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  Agenda
   

 
 

City Council 
 

Council Chambers, City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

Monday, July 22, 2013 
7:00 p.m. 

 
 
Pg. # ITEM  
 
  

MINUTES 
 
 1. (1) Motion to adopt: 

   (a) the minutes of the Regular Council Meeting held on Monday, 
July 8, 2013 (distributed previously); 

CNCL-14   (b) the minutes of the Regular Council Meeting for Public 
Hearings held on Monday, July 15, 2013; and  

CNCL-21  (2) Motion to receive for information the Metro Vancouver ‘Board in 
Brief’ dated June 28, 2013. 

  

 
  

AGENDA ADDITIONS & DELETIONS 
 
  

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

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

  (PLEASE NOTE THAT FOR LEGAL REASONS, DELEGATIONS
ARE NOT PERMITTED ON ZONING OR OCP AMENDMENT 
BYLAWS WHICH ARE TO BE ADOPTED; OR ON DEVELOPMENT
PERMITS/DEVELOPMENT VARIANCE PERMITS - ITEM NO. 24.) 

 
 4. Motion to rise and report. 

  

 
  

RATIFICATION OF COMMITTEE ACTION 
 
  

CONSENT AGENDA 

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

 
  

CONSENT AGENDA HIGHLIGHTS 

   Receipt of Committee minutes 

   Community Energy and Emissions Plan – Phase 2 Consultation Process 

   Garden City Lands – Phase One Vision and Guiding Principles 

   West Richmond Community Centre Public Art Project 

   Centro TerraWest Development Ltd. Donation of Public Art Project 

   Port Metro Vancouver Land Use Plan Update 

   Land use applications for first reading (to be further considered at the 
Public Hearing on Tuesday, September 3, 2013): 

    9080 No. 3 Road – Rezone from ASY to RTM2 (Sandhill Homes 
Ltd. – applicant) 

    6433 Dyke Road – Rezone from ZS6 to ZD4 (Johnny W.W. Leung 
Architect – applicant) 

    2671, 2711, 2811, 2831, 2851, 2911, 2931, 2951, 2971 and 2991 
No. 3 Road – Rezone from IL to CA (Dava Developments Ltd. – 
applicant) 

    10591 No. 1 Road – Rezone from RS1E to RCH1 (Rocky Sethi – 
applicant) 
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   Application by Garden City Cabs to Passenger Transportation Board 

   Hamilton Child Care Centre Project 

   No. 2 Road Drainage Box Culvert Replacement Funding 

   Options for Food Scraps and Organics Collection Services for Multi-
Family Dwellings and Commercial Businesses 

   2012 Update: Recycling and Solid Waste Management – Proposed 
Increased Service Levels 

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

  

 
 6. COMMITTEE MINUTES

 

  That the minutes of: 

CNCL-23  (1) the Community Safety Committee meeting held on Tuesday, July 9, 
2013; 

CNCL-27  (2) the General Purposes Committee meeting held on Monday, July 15, 
2013; 

CNCL-29  (3) the Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee meeting held 
on Thursday, July 18, 2013; 

CNCL-62  (4) the Planning Committee meeting held on Tuesday, July 16, 2013; 

CNCL-71  (5) the Public Works & Transportation Committee meeting held on 
Wednesday, July 17, 2013; 

  be received for information. 

  

 
 7. COMMUNITY ENERGY AND EMISSIONS PLAN – PHASE 2 

CONSULTATION PROCESS 
(File Ref. No. 10-6000-01) (REDMS No. 3899526 v.2) 

CNCL-77  See Page CNCL-77 for full report  

  GENERAL PURPOSES COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That, as described in the Director, Engineering report titled “Community 
Energy and Emissions Plan – Phase 2 Consultation Process”, dated June 
27, 2013, staff proceed with the public consultation process for Phase 2 of 
the Community Energy and Emissions Plan. 

  

 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
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Item 
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 8. GARDEN CITY LANDS – PHASE ONE VISION AND GUIDING 
PRINCIPLES 
(File Ref. No. 06-2345-20-GCIT1) (REDMS No. 3899535 v.2) 

CNCL-186  See Page CNCL-186 for full report  

  PARKS, RECREATION & CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That the Vision and Guiding Principles as detailed in the staff report titled 
Garden City Lands – Phase One Vision and Guiding Principles from the 
Senior Manager, Parks dated July 8, 2013, be endorsed as the basis for 
Garden City Lands future planning, Phase Two – Concept Development. 

  

 
 9. WEST RICHMOND COMMUNITY CENTRE PUBLIC ART PROJECT 

(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-161) (REDMS No. 3899149) 

CNCL-242  See Page CNCL-242 for full report  

  PARKS, RECREATION & CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That the concept proposal for the West Richmond Community Centre 
Public Art Project by artist Jeanette Lee as presented in the staff report 
from the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services dated June 28, 2013, 
be endorsed. 

  

 
 10. CENTRO TERRAWEST DEVELOPMENT LTD. DONATION OF 

PUBLIC ART PROJECT 
(File Ref. No. 11-7000-09-20-133) (REDMS No. 3898454) 

CNCL-249  See Page CNCL-249 for full report  

  PARKS, RECREATION & CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That the artwork donation by Centro TerraWest Development Ltd. to the 
City of Richmond, as presented in the staff report dated June 24, 2013 from 
the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services, be approved. 

  

 

Consent 
Agenda 
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Consent 
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Item 
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 11. PORT METRO VANCOUVER LAND USE PLAN UPDATE 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3900390) 

CNCL-268  See Page CNCL-268 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That, as per the report from the General Manager, Planning and 
Development, dated June 27, 2013, titled: Port Metro Vancouver Land Use 
Plan Update, the City Of Richmond: 

  (1) Advise Port Metro Vancouver that, as the City continues to strongly 
object to any Port use of agricultural lands, the Port state in its final 
Land Use Plan that it will not use agricultural lands, including 
Gilmore Farms, Rabbit River Farm and other Port owned 
agricultural lands, for Port expansion or operations and that future 
purchased land will abide by City zoning; and 

  (2) Advise the Minister of Transport Canada, the BC Minister of 
Agriculture, the Chair of the BC Agricultural Land Commission, the 
Metro Vancouver Board and all Metro Vancouver municipalities be 
advised of the above recommendation. 

CNCL-330  NOTE: See staff Memo for information related to the Port Metro 
Vancouver “Undetermined” Map Designations.  

  

 
 12. APPLICATION BY SANDHILL HOMES LTD. FOR REZONING AT 

9080 NO. 3 ROAD FROM ASSEMBLY (ASY) TO MEDIUM DENSITY 
TOWNHOUSES (RTM2) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-9030/9043; RZ 12-619503) (REDMS No. 3899821 v.3) 

CNCL-333  See Page CNCL-333 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 9030, 
to redesignate 9080 No. 3 Road from "Community Institutional" to 
"Neighbourhood Residential" in Attachment 1 to Schedule 1, be 
introduced and given first reading; 

  (2) That Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 9030, 
having been considered in conjunction with: 

   (a) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; and 

   (b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and 
Liquid Waste Management Plans; 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
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Item 
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   is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in 
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act; 

  (3) That Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 9030, 
having been considered in accordance with OCP Bylaw Preparation 
Consultation Policy 5043, is hereby deemed not to require further 
consultation; and 

  (4) That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9043, for the 
rezoning of 9080 No. 3 Road from "Assembly (ASY)" to "Medium 
Density Townhouses (RTM2)", be introduced and given first reading. 

  

 
 13. APPLICATION BY JOHNNY W.W. LEUNG ARCHITECT FOR 

REZONING AT 6433 DYKE ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED 
(ZS6) - LONDON LANDING (STEVESTON) TO HERITAGE TWO-
UNIT DWELLING (ZD4) - LONDON LANDING (STEVESTON) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-9028; RZ 13-631467) (REDMS No. 3849204) 

CNCL-380  See Page CNCL-380 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 Amendment Bylaw 9028, to create the 
“Heritage Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD4) - London Landing (Steveston)” and for 
the rezoning of 6433 Dyke Road from “Single Detached (ZS6) - London 
Landing (Steveston)” to “Heritage Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD4) - London 
Landing (Steveston)”, be introduced and given first reading. 

  

 
 14. APPLICATION BY DAVA DEVELOPMENTS LTD. FOR REZONING 

AT 2671, 2711, 2811, 2831, 2851, 2911, 2931, 2951, 2971 AND 2991 NO. 3 
ROAD FROM LIGHT INDUSTRIAL (IL) TO AUTO-ORIENTED 
COMMERCIAL (CA) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-9041/9042/8479; RZ 11-566630) (REDMS No. 3898754) 

CNCL-418  See Page CNCL-418 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That Official Community Plan Bylaws 7100 and 9000, Amendment 
Bylaw 9041, to facilitate the construction of commercial uses on the 
subject site, by: 

   (a) In Schedule 1, amending the existing land use designation in 
Attachment 1 (City of Richmond 2041 OCP Land Use Map) to 
redesignate the block bounded by River Road, No. 3 Road, 
Bridgeport Road, and the rear lane, including the subject site, 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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from "Park" to "Commercial"; and 

   (b) In Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), amending the existing land use 
designation in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031), Specific 
Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031), and reference maps 
throughout the Plan to redesignate the block bounded by River 
Road, No. 3 Road, Bridgeport Road, and the rear lane, 
including the subject site, from "Park" to "Urban Centre T5 
(45 m)"; to introduce the extension of minor Douglas Street 
from No. 3 Road to River Road; and to amend the area 
designated for park purposes within the Bridgeport Village 
area; together with related minor map and text amendments; 

   be introduced and given first reading; 

  (2) That Bylaw 9041, having been considered in conjunction with: 

   (a) the City’s Financial Plan and Capital Program; 

   (b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and 
Liquid Waste Management Plans; 

   is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in 
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act; 

  (3) That Bylaw 9041, having been considered in accordance with OCP 
Bylaw Preparation Consultation Policy 5043, is hereby deemed not to 
require further consultation; 

  (4) That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9042, which 
makes minor amendments to the " CA" zone specific to 2671, 2711, 
2811, 2831, 2851, 2911, 2931, 2951, 2971 and 2991 No. 3 Road and 
rezones that property from "Light Industrial (IL)" to "Auto-Oriented 
Commercial (CA)", be introduced and given first reading; and 

  (5) That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Amendment 
Bylaw 8479, be abandoned. 

  

 
 15. APPLICATION BY ROCKY SETHI FOR REZONING AT 10591 NO. 1 

ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RS1E) TO COACH HOUSES 
(RCH1) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-9045; RZ 13-634617) (REDMS No. 3903682) 

CNCL-449  See Page CNCL-449 for full report  

  PLANNING COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATION 

  That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9045, for the 
rezoning of 10591 No. 1 Road from “Single Detached (RS1E)” to “Coach 
Houses (RCH1)”, be introduced and given first reading. 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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 16. APPLICATION BY GARDEN CITY CABS TO PASSENGER 

TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
(File Ref. No. 12-8275-02) (REDMS No. 3900474) 

CNCL-467  See Page CNCL-467 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That a letter be sent to the Chair of the Passenger Transportation 
Board of BC: 

   (a) expressing the City’s concern with the potential erosion of 
taxicab service within Richmond should the application from 
Garden City Cabs be approved in whole; 

   (b) requesting that the application be approved in part with the 
number of additional five accessible vehicles to be associated 
only with the specific service area of Richmond including 
Vancouver International Airport, with all other fleet vehicles 
continuing to be excluded from servicing YVR; and 

  (2) That should the Passenger Transportation Board approve an increase 
in the number of accessible and conventional taxicabs, that staff be 
directed to bring forward a bylaw amendment to the Business 
Regulation – Vehicle for Hire Bylaw No. 6900 to increase the number 
of licensed Vehicle for Hire vehicles. 

  

 
 17. HAMILTON CHILD CARE CENTRE PROJECT 

(File Ref. No. 06-2052-25-DCHA1) (REDMS No. 3872940 v.2) 

CNCL-482  See Page CNCL-482 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That the approved project description be revised to include construction 
methods other than modular building as acceptable construction 
methodologies for the Hamilton Child Care facility. 

  

 

Consent 
Agenda 
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Consent 
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 18. NO. 2 ROAD DRAINAGE BOX CULVERT REPLACEMENT FUNDING 
(File Ref. No. 10-6340-01) (REDMS No. 3893782 v.4) 

CNCL-485  See Page CNCL-485 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That $251,500 of Drainage Utility Reserve funding be approved for the No. 
2 Road Drainage Box Culvert Replacement, and that the 2013 – 2017 Five 
Year Financial Plan be amended accordingly. 

  

 
 19. OPTIONS FOR FOOD SCRAPS AND ORGANICS COLLECTION 

SERVICES FOR MULTI-FAMILY DWELLINGS AND COMMERCIAL 
BUSINESSES 
(File Ref. No. 10-6370-10-05) (REDMS No. 3898787) 

CNCL-487  See Page CNCL-487 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That a pilot program for food scraps and organics collection services 
for multi-family dwellings and commercial businesses, as outlined in 
Option 1 of the staff report dated June 24, 2013 from the Director – 
Public Works Operations, be approved; 

  (2) That the Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager, 
Engineering & Public Works be authorized to negotiate and execute an 
amendment to Contract T.2988, Residential Solid Waste & Recycling 
Collection Services, to service, acquire, store, assemble, label, deliver, 
replace and undertake related tasks for the carts, kitchen containers 
and related items associated with this temporary pilot program; and 

  (3) That an amendment to the City’s Five Year Financial Plan (2013-
2017) to include capital costs of $200,000 and operating costs of 
$120,000 for undertaking a pilot program for food scraps and 
organics collection services for Multi-Family Dwellings and 
Commercial Businesses, with funding from the City’s general solid 
waste and recycling provision, be brought forward for Council 
consideration. 
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 20. 2012 UPDATE: RECYCLING AND SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT – 
PROPOSED INCREASED SERVICE LEVELS 
(File Ref. No. 10-6370-01) (REDMS No. 3877881 v.6) 

CNCL-493  See Page CNCL-493 for full report  

  PUBLIC WORKS & TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  (1) That the annual Report 2012: Recycling and Solid Waste Management 
– Expanding Services to Achieve Our Goals be endorsed and made 
available to the community through the City’s website and other 
communication medium; 

  (2) That dry-cell batteries (up to 5 kgs) and cell phones be added to the 
scope of materials accepted at the City’s Recycling Depot and that the 
Chief Administrator Officer and General Manager, Engineering and 
Public Works be authorized to negotiate and execute an agreement with 
Call2Recycle Canada, Inc. on the terms and conditions set out in the 
staff report from the Director, Public Works Operations dated June 24, 
2013, including specifically that the City grant an indemnity to 
Call2Recycle Canada, Inc. for any losses they may suffer in connection 
with the agreement; 

  (3) That used books be added to the scope of materials accepted at the 
City’s Recycling Depot and that the Chief Administrator Officer and 
General Manager, Engineering and Public Works be authorized to 
negotiate and execute an agreement with Discover Books Ltd. on the 
terms and conditions set out in the staff report from the Director, Public 
Works Operations dated June 24, 2013, subject to a right of first refusal 
to the Friends of the Library; and 

  (4) That polystyrene foam (Styrofoam) be added to the scope of materials 
accepted at the City’s Recycling Depot. 

  

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

CONSIDERATION OF MATTERS REMOVED FROM THE 
CONSENT AGENDA 

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

  NON-CONSENT AGENDA ITEMS 
 
 

Consent 
Agenda 

Item 
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PARKS, RECREATION AND CULTURAL SERVICES 
COMMITTEE 
Councillor Harold Steves, Chair 

 
 21. LONG-FORM CENSUS QUESTIONNAIRE 

CNCL-31  See Page CNCL-31 for details  
(Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee minutes of July 18, 2013) 

  PARKS RECREATION & CULTURAL SERVICES COMMITTEE 
RECOMMENDATION 

  That Richmond City Council write to the Federal Minister of Industry 
requesting the reinstatement of the mandatory Long-form Census 
questionnaire. 

  

 
 

  
PUBLIC DELEGATIONS ON NON-AGENDA ITEMS 

 
 22. Motion to resolve into Committee of the Whole to hear delegations on 

non-agenda items. 

  

 
CNCL-565  Bristol Court Interim Management Board, to speak to a Building Permit 

application and request for affordable housing assistance. 

 
 23. Motion to rise and report. 

  

 
  

RATIFICATION OF COMMITTEE ACTION 
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PUBLIC ANNOUNCEMENTS AND EVENTS 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
  

NEW BUSINESS 

 
  

BYLAWS FOR ADOPTION 
 
CNCL-566  Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, Amendment Bylaw No. 8946 

(7680 and 7720 Alderbridge Way, RZ 11-593705) 
Opposed at 1st Reading – None. 
Opposed at 2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

  

 
CNCL-569  Arts, Culture & Heritage Capital Reserve Fund Establishment Bylaw No. 

9032 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

  

 
CNCL-571  Inter-municipal Business Licence Agreement Bylaw No. 9033 

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

  

 
CNCL-579  Housing Agreement (5640 Hollybridge Way) Bylaw No. 9039 

Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – None. 
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CNCL-607  Inter-municipal Business Licence Bylaw No. 9040 
Opposed at 1st/2nd/3rd Readings – None. 

  

 
 
  

DEVELOPMENT PERMIT PANEL 
 
 24. RECOMMENDATION 

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

CNCL-611 
 (1) That the minutes of the Development Permit Panel meeting held on 

Wednesday, July 10, 2013, and the Chair’s reports for the 
Development Permit Panel meetings held on July 10, 2013, May 29, 
2013, May 15, 2013, March 27, 2013, and August 22, 2012, be 
received for information; and 

CNCL-616 

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

  (a) a Development Variance Permit (DV 13-637143) for the 
property at 10197 River Drive; 

   (b) a Development Permit (DP 11-575759) for the property at 6160 
London Road (formerly 6160 London Road and 13100, 13120, 
13140, 13160 and 13200 No. 2 Road); and 

   (c) a Development Permit (DP 11-587896) for the property at 6622 
Pearson Way; 

   (d) a Development Permit (DP 12-622179) for the property at 7000 
No. 3 Road and 8040 Granville Avenue; 

   (e) a Development Permit (DP 12-626615) for the property at 7680 
and 7720 Alderbridge Way; and 

   (f) a Development Permit (DP 11-587954) for the property at 6611 
Pearson Way; 

   be endorsed, and the Permits so issued. 

  

 
  

ADJOURNMENT 
  

 
 
 



Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, July 15,2013 

Council Chambcrs 
Richmond City Hall 
6911 No. 3 Road 

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

Michelle Jansson, Acting Corporate Officer 

Minutes 

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

PH 13/7-1 

3908595 

1. HOUSING AGREEMENT (9388 ODLIN ROAD) (FORMERLY 9340, 
9360,9400 ODLIN ROAD) BYLAW NO. 8693 (RZ 09-453123) 
(Location: 9388 Odlin Road (formerly 9340, 9360, 9400 Odlin Road); 
Applicant: 0845260 B.C. Ltd.) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was not available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

It was moved and seconded 

That Housing Agreement (9388 Odlill Road) (Formerly 9340, 9360, 9400 
Odlill Road) Bylaw 86~3 he given second and third readings. 

CARRIED 

1. CNCL - 14



PH13/7-2 

PH 13/7-3 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, July 15, 2013 

It was moved and seconded 

Minutes 

That Housing Agreemellt (9388 Odlill Road) (Formerly 9340, 9360, 9400 
Odlin Road) Bylaw 8693 be adopted. 

CARRIED 

2. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9029 
(RZ 13-631570) 
(Location: 10480 Williams Road; Applicant: Barstow Construction Ltd.) 

Applicant 's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

None. 

It was moved and seconded 

That ZOlling Amendment Bylaw 9029 be give" second and third readings. 

CARRIED 

3. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, AMENDMENT BYLAW 9035 
(ZT 12-610289) 
(Location: 6611 , 6622, 6655, 6811 and 6899 Pearson Way (River Green); 
Applicant: Oval 8 Holdings Ltd.) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer questions. 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Sta/fComments: 

Wayne Craig, Director of Development, provided details on the zoning 
amendment allowing the developer to provide cash-in-lieu of constructing 
the affordable housing units and an upcoming staff report allocating the 
funds to a special development circumstance. 

2. 
CNCL - 15



•
' 

~, 

, i 

PH1317-4 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, July 15, 2013 

Minutes 

10M Foster, Manager, Community Social Development, added that the 
funds for the affordable housing contributions would be targeted to 
subsidized units in accordance with the City's Affordable Housing Strategy. 

Submissiol1sfrom the floor: 

Deirdre Whalen, 13631 Blundell Road, reiterated be'r concerns addressed in 
her written submission dated July 15,2013 (attached to and fanning part of 
these minutes as Schedule 1). 

In response to a query, Ms. Whalen advised that the Richmond 
Homelessness Coalition advocates and recognizes the need for support from 
other levels of government. The Poverty Response Committee has an 
Affordable Housing Task Force and is a member of the Be Coalition of 
Poverty Reduction which has a plan for a National Housing Strategy. 

In reply to queries, Mr. Craig noted that the utilization of the cash-in-lieu 
contribution would be at Council 's discretion and provided details on how 
staff calculate the financial contribution. He further noted that staff are 
currently working on a number of initiatives for affordable housing which 
would be announced in the near future. 

Jennifer Larson, 7688 Acheson Road, expressed concern that no 
infonnation was available to the public regarding the proposed replacement 
for the affordable housing lost with this application. 

It was moved and 'seconded 

That Zoning Amendment By/ow 9035 be given second and third readings. 

The question was not called on Resolution No. PH1317-4 as discussion 
ensued regarding future special purpose housing developments. The 
question was then called and it was CARRIED with Councillor Au 
opposed. 

4. RICHMOND ZONING BYLAW 8500, TEXT AMENDMENT BYLAW 
9036 AND TERMINATION OF HOUSING AGREEMENT (pARC 
RIVIERA) BYLAW 9037 (ZT 12-611282) 
(Location: 10011,10111,10199 and 10311 River Drive (pare Riviera); 
Applicant: Pare Riviera Project Inc.) 

Applicant's Comments: 

The applicant was available to answer queslions. 

