted by Council.

Since then the City has received energy modeling reports swunmarizing the expected heating and
cooling loads for the first few developments in the area. Even though the encrgy 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 Charpe.

3. Reduce the charge tied to the gross floor area, and introduce charges tied to the peak energy

demand and annual energy demand.

Option 1 — Leave the rate structure as is (Not recommended).

This rate would be comprised of:

[. 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 time, This could result in the increased capital cost necessary to build energy
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generation 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 {o the customers may increase above the energy cost for the conventional system.

[n addition, this rate structure would uot encourage the customers to conserve the energy, which
could result in higher costs in the clectncity and gas required to generate the energy delivered to
custorners. 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 megawaft hour of energy consurned by the
building.

This rate structure would increase incentives to conserve energy, but would not encourage the
developers to build 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 foot 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 21.1.(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 op the building energy capacity and energy usage. The Capacity
Charge will aim to recover the capital invesiment and fixed operating costs, while the
Volumetric Charge will aim to recover the cost of consumed electricity and gas required fo
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
cfficient 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
building permit and construction). As the City starls metering the district energy consumption by
individual buildings aftcr 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
adjustments 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 annual
encrgy costs that are less than conventional system encrgy 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/£t*/month. This increase
is in line with the most recent BC Hydro rate increase of 3.91%.

Consultation

Staff have consutted with the Urban Development Institute (UDT), local landowners and
developers on this rate structure. Staff presented the rate structure at the monthly UDI meeting
in March. In addition, a memorandum (Attachment 1) clarifying the proposed amended rate
structure and new rate for 2012 has been distribuled to these stakeholder groups for review and
comment. The only comment received to dale 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 tevel
of service.

Financtal 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 the impact
of this rate s