3. 
CNCL - 16



PH 13/7-5 

PH 13/7-6 

City of 
Richmond 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, July 15, 2013 

Written Submissions: 

None. 

Submissions from the floor: 

Minutes 

Deirdre Whalen, 1363 1 Blundell Road, stated her concern that the process 
had not been transparent and did not aJlow for pubUc input concerning 
affordable housing initiatives. 

Jennifer Larson, 7688 Acheson Road, expressed the same concerns as with 
the previous application. 

It was moved and seconded 

That Zoning Amendment Bylaw 9036 alld Termination Of Hous ing 
Agreement (Pare R iviera) Bylaw 9037 be given second am/ third readings. 

The question was not caUed on Resolution No. PH13/7-5 as discussion 
ensued. In response to queries from Council, Mr. Craig explained tbe 
background on the affordable housing requirement for this development 
including the calculation of the proposed cash-in-lieu contribution. Mr. 
Craig added that, as of June 30, 2013, the City had secured, through the 
Affordable Housing Strategy, 311subsidized rental units, 482 affordable 
rental units, 303 market rental units, 19 entry-level home ownership units, 
and 77 secondary suites and single-family homes. He further noted that, 
although he did not have specific numbers, some of the subsidized rental 
housing had received Be Housing Funding either in construction financing 
or mortgage take outs. Staff was advised that information related to any 
federal and provincial contributions toward affordable housing should be 
included with the future staff report. The question was then called and it 
was CARRIED with Councillor Au opposed. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 

That Ihe meeting adj ourn (7:41 p.m.). 

. CARRIED 
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City of 
Richmond Minutes 

Regular Council Meeting for Public Hearings 
Monday, July 15, 201 3 

Mayor (Malcolm D. Brodie) 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the Regular Meeting for Public 
Hearings of the City of Richmond held on 
Monday, July 15,2013. 

Acting Corporate Officer 
City Clerk's Office (Michelle Jansson) 
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City of Richmond Public Hearing July 15,2013 
Council Chambers, Richmond City Hall 

Deirdre Whalen 13631 Blundell Road Richmond V6W IB6 

Schedule 1 to the Minutes of t he 
Council Meeting fo r Public 
Hea rings held 0 11 Monday, J uly 
15, 2013. 

Thank you for the opportunity to speak this evening. I want to talk about the continued lack of 
affordable rental housing in Richmond. Other cities have policies to encourage the development 
of purpose-built rental housing. 1 had thought that the Richm ond Affordable Housing Strategy 
had policies that would do just that. But the topic ofthis public hearing appears to refute it all . 

Not everyone wants to buy real estate and for some people it can really tie you down. Besides 
that, not everyone can afford market housing. People that work in the service industry often fIJI 
jobs that don't pay that well. If you can rent close to work, you can walk or bus there and make a 
living. Ifnot, you quit and find ajob close to where you can afford to livc. 

A sustained lack of rental housing can cause important repercussions in a community. Essential 
jobs are left unfilled, the working class moves away and the elite are left with no one to serve 
them. If other cities can create complete communities fo r people in al l walks of life, the City of 
Richmond should encourage innovative ways to create more rental hous ing for ordinary people. 

Renters are typically young adults, professionals just starting out. lone parent famil ies, 
newcomers to the city, low to mid-income families and seniors on a pension. The vast majority of 
renters have a regular income and they receive no government hous ing subsidies. 

Housing subsidies are only for families and tbey top out at a yearly household income of$35,5oo. 
That means i:f you 'can Taise' a faJ]]j ly on $2,800 per month you could qualify for a few hundred 
bucks. But rents here are so high there is still a gap families have to (ill somehow. The lack of 
affordable purpose-built rental housing means that people who need to live here to work pay a 
high proportion of their income on rent and can never save enough to purchase their own home. 

Although, to see all the pricey towers springing up here, you'd think there is an unending supply 
of people that want to buy a piece of Richmond. I have a list of recent housing developments and 
the number of units they provide, below. I've broken them into two groups, market ownership 
and purpose-built rental. The numbers come directly from developers' promotional websites. 

Market Ownership: 
Parc Riviera ( 11 00 units) 
River Green (458 units) 
Quintet (306 units) 
Saffron (296 units) 
Monet (135 units) 
The Gardens ( 150 units) 
Centro (166 units) 
Kiwanis Towers (335 units) 
Remy ( 107 units) 
Cressey (229 units) 

Total of3282 market purchase units 

Purpose Built Rental: 
Remy (8 1 units fo r seniors) 
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Kiwan is Towers (296 units for seniors) 
KFC (130 units for subsidized supportive housing) 
Cressey (15 uni ts for subsidized low·jncome families) 

Total 0[522 affordable purpose built rental units 

This does not include the high-cnd market rental units at Imperial Landing, Riverport and above 
Broadmoo.r Mall. So only about 16% of the units being built are affordable rental. And 84% of 
the units being built are for market purchasc. This is in light of a poverty rate ranging from 20% 
to 26% depending on whom you talk to. This is in light of over 1500 people a week needing to 
use the Food Bank, a third of them chi ldren. This is in light of the proposals here tonight to 
"amend/remove the requirement for onsite affordable housing." 

How is the City going to catch up with the need for affordable housing? How will the City 
ensure we have complete and vibrant neighourhoods, with varying ages, ethnicities and income 
levels? That was what the Affordable Housing Strategy was supposed to do. 1 fear that if Council 
accepts these proposals to remove onsite rentaJ units, we will end up with rental ghettos and that 
all of the developers' obligations to provide affordable housing will be lumped into one zone. 

1 would like to hear from Planning and from Council that my fears are unjustified. I'd like to hear 
that the City has great plans to not only build affordable rental housing now, bUI also keep up 
with the increasing demand for affordable housing in the future. Please enlighten me! 

Thank you, 

De Whalen 
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..... ..- metrovanCQuver 
~ SERVICES AND SOLUTIONS FOR A LIVA81E REGION BOARD IN BRIEF 

4330 Kingsway, Burnaby, Be, Canada VSH .olGa 6G4-432-6200 WYlw.mttroVllrKOuver.of9 

For Metro Vancouver meetings on Friday. June 28, 2013 

Please nofe 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: 
Bill Morrell, 604-451-6107, BiII.Morrel/@metrovancouver.orq or 
Glenn Bohn, 604-451-6697, Gfenn.Bohn@metrovancouve(,Qrq 

Greater Vancouver Regional District 

Invited Presentation - Heather Place Redevelopment Proposal RECEIVED 

Don Littleford, Director, Housing, and Manager, Metro Vancouver Housing Corporation, made 
a presentation about the proposed redevelopment of Heather Place in Vancouver. 

The existing Heather Place, built in 1983, is an 86-unit townhouse development. The Metro 
Vancouver Housing Corporation has submitted a rezoning application to the City of Vancouver 
for a proposed re-development with 230 new rental homes. 

SFU Carbon Talks' " Understanding Road Pricing - Community 
Cons ultation" Proposal " 

APPROVED 

SFU Carbon Talks seeks funding for "Moving in a Livable Region," a project that will engage 
citizens in the reg ion in dialogue about sustainable funding opt ions for transportation, including 
road pricing. 

The Board approved a one-t ime $15,000 grant to the SFU Centre for Dialogue to design and 
conduct community consultations on regional road pricing. 

2012 SChedules of Financial Information APPROVED 

Further to the 2012 Audited Financial Statements released in April as required by the 
provincial Financia l Information Act, a report provides financial information on remuneration 
and expenses paid to directors and committee members, remuneration and expenses paid to 
aU staff exceeding $75,000, and payments to third parties exceeding $25,000. 

Investment Policy Changes APPROVED 

Proposed changes to the Metro Vancouver Investment Policy are intended to increase 
investing flexibility and allow for access to greater investment returns, while maintaining 
conservative risk exposure. 

The changes are: 
a) Increased dollar limit maximums to allow expanded access to approved higher yielding 
investments; and 
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4330 Klngsway, Bu rnaby, BC, Cmi'da V5H 4G8 604-432-6200 WYlw.metrovancouller.org 

b) An expanded list of approved financial institutions for additional higher yield investment 
alternatives; and 
c) Housekeeping changes in the policy wording to reflect updated business practices. 

Delegation Executive Summaries Presented at Committee - June 
2013 

RECEIVED 

Summary of a committee delegation, Carbon Talks, SFU Centre for Dialogue presented to the 
Transportation Committee in June 2013. 

Bank Signing Officers - Greater Vancouver Regional District 
Signing Officers Bylaw No. 1184, 2013, June 2013 

APPROVED 

The GVRD Board adopted a bylaw that allows designated staff to perform day to day banking 
activities on behalf of the GVRD. An update to this bylaw includes organizational and title 
changes, plus new staff appointments. 

Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage District 

Bank Signing Officers - Greater Vancouver Sewerage and Drainage 
District Signing Officers Bylaw No. 279, 2013 

APPROVED 

The Sewerage and Drainage District Board adopted a bylaw that allows designated staff to 
perform day to day banking activities on behalf of the GVS&DD. An update to this bylaw 
includes organizational and title changes plus new staff appointments. 

Greater Vancouver Water District 

Bank Signing Officers - Greater Vancouver Water District Signing 
Officers Bylaw No. 246, 2013 

APPROVED 

The Water District Board adopted a bylaw that allows designated staff to perform day to day 
banking activities on behalf of the GWVD. An update to this bylaw includes organizational and 
title changes plus new staff appointments. 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Community Safety Committee 

Tuesday, July 9, 2013 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Derek Dang, Chair 
Mayor Malcolm Brodie 
Councillor Chak Au 
Councillor Linda Bames 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Ken Johnston 
Councillor Bill McNulty 
Councillor Linda McPhail 
Councillor Harold Steves (entered at 4:13 p.m.) 

Minutes 

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

3907319 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That tlte minutes of the meeting of the Community Safety Committee held 
Oil Tuesday, JUlie 11, 2013, be aduptel/ as circulated. 

CARRlEO 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Tuesday, September 10,2013, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room 

I. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, July 9, 2013 

LAW AND COMMUNITY SAFETY DEPARTMENT 

I. COMMUNITY BYLAWS - MAY 2013 ACTIVITY REPORT 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060·01) (REDMS No. 3887257 v.3) 

Edward Warzel , Manager, Communi ty Bylaws, commented on a new parking 
decal program launched in partnership with the Richmond Centre for 
Disability_ 

In reply to queries from Committee, Mr. Warzel spoke of factors that may 
have contributed to the increase in issued notices of bylaw violations. Also, 
Mr. Warzcl spoke of the City's program in relation to abandoned I vacant 
homes. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the staff report lit/ell Commullity Bylaws - May 2013 Activity Repotl 
dated JlIlle 12, 2013, from lite General Manager, Law & Community Safety 
be received/or ill/ormlltioll. 

CARRIED 

2. RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE - MAY 2013 ACTlVlTY REPORT 
(File Ref No. 09· 5000-01) (REDMS No. 3891390) 

Fire Chief Jo1m McGowan spoke of Richmond Fire-Rescue's (RFR) May 
2013 activities, highlighting that 99.9% of value was protected. 

CUr. Steves entered the meeting (4: 13 p.m.). 

It was moved and seconded 
That tile staff report titled Richmolld Fire-Rescue - Ala)' 2013 Activity 
Report, tiMed JUlle 1 7, 2013, from tile Fire Chief, Richmond Fire-Rescue, 
be receivedfor illformatioll. 

CARRIED 

3. RICHMOND FIRE-RESCUE - .JOB DEMANDS ANALYSIS AND FIT 
FOR DUTY DRILLS 
(File ReC No.) (REDMS No. 3844734) 

Fire Chief McGowan provided background information regarding RFR's job 
demands analysis and fit for duty drills, and stated that the drills are bona fide 
and take into account National Fire Protection Association and WorkSafe BC 
regulations. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Fire Chief McGowan provided the 
following infonnation: 

• fit for duty drill s are required for RFR personnel that have been absent 
for an extended period of time due to various reasons; 

2. 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, July 9, 2013 

• fit for duty drill s are critical in evaluating whether RFR personnel are 
able to resume their reguJar duties; 

• RFR offers a modified duty program for those that may not be able to 
resume their regular duties immediately upon returning to work; and 

• fi t for duty drills are also conducted on an annual basis to ensure that 
al l RFR personnel can carry out their duti es. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the staff report titled Richmond Fire-Rescue - Job Demands A nalysis 
ami Fit For Duty Drills (dated May 29, 2013 /rom lite Fire Chief) he 
received/or ill/ormalioll. 

4. RCMP'S MONTHL Y REPORT - MAY 2013 ACTIVITIES 
(File Ref. No. 09-5(}()(u)]} (REDMS No. 3888088) 

CARRIED 

lospector Sean Maloney, Richmond RCMP, commented Oll the Richmond 
RC:MP' s May 2013 activities and stati stics . 

In reply to a query from Conunittec, Inspector Maloney spoke of Project 
Link, a daytime foot patrol initiative created in an effort to curb crime along 
the No. 3 Road corridor, noting that thi s initiative is tikely to expand. 

It was moved and seconded 
TIrol tlte report titled R CMP's fttJollthiy Reporl - May 2013 Activities (dated 
July 1, 2013, from tlte Officer III Charge, RCMP) be received f or 
;IIfol'matioll, 

CARRIED 

5. RICHMOND RCMP 2011-2013 STRATEGIC PLAN UPDATE -
FISCAL YEAR 2012/13 
(File Ref. No. 09-5350·01) (REDMS No. 3883841 v.3) 

It was moved and seconded 
That tlte report titled Richmo"d RCMP 2011-2013 Strategic Plan Update
Fiscal Year 2012113 (dated JUlie 3, 2013 from the Officer ill Charge) be 
received for ill/ormatioll. 

6. FIRE CIllEF BRIEFING 
(Verbal Report) 

Items for discussion: 

CARRIED 

(i) S afety Messaging - Saf e Boatillg, BBQ S afety, ami Falls 1 Injury 
Preventioll 
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Community Safety Committee 
Tuesday, July 9,2013 

Fire Chief McGowan spoke of seasonal safety messages related to boating, 
barbequing, and preventing slips and falls. 

(ii) COllada Day Events Update 

Fire Chief McGowan, accompanied by Superintendent Renny Nesset, Officer 
in Charge, Riclunond RCMP. spoke oftbe success of Canada Day activities. 

(iii) New Deputy Fire ellie! 

Fire Chief McGowan introduced Deputy Fire Chief Kevin Gray and 
commented on Deputy Fire Chief Gray's 21-year career with RFR. 

7. RCMP/OIC BRIEFING 
(Verbal Report) 

Item for discussion: 

None. 

8. MAl"lAGER'S REPORT 

None. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That 'lie meetillg adjollrll (4:37p. m.). 

Counci llor Derek Dang 
Chair 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Community 
Safety Committee of the Council of the · 
City of IUchmond held on Tuesday, July 
9,2013. 

Hanieh Berg 
Committee Clerk 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

Monday, July 15,201 3 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

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

Minutes 

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

391 1037 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat tlte minutes o/the meeting o/the Gelleral Purposes Committee held 011 

Tuesday, July 2,2013, be adopted as circulated. 

CARRIED 

ENGINEERING & PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

I. COMlVlUNITY ENERGY AND EMISSIONS PLAN - PHASE 2 
CONSUL TA nON PROCESS 
(File Ref. No. IO--600Q...Ol) (REDMS No. 3899526 v.2) 

Peter Russell, Senior Manager, Sustainability and District Energy was 
available to answer questions. 

It was moved and seconded 

I. 
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General Purposes Committee 
Monday, July 15, 2013 

That, as described ill the Director, Engineerbrg report titled IlCommllnity 
Ellergy and Emissions Plait ~ Phase 2 Consultation Process", dated JUlie 
27, 2013, staff proceed witlt lite public consultation pl'Ocess for Phase 2 of 
tlte Community Energy (lfId Emissioll.v Plan. 

The question on the motion was not called as a discussion ensued about: (i) 
the targets related to the reduction of community-wide greenhouse gas 
emissions (GHG); and (ii) establishment of future incentive programs with 
organizations within the community. 

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

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That fhe meeting adjolll'll (4:20 p.m.). 

Mayor Malcolm D. Brodie 
Chair 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the General 
Purposes Committee of the Council of the 
City of Riclunond held on Monday, July 
15,2013. 

Shanan Sarbjit Dhaliwal 
Executive Assistant 
City Clerk's Office 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

Absent: 

City of 
Richmond 

Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 

Thursday, July 18, 2013 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Harold Steves, Chair 
Councillor Ken Johnston 
Councillor Linda Barnes 
Councillor Bill McNulty 
Mayor Malcolm Brodie 

Minutes 

Also Present: 

Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 

Councillor Linda McPhail 

Call to Order: 

3913276 

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

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That tlte minutes of tlte meeting of lite Parks, Recreation and Cultural 
Services Committee !reid Oil Tuesday, May 28, 2013, be adopted as 
circulated. 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Tuesday. September 24, 2013, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room 

I. 
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
Thursday, July 18, 2013 

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT 

I. GARDEN CITY LANDS - P HASE ONE VISION AND GUIDING 
PRINCI PLES 
(File Ref. No. 06-2345-20-GCITl) (REDMS No. 3899535 v.2) 

Mike Redpath, Senior Manager, Parks, provided background information 
related to the Garden City Lands planning stages and the following was 
highlighted: 

• Phase One focused on two main goals: (i) getting to know the Lands by 
conducting a technical review and site context; and (ii) getting to know 
the community vision through a creative public engagement process; 

• the first two steps of Phase One included a biophysical and historical 
inventory of the Lands and a review or relevant City strategies; 

• as part of the public engagement process, the City committed to an 
extensive communication program to infonn the public about the 
Lands; 

• 650 people attended the Ideas Fair, 220 questiOtUlaires were completed, 
and over 1,000 related infonnation was downloaded from the City's 
web site; and 

• the results of the public engagement process in conjunction with the 
key findings of the biophysical and historical inventory, and their 
analyses, facilitated the development of seven broad guiding principles. 

Discussion ensued and concern was expressed regarding the seven guiding 
principles as they do not specifically make reference to any sport-related 
activities. 

Mr. Redpath advised that the seven guiding principles are broad and that 
sport-related activities can fall under a number of different guiding principles, 
such as to 'Promote Conununity Wellness and Active Living.' 

Jim Wright, Richmond resident, spoke in favour of the proposed Garden City 
Lands - Phase One Vision and Guiding Principles, however was of the 
opinion that the project has not delivered on its initial steps. Mr. Wright read 
from his submission, attached to and fonning part of these minutes as 
Schedule I. 

Jim Lamond, Chair, Richmond Sports Council, expressed concerns related to 
the seven guiding principles as they do not include any reference to sport
related activities. 
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
Thursday, July 18, 2013 

Nancy Trant, 10100 No.3 Road, commented on global warming and wished 
to see the Garden City Lands remain as open, green space. She spoke of 
playing fields, noting that there are many playing fields throughout the City, 
but only one Garden City Lands. Also, she commented on Garry Point Park, 
highlighting that this park has remained largely natural and as such, was of 
the opinion that park users can restore themselves in this natural setting. Ms. 
Trant concluded her remarks by stating that she wished to see the Garden City 
Lands remain in its natural state. 

It was moved and seconded 
ThaI the Vision and Guiding Principles as detailed ill lite staff report titled 
Gardell City Lands - Phase One Vision ami Guidiug Priuciples from tlte 
Sellior Mallager, Parks datefl July 8, 2013, he endorsed as the basis for 
Garde" City LamnIuture plWlllillg, Phase Two - C01lcept Development. 

CARRIED 

Mayor Brodie left Ihe meeling (4: 40 p.m.) alld did nol relurII. 

2. WEST RICHMONl) COMMUNITY CENTRE PUBLIC ART PROJECT 
(File Ref. No. 1 [.7000-09.20-16[) (RfDMS No. 3899 [49) 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat tlte concept propO!iQl for tlte West Ricltmolld Commullity Celllre 
Public Art Proj ect by artist Jeanette Lee as presented ill tlte staff report 
from tlte Director, Arts, Culture altd H eritage Services dated Jllne 28, 20/3, 
he endorsed. 

CARRIED 

3. CENTRO TERRA WEST DEVELOPMENT LTD. DONATION OF 
PUBLIC ART PROJECt' 
(Fi[e Ref. No. 11-7000·09·20-133) (REDMS No. 3898454) 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat tlte artwork dOllalioll by Celltro TerraWest Development Ltd. to lite 
City of Ric/lmoml, as presented ill tlte staff report dated JUlie 24, 2013 from 
the Director, A rts, Culture alld Heritage Sen 'ices, be approved. 

CARIUED 

4. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) LOllg-Form Census Questionllaire 
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
Thursday, July 18, 2013 

Councillor Barnes provided background information regarding a discussion 
that took place at the June 5, 2013 Council / School Board Liaison Committee 
meeting related to the Long-Fonn Census questionnaire. She advised that the 
Council ! School Board Liaison Committee resolved that both Richmond City 
Counci l and the Richmond Board of Education send a letter to the Federal 
Minister of Industry requesting the reinstatement of the Long-Form Census 
questionnaire. 

As such, the following motioll was introduced: 

It was moved and seconded 
Thai Ricltmol1l1 City Council write to the Federal Mi"ister of Industry 
requesting the reinstatement of lite mlllldatory LOllc-/orm Census 
questionllaire. 

CARRIED 

(ii) Arts Summit & Survivor 101 Workshops 

As member of MetTo Vancouver's Regional Culture Sub-Committee, 
Councillor Barnes spoke of an Arts Summit held in June 2013, noting that its 
organizers are preparing to take the next steps towards establi shing a 
provincial cultural policy framework. Also, Councillor Barnes commented on 
a series of four workshops called Survivor 101 , noting that each workshop 
wi ll focus on a different aspect related to the successful progression of 
community arts organizations. 

(iii) Phoenix Gil/llet Loft 

The Chair distributed materials related to the Phoenix Gillnet Loft (attached to 
and fonni ng part of these minutes a'i Schedule 2). He made reference (0 a 
past referral regarding the Phoenix Gillnet Loft, noting that staff yet to report 
back on this referral. As a result, the following referral was introduced: 

It was moved and seconded 
That tlte/ol/owing be referred to staff: 

(1) Potelltial lise 0/ tlt e Phoenix Gil/ltet Lot building as all Arts centre 
alld otlt er uses, including a restaurant, witlt polential fUlldillg from 
tlte newly establislt ed $4.3 million Sta/lltory Reserve Fund for Arts, 
Clilture alld Heritage Capital purposes; alld 

Allachment J - Reporl 10 Council 200J p. 59 - 6J 'Phoenix Net Loft 
Building Uses' 

Aflachment 2 - Be Packers - the Steveston Properties, 4.4 Perspective 
Sketch 

Attachment 3 - Phoenix Net Lofl Artists' Market, and proposal from 
Tanya Bone 
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Parks, Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
Thursday, July 18, 2013 

(2) Potential moorage from the Phoenix Net Loft 10 Phoenix Poml and 
possibly new deck cOllsl r llctioll 011 old pile,f (shown as deck i ll 
Attachment 4), ill the adjacent area, outside 0/ (lilY red zone habitat, 
immediately west 0/ til e Phoen ix GiII"el L oft 10 where Ille Phoenix 
Cannery ollce stood. 

Attachment 4 - Sketches from Barry Roughton circa 2001 

Attachment 5 - 'Join the Space Race ' advertisement fo r large pleasure 
craft moorage from Pacific Yachting Marine Guide 2013, p. 19 

CARRIED 

(iv) Co"wlImity Service!)" Department Updates 

In reply to a query from Committee, Serena Lusk, Manager, Parks Programs, 
advised that theft from community gardens if prevaJent ; however, staff are 
working with the Richmond Food Security Society to curb thi s behaviour. 
Also, Ms. Lusk spoke of potential trail closures due to increasing 
temperatures. 

Gregg Wheeler, Manager, Sports and Community Events, commented on 
upcoming sport and community events. 

Jane Femyhough, Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services, spoke of the 
3rd Arumal Your Kontinent: Richmond International Film and Media Arts 
Festival. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
TlUlt tile meetillg adjourn (4:55 p.m.). 

Councillor Harold Steves 
Chair 

CA RRI llO 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Parks, 
Recreation & Cultural Services Committee 
of the Council of the City of Riclunond 
held on Thursday, July 18, 201 3. 

Hanieh Berg 
Committee Clerk 
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Jim Wright to parks committee, July 18, 2013. 

Schedule J to the Minutes of the 
Parks, Recreati on and Cultural 
Services Committee meeting held on 
Thursday, July 18,201 3. 

In their own quiet way, the Garden City Lands are one of the world's great 
urban parks. I'll review that quickly and then get to the relevance. 

It's a great urban park because of natural legacies such as the natural 

viewscapes and restorable sphagnum bog, unique for a city centre. It's also 
great because of the community, not just nature. When our lands were 
under threat, Councillor Steves led the way, and the response came 

especially from the protectors of the poorest among us. Along with Kwantlen 
University, they set out to show how marginally fertile land can enable food 
security. They are a reason IESCO chose us as a model city for the world and 

a reason the park is the perfect place to celebrate Richmond's agricultural 
legacy and British Columbia's ALR legacy. The lands embody the best of the 

Garden City. 

With those great natural and human legacies, we mostly need to gratefully 

respect what we have, to do no harm and to take careful enabling action. For 
example, that includes adding needed farm roads where they can also serve 
as trails, borders, hydrology aids, and (at wider parts) places for gathering 

and interpretive features. 

When the park-enhancement plan was presented here last September, I saw 

a plan for respecting, enhancing and not harming the park, starting with a 
biophysical inventory and analysis to build on existing knowledge. 

Ten months later, I still support the project. However, the update report 
reminds us the project hasn't quite delivered on the initial steps. 

Troubleshooting is someone else's role, but I think the problems come from 

higher up in the city hierarchy. 

Step 1 was Inventory and Analysis. The results were to be shared before the 
open houses. They' re still not on the web or in the agenda package, even in 
an early form. Also, the Ideas Fair boards showed little that' s new and 

sometimes even regressed. For instance, they understated the peat depth, 
which averages a metre in the relevant area in the only available test results . 
That happens to be crucial for sphagnum regeneration. The info also says the 

lands are 136.5 acres, but that' s only the area of the No. 4 Rood lot. Either 
the unpaved parts of the other two lots bring the area to over 140 acres or 
parts of the lands will be amputated. We need to know which. 
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Step 2 was Opportunities and Constraints. The page of "key findings" in their 
place is unremarkable except for the last one: "Expressing creativity through art 
pieces, engaging events, festivals, and performances are key to evolution of a 

'great place' destination." That seems to go beyond ALR uses. 

Step 3 was Guiding Principles. That looks mostly okay to me. However, I'm 
concerned to see art projects, which can fine, being emphasized at the 

expense of a vision of a beautiful park, which is what people want. It's a key 
reason why savi ng the Lands got such wide support. 

The guiding principles are surprisingly good under the circumstances 
imposed on the team. Evidently, some City of Richmond higher-ups decided 
the Garden City Lands are an empty lot with no legacies, only Timbits of 

history, and limitless uses. That's different from the sound approach of 
clarifying realities such as the nature of the lands, the legacies from the past, 

the results of the vast consultation that already occurred, and the fact that 
the ALR values of the lands are confirmed and legally protected. That would 
have enabled focused studies and productive consultation. As it is, we see 
well-meaning citizens coming up with plans that are non-uses, which is a 

waste of time. 

A positive is that the Ideas Fair brought citizens onto the Lands, and I much 
appreciate that the Garden City Conservation Society was welcomed there 

and set up with a table, which optimized our usefulness. However, the 
project still needs a foundation from Steps 1 and 2. Lorge gaps still need to 
be filled. 

The wealth of citizen expertise also remains largely untapped, probably 
because it was incompatible with the non-ALR uses the team had to 

entertain. In any case, there's no obstacle to tapping it now. 

I'm especially speaking for the Garden City Conservation Society. Our 
community service group is informed and open to all uses of the lands, since 
non-ALR uses are NON-uses. We are well disposed toward the project team, 

and we remain willing to help in ways that use our time well. 

Let's succeed together. 
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Schedule 2 to the Minutes of the 
Parks, Recreation and Cultural 
Services Conuniltee meeting held on ·.Ctr(", 
Thursday, July 18, 201 3. 

8 

3. Phoenix Net Loft Bui'lpirig Uses 

Attachment 1 

20 i) l 

In general, there were 5 themes that sumlilar.iz.ed :the potentia~ reuse f.or the' Phoenix 
Net Loft Building : . 

, . Performing Arts Centre ICommunity Act Gallery fpr local a.rtis!s . 
2. Marine recr..ealion 
3. Heritage preservation 
4. Special Even!s 
5. "Research & Eto Education F~cility 

1. Perfonning Art Centre and .Community· Art G'allery . 
(j There appears to be an ovel'(Jhelif).in9. dema~d lor this type of community cultural 

centre within Sf~V"eston th.al oover$. a range af events. ~nd acliviU¢s-:.refated to the 
v~riolis arts and cultyres. . . 

o phe Centre coul.d include facilities th~t accommodate a variety of revenue 
generating commun ity functions.. . 

o Thecfacility could include a restaurant .or bis.tro to sup-port fun.ctions. 
o The facility could .also tie. corJibiMd with a larger site plan that includes 

a~tommodaUon fo:r 'artists in resldence".Jqcal art prograxrfs. ·:;;ttJttlo·s, ootdoof. 
perto.tm~rice, and theatre space:. 

D Art·exllibits .could reJ'lectw'mks by 'local artisans or-the general community. 

2. Marine. Rec:reiltion 
o Wpoden Soat Tra'ining Facility 
o Sail Training Base 
o Kayak/Caooe Club 
o Marina 
o Aq~~tic Centr.a 

3. Heritage. Preservation , 
o Maritime Museum & restorationfboat buildir)g workshops 
o Fishing Gear Ml,ls~um 
o ac Packers Legacy Qentre 

4. Spe.cial 'E:v~ntslCommercial 
.0 Tall Ship moorage 
o CoriVention "FaciHties 
o Pocket Cruise Ship Te"rminal 
o High End Seafood Restaurant , 

5. Research & Eco Education .Facility" 
o Fraser River Estu;3fium Research $.. Inferpretion. 

IIOfl U 
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Feedback Opportunities 

The partlcipants in the open t''lOuses were prpvi.dj:ld the opportunity to review and 
comment on the <;:oncep.t l:5oalds and background information. 

In particula'r attendees were a~ked for feedback on the follow,ing: 
1. Lfkes and, Dislikes for 28 Elements of the three Visions; 
2. Eacn of the three Vision's 
3. the future uses for the Phoer'fi~ Net LO.ft; 
4. Add.itional comments on the Vistohs; and 
5. Ot/ler ci>mri1e~ts abo.ut the.City ofRlcH.mond. 

Pa'rtiqlpants were also given the opportunity 10 draw their own visi0n on a map. 

Feedback Commen~s 
The following rs a su mmary ~f th~ most liked and disliked elements of the three visions: 

1. The Top Ten 

L MOST LIKED 
I R!!!1k Element Perc~O·t ·L!ked < 

I 1 ~ Public Park Exten_sion . 8.5% 
C. Publio Marina 14'%. 
3. #1 Road Pief 70% 
4. PubJie Plm ~Qd Piel 68% 

i 5. #1 Road Tram Sto~ . 66% 
6. 'Si>eci~ltv GrocefY Store 67% 
1 '. S eciaJty Food Store North of Bayview Srree't 6'1% 
e New P.ublic !Dock 67°)0 
9. Penonning' Arts Centre 65% 
10. Waterfront Tram Slop I EasthoDe & BaYView.)' 65% 

2. The Bottom Five 

MOSnl)SLlKEO 
,. .. ,'.~ . ~,-l;' . ' . . ; ... ~':~ ' " .-

. Rank '. Element. P.ifrceri(pisliked .. '-""'~'. 

1. FloalinQ Homes 7~%-
2. Re'sldenlia! Uses OVer Water 73% 
3. Three StaN Cbmmenjal Uses over land 67%, 
4. Th re'e story Residential USj:l:S: over tand 57% 
5. Commercial & Residenti"al Mixed Use· Piers 54% 

1 10S"H~ 
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a. The 13 In-Betwee,n 

~ahk . I;lement . . Percent Liked 
1. New Pier with Spe:cjal Ev~nts Moorage 62% 
2. Public Library 61% 
3. Public Manna (Vision 2) 61% 
4. Waterfront Restaurant 60% 
5, Ret"il & Office Mixed Use 59% 
6. Public Matina (Vision 3) 58% 
1. New Pier with Commercial. Use 55% 
B. One & Two Storey CommeFci_at over land 55% 
9 . . Retail & Residential Mixed Use 5-5% 
10. Retail Fish Market 53% ~bove 50% 

Rank I Element Percent ~iked 
1. ! New CommerCial Pierwlth Public Dock 46% be low 50'% 
2. I RllSidential Uses On Land 44% I 
3. I Private Marina 39% .. 
Phoenix.N"et Loft Uses 
If! general. five 'themes summarized trie potenMI reuse (or the Phoeoi>l Net Loft 
Building, e.ach-emphasizing the pubUc u!?e prefere'nee: 

1. Performing Arts Centre and Community Art Gallery fo r local a.<tists 
2. Marine recreation 
3. Heritage preservation 
4. $p~cial .eyents 
5. Research & EPc·Education Facility. 

Mapping 
The mapping exercise invited attendees tq draw their vision 'of the Imp.erial Landing 
~rea . The 25 submissions of drawings and proj:lOsals rang~d from a full park waterfront 
to -8 rich mix of residential , commercial ; and public-rel.;t'ted uses including the Granville 
.island type theme. . 

A central theme was a public-oriented watefiront with water-related uses but geherally 
no residential building over the water. reinforcing the other results . 

Oth~r suggested 'proposals included: 
a Pocket Cl\Jise Ship teltninal ; 
a 1st Nations Cultural Gentr~. ;3.nO Hotel, 
three life sized bronze statues depicting three aspects of the fishing industry af No.1 
Road; and 
a Tall Ship training facility. 

CNCL-61 
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Phoenix Net Loft / Wharf 
,.' '. 

I Existing "footprint" area: Net Loft 14,000 sf Previous Wharf 17,000 sf 

I Existing floor area: , Net Loft 28,000 sf 

! Height (equivalent residential! commercial floors): 3 stories 
! 

Foundation's Condition: Net Loft - Poor to Good Previous Wharf - Very Poor 

Cost to rebuild foundations and deck to current building code, in the order of: 

Net Loft $650,000 Previous Wharf $1.5 million 

Base Elevation: Approx. 2.8 m geodetic (28 inches below Flood Control Level) 

Heritage Value: The Net Loft building built in 1943 has significance in that it is a working fishing 

industrial use. It is also visually appealing, in particular beside its sister net loft building to the 

east. All that is left of the previous wharf are thin sections and rotting piles. The area once 

covered by the Wharf is now classified as a "yellow" zone as it contains an intertidal marsh. 
CNCL - 41
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. -.::: :~:: ::1 5 of Option 2(a)'s treatment of shoreline buildings and structures 

.. . - .-",. · . ..; . - .. -. ~ . 

rm--'-
., . 
';1 
., . . . ; I .. , 

B 

Option 2ea) 

-

,..~ 

'-....!:e --------- ......... ---
, Jd""'h ~ . 

~r~ 
'" -__ -: ":'::':::1gs will need to be renovated that will require building penuits to ensure compliance to current building 

:: :;: :~g'.:lations including seismic (earthquake) requirements. 

::" : '..: iidings are to be open to the public, a more strict level of building code regulations apply. These regulations 

-:-._ ~: be met to limit liability for public safety_ 

.-.::,:,,)ximately 90% of the shoreline buildings are located on Provincially owned wateriots, leased by Be Packers. 

-_-. :. improvements (buildings or structures) are owned by Be Packers. 

'::::;:5!ing floor area of shoreline buildings represents approximately 25% of total floor area proposed for entire site 

_-. Option 4. 

: : :. :::' 2(a) Component "Footprint" Area Existing Floor Area of Est. cost to rebuild foundations and 
Buildinas deck only to current building code 

· . =:-.mswick Cannery and 46,300 sf 100,850 sf $3 million + Cold Storage 
:: : .:. Swraae 
- ~ .~.:.in Imperial Cannery 60,400 sf 76,000 sf $3.8 million --
.:.:-. : ::ck of Reduction Plant 
- ~ . ::'orage Piers 16,100sf n/a ,800,000 -
- ?:-.oenix Can Loft and 48,000 sf 30,000 sf $5 .7 million · · 
.:!":~: area - ?:loenix Net Loft and 31,000 sf 28,000 sf $2.2 million 'c 
::-:':ious Wharf 

Total 201 ,800 sf 234,850 sf $15.5 + million 

! 
I , 
i 
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29. Former Phoenix Site Office, late 1920s and later 
This building has some significance for indicating its role in the business operations. It has 

little architectural significance. The building is in poor condition, and its interior was renovated in 
the 1970s. 

30. Phoenix Net Loft, c.1943 
This building W~ erected on pilings over the river and its function is to store the nets of the 

':2.:1n<!ry's fishing fl·:et. Ii is still in use today for neI storage and repair, and has significance as a 
·.::: r10ng indusui:;l building which represents the heritage of the fishery. Its visual appeal is also 
~=-~1a.:::l.ced by its lo~rion next to a twin net loft that is preserved as pan of the Britannia Heritage 
3~.i ~:;~d . Stiil funtly yisible on the roof shingles is the abbreviation Canfisco, marking the site's 
.:-::'I.:..5:ricJ hi~or:". 

Thi~ building has exceUent potential to continue in its present use, and in doing so support the 
~":.! :"'--i :-.§: ind'.!Stry. Further, the large volumes of the ground and upper Roars could be conducive ro 
Ci: __ :e~ i':.:.?tlVe reuse strategies. 

\\~~.Je me cwo srorey timber sttucture and cedar plank dadding is in good condition, other 
eler.:e:1t5 need prompt repair if the building is ro be maintained. The roof is leaking and the warer is 
c:iu;ing related damage to the structure. Foreshore Technologies has reporred that various sections of 
the 5ubsrrucrure are in poor condition due to heavy fungal damage, though the overall condition of 

..,_r.b substrucrure is fair. Westmar Consultants estimates the cost of repairing the 14,000 square foot 
- ;" Loft's substructure at $650,000 ($46Isquare foot). 

Phoenix Pond, 1947 
This pond. with an opening to the river, was dredged to provide sheltered wet storage space 

for small fishing boats, before the construction of Shady Island. In addition. there may be pilings 
(no ted on 1993 survey map) from the old Hume Cannery, or other buildings, near the mouth of the 
pond that may provide a visual cue for heritage interpretation. 

b.~. Packers Heritage Inventory Donald Luxton & Associates 
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. ... 'PniJen'ix 'Net' ( 'oft 
Artists'Market 

J ;" 
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During World War; 2, Prime Minist.?r,JYins(on . 
Churchill was told to 9ut the budget jQ1!.,the .arts. To 

his cre¢U, he refused saying" Then what are we ·' 
. fighting for? " 
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. Phoenix Net Loft 
Artists' Market 

Attachment 3 

During World War 2, Prime Minister Winston 
Churchill was told to cut the budget for the arts. To 

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

8Ci 
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2337P Waterlots Proposals - Expression of Interest 
• 

, ' 

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

Proposed by: 

Mark Glavina & Associates 

Friday, August17, 2001 

Mark Glavina 
r:'hoenix Coastal Art 
3891 Moncton Street, 
Richmond BC 
V7E3A7 
P - 604-448-1867 
F - 604-448-1861 
mark@phoenixcoastalart.com 

73 
2 
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Introduction 

Accept this proposal as an expression of interest for the development, operation 
and management of the Phoenix Net Loft. This is a brief outline of a strong 
concept ensuring the legacy of the only surviving historic Building on the BC 
Packers 47 acre site. This Concept has been planned in harmony with the 
recently adopted Official Community Plan for the Steveston Area ensuring that 
"In the Year 2021, the Steveston Waterfront Neighbourhood will serve as a major home 
port for the commercial fishing fleet around which will exist a unique community, rich in 
heritage, in which people will live, work and play, and many others will come to shop and 
enjoy the recreation, heritage and natural amenities of the area". 

The major benefits of this proposal are enhanced and unrestricted public access 
to the waterfront; it will encourage the mixed use of an integrated waterfront and 
a vital link on the heritage trail between Britannia Shipyards and the planned 
residential community, ensuring compatibility between land uses. The Phoenix 
Net Loft will become the historical framework for contemporary use, with a 
commercial vein, to ensure economic viability for the Arts, Heritage and Culture; 
as well this will respond to the City of Richmond interests' of economic 
sustainability and quality of life. 

A very strong team has been put together to develop this project with a wide 
variety of backgrounds to ensure success and compatibility with the city's 
objectives. The development team varies in experience from architectural, 
business, marketing, arts, culture and financial. 

"VVhy should you SupJ l(!rt the arts? It is all economically sound investment. For every 
dollar that we il1vest ill the arts, we generate seven" 

Susan Stern - The Toronto Star 

R- ( . 
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Phoenix Net Loft 
Artists' Market 

CONCEPT 

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

The existing Net Loft with imaginative and strategic renovations would become 
a vital link on the Sieves ton Heritage Trail, celebrating and encouraging 
Richmond's Arts and Culture. The proposed use of this facility would include a 
performance, entertainment and gallery space, a number of working artists' 
studios, Co-operative Artists' Market for participating artists, drama and dance 
studios, and a possible cultural interpretative center. 

Naturally, emphasis will be placed on maritime themes, with a local flavour for 
the participating artists such as print makers, glass blowers, potters, fabric artists, 
painters, sculptors, jewelers, wood carvers, metalsmithing and even the 
I'erforming arts participants. The opportunity for working artists to share their 
knowledge as mentors to young aspiring artists would be facilitated through the 
facility making workshop and studio space accessible to the public. 

The facility will incorporate working artist studios retail gallery, entertainment 
and performance area, education and lecture hall, supplies, frame shop. The 
application is based on subletting smaller units to professional artists and 
artisans, as working studios for individuals and groups, guilds or co-operatives. 
Emphasis will be placed on maritime art with a local flavour encouraging 
multiple use, such as print makers, glass blowers, potters, fabric artists, painters, 
sculptures, jewelers, woodworkers and carvers, metalsmithing, dance studio and 
performing art studio. The facility would provide, all under one roof, a much 
needed grass root infrastructure to the Artist community, inclusive of cultural 
and artistic endeavors. 

Finally our proposed use insures that this last remaining structure from the BC 
Packers 47 Acre site will continue to exist as a legacy for our children and grand 
children. It ensures and encourages public access and participation and, 
combined with the activities at Britarutia Heritage Shipyard, creates a critical 
mass on the waterfront that would benefit both endeavors 

This facility is planned as a for-profit, private endeavor, parlnering with the city 
of Richmond as the property owner. An experienced development team has 
been put together to ensure credibility, profitability and viability of the concept. 
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Background 

Project lead 
Mark Glavina 

My experience as a leader in the art community dates back to 1993 when I 
completed a mural and a sold out Exhibition "River Harvest 1913" at Shady 
Island Restaurant. I own and operate Phoenix Coastal Art at 3891 Moncton 
Street in Historic Steves ton Village. My business is art! 

Our original location is dedicated to promoting and selling a variety of local Art 
from hand made crafts, ceramic sculpture, woodwork and jewelry to paintings 
by renowned Richmond artist like Dan Varnals, Adrienne Moore, Donna 
Baspaly. Excellent commercial success and the demand for art related services 
have allowed us to expand OUI current services to a second location The Phoenix 
Art Workshop. Our new facility will permit us to finally offer an array of art 
classes and workshops. A two-year waiting list for the children's classes and 
extensive adult demand for programs demonstrates the need for this type of 
resource in our community. Our new location will be home to our very popular 
picture framing service, as well as a new 1000sq foot gallery space. This new 
end~avor will allow our first location to expand its' art supply inventory to meet 
the growing needs of the community. The need for additional classroom space 
and workshop facilities is anticipated for the year 2003. 

I have been always been involved with local heritage groups, believing that they 
are a key link to our cultural ties and identity as a community. My strong belief 
in the survival of our community's identity has been demonstrated through my 
commitment to the planning process over the past five years. My understanding 
of sustainable communities, balancing the community's need and economic 
viability is the strongest asset I bring to this process. 

In 1995 I was commissioned to paint a mural of Fin Slough at Broadmoor Mall 
and have recently completed a mW'al at Homma Elementary with the co
operation of the student body as an educational experience. For the Past five 
years I have co-<ourated the exhibitions at the Gulf of Georgia Carmery, drawing 
artists to Steveston from all over the lower mainland. And in 1996 I opened 
Phoenix Coastal Art as part of my commitment to the arts in this amazing 
community. 

I am confident I have put together an excellent project development team with. a 
strong and creative concept. 
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Benefits 

a Unrestricted Public Access to the Waterfront 

a Heritage legacy accessible to the public 

• a Creates a economically viable Cultural Legacy 

a Adheres to the a.c.p. 

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

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

a Co-existence with maritime activity along the water's edge 

a Creates a critical mass of unique activity complementing Britannia 
Heritage Shipyards 

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

a Meets and exceeds the city's objective of economic viability and re-use of 
our heritage resOtuce 

, 
a Permits educational opportunities for our community 

a Stimulates the local economy 

Q Enhances the Steveston's business center rather than competes 

a A vital link on the heritage trail between Britaunia Shipyards and the 
planned residential community, ensuring compatibility between land uses 

o It ensures and encourages public access and participation 

o Is sensitive to the local environment and river habitat 

a The Benefits of Granville Island under one roof in our own community 

(6) 
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Development team 

Mark Glavina 
PhoeItix Coastal Art 
3891 Moncton Street 
V7E~A7 

John Uren 
11931 Fourth Ave 
Richmond BC 
V7E3H4 

Royal Bank of Canada 
6400 #3 Road 
RichmondBC 
V6Y2C2 

Mary Gazet.s 
6911 #3 Road 
Richmond BC 
V6Y2C1 

Hotson Baker Architects 
Bruce Haden 
604-255-1169 

Rob Smith & Co 
Structure Consultants Ltd 
303-1226 Homer 5t 
V6B2Y5 

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

Peter Findllay 
CFD Investments 
Venture Capital 
19 B Fourth Ave. 
Ottawa, K1S 2KS 

9 

Local Business owner and operator 
Steveston resident, artist and educator. 

Marketing consultant. founder and 
president of Cannery Channel Tours and 
former Marketing consultant for the 
Stratford Festival and Expo 67 

AlHailey 
Loans Officer, Business development 

Graduate of Montreal's National Theater 
School and 16 years working for the 
City of Richmond in the Cultural and 
Heritage Field 

Project developer for Granville Island 
Lonsdale Quay and Richmond City Hall 
and National Heritage Advisors with 
extensive experience in heritage 
development of this kind 

Structural Engineers with particular 
experience with Steveston's waterfront 
properties. 

Steves ton Fisherman, Economist and 
retired educator and Author 

Venture Capital 
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SLIP LlNCTH S 

• 65FEH 
70 FEET 

• 80 FEET 

• 90FEET 

• l05FEH 

• llOfEET 
150FEET 

RIIHI!.VlOSUP 

o Clf:' Attachment 5 

VICTORIA 
INTEriNATI,- N. 

M ARINA 

Now is the time to acquire a marina slip at the most exciting new project on the international 
yachting scene. The Victoria International Marina in beautiful Victoria, British Columbia, Canada 
is now selling 29 excluSive slips accommodating vessels of 65' to 150' in length. The race is on to 
secure your space today. (all 604.687 .2206 or visit victoriainternational marina.ca to learn more. 

1"f\ C II'I C y ""c. wrl>l G- MA R'I'I II G-UI D E. :<0 13 'i" Iq 
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Cowlchan Bay 
Fisherman's Wharf 

. Harbourmaster. ChuckVon-Haas 
1699Cowichan BayRd,PO BoxS2 
Cowichan Bay BeVOR 1 NO 
Phon': 2S()'746-S911 Fax: 2S().701..Q729 
E-mail : cb/Wa@sh;!w.c.a 
W~bsJte: www.haa.bc.ca 
Chlrt 3478 
VHF: 66A 

Marina serv ices : Fishermen's Wharf 
is located in Cowichan Bay with 500' of 
transient moorage available. $1.00 per ft. 
overnight plus power. Lots of Shops. Pub
Lounge, Bread & Bakery, Custom Cheese, 
Great Restaurants and a maritime museum. 
Sorry: no short stops after 2pm, overnight 
only. 

Nearby facilities: Village: restaurants; grocery 
store; bakery; marine mechanic; liquor store; 
playground; hiking trails; post office; ATM; 
ad\-wture charters; golf; vineyard. 

Dungeness 
Marina 

Owners: Rob &Carrie Hokclnson 
1759Cowichan BayRd,P080xSl 
Cowie han BayBCVOR I NO 
Phone: 25().748-6789 Fax: 25().748-9869 
E-mlil: infoOdungenessmarina.com 
websJle: wwwDung~~rina~om 
VHF: 66A 

Chlrt: 3478 

Marina services: Guest moorage: 240', rafting 
allowed; power: 30-amp; water; washrooms; 
showers; wi-fi; pumpout; garbage disposal. 
Nearby facilities: Coffee shop; restaurant; 
grocery store; liquor store; laundry; fishing 
supplies; bank machine; launch ramp; haul
out; marine repairs/mechanic; golf; transit; 
post office; www.cowichanbay.com 

Goldstream 
Boathouse 

3540Trans-Canada Hwy 
VlCloria8(V986H6 
Phone: 25G-478-4407 Fax: 250-478-6882 
Website: 

www.gokbtreamboathousemarina.com 
Chlrt: 3441 

Location: Head of Saanich Inlet. 
VHF:66A 
Hilurc!s: Shallow near eshlary side. Watch for 
marker. 

G~!:!~[i11ID1 
Marina services: Guest moorage: approx. 
300', reservations suggested; power: 30 & 
50-amp; snack bar; water; washrooms; launch 
ramp; garbage disposal; gas; diesel; marine! 
rlShing supplies; ice; haul·out up to SO'; marine 
repair services; marine mechanic; 24-hour 
security. 

Mill Bay 
Marina 

740 HandyRd 
MiIlBay8CVOR2PO 
Phone: 1.877.443.4303 
Fax 2SO.743.4304 
E'millt: contact@millbaymaril'lua 
Website: www.millbaymarina.ca 
Chart 3441 
loaotion: East side of Saanich Inlet. 
VHF; 66A 

Marin a services: Located in the Saanich 
(nlet, close to the Gulf lslands, we prOvide safe 
harbour to boats ranging to 88'. Our state of 
the art floating breakwater provides 700' of 
transient moorage. We offer 30, 50, ]OO:amp; 
water; sani-dump; wifi; laundry; showers; bis
troand access toshopping& supplies in beau· 
tiful Mill Bay. 

.... OakBay 
_ Marina 
1327 Beach Dr 
Victoria BCV8S 2N4 
Phone: 2S().S98-3369 Fax: 25().S98·1361 
Toll free; 1-800-663-7090 
E--maH: obm@obmg.com 
Websitl: www.O<Ikbaymarina.com. 
Chart: 3424 
YHF: 66A 
Haurds: Robson Reef. 

1-877-78_-8300 ext. 243 _ 250-383-8326 Radio Channel 66A 

www.victoriaharbour.erg 
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City of , 
Richmond . Minutes 

Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

A lso Present: 

Call"to Order: 

3910936 

Planning Committee 

Tuesday, July 16,2013 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Bill McNulty, Chair 
Councillor Evelina Halsey-Brandt 
Councillor Chak Au 
Councillor L inda Barnes 
Councillor Harold Steves 
Mayor Malcolm Brodie 

Councillor Linda McPhail 

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

AGENDA 

It was moved and seconded 
That the order of tlte agenda be amended to deaL with Items 7 t!trough 4 aud 
then resume to the regular order of the agel1da. 

CARRIED 

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat tlte milJutes of the meeti1lg of tlte PIUllIling Committee held all 

Wednesday, July 3,2013, be adopted as circuiatelL 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Wednesday, September 4, 20 13, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room 

1, 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, July 16, 2013 

PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

7. APPLICATION BY ROCKY SETHI FOR REZOi'/ING AT 10591 NO.1 
ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED (RSIE) TO COACH HOUSES 
(RCm) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-9045; RZ 13-634617) (REDMS No. 3903682) 

[t was moved and seconded 
That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9045, jor fh e 
rezolling of 10591 No.1 Road from "Sillgle Detached (RSJE)" 10 "Coach 
Rouses (RCHl) ", be introduced and givellftrst reading. 

CARRIED 

6. A1'PLICA TION BY DA VA DEVELOPMENTS LTD. FOR REZO ING 
AT 2671, 2711, 2811, 2831 , 2851, 2911, 2931, 2951, 2971 AND 2991 NO. 3 
ROAD FROM LIGHT INDUSTRIAL (IL) TO AUTO-ORIENTED 
COMMERCIAL (CA) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-90411904218479; RZ 11-566630) (REDMS No. 3898754) 

Dave Semple, General Manager, Community Services, advised that 
Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Amendment Bylaw 8479 
would be abandoned and that the park1and for the area would remain 
unspecified at this time. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) Tltat Official Community Plait Bylaws 7100 aud 9000, Amendment 

Bylaw 9041, to fa cilitate the COllstruction of commercia/uses 011 the 
subject site, by: 

(a) III Schedule 1, amelldiug tile e:dsting laml use designatioll ill 
Attachment 1 (City of Ric/1m om I 2041 OCP Land Use Map) 10 
redesignate Ihe block boullded by Rh'er Road, No. 3 Road, 
Bridgeport Road, and the rear lalle, illc/lIdiug the subject site, 
from "Park" to "Commercial"; aud 

(b) ]11 Scftedule 2.10 (City Centre), amendillg lite existing lalld lise 
designation ill Ihe Generalized Land Use Map (2031), Specific 
Laml Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031), aud reference maps 
Ihroughout til e Plall to redesignate the block boullded by River 
Road, No. 3 Road, Bridgeport Road, a"d Ille rear laue, 
;,rcluding lite subject site, from "Park " 10 "Urban Centre T5 
(45 m)"; to illtroi/llce tlt e extension 0/ millor DOllglas Streel 
f rom No.3 Road to River Road; and to amend tire arell 
designated for park purposes withill 'lte Bridgeport Village 
area; together with related millor map aud text amendments; 

2. 
CNCL - 63



Planning Committee 
Tuesday, July 16, 2013 

be introduced allli givellfirst reatling; 

(2) That Bylaw 9041, havillg beell cOllsidered ill conjullction witlt: 

(a) 'lte City's Filllmciu/ Piau ami Capital Program; 

(b) 'he Greater Vancouver Regiollal Districl Solid Waste llmi 
Liquid Waste Management Plalls; 

;s hereby deemed to be cOllsistent with said program ulld plaits, ill 
accordance with Sectio" 882(3)(0) o/the Local Government Act; 

(3) Tltat Bylaw 9041, having been cOllsidered ill accordauce with OCP 
Bylaw Prepamtioll Consultalioll Policy 5043, is herehy deellied !lot to 
require furtlter £:ollsultatioll; 

(4) Tltal Richmond Zonillg Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9042, which 
makes millor amendments to the " CA" ZOlle specific to 2671, 2 711, 
2811, 2831, 2851, 2911, 2931, 2951, 2971 alld 2991 No.3 Road alld 
rezolles that property from "Light IlldustriaL (IL)" to "Alito-Ol'iented 
Commercial (CA)", be introduced (lml givelJjirst reading; lind 

(5) That RicllmomL OfficiaL Community Plall By/aw 7100, Amendment 
Bylaw 8479, be aballdolled. 

CARRIED 

5. APPLICATION BY JOHNNY W.W. LEUNG ARCIDTECT FOR 
REZONING AT 6433 DYKE ROAD FROM SINGLE DETACHED 
(ZS6) - LONDON LANDING (STEVESTON) TO HERITAGE TWO
UNIT DWELLING (ZD4) - LONDON LANDING (STEYESTON) 
(File Ref. No. 12·8060·20·9028; RZ 13-63 1467) (REDMS No. 3849204) 

Wayne Craig, Director of Development, advised that to ensure thc form and 
character of the duplex responded to the neighbourhood guidelines and 
Council's expectations the project was reviewed by the Heritage Advisory 
Committee and building elevations for the proposed duplex wcre included in 
the rezoning package (Attachment 4). Staff would ensure that a building 
permit application is applied for, is issuable, and is in accordance with the 
design drawings attached to this report before the rezoning is adopted. 

It was moved and seconded 
Thai Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 Amendment Bylaw 9028, 10 create the 
"Heritage Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD4) -London Lallding (Stevestoll)" and/or 
the rezoning of 6433 Dyke Road from "Single Detached (ZS6) - LOII(/Oll 

Landing (SIeveslon)" 10 UHerilage Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD4) - Lom/oll 
Landing (Stevestoll)", be introduced and givelljirslreadillg. 

CARRIED 

3. 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, July 16, 2013 

4 . APPLICATION BY SANDHILL HOMES LTD. FOR REZONING AT 
9080 NO.3 ROAD FROM ASSEMBLY (ASY) TO MEDIUM DENSITY 
TOWNHOUSES (RTM2) 
(File Ref. No. 12-8060-20-9030/9043; RZ 12-619503) (REDMS No. 3899821 v.3) 

Mr. Craig stated that the site plan was revised to show the outdoor amenity 
space adjacent to tbe east property line providing a greater side yard setback. 
Staff confirmed that property taxes have been paid since 2004 at the assembly 
tax rate. Staff are recommending that the density be slightly increased from 
0.6 Floor Area Ratio (FAR) to 0.65 FAR; in exchange, the appl icant would 
provide an additional voluntary contribution to the City's Affordable Housing 
Fund Reserve. 

In reply to a qucry. Mr. Craig advised that future assembly rezoning requests 
would be dealt with under the current pol icies within the Official Community 
Plan. Currently, one other application to amend assembly to residential 
zoning is under review. 

It was moved and seconded 
(I) That Official Community Plau Bylaw 9000, Ame"dme"t Bylaw 9030, 

to redesignate 9080 No.3 Road from "Commuuity Institutiollal" to 
"Neighbourhood Residential" ill Attachment 1 to Schedule 1, be 
illtroduced aud givell first readiug; 

(2) That Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, Amendment Bylaw 9030, 
having been considered ill COlljUIlCtioll with: 

(a) tile City's Fillancial Plan and Capital Progralll; aud 

(b) the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste alld 
Liquid Waste Mallagement PlmlS; 

;s hereby deemed to be cOllsistent with said program and plans, ill 
accordance with Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act; 

(3) That Official Commullity Plall Bylall' 9000, Amendmellt Bylaw 9030, 
having bee" cOllsidered ill accordallce with OCP Bylaw Preparation 
Consultation Policy 5043, is hereby deemed 1I0t to require further 
cousultatioll; allli 

(4) That Richmond Zoning BylaW 8500, Ameltdmen' Bylaw 9043,/01 'he 
rezouing of 9080 No.3 Road from "Assembly (AS1? " to "Medium 
Density Towllhouses (RTM2)", be introduced alld givell first reading. 

CARRIED 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, July 16, 2013 

1 . STEVESTON AREA PLAN AMENDMENT 
(File Ref. No. 08-4200-00) (REDMS No. 3872453 v.5) 

Terry Crowe, Manager, Policy Planning, gave a brief overview of the 
proposed Steveston Area Plan amendment and the outcome fTom the 
Stakeholder meeting, held on April 27, 2013 with 21 representatives 
attending, and the Public Open. House, held on Saturday, May 4, 2013 with 
approximately 140 residents attending. As a result of the consultation with 
Stakeholders and the public the following revisions were made to the 
proposed Stcveston Area Plan: (i) reduction of the maximum building height 
for properties on Moncton Street to 2 storeys; (ii) reduction of the maximum 
height for buildings on the north side of Bayview Street to 2 storeys with 
some potential for 2.5 storeys in the roof area for the south 50% of the 
building, and allow up to 3 storeys for the north 50% of the building (from the 
lane side); and (iii) reduction of the on-site residential parking requirements to 
1.3 parking spaces per residential dwelling unit, with a minimum of l.0 space 
per dwelling unit provided on site with the balance of 0.3 being preferably 
provided as on-site parking, but may be provided as a cash-in-lieu 
contribution, as Council detennines. 

In reply to a query, Victor Wei,. Director, Transportation, advised that 
Transportation staff worked closely with Policy Planning to ensure that the 
_Recommended Long-Term Streetscape Visions for Bayview Street and 
Chatham Street would be compatible with the proposed Steveston Area Plan 
Amendment. 

In reply to a query, Jane Femyhough, Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage 
Services, stated that staff had initiated the process to prepare site-specific 
Conservations Plans for City-owned heritage resources. 

In reply to a query, Barry Konkin, Program Coordinator - Development, noted 
that the analysis completed with the Heritage Conservation Strategy indicated 
that most of the proposed parking requirements could be met on-site. 

Loren Slye, 11911 3rd Avenue, stated that it had often been sighted that 
parking within Steveston was adequate and yet any day of the week a person 
cannot _park in front of his house. Employees are allowed to use the prime 
parking spaces forcing customers and visitors to park in the residential areas 
and suggested that "Residential Parking Only" signage be installed in high 
impact residential areas. Mr. Slye expressed concern that rooftop gardens 
were not considered a storey when they are comprised of trees in excess of 
40' in height. In conclusion, he expressed that 83 completed survey forms was 
not adequate support for the proposed anlendments. 

In response to a query, Mr. Slye stated that the maximum 2.5 storey building 
height along Bayview Street would be a definite improvement. 
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Planning Committee 
Tuesday, July 16, 2013 

Mr. Ralph Turner, 34 11 Chatbam Street, commended staff on various aspects 
of the Steveston Area Plan Amendment and the Recommended Long-Tern) 
Strectscape Visions for Bayview Street and Chatham Street proposals. 
However, Mr. Turner expressed concern regarding (i) the inclusion of 
exceptions, (ii) the push for densification if preserving beritage was a priority. 
(iii) the rationale for permitting varying maximum heights on opposite sides 
of Bayview Street, and (iv) cash-in-lieu of parking not being a viable solution. 
Mr. Turner stated that Steveston does not have a parking problem but a usc 
problem with employees occupying prime parking spaces and paid parking 
areas not being utilized. He concluded that rooftop gardens were not a part of 
historical Steveston and as a habitable space they should be considered a 
storey in the interpretation of the bylaw. 

In response to a query, Terry Crowe advised that the rationale for the 20 m 
maximum height along the southside of Bayview Street was in keeping with 
the historical heights associated with cannery buildings. 

Robert Kiesman, 3280 Richmond Street, a Director of the Steveston Harbour 
Authority, stated that the summation of the Stakeholders comments (page 14) 
did not adequately reflect the discussion at the Stakeholder meeting and 
reiterated his written comments included in the report (page 57). 
Stakeholders and the public were quite clear that they did not want any 
exceptions to the two-storey maximum building height. 

Ln reply to a query, Joe Erceg, General Manager, Planning and Development, 
noted that a developer cannot be denied the right to apply for an exception to 
the two-storey maximum building height. The staff recommendation would 
likely not support the application and COlll1ciJ wou ld not be obligated to 
approve the application. 

Lorin Yakiwchuk, 5355 Lackner Crescent, expressed concern with the lack of 
a comprehensive heritage vision for Steveston village and sighted England's 
understanding of what heritage villages represent in economic terms (milllons 
of pounds and tourist). Do we know what kind of money is generated by 
touri sm in Steveston or what could be developed long after the developers 
have left town? Steveston is a di stinct area within Richmond and the City 
should think of the heritage value within the village. 
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Tuesday, July 16, 2013 

It was moved and seconded 
That the proposed Stevesloll Area Plait Ameudment as outlilled ill the report 
from the Gelleral Mal1ager, Pl(umiug and Development, dated June 27, 
2013 be referred back to sta/fto hrillg clarificatioll to lite recommelldations 
listed Oil page 18 oj tire report, includillg a comparison chart illustrating the 
existing piau and fhe proposed plall. 

The question on the motion was not called as discussion ensued and staff was 
directed to include (i) pre-2009 requirements in the comparison, (ii) the 
drawings available to the public, (iii) the Sakamoto report, and (iv) 
infonnation regarding eliminating roofiop gardens. The question on the 
motion was then called, and it was CARRIED. 

2. RECOMMENDED LONG-TERM STREETSCAPE VISIONS FOR 
BA ¥VIEW STREET AND CRA TRAM STREET 
(File Ref No. 10-6360-01) (REDMS No. 3890388 v.S) 

Victor Wei, Director Transportation, gave a brief overview of the Long-Tenn 
Streetscape Visions for Bayview Street and Chatham Street noting that there 
was little support from the public for increased parking within Steveston. 
Public opinion suggested that wider sidewalks and improved streetscape 
features (e.g. benches) would be morc appropriate. 

Discussion ensued concerning sidewalk improvements including heritage 
features (i.e. planked sidewalk), tram service, permanent curb extensions, 
designated accessible parking, and the off-street parking fund. 

In reply to queries, Mr. Wei advised that major Provincial legislative 
amendments would be required to allow the City to use the funds designated 
for the development of off-street parking in Steveston for another usc. 
Sidewalk improvements would be completed as individual properties were 
redeveloped. To complete the improvements at one time would require 
funding by the City. 

Robert Kiesman. 3280 Richmond Street, expressed opposition to the staff 
recommendation primarily due to Steveston being a working commercial 
fishing harbour with an appreciable rustic atmosphere that would be lost by 
manicured streetscapes. In his opinion the survey results were skewed as there 
was not a clear option to do nothing included in the questionnaire. Mr. 
Kieseman stated that Steveston does not have a parking shortage as several 
parking lots that are not being fully uti. lized and suggested that the 3 hour 
parking regulation be enforced. 

In response to queries, Mr. Kiesman stated that he would not be in favour of 
the sidewalk improvements or the no parking zone along Bayview Street. 

7. 
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Tuesday, July 16, 2013 

Loren Slye, 11 911 3rd Avenue, expressed concern with the cost associated 
with the proposed improvements and suggested that staff investigate parking 
options on 4th Avenue. Mr. Slye advised that there was an interest group 
looking into bringing a rubberized tram ioto Steveston. 

It was moved and seconded 
Tlrat tlte Recommellded Long-Term Streetscape Visions for Bayview Street 
alld Chatham Street liS olltlilled ill lite report from lite Director, 
Transportation, dated JUlie 26, 2013 he J'ejerred back to staff to: 

(1) investigate sidewalk options; ami 

(2) pl'oviliefilluliug options for the sidewalks. 

The question on the motion was not called as discussion ensued and staff was 
advised that the report include (i) no parking on Bayview Street and the 
subsequent implications to parking within Stevcston and vehicular traffic on 
Bayview Street, (ii) heritage (i.e. plank) options for the sidewalk, and (iii) 
parking options on 4th Avenue. The question on the motion was then called, 
and it was CARRIED. 

3. PORT METRO VANCOUVER LAi'lD USE PLAN UPDATE 
(File Ref. No.) (REDMS No. 3900390) 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat, liS pel' tlte report from tlte General Manager, Planlling amI 
Developmellt, dated June 27, 2013, titled: Port Metro Vancouver Laud Use 
Plan Update, the City Of RiclwlOml: 

(/) Advise Port Metro Vancouver that, as the City COil till lies to strollgly 
object to allY Port lise of agriculturallallds, tlte Port state ill its filial 
Land Use Plan that it will lIot use agricultural lalld~ for Port 
expallsioll or operations; amI 

(2) Advise the Minister of Transport Callada, the BC Minister of 
Agriculture, the Chair of the BC Agricultural Land Commission, tlte 
Metro Vancouver Board and all Metro Vancouver municipalities be 
advised of tire above recommendation. 

The question on the motion was not called as discussion ensued and there was 
agreement that the recommendation be amended to identify specific 
agricultural lands listed as "Undetermined" in the Port's draft Plan (e.g., the 
Gilmore [arm, Rabbit River [anTI, etc.). Also, it was noted that the Port 
purchase appropriately zoned (e.g., Industrial) land as it becomes available 
adjacent or close to existing Port lands. Staff was requested to provide copies 
of the current draft POlt "Undetermined" map designations associated with the 
Port's draft Land Use Plan to Council. 

The question on the motion, which.now reads: 
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"That, as per the report from the General Manager, Planning and 
Development, dated June 27, 2013, titled: Port Meh·o Vancouver Land Use 
Plan Update, the City OJ Richmond: 

(1) Advise Port Metro Vancouver thaI; as the City continues to strongly 
object to any Port use 0/ agricultural lands, the Port state in its final 
Land Use Plan that it will not use agricultural lands, including the 
Gilmore Farm, Rabbit River Farm, and other Port owned agricultural 
lands, for Port expansion or operations and that any fu ture purchased 
land will abide by City zoning; and 

(2) Advise the Minister of Transport Canada, the Be Minister of 
Agriculture, the Chair of the Be Agricultural Land Commission, the 
Metro Vancouver Board and all Metro Vancouver municipalities be 
advised of the above recommendation. " 

was then called, and it was CARRfED. 

8. MANAGER'S REPORT 

None. 

ADJOURNMENT 

It was moved and seconded 
That the meeting adjoum (6:02 p.l1L). 

Councillor Bill McNulty 
Chair 

CARRIED 

Certified a tm e and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the Planning 
Committee of the Council of the City of 
Richmond held on Tuesday, July 16, 
2013. 

Heather Howey 
Committee Clerk 

9. 
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Date: 

Place: 

Present: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 

Wednesday, July 17, 20 13 

Anderson Room 
Richmond City Hall 

Councillor Linda Barnes, Chair 
Councillor Chak Au 
CounciUor Derek Dang 
Councillor Linda McPhail 
Councillor Harold Steves 
Mayor Malcolm Brodie (entered at 4 :04 p.m.) 

Minutes 

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

MINUTES 

It was moved and seconded 
That ti,e minutes 0/ the meeting of the Public Works & Transportation 
Committee held Oil JVedllesday, June 19,2013, he adopted as cirClliatelL 

CARRIED 

NEXT COMMITTEE MEETING DATE 

Wednesday, September 18, 2013, (tentative date) at 4:00 p.m. in the Anderson 
Room 

. PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT DEPARTMENT 

1. APPLICATION BY GARDEN CITY CABS TO PASSENGER 
TRANSPORTATION BOARD 
(File Rer. No. 12-8275..()2) (REDMS No. 3900474) 

The Chair referenced an article from the Vancouver Sun, dated July 13,2013, 
titled 'Taxis fare road to profit' (copy on file, City Clerk's Office). 

1. 
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Paramjit Randhawa, 12180 Woodhead Road, Principal, Garden City Cabs of 
Richmond Ltd. , provided background information related to hi s company. and 
spoke in favour of the proposed application to the Passenger Transportation 
Board. 

Mayor Brodie entered the meeting (4:04 p.m.). 

Mr. Randhawa stated that all taxi companies in the lower mainland are 
pcnnitted to transport passengers originating from the Vancouver 
International Airport (YVR), with the exception of Garden City Cabs. He 
slated that in June 2013, the Vancouver Airport Authority renewed a five-year 
term agreement with taxi companies, whereby increasing the number of 
additional licences by five. Garden City Cabs' application to the Passenger 
Transportation Board is to pennit five accessible vehicles to service the main 
terminal of YVR as these vehicles are in high demand as they can 
accommodate more passengers and more pieces of luggage. 

Mr. Randhawa conduded his remarks by requesting that Committee approve 
the proposed staff reconunendation. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) TIUlt a letteJ' be sent to the Chair of the Passellger Transportation 

Board of Be: 

(a) expressing the City's cOllcern witlt tlte potential erosion of 
taxicab service withill Ricltmond should tlte application from 
Garden City Cabs be approved ill whole,. 

(b) requestillg tltat the application be approved ill part witlt tlt e 
lIumber of additional five accessible vehicles to be associated 
ollly with the specific service area 0/ Richmond inciliding 
Vancouver ilttemational Airport, witlt all other fleet vehicles 
continuing to be excluded/rom servicing YVR,. aud 

(2) That should tlte Passenger Transportation Board approve all increase 
ill the /lumber of accessible alld cOJl1 lelltiollal taxicabs, that staff be 
(lil'ected to bring forward a bylaw amendment to the Business 
Regulatioll - Vehicle!or Hire Bylaw No. 6900 to increase the !lumber 
o/licensed Vehicle/or Hire vehicles. 

CARRIED 

ENGINEERING AND PUBLIC WORKS DEPARTMENT 

2. HAMJLTON CHILD CARE CEII'TRE PROJECT 
(File Ref. No. 06·20S2·2S·J)CHA1) (REDMS No. 3872940 v.2) 

2. 
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It was moved and seconded 
Tlrat the approved project description be revised to iltc/m/e cOlls/rllctioll 
methods other lltall modular buildillg as acceptable cOlls/rll ctiolt 
methoil%gies for tlt e Hamilton Child Carefacility. 

CARRIED 

3. NO.2 ROAD DRAINAGE BOX CULVERT REPLACEMENT FUNDING 
(File Ref. No. 10.634()'{)1) (REDMS No. 3893782 v.4) 

rt was moved and seconded 
That $251,500 of Drainage Utility Reserl1e flll1di1lg be approved/or 'he No. 
2 Road Dmi"age Box Culverl Replacement, alld that the 2013 - 2017 Five 
Year Fillancial Plall be amended accordingly. 

CARRIED 

4. OPTIONS FOR FOOD SCRAPS AND ORGANICS COLLECTION 
SERVICES FOR MULTI-FANllLY DWELLINGS AND COMMERCIAL 
BUSINESSES 
(File Re( No. I0-637()"I~S) (REDMS No. 3898787) 

In reply to queries from Committee, S Uzatu1C Bycraft. Manager, Fleet and 
Environmental Programs provided the following infonnation: 

• approximately 100 sites will participate in the proposed pilot program, 
whereby a variety of approaches would be tested at various sites in an 
effort to measure the volume of food scraps and organics being 
recycled; 

• a variety of multi-family and mixed-use developments wi ll be 
approached to participate in the proposed pilot program; in addition, 
residents who have approached the City for such services will also be 
invited to participate; 

• the proposed pilot program is voluntary, therefore there is no obligation 
to participate should there be no interest; and 

• there may be an increase in the number of businesses that collect 
organics as the demand for such facilities increases. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) r ltat a pilot program for food scrap!; alld orgallics collectioll services 

for multi-family dwellings alld commercial bus inesses, as outlined ill 
Option 1 of ti, e staff report dated JUlie 24, 2013 from the Director 
Public Works Operatiolls, be appl'oved; 

3. 
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(2) Tltal 'lte Chief Administrative Officer ami General Manager, 
Engineering & PlIhl(c Works be authorized to negotiate and execute all 
amendment 10 COil tract T.2988, Residential Solid Waste & Recycling 
Collection Services, to service, acquire, store, assemble, (ubel, deliver, 
replace and undertake related tasks for tlte carts, kitchell containers 
ami related items associated with this temporary pilot program; lIml 

(3) Thai all amelldment to the City's Five Year Fimlllcial Plan (1013-
1017) (0 include capital costs of 5200,000 alit! operating costs of 
$/20,000 for undertaking a pilot program for Jood scraps allli 
organic:,' collection services /01' Alulti-Family Dwellings aud 
Commercial Businesses, with fllnding from fh e Ci/y'J geneml solid 
waste and recycling provisioll, be brought forward /01' COlmcil 
consideration. 

CARRIED 

5. 2012 UPDATE: RECYCLING MID SOLlD WASTE MANAGEMENT 
PROPOSED INCREASED SERVlCE LEVELS 
(File Ref. No. 1O-6370-01) (REDMS No. 3877881 v.6) 

Ms. Bycraft spoke of preliminary statistics related to the organics collection 
for multi-family residences, highlighting that for the month of June 2013, the 
City has seen a 69.2% waste diversion fTOm these residences. 

She provided an overview of tbe 2012 Recycling and Solid Waste 
Management program, noting that key recycl ing and so lid waste management 
actions focused on establishing foundational elements for expanding organics 
recycling services to include multi-family residences; also, expanding the 
scope of materials accepted at the City's Recycling Depot and increasing 
recycling in public spaces, and at public events was another focus area. Staff 
continued to promote recycling through its conununity engagement initiatives. 

Ms. Bycraft commented on the Large hem Pick Up program, noting that a 
significant nwnbcr of residents have already taken advantage of this newly 
introduced program. Also, she spoke of key initiatives for 2013 such as a 
review of the City'S garbage collection service. 

Discussion ensued regarding the proposed inclusion of used books to the 
scope of material accepted at the City's Recycling Depot. Committee 
expressed concern in relation to the proposed agreement with Discover Books 
Ltd., and it was suggested that the Friends of the Riclunond Library be given 
a right of nrst refusal for books received at the City's Recycling Depot. 

Ms. Bycraft was requested to distribute hardcopies of the 20 12 Recycling and 
Solid Waste Management Report to al l members of Counci l. Also, she was 
directed to provide a memorandum to Council regarding the City'S diversion 
rates. 

4. 
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Ms. Bycraft spoke of public education pieces related to the Recycling and 
Solid Waste Management program, noting that staff continue to educate the 
pub lic through workshops, displays, multiple brochures, an aJllu a ) schedule, 
and youth involvement through the Green Ambassador vo lunteer program. 
Also, she stated that staff would further promote the Large Item Pick Up 
program through advertisements in the local newspaper. 

In reply to queries from Committee, Ms. Bycraft provided the following 
information: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

tbe 20 12 Update: Recycl ing and Solid Waste Management Plan would 
be made available at City fac ilities; 

staff could examine the feasibility of utilizing compost to grow food 
with the City's sustainability division; 

the trucks utilized by the City's contractor for organics collection are 
equipped with devices that can detennine whether a load is 
contaminated or not; if a load is found to be contaminated, the load is 
not collected; and 

a company in the lower mainland is recycling Styrofoam and utili zing it 
to make household items like picture frames. 

It was moved and seconded 
(1) Tltat tlte allullal Report 2012: R ecycling ami Solid Waste Mallagemellt 

- Ecpalldillg Services to Achieve 0111' Goals be endorsed alld JlUlde 
available to the COllllllllllity through the City's website aud other 
commllllicatioll mediumj 

(2) That dry-cell batteries (up to 5 kgs) alltl cell phones be added to the 
scope of materials accepted lit tire City's Recycling Depotlllld that the 
Chief Administrator Officer aml Gelleral Mallager, Engineering alld 
Public Works be authorized to lIegotiate alld execute lill agreemeltt with 
Ca1l2Recycle Canada, fll c. Olt tlte terms alld couditions set out ill the 
staff report from the Director, Public Works Operations dated June 24, 
2013, illcluding specifically that the City gmltt all indemnity to 
Cal/2Recycle COllatio, Illc. for ally losses they may suffer ill coullectioll 
with the agreemelltj 

(3) That used books be added to the scope of materials accepted at the 
City's Recycling Depot alUl that tlte Chief Admillistrator Officer alld 
General Manager, Engineerillg aud Public Works be authorized to 
lIegotiate alld execute all agreement with Discover Books Ltd. 011 the 
terms and conditiol1s set Ollt ill tlte staffreportfrom the Director, Public 
Works Operatiolls dated June 24, 2013, subject to a right of first 
refusal to the Friends oftft e Libraryj and 
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(4) That polystyrene fOllm (Styrofoam) be added fo lhe scope of materials 
accepted at the City's Recycling Depol. 

CARRlED 

6. MANAGER'S REPORT 

(i) Steveslollliigflway (IUd No.5 Road Intersection 

In reply to a query from Committee, Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, 
advised that paving in the area has been completed, and that the next step is to 
paint the lanes, so that these additional lanes can be functional. Also, Mr. 
Wei commented on the Steveston Highway interchange, noting that staff are 
currently in discussions with staff at the Ministry of Transportation and 
Infrastructure. 

10lm [rvi,ng, Director, Engineering, spoke of the delay in relocating utility 
poles along Steveston Highway, noting that it is anticipated that this work 
occur Oil weekends throughout the summer months. 

(ii) Loading ZOll e ill Stevestoll 

Discussion ensued regarding the Steveston Marine and Hardware store's 
loading zone, and it was noted that there is a post in an inconvenient location, 
making it difficult to manoeuvre goods off trucks into the store. 

ADJOURNMENT 

rt was moved and seconded 
That tlte meeting adjollrJI (4:47 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 Riclunond held on 
Wednesday, July 17,2013. 

Counc illor Linda Barnes 
Chair 

Ranieh Berg 
Committee Clerk 

6. 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

General Purposes Committee 

John Irving, P.Eng, MPA 
Director, Engineering 

Report to Committee 

Date: June 27, 2013 

File: 10-6000-0112013-Vol 
01 

Re: Community Energy and Emissions Plan - Phase 2 Consultation Process 

Staff Recommendation 

That the Community Energy and Emissions Plan, as described in the report from the Director, 
Engineering, titled "Community Energy and Emissions Plan - Phase 2 Consultation Process" 
dated June 27, 2013, be endorsed for the purposes of public consultation. 

C 
Z::ng, P.Eng, 

Director, Engineering 
(604-276-4 140) 

Alt. I 

A 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE C:~(ENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

Transportation ~ ,-'\.<" r= 
Policy Planning ,-
Development g 
REVIEWED BY DIRECTORS INITIALS: REVIEWED BY CAO 

~ 
.. 

J)vJ /' 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Riclunond is currently undertaking the second and final phase of the Community Energy and 
Emissions Plan (CEEP). This initiative supports Council's commitments under the Be Climate 
Action Charter (signed in 2008) and is in line with Council Term Goal 8. 1: 

Continued implementation and significant progress towards achieving the City 's 
Sustainahility Framework, and associated targets. 

In 2010, Council endorsed Phase I of the CEEP and amended the City' s Official Community 
Plan to include community~wide energy and greenhouse gas (OHO) emissions reduction targets. 
The purpose of the CEEP Phase 2 is to: 

• Define actions towards the 204 1 Official Community Plan (2041 OCP) GHG emiss ions 
reduction targets and implement related policies and strategies 

• Identify additional opportunities to reduce community-wide energy use 

• Quantify the impact of actions and detennine the resulting energy and GHG emissions 
reductions over the 204 1 OCP timeframe 

The purpose of thi s report is to present the Draft CEEP Phase 2 and the recommended public 
consultation process, 

Background 

Council adopted a comprehensive Climate Change Response Agenda in 2007 that identified 
priority focus areas, In 2008, the Province of BC enacted Bill 27 requiring each local 
government to include GHG emissions targets, policies and actions in its Official Community 
Plan. In response, the City completed CEEP Phase I and adopted the following community-wide 
energy and emissions targets: 

• GHG emissions reduction targets of 33% below 2007 levels by 2020, and 80% below 
2007 levels by 2050 

• Energy use reduction target of 10% below 2007 levels by 2020 

Public consultation on community energy and emissions has been undertaken during CEEP 
Phase I as well as during the extensive 2041 OCP consultation. 

Analysis 

Baseline and Projected Growth 

The Province of BC establishes the methodology for measuring community-wide energy 
consumption and GHG emissions and provides data inventory baselines, monitoring and reports 
to each local government in the form of a Community Energy and Emissions Inventory (CEEI), 
The CEEI baseline year was 2007, and the first update was recently completed for the year 2010. 
The Province has committed to future inventories to faci litate municipal monitoring of their 
community energy use and emissions. 
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• 

The City has completed population projections for the 2041 OCP estimating the City's 2041 
population at 280,000 people, an increase of 40% from 2011. Growth provides the opportunity to 
build a more energy efficient community, but also makes reaching absolute targets more 
challenging than achieving per capita reductions. 

Reduction Strategies 

The draft CEEP Phase 2 (Attachment 1) identifies the following three general groups of 
community-wide GHG emissions reduction strategies shown in Figure 1: 

1. Senior Gover nment and 2041 OCP Land Use: building standards and codes, tail pipe 
standards and 2041 OCP densification policies 

2. Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) Actions: specific actions within the 
City'sjurisdiction. deemed feasible to implement and modeled to reduce energy and 
emissions dwing the 2041 OCP timeframe 

3. Breakth rough Strategies: possible-but not currently feasibl~hanges that 
demonstrate the scope of action required to address the remaining emissions; the CEEP 
does not identify actions to achieve these reductions 

Figure 1: Three Groups of Community-Wide GHG Reduction Impacts 
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1. Senior Government and 2041 OCP Land Use 
The first group of reductions is already committed or anticipated today through Federal or 
Provincial actions (e.g. Be Building Code changes and improved tailpipe emissions standards) 
or through the City's 2041 ocp land use designations (e.g. more efficient forms of housing and 
reduced per capita driving distance achieved through densification). 

These commitments reduce emissions from the 2007 projection to what is termed the "Current 
Policy Trend" (CPT) scenario and represents the expected outcome should none of the proposed 
actions in the CEEP be undertaken. It does, however, reflect the significant benefits from Federal 
and Provincial commitments and Richmond's 2041 OCP since these reductions are assumed to 
occur with or without the CEEP. 

2. Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) Actions 
The second group of reductions is that expected from CEEP implementation. Many of the 
reductions identified are implementation actions for 2041 OCP objectives or are actions related 
to existing City policies and programs. However, the City is not currently committed to this suite 
of actions, and some actions would require more detailed assessment or a change in policy to 
implement. 

The analysis reveals that the CEEP reductions in energy and emissions do not achieve the City's 
2041 OCP targets. This is a common finding of CEEPs undertaken in the Lower Mainland that 
highlights the significance of the challenge. 

3. Breakthrough Strategies 
For the above reason, a third group of reductions is assessed to better understand the impact of 
very aggressive measures. These are the significant changes beyond the CEEP that do not have 
identified implementation actions at this time. This is based on an assumption that developing 
technologies, changes in policy and/or regulatory powers, variable energy costs and shifting 
behaviours may cause these strategies-beyond the CEEP consideration today-to become 
implementable during the CEEP timeframe. 

Energy & Emissions Reductions - Result Summary 

Richmond ' s 2007 community-wide annual GHG emission baseline was 886,000 tOlUles, or 4.7 
tOlUles per person. The estimated community-wide per capita GHG impacts for each general 
group of reductions are shown in Table 1 below. 

1900815 
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Table 1: Scenario Community-Wide Per Capita GHG Impacts 

Scenario 

2007 Status Quo 

Current Policy Trend 

CEEP Actions 
(Reduction Scenario) 

Breakthrough Strategies 
(Breakthrough Potential) 

GHG emissions 
(tennes per capita) 

2007 2050 

4.7 4.7 

2.9 

2.2 

1.0 

Percent change 

0% 

-38% 

· 53% 

·79% 

CEEP implementation would result in an absolute 25% reduction from 2007 by 2050 with a per 
capita reduction of 53%. These results demonstrate progress towards the adopted reduction 
targets and are simi lar to the findings of other leading Be municipalities. They also indicate that 
further opportunities to reduce community-wide GHG emissions need to be identified during the 
2041 ocp timeframe. 

Summary of Strategies 

Strategies and actions in the CEEP are aligned with the Richmond 2041 OCP chapter headings 
(e.g. Neighbourhood and Buildings). The strategies are listed below and a consolidated list of 
actions is included in the CEEP Phase 2 Draft (Attacbment 1: page vii): 

Theme I: Neighbourhoods and Buildings 
Strategy I: Integrate Future Neighbourhood Centre Planning with Transit Planning 

Strategy 2: Increase Energy Efficiency in New Developments 

Strategy 3: Improve the Perfonnance of Existing Bui lding Stock 

Theme 2: Mobility and Access 
Strategy 4: Prioritize and Fund Walking, Roil ing and Cycling 

Strategy 5: Enhance Alternative Transportation Connectivity 

Strategy 6: Facilitate Changes in Transportation Behaviour and Mode Choice 

Strategy 7: Promote Low Carbon Personal Vehjcles 

Theme 3: Resilieot Economy 
Strategy 8: Encourage Energy Efficient Businesses 

Theme 4: Sustainable Infrastructure and Resources 
Strategy 9: Continue Advancement of Neighbourhood District Energy Systems 

Strategy 10: Utilize Local Energy Sources 

Strategy 11: Maximize Waste Diversion 

Theme 5: Climate Cbange Leadership 

3900." 

Strategy 12: Encourage Sustained Action by Senior Levels of Govemment 

Strategy 13: "Lead by example" with City Operations Energy Management 

Strategy 14: Engage the Commun ity on Climate Action 
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Public and Stakeholder Consultation 

A staff working group met bimonthly between November 2012 and March 2013 to guide the 
development af the plan. Staffalso provided comments on two interim drafts. Finally, as a 
funding partner, Be Hydro completed a critical review of the analysis and provided feedback. 
Staff and BC Hydro feedback is included in the draft plan with this report (Attachmeot 1). 

At this stage, staff is ready to proceed with public consultation on the Draft CEEP Phase 2. The 
consultation plan would include the following three engagement techniques: 

• Digital Engagement: Let's Talk Richmond interactive discussion forum and survey 
(July to September) 

• Stakeholder Engagement: Presentation to Urban Development Institute Liaison 
Committee. Small Home Builders Group and interested Advisory Groups (July to 
October) 

• Public Engagement: A major, multi~day public engagement event in the atrium of 
Richmond Centre mall organized to gain public feedback on priority actions in the plan. 
Staff would invite other community partners such as Richmond School District No. 38, 
BC Hydro, Fortis BC and Cadillac Fairview to share information about their activities 
and programs as well. (September) 

Financial Impact 

None. Potential costs to implement CEEP actions would be analyzed for futwe reports. 

Conclusion 

Richmond's 2041 OCP has provided a strong framework to pursue the City's community-wide 
energy and GHG reduction targets. Although progress is being made, additional actions are 
required. The draft CEEP Phase 2 has identified 14 strategies and related actions as well as 
illustrated the potential impact of future breakthrough strategies. Public consultation would 
provide the opportunity to present the City'S existing and proposed actions and to identify further 
means to continue Richmond's progress towards its community-wide energy and GHG reduction 
targets. 

~~~~~ 
Peter Russell CIP, RPP, Senior Manager 
Sustainability & District Energy 
(604-276-4130) 

Courtney Miller 
Sustainability Project Manager 
(604-276-4267) 

Attachment 1 - Draft Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) Phase 2 
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Richmond Community Energy and Emissions Plan 
Phase 2 Draft· June 27, 2013 

Summary 
Introdu ction 

A Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) is a strategic plan to assist Richmond 
with managing energy use and reducing carbon emissions within the community. It 
defines the role of the municipal government - working in partnership with others - to 
facilitate energy efficiency in the community, develop local energy sources, and to reduce 
greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions that form our "carbon footprint". An energy strategy 
will assist Richmond in achieving the sustainable community vision it has defined in its 
recent Official Community Plan (OCP) update. 

The objectives of this Community Energy and Emissions Plan are to: 

• Define actions to implement some of the key energy- related strategies and 
outcomes defined in the OCP document; 

• Define opportunities to reduce energy in areas not addressed by the OCP; 

• Quantify the impact of these actions and determine the energy consumption and 
carbon emissions for the OCP period to 2041. 

Context 

Scientific evidence increasingly indicates that emissions of GHGs are contributing to 
global climate change and that the level of these emissions must be reduced in order to 
forestall dramatic changes to OUf climate systems. In BC, the Province has required all 
local governments to set a target for reducing GHG emissions within their OCPs and then 
define policies and actions to achieve these targets, The City of Richmond previously 
undertook a CEEP "Phase 1" project to understand potential energy and GHG emissions 
reductions for the community and set a target for GHG reduction in its OCP. 

Where are we now? 

While Richmond 's current popu lation is estimated to be 205,000, this plan is based on 
estimates from 2010, the date of both the adoption of the CEEP Phase 1 community-wide 
adoption targets and the most recent Community Energy and Emissions Inventory 
completed by the Province. This plan will be updated from time to time. 

Richmond's population was approximately 195,0001 in 2010, and the total amount of non
residential floor space was approximately 66 million square feet in 20092

• In 2010 the 

, BC Stats Population Estimates, September 2012. 

2 City of Richmond 2041 OCP Update - Employment Lands Strategy, 2011 . 

~chrnond 
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residents and businesses in the community consumed about 20 million GJ of energy -
with a value in the range of $440,000,000 - or about $2,200 per resident. The "carbon 
footprint" of the community was just over 900,000 tonnes of C02 equivalents - or 4.5 
tonnes per person annually (see Figures S-1 and S-2). 

905,800 
lannes C02e 

Figure $-1: Richmond 2010 Energy Consumption Figure $-2: Richmond 2010 GHG Emissions 

Where are we headed? 

Between now and 2041 (the OCP horizon date), the population of Richmond will grow 
substantially - forecasted to be more than 80,000 new residents, reaching a total 
population of almost 280,0003

. The non-residential floor space is also projected to grow, 
reaching approximately 88 million square feet by 20414. Fortunately there are a number 
of initiatives to make our community more energy efficient and these will prevent our 
energy and GHG emissions from growing as fast as our population. These initiatives 
include increased Federal vehicle fuel efficiency standards, improved energy 
requirements of the BC Building Code, and the densification identified in the 2041 OCP 
document. These efficiencies will help to stabilize GHG emissions near their current level 
but will not make substantive progress towards reductions. Under a current policy trend 
scenario, energy use and emissions will remain at current levels. 

Where do we want to be? 

In the 2041 OCP, Richmond incorporated community-wide GHG emissions reduction 
targets of: 

3 City of Richmond 2041 OCP Update: Demographics, Housing and Employment Projections Study, 2010 . 

• City of RichmOrld 2041 OCP Update: Employment Lands Strategy. 2011 . 
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• Reduce GHG emissions by 33% from 2007 levels by 2020, and 

• Reduce GHG emissions by 80% from 2007 levels by 2050. 

As well , Phase 1 of the CEEP identified a community energy vision for Richmond to be: 

"an energy-wise and low-carbon community that supports a robust local 
economy, a healthy environment, and a safe, equitable, diverse, and 
resilient community. " 

How do we get there? 

This plan defines 14 strategies and 33 implementation actions (note, a list of the 
strategies and actions is provided at the end of this summary) . These actions have been 
developed to align with policies and objectives defined in the 2041 OCP. The actions 
identified are estimated to achieve reductions in GHG emissions (see Table 5-1) but are 
not sufficient to reach the long-term targets in the OCP; however, they represent 
substantial reductions from taking no action at all. The estimated emissions and energy 
consumption reductions per capita are provided in Table 5-2. 

Table 5-1: Current Policy Trend (CPT) and Energy Plan Reduction Scenario : Total 
Community Impact 

Item 
CPT 

Reduction 
OCP Target 

(% compared to 2007 baseline) Scenario 

2020 GHG Emissions +2 % -6 % - 33 % 

2050 GHG Emissions - 1 % - 25 % - 80 % 

2020 Energy Consumption +2 % - 3 % - 10 % 

Table 5-2: Current Policy Trend (CPT) and Energy Plan Reduction Scenario: Per Capita 
Impact 

Item 
CPT 

Reduction 
(% compared to 2007 baseline) Scenario 

2020 GHG Emissions -1 4 % - 21 % 

2050 GHG Emissions -38 % - 53 % 

2020 Energy Consumption -14 % -18 % 

A graphical presentation of the impact of the reduction plan is presented as a 'carbon 
wedge' (Figure 5-3). 
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Figure $-3: Carbon Reduction Wedge for the Reduction Scenario 
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"Breakthrough" Opportunities 

The plan actions alone will not be sufficient to reach the target levels. To explore further 
opportunities extending Ubeyond the plan", estimates were made of the impact of "breakthrough 
opportunities". The strategies selected are: (i) complete conversion of passenger vehicles to 
electric, (ii) Carbon Zero new buildings, and (iii) massive renovation of the existing building stock. 

These breakthrough reductions are not achievable by the City alone - they would be the result of 
larger factors such as additional Federal and Provincial regulatory changes, aggressive industry 
development, or global pricing changes for energy or carbon. However, they do highlight that 
opportunities that exist today could achieve the dramatic reductions that would put the community 
on track to meet the OCP targets. Implementation of the plan is measured in decades, and the 
widespread application of these "big breakthroughs" may be plausible during this timeframe. 
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Implementation 

Implementing this plan will require a combination of existing staff resources and new effort. The 
2041 OCP sets the foundation for this plan and many of the activities defined are well aligned 
with the existing planning skills and resources. Some items may require specific one-off or 
special project resou rces for information or policy development, and these will be budgeted for 
annually. It is proposed that a review of this plan be conducted about 5 to 7 years after adoption. 
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Summary List of Actions 
Theme 1: Neighbourhoods and Build ings 

Strategy 1: Integrate Future Neighbourhood Centre Planning with Transit Planning 
Action 1 Review Neighbourhood Centre development sequencing for flexibility 
Action 2 Collaborate with TransLink to update the Area Transit Plan (ATP) 

Strategy 2: Increase Energy Efficiency in New Developments 
Action 3 Include energy efficiency in Neighbourhood Centre planning 
Action 4 Promote energy efficiency in all rezoning 
Action 5 Develop incentives for new development to exceed the building code energy 

requirements 
Action 6 Ensure that existing building code requirements are attained 

Strategy 3: Improve the Periormance of Existing Building Stock 
Action 7 Promote building efficiency through outreach and education 
Action 8 Provide Incentives for building retrofit action 
Action 9 Develop a residential energy conservation program to support housing affordability 

Theme 2: Mobility and Access 

St rategy 4: Prioritize and Fund Walking, Rolling and Cycling 
Action 10 Prioritize walking , rolling and cycling infrastructure 
Action 11 Continue a ' Complete Streets' approach in all new street construction and 

rehabilitation projects 

Strategy 5: Enhance Alternative Transportation Connectivity 
Action 12 Improve pedestrian links throughout the city as the top transportation priority 
Action 13 Focus on providing safe school routes 

Strategy 6: Facilitate Changes in Transportation Behaviour and Mode Choice 
Action 14 Implement TOM projects that incentivize non-vehicle mode choice and disincentive 

vehicle use 
Action 15 Reduce supply of unrestricted City-owned parking spaces 
Action 16 Provide infrastructure improvements to support increased transit service 
Action 17 Improve bike facilities and consider implementing a bike share system 

Strategy 7: Promote Low Carbon Personal Vehicles 
Action 18 Set minimum requirements for EV infrastructure in new developments 
Action 19 Continue expanding the City-owned network of EV charging stations 

Theme 3: Resilient Economy 
Strategy 8: Encourage Energy Efficient Businesses 

Action 20 Promote energy efficient business operations 

Theme 4 : Sustainable Infrastructure and Resources 

Strategy 9: Continue Advancement of Neighbourhood District Energy Systems 
Action 21 Reserve district energy rights of ways in new developments and road reconstruction 
Action 22 Develop a City Centre DE Righi of Way Master Plan 
Action 23 Explore opportunities to connect existing buildings to DE system 
Action 24 Explore options for electricity generation from utility scale renewable sources 
Action 25 Integrate energy infrastructure into community planning 

Strategy 10: Utilize Local Energy Sources 
Action 26 Promote building scale renewable energy 

Strategy 11 : Maximize Waste Diversion 
Action 27 Continue to implement activities to support the ISWRMP 
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Theme 5: Climate Change Leadership 
Strategy 12: Encourage Sustained Action by Senior Levels of Government 

Action 28 Continue to advocate for support from senior levels of governments 

Strategy 13: "Lead by example" with City Operations Energy Management 
Action 29 Develop long-term funding for climate activities in the city 
Action 30 Integrate climate change into other municipal activities 
Action 31 Provide incentives to encourage alternative transportation use by staff 
Action 32 Define a climate change portfolio I staff person 

Strategy 14: Engage the Community on Climate Action 
Action 33 Develop an outreach program to residents and businesses on climate action 

~hrnond 
3900672 

viii 

CNCL - 92



Richmond Community Energy and Emissions Plan 
Phase 2 Draft - June 27, 2013 

Contents 
Summary ....................................................... . . . . . . . . . . . . .. ................ ....... i 

Summary List of Actions ................ . . ........ vii 

Contents ix 

Tables ................................ . ..x 

Figures .. . .... x 

Acronyms and Abbreviations.. .. .......... ... ....... .... ....... . ............ xi 

1 Introduction ...... ......................... ................... ............ .................. . ...................... 1 
1.1 What is a Community Energy and Emissions Plan? .. ....... ..... . ............................ 1 
1.2 Why have an Energy Plan? ............... ..... ... .... . ............ ....... .... ... . .. .... 1 
1.3 Plan Objectives....... . ............ ............. ... ....... .... ............. ...... ........... ...... . .................... 2 

2 Context for Action .... ......... ................ .. .. ... ... ....... . ............... 3 
2.1 Global Climate Change ............. .. ............. .................... ........................ . ... ............. 3 
2.2 Action by Senior Levels of Government ..................... . ............. . .................... . ... 3 
2.3 Previous Action by Richmond .. ............... ....... ....... . ...... .......... 6 
2.4 BC Hydro Promotion of Energy Planning ................... . . ... 9 
2.5 Richmond 2011: Context and Recent Trends . . .......................................... 11 
2.6 Richmond 2041: OCP Population, Housing and Employment Projections .................................. 17 

3 Where are we now? ....... .... . . ... 20 
3.1 Energy Use and Carbon Emissions Baseline .. . ............................................. 20 
3.2 Electricity: A Unique Energy Service ............... . ............. . ......... 22 

4 Where are we heading? ......................................................................................................... 24 
4.1 Current Policy Trend: Forecast without an Action Plan ............. .. ... ............. ............... . ... 24 
4.2 Thermal Energy Load Growth: 2011 to 2041 .......... . ......................................................... 29 

5 Framing the Action Plan ...................... . ...................................... 31 

6 

7 

8 

9 

5.1 CEEP Vision (2010) .......................... ............... .................. . ... 31 
5.2 Richmond's GHG Reduction Targets ..................... . ............. . ................. 31 
5.3 Plan Structure .. ... .......... ................. ..... . ...................................... 32 
5.4 Plan Themes ............................. ................. ......... .... ................ ..32 

Reduction Scenario ............. ............ . ......................... 34 
6.1 The Municipal "Toolkit" ......... ..... ........................ . ............................ 34 
6.2 Reduction Scenario - Summary. .............. .............. .. . . .......... .. . ........... 35 
6.3 Detailed Descriptions of Strategies and Actions ........ .............................................................. ..41 

Beyond the Plan: "Breakthrough" Actions ......... . ..... ... .. ... ..... ........................ .. 65 

Implementation .................................................................................. . 68 
...... 68 

... 68 
B.1 Governance and Management . 
8.2 5-Year Action-Level Implementation 
8.3 Monitoring Framework 

Conclusion ........ .... ........ ................................ . 

.......... 74 

77 

Appendices .... . ................ 1 

~mond ix 

3900612. CNCL - 93



Richmond Community Energy and Emissions Plan 
Phase 2 Draft - June 27, 2013 

Tables 
Table 1. 2041 OCP Population, housing and employment projections by neighbourhood ..... 18 

Table 2: Current Policy Trend Scenario ..................... . . ............................................... 27 

Table 3. Alignment of CEEP, OCP and Key Issues ........ . 

Table 4. Municipal Tools for Encouraging Action .. 

Table 5: Reduction Scenario Assumptions and Outcomes 

Table 6. Reduction Scenario Results ... ......... .... ......... . 

. .... 33 
34 

36 
. ....... 37 

Table 7. Action Level Implementation Guide ...................................... ... .. .. .............. ....... . . .70 

Figures 
Figure 1. District Energy study areas in Richmond ... 

Figure 2. Richmond SustainabiHty Framework Schematic (2010) 

Figure 3. BC Hydro's Hierarchy for Community Energy Planning 

Figure 4. Richmond Housing Types 1996-2011 ......................... . 

. .................... 7 

................... 9 
.............. 10 

. .............. 12 

Figure 5. Period of Construction for Homes in Richmond, 2011 . . ........................ 12 

Figure 6. Trips by mode and mode share for Richmond, 2008 and 2011 ..................... 13 

......................................... 14 Figure 7. Weekday mode share (Richmond), 2011 

Figure 8. Locations of industrial GHG emitters, large institutional facilities, and potential 
renewable energy sources in Richmond ............................................. . ........................ 16 

Figure 9. Locations of Richmond Neighbourhood Areas ............................................................. 17 

Figure 10. Projected population growth in Richmond by neighbourhood (2011-2041 ) ... . .... 19 

Figure 11. Projected employment growth in Richmond by neighbourhood (2011-2041 ) .............. 19 

Figure 12. Breakdown of Energy Use in Richmond (2010) ............................................ ............. 21 

Figure 13. Breakdown of Greenhouse Gas Emissions in Richmond ......................... . .22 

Figure 14. Electricity Infrastructure Schematic for Richmond . . ...... 23 

Figure 15. Carbon Wedge for the Current Policy Trend Scenario . ........................ . . ...... 26 

Figure 16. CPT forecast total and per capita ENERGY consumption (by end user) .................. 28 

Figure 17. CPT forecast for total and per capita ELECTRICITY consumption ......... ................... 28 

Figure 18. CPT forecast for total and per capita GHG emissions (by end user) .................... . 28 
30 

... 32 

... 38 

Figure 19. Projected change in annual thermal energy requirements: (2011-2041) 

Figure 20. Plan Structure Pyramid 

Figure 21. Emissions Distribution Following Action Plan Reductions (2050) .............. . 

Figure 22. Reduction Scenario GHG Wedge ........................................................... . 

Figure 23. Location of Electric Vehicle charging stations in Richmond ............... . 

Figure 24. Carbon Wedge Results of the ~ Big Breakthrough" Actions .......... . 

~hmond 
3900672 

. ....... 40 

. .. 55 

. ............ . 67 

x 

CNCL - 94



Richmond Community Energy and Emissions Plan 
Phase 2 Draft - June 27, 2013 

Acronyms and Abbreviations 

ADEU 

CPT 

811127 

CARIP 

CAS 

Charter 

CEEI 

CEEP 

C02 

C02e 

DA 

Alexandra District Energy Utility 

Current policy trend 

Local Government (Green Communities) Statutes Amendment Act (Bill 27, 2008) 

Climate Action Revenue Incentive Program (CAR1P) , a grant program to 
reimburse the carbon tax paid by municipalities that have signed the Climate 
Action Charter. 

Climate Action Secretariat (of the BC Ministry of Environment) 

Climate Action Charter 

Community Energy and Emissions Inventory 

Community Energy and Emissions Plan 

Carbon dioxide 

Carbon dioxide equivalents are a measure for how strong a greenhouse gas is 
relative to the emission of carbon dioxide. For example, emitting 1 tonne of 
methane gas has the equivalent impact of emitting 25 !onnes of carbon dioxide. 

Dissemination Area. A statistics Canada subdivision of a community. Richmond 
is divided into about 250 DAs 

FCM Federation of Canadian Municipalities 

GHG Greenhouse gases are gases that trap heat in the earth's atmosphere. The 
dominant greenhouse gas resulting from human activity is carbon dioxide (from 
fossil fuel combustion) , followed by methane (from solid waste and agriculture). 

GJ A unit of energy - equivalent to about the energy in a tank of gasoline 

LGA Local Government Act 

OCP Official Community Plans are developed by municipalities in BC and provide a 
longer-term vision for the community. It guides decisions about land use, 
planning, and general purposes of local govemment. OCPs are usually 
developed with significant public consultation. 

PCP Partners for Climate Protection (PCP) an initiative of the FCM 

RGS Metro Vancouver Regional Growth Strategy 

tonne - a metric tonne is equal to 1,000 kilograms 

vkl vehicle kilometres travelled 
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1 Introduction 

Richmond Community Energy and Emissions Plan 
Phase 2 Draft - June 27, 2013 

1.1 What is a Community Energy and Emissions Plan? 

A Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) is a strategic plan to assist Richmond to 
manage energy use and reduce carbon emissions within the community. It identifies objectives, 
policies and actions, and defines the City's role - working in partnership with others - to facilitate 
energy efficiency in the community, develop local energy sources, and to reduce carbon (i.e. 
GHG) emissions.s 

1.2 Why have an Energy Plan? 
Although it is not a legislated requirement for each local government to complete a CEEP, a plan 
supports the municipality in addressing the legislated requirements related to the reduction of 
community-wide GHG emissions. An energy strategy can also assist Richmond in achieving the 
sustainable community vision it defined in the 2041 OCP. Benefits of strategically planning for 
energy use include: 

• Reducing energy costs to residents and businesses by helping them to realize more 
efficient energy use; 

• Reducing local GHG emissions reduce the community's contribution to global climate 
change; 

• Improve air quality - reducing the use of fossil fuels, especially in transportation , reduces 
the amount of air pollutants released into the air we breathe; 

• Reduce vulnerability to energy markets - having a variety of energy sources and 
alternatives enhances resiliency to fluctuating energy prices; 

• Create new jobs and business opportunities - promoting a green economy can open up 
new job and business opportunities; 

• Sustainable communities - the activities that support energy conservation are aligned 
with other sustainable community objectives in the Official Community Plan such as 

5 A number of terms are commonly used to describe the emissions that create cl imate change including: greenhouse 
gases -abbreviated as GHGs, carbon emissions, and the carbon 'footprint' of our energy use. For the purposes here, 
these all refer to the greenhouse gas emissions of the community and can be used interchangeably. While the term GHG 
is more technk:a lly accurate, carbon emissions and carbon footprint are more commonly used in popular communication. 
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building compact, complete communities, efficient infrastructure, walkable 
neighbourhoods, and protecting farmland and natural areas. 

1.3 Plan Objectives 

For the past several years, Richmond has taken action to develop a more sustainable urban 
environment. A number of initiatives have been taken including more compact and complete 
neighbourhoods, incorporation of rapid transit, development of low carbon building energy 
sources through district energy initiatives, and promotion of alternative transportation. 

A number of recent planning and policy initiatives include the development of a sustainability 
framework , the City Centre Area Plan (CCAP), and an updated 2041 OCP defining a direction for 
a more sustainable community. 

Building on these initiatives, this Community Energy and Emissions Plan seeks to: 

• Define actions to implement some of the key energy-related strategies and outcomes 
defined in the OCP document; 

• Define opportunities to reduce energy in areas not addressed by the OCP; 

• Quantify the impact of these actions and determine energy consumption and carbon 
emissions for the OCP period to 2041 . 
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2 Context for Action 
2.1 Global Climate Change 

There is increasing evidence that global climate change resulting from emissions of carbon 
dioxide and other greenhouse gases is having an impact on the climate system of the planet. 
The Fourth Assessment Report (2007) of the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC), states the consensus of scientific opinion that 

• Warming of the climate system is unequivocal, as is now evident from observations of 
increases in global average air and ocean temperatures , widespread melting of snow and 
ice and rising global average sea level ; 

• Most of the observed increase in global average temperatures since the mid-20th century 
is very likely due to the observed increase in human-caused GHG concentrations, and; 

In addition, climate change impacts are expected to have serious negative effects on global 
economic growth and development. In 2005, the UK government commissioned an independent 
economic review called The Stern Review, which concludes that "the benefits of strong and early 
action far outweigh the economic costs of not acting.n6 Using results from economic models, the 
Review estimated that if we don't act, the overall costs and risks of climate change will be 
equivalent to losing at least 5% of global Gross Domestic Product (GOP) annually - potentially as 
much as 20% of GOP. In contrast, the costs of implementing actions to reduce GHG emissions 
and mitigate the impacts of climate change may be limited to around 1 % of global GOP annually. 

2.2 Action by Senior Levels of Government 

2.2.1 Global Action 

On a global scale, the United Nations General Assembly endorsed action on climate change by 
establishing the United Nations Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC) in 1988. 
Since this time, there have been a number of international protocols and accords (the best known 
is the "Kyoto Protoco l~) that define each country's commitment to make reductions in greenhouse 
gas emissions. Subsequent policy commitments have been made at a number of IPCC 
meetings. 

~ Nicholas Stern. The Economics of Climate Change: The Stem Review. Cambridge University Press, January 2007. 
http·flwebarchjve nationalarchives.gov. uk/+/http·f/wHw. hm· 
Ireasurv,gov,uk!jndependenl reviews/stern review economics ci"male change/slern review report.ctm 
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2.2.2 Federal Initiatives 

In Canada, sen ior levels of government have made commitments to reducing GHG emissions, 
and have developed policies, programs and initiatives to meet those commitments. New 
legislation, targets and actions that affect community emissions in Richmond include: 

• In January 2010, the federal government set a national target to reduce GHG emissions 
by 17 percent, relative to 2005 levels, by 2020. 

• In 2010, the federal government published the Passenger Vehicle and Light Truck 
Greenhouse Gas Emission Regulations under the Canadian Environmental Protection 
Act (CEPA) to create national vehicle efficiency standards that harmonize with the US 
standards. New vehicles sold in 2016 are projected to be an average of 25% more 
efficient than vehicles sold in 200B.7 

• Currently the federal government is consulting on regulations for 2017 to 2025 that are 
expected to see up to a 50% reduction in GHGs from cars and light trucks by 2025 
compared to 2008. 

• In February 2013, details of the Heavy-Duty Vehicle and Engine Greenhouse Gas 
Emissions Regulations were announced to harmonize with the US standards. Emission 
standards will be progressively established between the 2014 and 2018 model years. 
Vehicles sold in 2018 will be up to 23% more efficient than vehicles sold in 2008.8 

2.2.3 Provincial Initiatives 

Since 2007 a number of provincial initiatives have been made to reduce GHG emissions in BC. 
These include: 

• Greenhouse Gas Reduction Targets Act (Bill 44, 2007): establishes a province wide 
reduction of GHG emissions of 33% by 2020, and 80% by 2050 below 2007 levels. 

• BC Climate Action Plan: Developed to support Bill 44, the plan's actions are estimated 
to achieve 73% of the reductions required to meet the reduction target. The plan and 
subsequent legislation included the BC carbon tax that in 2012 will reach $30 per each 
tonne of GHG emissions. 

• Clean Energy Act: In 2010 BC adopted the Clean Energy Act defining several energy 
objectives for BC, including achieving electricity self-sufficiency, reducing greenhouse 
gas emissions, meeting 66% of the increase in demand by 2020 through conservation 
and demand management, and investing in clean and renewable energy. 

• Loca l Government (Green Communities) Statutes Amendment Act (Bill 27, 2008): 
which amends the Local Government Act to read : 

7 Government of Canada Gazette "Regulations Amending the Passenger Automobile and Light Truck Greenhouse Gas 
Emission Regulations ' , accessed March 2013 at htlp:ffwww.gazelte.gc.calrp-prfplf201212012-12-08fhtmUregl -eng.html. 

8 Environment Canada News Release ' Canada Continues to Al ign Greenhouse Gas Emissions Measures with the United 
States' , accessed March 2013 at hltpJfwww.ec.gc.caldefault.asp?lang=En&n=714D9AAE-l &news=3FC39747-ABF2-
470A-A99E-48CA2B881 E97. 
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ULGA 877 (3) - An official community plan must include targets for the reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions in the area covered by the plan, and policies and actions 
of the local government proposed with respect to achieving those targets (by May 31 , 
2010)" 

• BC Climate Action Charter: A provincial initiative introduced in September 2007 to 
encourage local governments to become carbon neutral in their local government 
operations beginning in 2012. 9 

2.2.4 Regional Context 

Richmond is the fourth most populated city in the Metro Vancouver region, after Vancouver, 
Surrey and Burnaby. Metro Vancouver10 adopted a new 2040 Regional Growth Strategy (RGS) 
that provides guidance for land use policies and development across the region to 2040. The key 
energy related component of the RGS is to delineate urban growth boundaries to focus 
residential and commercial growth, so that agricultural, industrial , and natural areas may be 
preserved. The RGS identifies Richmond's City Centre as a "Regional City Centre" that is 
expected to see significant residential and commercial growth. Following adoption of the RGS, 
the City of Richmond developed a Regional Context Statement to demonstrate how its 2041 
Official Community Plan (OCP) supports the RGS vision, goals and strategies. 

Metro Vancouver also is a key facilitator of regional waste management and in 2010 completed 
an Integrated Solid Waste and Resource Management Plan (ISWRMP) . The primary goal of the 
ISWRMP is to reduce waste by way of further diversion and energy recovery. The ISWRMP has 
set a target to increase the quantity of waste diverted from disposal to 80% by 2020. This target 
will only be achieved through a commitment to waste reduction by Richmond and other member 
municipalities in cooperation with Metro Vancouver. 

TransLink, the regional transportation authority, plans and manages the regional transportation 
system - including major roads, transit and regional pathways. TransLink's Transport 2040 
Goals include reducing GHG emissions from transportation , making non-auto trips the primary 
mode of transportation , aligning new housing and jobs with areas serviced by the frequent transit 
network, and faci litating efficient goods movement. In 2010 TransLink completed the Canada 
Line, providing Richmond with a rapid transit line connecting the airport, the City Centre, and 
Vancouver. Richmond's other transit service routes are defined through an Area Transit Plan 
(last updated in 2000). TransLink plans to update this Area Transit Plan in 2014. During the 
2041 OCP process, the City envisioned a long term concept for transit network in 2041 that links 
future neighbourhood centres with frequent transit routes to support the goal of reducing 
automobile reliance and emissions. 

~ Carbon neutrality means that efforts are made to reduce emissions, and that any emissions that cannot be reduced are 
'neutralized' through purchase of carbon offsets. 

10 Metro Vancouver is a Regional District (RD) under the Local Government Act. RDs provide services to municipalities 
and unincorporated areas within the geographic boundary. RDs are not specifically "higher levels of government", 
however, they do perform functions that span across several municipalities - thus operating with a perspective beyond the 
city's boundaries. 
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2.3 Previous Action by Richmond 

The City has recognized that it can playa role in mitigating the impacts of climate change for a 
number of years. This is evident in recent initiatives undertaken by the City described below. 

• City Centre Area Plan: In 2009 the City adopted a plan that prepares the City Centre 
area for significant levels of new growth in a manner that provides opportunities for 
people to live, work, play and learn in a sustainable, high-amenity environment while 
reducing sprawl and pressure on the suburban neighbourhoods, industrial areas and 
farmland (City Centre Area Plan, section 1.1). Supportive policies also include transit
oriented development, transit infrastructure and pass incentives, improved pedestrian 
and cycling links, and reduced parking in new developments, especially where transit 
accessible. Policy 2.5.2(a) requires lEED Silver equivalent for private developments 
over 2,000 m2

. 

• Official Community Plan Update: In 2012 the City adopted an updated OCP ~ Moving 
Towards Sustainability" that will guide community land use planning and policies for the 
next decade based on a long-term vision of where Richmond wants to be in 2041. The 
OC? provides clear direction that the majority of growth will be focused on the City 
Centre (55%), and that remaining growth will be accommodated as re-development along 
designated arterial roads and in close proximity to Neighbourhood Centres (shopping 
mall sites). Further to this, policies identify a need to shift the transportation priorities to 
pedestrians, cyclists and transit users, and away from vehicles. 

The 2041 OCP update included targets for reducing GHG emissions. As directed by 
Council , the reduction targets were set at the level of the Provincial target - 33% by 2020 
and 80% by 2050 - both from 2007 levels. 

• CEEP "Phase 1": In response to the 8ill27 requirement to set a target for GHG 
reduction in an OCP, the city executed a high-level analysis of the potential for energy 
conservation and GHG reductions within the City. The analysis estimated that energy 
reductions of 7-12% by 2020 and 15-21% by 2050 were potentially achievable. 
Associated with this would be reductions of GHG emissions of 20-26% by 2020 and 33-
41% by 2050 (all from 2007 levels) . 

• Corporate Energy Management: The City signed the Climate Action Charter and made 
a voluntary commitment to the Province to become carbon neutral in its operations from 
2012 onwards. On the path to carbon neutrality, the City has undertaken significant 
efforts to reduce energy consumption in its facilities and operations. 

• District Energy (DE): The City is actively pursuing opportunities to develop district 
energy systems. They have conducted several feasibility studies and have developed 
the Alexandra District Energy Utility (ADEU). The system in the West Cambie 
neighbourhood (see Figure 1) currently serves the Remy and Mayfair development 
through a geoexchange system. At full build out, the system will serve over 3,000 
residents and a total of 3.9 million square feet of residential, commercial and office and 
institutional space. 

• Other District Energy feasibility studies and activities included (see Figure 1): 

o 

o 

_~chmond 
3900672 

The River's Edge neighbourhood (over 850,000 square feet of mixed use space) 

The Fantasy Gardens site (approximately 560,000 square feet of mixed use 
space) 
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o Several areas in the City Centre area including North City Centre (over 6 million 
square feet of potentially connected space), River Green (2.7 million square 
feet) . and City Centre main (potentially over 6.3 million square feet). 

o Lulu Island heat recovery from WVVTP effluent to provide heating the WVVTP 
processes and buildings, andlor development in the Steveston area. 

o City Centre redevelopment practice is to require new developments to be "DE 
ready" meaning that they employ hydronic heating systems that can in the future 
be connected to a centralized DE system. 

o City Centre energy mapping. Staff developed mapping to identify the total 
potential heat load from the City Centre area. This process looked at each major 
site and identified whether it was potentially re-developable , and then estimated 
the thermal load if it developed to maximum potential. 

o Richmond currently accesses support funding from BC Hydro for an energy 
manager to help provide district energy evaluation and implementation. 

Figure 1. District Energ y study areas in Richmond 
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Note: The figure indicates the areas where District Energy has been stUdied. Not all of these areas have been 
determined to be promising candidates for district energy evaluation. 
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• Electric Vehicle Charging Stations: In 2013 the City is installing 10 EV charging 
stations in five civic locations for public and fleet use, supported by a provincial grant. 

• Active Transportation Dedicated Budget For 2013, Council consolidated existing 
funding programs to create a dedicated budget for active transportation improvements. 

• Transportation Demand Management (TOM) Measures: TDM measures are sought 
from developers in exchange for relaxing parking requirements. These include providing 
EV charging outlets, bicycle parking and storage, end-of-trip facilities and dedicated 
parking stalls for car-share vehicles. 

• Solid Waste Strategic Program: The City has set a target to divert 70% of waste by 
2015 and 80% by 2020, and has developed a set of strategies and actions to get there. 
These targets match the regional goals set by Metro Vancouver. The City's actions 
include a Green Cart Pilot program to increase the uptake of food scraps composting in 
single-family areas, and expansion of the food scraps program to townhouses. 

• Climate Change and Energy Efficiency Awareness Programs : The City has 
supported a number of awareness initiatives, including the Climate Action Showdown (an 
awareness program in schools) , BC Hydro and Fortis energy efficiency program 
promotions, and the Climate Smart Initiative (support for 10 to 12 businesses in 
undertaking training to complete GHG emission inventories and business case analyses 
for energy and GHG reduction actions in their businesses) . 

• Sustainability Framework: In 2010 Council adopted a framework that will serve to guide 
decisions in a manner that considers the opportunities and impacts in relation to multiple 
community goals in nine theme areas (see Figure 2). The City is continuing efforts to 
complete the actions, strategies and targets in the remaining goal areas. 

~hrnond 8 
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Figure 2. Richmond Sustainability Framework Schematic (201 0) 
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2.4 Be Hydro Promotion of Energy Planning 

BC Hydro's Sustainable Communities Program has been supporting the development and 
implementation of energy efficiency and renewable energy initiatives in communities for a number 
of years . This program recognizes the importance of first identifying opportunities for 
conservation before moving into investigation of renewable energy alternatives. Figure 3, 
developed by Be Hydro, presents a hierarchy of priorities for energy and electricity planning as 
follows: 

1. Reduce demand: Identify opportunities to reduce the amount of energy we need to 
undertake our daily activities . This requires us to be smarter about our energy use (e.g. 
turning down the heat) and to use more efficient technologies (better insulation, passive 
solar design, etc.). 

2. Re-use waste heat: Find places that currently release heat into the air that could be 
recovered and used elsewhere. This involves building-scale technologies (e.g. heat and 

~mond 
3900672 
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drain water recovery ventilators) and also planning communities to encourage recovery of 
waste heat (e.g, locating a pool next to an ice rink and exchanging the heat). 

3. Renewable heat: After undertaking initiatives to reduce demand and capture existing 
heat, next opportunities are sought to replace fossil fuels with renewable sources of heat 
(e.g. solar hot water heaters, heat pumps that extract heat from ground, water or air) , 

4. Renewable electricity: Finally, opportunities to supplement or replace electricity with local 
renewable sources are identified. This could entail photovoltaic solar panels, small wind 
turbines, or micro-hydro for generating electricity. 

Figure 3. BC Hydro's Hierarchy for Community Energy Planning 
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2.5 Richmond 2011 : Context and Recent Trends 

Richmond is an island municipality situated at the west end of the Fraser River delta. The 
geography is flat with limited natural drainages. The island is largely agricultural in the east, and 
urbanized in the west. The municipality covers 130 square kilometres of land, of which 
approximately 50 square kilometres are within the Agricultural Land Reserve. The following 
sections outline key context and trends in Richmond in relation to energy and climate 
considerations. 

2.5.1 Population 

Richmond Context and 
Trends 

Energy and Climate 
Implications 

In 2011 , Richmond's Census population was approximately 190,000, 
an increase of almost 10% from the previous Census in 2006.11 Over 
the same period, the population in Metro Vancouver increased 
approximately 9% and the population in BC increased 7%. 

Energy consumption and GHG emissions are strongly linked to 
population growth. Continued growth will lead to increasing energy 
consumption and GHG emissions unless our practices change. 

2.5.2 Demographics 

Richmond Context and 
Trends 

Energy and Climate 
Implications 

2.5.3 Homes 

The proportion of people under the age of 15 is declining, and the 
proportion of people aged 55 to 64 has grown the most. 

Improving infrastructure for walking and rolling is aligned with the 
objectives to reduce GHG emissions and improve accessibility for an 
aging population. Supplying more diverse housing options, such as 
apartments and ground-oriented townhouses, near frequent transit with 
amenities close by also supports both demographic trends and reduced 
energy consumption . 

Richmond Context and The City Centre has seen significant growth in low and high-rise 
Trends apartments in recent years. Since 1996, the number of detached 

dwellings has remained about the same with detached dwellings 
becoming a smaller share of the total dwellings (see Figure 4). 

Almost 58% of all housing across the city is over 20 years old (Quilt 
before 1990), and a large percentage of these were built during the 
1970s (40 years ago). Figure 5 demonstrates the period of 
construction for Richmond's housing stock. 

!1 Statist ics Canada Census 2011 Profi le. accessed March 2013. 
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Energy and Climate 
Implications 

Apartments and townhouses are more energy efficient than detached 
homes because they tend to be smaller, and because they have less 
external wall space (where heat is lost). These types of homes are on 
average 50-80% more efficient than if built as detached homes. Smaller 
homes can also supply more affordable housing opportunities. 

50% 

40% 

30% 

20% 

10% 

Upgrading older homes for energy efficiency can reduce energy use, 
heating costs and carbon emissions. 

Figure 4. Richmond Housing Types 1996-2011 
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Figure 5. Period of Construction for Homes in Richmond, 2011 
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Richmond Context and Almost 80% of trips' in Richmond are by automobile (see Figure 6) . 
Trends Since the Canada Line opened in 2010, residents in Richmond have 

reduced automobile trips by 3% and increased use of transit by 4%. 

Energy and Climate 
Implications 

Walking and cycling trips remain roughly the same between 2008 and 
2011 (8% and 1 % respectively, see Figure 7) . Richmond's topography 
and trip profile is supportive of walking and cycling : most trips 
originating in Richmond are within the City (67%) and one-half of all 
trips are 4 km or less in length. 

Over half of grade school children walk, cycle or take transit to school 
with the average length of all school trips of 2.8 km. 

Land use planning that fills housing into areas with local shopping, 
amenities and transit leads to more walking , cycling and transit use. 
Safe, accessible walking , rolling and cycling pathways with direct and 
connected links will also support this shift. 

Focusing improved infrastructure and safety programs along school 
routes can encourage healthy active transportation choices among both 
children and parents. 

Figure 6. Trips by mode and mode share for Richmond, 2008 and 2011 
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Source: 2011 Metro Vancouver Regional Trip Diary Survey Analysis Report, Translink, 2013 
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Figure 7. Weekday mode share (Richmond), 2011 
,-----~~~~~-
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Source: 2011 Metro Vancouver Regional Trip Diary Survey Analysis Report, TransLink, 2013 

Note: Escort trips occur when a driver assists someone else in their travel needs. This includes all parent trips with a 
reported purpose of "\0 school' where the parent (driver) is undertaking the trip for the purpose of transporting the child 
(passenger) to school. 

2.5.5 Job Location 

Richmond Context and 
Trends 

Energy and Climate 
Implications 

Richmond has the highest jobs-to-Iabour force ratio in Metro Vancouver 
(1.24 in 2006) , meaning that there are more jobs in Richmond than 
there are Richmond residents in the labour force .12 Richmond's top 
employment industries include retail trade (12%), food services & 
accommodation (9%), professional, scientific & technical services (9%), 
and health care (8%). 

Retail and office space located near transit, cycling and pedestrian 
opportunities in City Centre are appropriate for many Richmond 
businesses. Surveys show that commercial office space located near 
rapid transit stations has lower vacancy rates and attracts higher 
rents 13. 

Many industries are located in less accessible parts of the Richmond 
and have different transportation opportunities and challenges. 

1. Statistics Canada Census 2006 Profile, accessed March 2013 at 
hllp:/fwww.richmond.ca/discover/aboutldemographicsJCensus2006.htm. At the time of this report , 2011 statistics are not 
yet available for these categories. 

13 "Rapid Transit Office Inde): fo r Metro Vancouver", Jones Lang laSalle, 2011 . 
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2.5.6 Industry 

Richmond Context and 
Trends 

Energy and Climate 
Implications 

Richmond Community Energy and Emissions Plan 
Phase 2 Draft - June 27, 2013 

Additional important industries in Richmond include transportation & 
warehousing , manufacturing and wholesale trade , 

Three industries in Richmond have GHG emissions large enough to 
report to Provincial agencies, indicate they are significant users of fossil 
fuels are Lafarge Cement, Plywood Corp and Tree Island Industries 
(see Figure a for locations). 

Industries may have different input and output materials and there may 
be opportunities to share resources and/or energy. Eco-industrial 
networking takes advantage of co-located industries that can share 
resources. 

Opportunities for reducing emissions from goods movement include 
buying new fuel-efficient vehicles, right-sizing, ensuring trucks are 
loaded for all trips, and route planning. 

2.5.7 Local Energy Sources 

Richmond Context and 
Trends 

Energy and Climate 
Implications 

3900672 

Richmond has one District Energy system - the Alexandra DEU, and all 
new buildings within the service area are required to connect to it. This 
system uses a ground source heat pump to extract geothermal energy 
from the ground. 

Local sources of renewable energy can achieve many objectives, 
including reduced GHG emissions, less reliance on global energy price 
fluctuations and availability, more resilient community. Other 
opportunities may include capturing waste heat from the city sewer 
system, capturing waste heat from buildings such as ice rinks and 
hospitals, heat exchange from the river water, and other site-level 
opportunities (solar hot water, heat pumps, etc. ). 
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2.6 Richmond 2041 : OCP Population, Housing and 
Employment Projections 

In November 2012, the City adopted an updated OCP to guide growth and development that 
aligns with a 2041 vision and gets the city "Moving Towards Sustainability". In preparation for the 
update, the City undertook Significant amounts of analysis and consultation to understand how 
much the population is anticipated to grow, how much employment is anticipated to grow, where 
there is potential to accommodate the new growth, and where particular uses need to be 
preserved. Based on all this, the City developed the following projections for each 
neighbourhood for the year 2041 (see Table 1). 

Figure 10 and Figure 11 provide a visual representation of the size of projected population and 
employment growth, respectively, in each neighbourhood. From these it is evident that much of 
the residential and employment growth is forecast for the City Centre area. 

Figure 9. Locations of Richmond Neighbourhood Areas 
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Figure 10. Projected population growth in Richmond by neighbourhood (2011-2041) 
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Figure 11 . Projected employment growth in Richmond by neighbourhood (2011-2041) 
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3 Where are we now? 

3.1 Energy Use and Carbon Emissions Baseline 

Emissions of greenhouse gases (GHGs) or ~carbon emissions" or our "carbon footprint" are 
emissions to the atmosphere from human activities. Most GHG emissions are a direct result of 
our use of fossil fuel energy - coal, oil, natural gas. This energy is used to heat and power our 
buildings, and drive our vehicles. Additionally a small amount of GHG emissions arise from the 
decomposition of the solid waste we generate. 

3.1.1 Community Energy Use Baseline (2010) 

We use energy to heat and power our buildings, drive our transportation and to run our 
businesses. Key energy uses in our community are (see also Figure 12): 14 

r-"-----..... "I 
What is a gigajoule? 

• Buildings: Energy is consumed to heat, cool and 
power our buildings and provide a range of services. 
Key energy sources for our buildings are natural gas
to provide space heating and hot water heating, and 
electricity - which provides energy to all sorts of 
process or "plug loads" and some heating and cooling. 

• Transportation: Energy is consumed by vehicles to 
move people and goods. This energy primarily comes 
from burning gasoline, diesel and propane. Passenger 
vehicles account for the majority of the community's 
estimated transportation fuel use. 

Energy consumption is an expenditure to the community. The 

A gigajoule (GJ) is a metric term 
used for measuring energy use. 1 
GJ is equivalent to the amount of 
energy available in a vehicle tank 
of gas, or 2 barbeque propane 
tanks. It's also the amount of 
electricity a typical homes uses in 
10 days. 

,. The Province of BC has developed the Community Energy and Emissions Inventory (CEEI) initiative to provide 
inventories of community-wide energy consumption and GHG emissions for all municipal ities and regional districts in BC. 
The CEEI reports provide the tota l amount of building energy consumed (electricity , natural gas) as well as modeled 
estimates of consumed propane, heating oil, and wood . Transportation emissions are modelled for vehicle fuels using 
statistics of vehicle travel and fuel economy ratings. The associated GHG emissions are calculated from energy 
consumed as well as from disposed waste. Inventories have heen developed for the calendar years 2007 and 2010, and 
are expected to be produced biannually. (see www.env govbc.ca/eod/cl"mate/ceeiflndex.htm). 

This report presents the most recent CEEI report for Richmond. The targets in Richmond's OCP were developed from the 
2007 baseline, using the first CEEI report available for Richmond. 

Generally large industries are excluded from the CEEI inventories - usually for privacy reasons. For example, this 
inventory does not include emission from the Lafarge cement plant. However, this facility does report its emissions to 
senior government regulators. 
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most recent inventory indicates that $440,000,000 annually is spent in Richmond for energy 
consumption (based on 2010 inventory) - about $2,200 each year for every resident. The vast 
majority of this spending leaves Richmond. This level of consumption is on par with other 
communities in the Metro Vancouver reg ion. 

Figure 12. Breakdow n of Energy Use in Richmond (2010) 

3.1.2 

8% 
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Each energy source - burning a fuel , consuming 
electricity results in a release of carbon. IS As well , 
waste disposal through a landfill or a waste to energy 
facility results in carbon emissions. Our sources of 
GHG emissions (see Figure 13) are: 

• Bu ild ings: Using electricity and natural gas to 
heat and cool buildings leads to 43% of the 
community's GHG emissions. Most of the 
GHGs result from natural gas use since 
electricity in Be is a relatively "low carbon" 
energy source. 

r 
What is a carbon dioxide 

equivalent? 

Greenhouse gas emissions are measured in 
tonnes of carbon dioxide equivalents or 
tonnes COze . A carbon dioxide equivalent is 
a way of expressing any given greenhouse 
gas as a functionally equivalent amount of 
carbon dioxide (C02). 1 tonne COze is 
created when you consume 10 tanks of 
gasoline in a car. 

\.. ~ 

IS For fossil fuel consumption the release of carbon occurs at the 'tailp ipe" - the point of consumption. For electricity 
consumption the release of carbon occurs elsewhere in the electricity 'grid' and not at the point of electricity use. 
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• Transportation: Using gasoline, diesel and propane for transportation leads to 
approximately 53% of the community's GHG emissions. This community inventory 
includes only vehicles registered in Richmond. 

• Solid waste: Richmond 's waste that is not diverted through recycling and composting 
programs goes to landfills where it decomposes and releases methane gas, a potent 
GHG. 

These emissions equate to about 4.5 tonnes of CO2 equivalents per person each year. This is a 
typical level of emissions for residents in the Metro Vancouver area. 

Figure 13. Breakdown of Greenhouse Gas Emissions in Richmond 
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3.2 Electricity: A Unique Energy Service 

Electricity is a unique fuel. It is versatile and can be used for any number of applications
running machinery - heating buildings - driving vehicles. However, electricity is also transient in 
nature and cannot be stored. 

Part of this energy plan process is to determine specific actions for reducing electricity use, and I 
or generating electricity within the community. These actions will help support BC Hydro's 
mandate to encourage conservation , and develop local alternative electricity sources to reduce 
the burden on the Provincial generation and transmission system. 

Our electricity infrastructure also requires rights of ways and facilities, each occupying valuable 
land in the community (see Figure 14). Historically this (and other utility infrastructure) has been 
addressed separately by each utility. Growth in the community will drive new investments in 
infrastructure. 
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Figure 14. Electricity Infrastructure Schematic for Richmond 
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4 Where are we heading? 
4.1 Current Policy Trend: Forecast without an Action Plan 

Energy consumption and GHG emissions increase as the population and economy expand. In the 
future, they will continue to increase as Richmond grows. However, the growth will be tempered by 
efficiencies driven by other levels of government. 

The forecast is initially driven by population growth. 16 In theory, from the 2007 baseline, our energy 
use and GHG emissions would grow directly proportional to the growth in population. In fact this will 
not happen because other initiatives are already underway. Specific activities that will reduce the 
growth of the GHG emissions compared to population growth are: 

• Inclusion of a mandatory biofuel content in gasoline and diesel fuels 

• Increases in vehicle fuel efficiency standards implemented by the Federal government. 

• Improvements to the BC Building Code 

• Impacts of densification of the community resulting in decreased building energy 
consumption (more efficient building forms) and decreased vehicle kilometers travelled 
(shorter travel distances and less reliance on automobiles). 

These impacts will be explained by an example of a GHG emissions forecast called a ucarbon wedge" 
diagram (see Figure 15). The figure will be examined from the top lines downward. 

The top tine represents the theoretical increase of GHG emissions if the energy use and GHG 
emissions continue to grow in the fashion of the 'status quo' energy use (the way that energy was 
consumed at the time of the 2007 baseline. That is each new person uses the same energy and 
same housing stock as the existing residents. 17 Beneath this status quo growth curve are four 
"wedges" representing different components of reductions caused by established activities. From top 
to bottom these reduction wedges are due to: 

• Biofuel Content of transportation fuels: The Federal government has mandated a biofuel 
content for gasoline and diesel fuels. These are modeled through a reduction of the emission 
factors for these fuels (consistent with the methodology used for BC public sector 
organization in the SmartTool reporting system). 

!& A more complete description of the calculation methodology is provided in appendix A. 

17 This status quo development forecast is something of a theoretical construct because it implies that the new residents will be 
housed in the same types of dwellings as the existing residents (Le. split between single family and mu~i-family etc.). In 
practice there is not sufficient land avai lable to do this. 
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• Improved Federal fuel efficiency standards for vehic les. The Federal government has 
announced requirements for average fuel efficiency to increase between the 2010 and 2016 
mode! year (called LDV1) and further targets are under development for further 
improvements for model years 2017 to 2025 (LDV2). GHG reductions may be greater than 
50% of passenger vehicle emissions by 2025. As well, there are processes underway that 
would see (more modest) improvements in commercial vehicle efficiency as well. 

• BC Building Code improvements. The BC government in 2007 established targets to 
improve the energy efficiency of commercial and residential buildings. These changes have 
been initiated with improvements to the building code and to energy standards for equipment. 

• "Base OCP" densif ication impacts: vehicles : The new OCP defines a more densely 
developed City Centre to accommodate the increases in population. Data shows that as 
density increases, the amount of vehicle kilometers travelled decreases. This is regardless of 
whether transit service and other amenities are developed. 18 This wedge has been shown as 
a "given" or input assumption because it is established 

• " Base OCP" densification impacts: buildings: The increased densification will result in 
lower residential building energy consumption due to the greater share of multi-family units 
compared to single family units, and the fact that town homes and apartments tend to be 
smaller than detached dwellings. An improvement in residential building energy is shown -
commercial buildings were not assumed to be affected. 

The resulting emissions that remain after these wedges collectively are called the current policy trend 
(CPT) scenario, sometimes referred to in energy and emissions plans as business as usual (BAU) 
(Figure 15). 

The impact of the densiftcation resulting from the development of the 2041 OCP (including the 2009 
CCAP) is shown here because it is a ~given" or assumption going into the CEEP. 

The reductions that are shown are an attempt to quantify the impact solely of the densification. As a 
concept it may be called the reductions that are achieved if the densification defined in the OCP is 
achieved - but little else is achieved (e.g. not transit improvements, no greener buildings, etc.). As 
such these have been called the "Base OCP~ reductions . 

In practice this density will be achieved in combination with better transit, better non-vehicle 
transportation amenities, uabove-code" building standards etc. Those activities though may be 
implemented to a greater or lesser degree. As a result they are considered actions for the energy 
plan. 

The resulting CPT scenario results for energy, electricity and GHG emissions are estimated and 
shown in Table 2, and presented graphically in Figure 16, Figure 17, and Figure 18. 

IS A description is provided in Appendix A. Transit service and amenities wil l enhance the reduction in vkt in addition to this 
base amount. 
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Figure 15. Carbon Wedge for the Current Policy Trend Scenario 
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Table 2: Current Policy Trend Scenario 

Year 2007 I 2010 2020 I 2041 2050 

Population 

Residents 189,333 200,000 224,000 280,000 304,000 

% change from Baseline (2007) - 4% 18% 48% 61% 

GHG Emissions (tonnes of C02e) 

Total GHG Emissions 886,000 910 ,000 906,000 880,000 877,000 

% change from Baseline (2007) - 3% 2% -1 % -1% 

Per Capita Emissions (tJperson) 4.7 4.6 4.0 3 .1 2 .9 

Electricity Consumption (GJ) 

Total Electricity Consumption (GJ) 5,927,000 5,994,000 6,226,000 6 ,136,000 6,196,000 

% change from Baseline (2007) - 1% 5% 4% 5% 

Per Capita Electricity Consumption 31 .3 30.4 27.8 21 .9 20.4 
(GJ.lperson) 

Total Energy Consumption (GJ) 

Total Energy Consumption (GJ) 19,549,000 19,862,000 19,940,000 18,295,000 18,062 ,000 

% change from Baseline (2007) - 0% 2% -6% -8% 

Per Capita Energy Consumption 103.3 100.7 89.0 65.3 59.4 
(GJ/person) 

Notes: [11 Values shown irl red carl be compared to the COUrlci! approved targets: GHGs: -33% by 2020, -80% by 2050: 
Erlergy -10% by 2020, all from 2007 levels. 
[21 Values may not add precisely due to rounding. 
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Figure 16. CPT forecast total and per capita ENERGY consumption (by end user) 
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Figure 17. CPT forecast for total and per capita ELECTRICITY consumption 
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Figure 18. CPT forecast for total and per capita GHG emissions (by end user) 
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4.2 Thermal Energy Load Growth: 2011 to 2041 
As part of this project an analysis was undertaken to estimate the current (2011) energy load needed 
for heating throughout the community, and also to estimate where the future (2041) energy load for 
heating will be based on the City's projected residential and employment growth. 

Thermal energy mapping (space and hot water heating) serves a number of purposes, First it serves 
as a composite measure for overall development - combining residential and commercial 
development. As well it can be useful to provide direction for potential future district energy 
opportunities. District energy feasibility is typically driven by the amount of new development - rather 
than the total developed area - simply because existing buildings are most often not compatible with 
DE systems. 

As an example, Figure 19 shows the change in anticipated thermal energy for new buildings 
projected to be built in Richmond between 2011 and 2041. Features that are visually apparent 
include: 

• Large increases in heating requirements in the City Centre area - consistent with the 
expected redevelopment of the City Centre area, 

• Lesser intensive increases along the arterial road network, and 

• Limited increases in existing single-family dwelling neighbourhoods. 
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Figure 19. Projected change in annual thermal energy requirements : 2011 to 2041 (GJ/ha) 
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5 Framing the Action Plan 

5.1 CEEP Vision (2010) 

During the first phase of the Community Energy and Emissions Plan, the City created a vision for 
the CEEP as follows: 

The development of a Community Energy and Emissions Plan (CEEP) for Richmond 
supports the vision of the city as the most appealing, liveable and well managed 
community in Canada. A community where development strengthens social institutions 
and values, enables a vibrant, innovative and resource efficient economy, and protects 
and enhances ecological resources to ensure that these continue to provide valuable 
selVices for all, now and in the future. Richmond recognizes the challenges that climate 
change and changing global energy dynamiCS present and aims to act now to be 
prosperous later. 

Consistent with the City's sustainable community vision is the goal of achieving an 
energy-wise and low-carbon society, and enables a robust local economy, a healthy 
environment, and a safe, equitable, diverse, and resilient community. Th is vision of 
Richmond is predicated on a move away from fossil fuels and increasing greenhouse gas 
(GHG) emissions, and toward an energy future where demand for energy is reduced, 
more waste heat energy is recovered, renewable sources of heat are fully exploited, 
renewable energy for electricity generation become mainstream, and GHG emissions are 
lowered to the greatest extent possible. 

5.2 Richmond's GHG Reduction Targets 

In the 2041 OCP, Richmond incorporated community-wide GHG emissions reductions and 
energy use targets as follows (OCP section 2.2 , Objective 1): 

Reduce GHG emissions from City operations and services, and support broad-base 
community GHG emission reduction to achieve a 33% reduction from 2007 levels by 
2020 and 80% below 2007 levels by 2050. 

These targets align with the province-wide targets , which support the scientific consensus around 
the need to dramatically reduce global GHG emissions, and demonstrate a strong commitment to 
climate change mitigation. The targets also align with the provincial targets outlined in Bill 44, 
Greenhouse Gas Emission Reduction Targets Act, and also with the Metro Vancouver GHG 
emission targets in the Regional Growth Strategy. 

During the CEEP Phase 1 project, the City also defined a target to reduce total energy use in the 
community by 10% from 2007 levels by 2020. 
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5.3 Plan Structure 

A pyramid structure (see Figure 20) can be a useful structure to visualize the framework of the 
plan. From a singular vision at the top, the framework increases in detail, and number of items 
through each level. The long-term vision remains at the top, supported by several themes and 
strategies, each with a set of shorter-term actions that aim to achieve the strategies. The vision 
should remain relevant well into the future, while the actions are subject to more frequent 
revisions and review over time to ensure they are helping to achieve the vision. The base of the 
pyramid represents the numerous activities that are undertaken in executing the actions, as well 
as the need to measure the impacts of those activities and inform which areas need review and 
revision over time. 

Figure 20. Plan Structure Pyramid 
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5.4 Plan Themes 

In recognition of the importance of the OCP as a guiding document for Richmond, the CEEP is 
organized into five themes that also align with the OCP chapters that are most relevant to 
community energy consumption, energy efficiency and greenhouse gas emissions: 
Neighbourhoods & Buildings, Mobility & Access, Resilient Economy, Sustainable Infrastructure & 
Resources, and Climate Change Leadership. A comparison of these themes and relevant OCP 
chapters is provided in Table 3. This highlights how the OCP document already is aligned with 
energy management and GHG reductions, and where the different activities are addressed by 
OCP policy. 
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2. Mobility and Access 

3. Resilient Economy 

4 . Sustainable 
Infrastructure and 
Resources 

5. Climate Change 
Leadership 
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Table 3. Alignment of CEEP, OCP and Key Issues 

OCP Chapter Key Issues 

Ch 3: Connected • Land use to develop and maintain compact. complete 
Neighbourhoods wi th communities 
Special Places • Promote New green homes 

• Building scale alternative and innovative energy 
supply 

• Make existing buildings more efficient 

Ch 8: Mobility and Access • Non-auto mode shift 
• Transit 
• Low carbon vehicles 

Ch 6: Resilient Economy • Goods movement & commercial vehicles 

• Green jobs and low impact industrial development 
Ch 7: Agriculture and • Local jobs 
Food • Preservation of commercial & industrial land 

• Commercial buildings - retrofits & new green bldgs. 

• Alternative energy I biomass 

Ch 12: Sustainable • Solid waste 
Infrastructure and • Use local energy sources 
Resources • Build efficient infrastructure 

Ch 2: Climate Change • Education and engagement 
Response • Corporate operations will "lead by example" 

Note that other OCP sections may also have some connection to the energy plan. Th is table highlights the k.ey 
considerations. 
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Reduction Scenario 
This section first presents the results of a developed "reduction scenario" and then defines the 
detail of the strategies and actions used to develop the scenario. 

6.1 The Municipal "Toolkit" 

The range of actions available to a local government is broad, but they typically are one or a 
combination of a four key types of activity (see Table 4). Some strategies can be implemented 
individually, and some may require a combination of measures. 

Table 4. Municipal Tools for Encouraging Action 

Action Tvoes of Activities Comments 

Outreach Increase awareness through promotions Generally simpler activities (some one-off, and 
and (e.g. brochures and information), some on-going). 
Education Facilitate self-motivated individuals to take Many can be done in partnership with other 

action through information sharing , funders or delivery agents. 
guidance , or seminars and workshops. Generally low cost, but uptake is typically very 
Provide education and training through low. 
workshops and community events . 

Non- "Build it and they will come." Provide the Aligns with municipal infrastructure activities and 
financial infrastructure and facilities and residents will is part of existing activities. 
Incentives use it - connected sidewalks, Strong push might require more budget capital 

neighbourhood access to amenities, bus projects. 
shelters. 

Financial Provide a financial incentive to take action. These generally become program activities 
Incentives Examples may be a pennit or fee discount, a requiring some ongoing maintenance or staff 

tax break, a rebate or some other incentive support - analogous to a water conservation 
for a resident I homeowner I developer to program. 
take action. Some examples exist for energy but this is 

generally a new area for local ~iovernments. 19 

Regulation Require an activity through a policy Strongest compliance since it is a requirement. 
statement, a bylaw, or a rezoning However, it requires that the City be willing to 
requirement to define an action that must be enforce compliance and the activities must be 
taken. pursued with consultation and communication 

with the affected stakeholders. 

n An example is the Saanich Buill ·Green incentive thai provides a building permit rebale for single family construction 
buill 10 the "Built Green standard. Concerns are often cited aboullhe cost of these programs but experiences have shown 
Ihat they are not typically well subscribed initially and so require some promotion. 
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6.2 Reduction Scenario - Summary 

6.2.1 Quantifying the Reductions 
Creating a reduction scenario provides an opportunity to consider how the community will achieve 
its target. This involves: 

• Identifying potential strategies and actions that are within the City's realm of authority, 
influence or ability to deliver, 

• Considering what level of impact these activities may potentially have on the amount of 
energy consumed and/or they type of energy consumed and/or the amount of GHG 
emissions produced, and 

• Estimating the uptake of the actions - i.e . how many people / buildings will change as a 
result of the action. Many factors influence the uptake of various actions, though general 
estimates can be made based on the tool selected (as outtined in the table above). 

• Estimating the implementation time for an action. Each activity will start and at some 
point reach full implementation. (For example, an initiative to retrofit X % of homes, might 
target this to be achieved by a certain date). 

Based on the actions identified, the desired goals of the OCP, literature review and input from the 
staff workshop, a reduction scenario has been developed. The assumptions, estimated levels of 
update and potential level of impact for the strategies identified in this plan are shown in Table 5. 

Although specific actions have been defined in th is plan as a starting point for moving forward 
with community energy and emissions management, it is anticipated that other actions may be 
identified in the future based on opportunities that present themselves during implementation 
(e.g . new funding becomes available for an activity that is not yet identified, but aligns with the 
intentions of the plan). 
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Theme Strategy 

Neighbourhoods Strategy 1 
and Buildings 

Strategy 2 

Strategy 3 

Mobility and Strategy 4 
Access Strategy 5 

Strategy 6 

Strategy 7 

Resilient Strategy 8 
Economy 

Sustainable Strategy g 
Infrastructure 
and Resources 

Strategy 10 

Strategy 11 
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Table 5: Reduction Scenario Assumptions and Outcomes 

Description Emissions Sector Change Energy Change in Change in GHG , 
Use at 2041 Electricity Use at Emiss ions at 2041 

(GJ) 2041 (GJ) (tonnes C018) 

Neighbourhood planning Personal Vehicles , 

New development NEW Residential 
efficiency Buildings -1,176,100 -254,900 -54,400 

Existing buildings NEW Residential I , 
Buildings 

Alternative transportation Personal Vehicles 

Connectivity 
Transport behavior and -1 ,299,400 41 ,600 -85,000 
mode choice 

Low carbon personal Personal Vehicles 
vehicles 

Energy efficient Existing Commercial 
industries Buildings -806,400 -440,800 -21 ,800 

District energy NEW Residential 
and Commercial 
Buildings in the City 
Center area 

Local energy sources NEW Residential 
-455,800 -201 ,100 -51,900 

and Commercial 
Buildings 

Waste Waste 
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The results are tabulated in Table 6. For each of electricity, total energy and GHG emissions 
three comparisons are made: 

• Comparison to the Baseline: This compares the value to the 2007 level. In these 
terms reductions are modest in percentage terms - and sometime even increasing in the 
early years. This result from the fact that the community is growing and reductions and 
efficiencies made can be overwhelmed by continued growth. 

• Comparison to the Current Policy Trend (CPT): This compares the results to where 
the City might otherwise have been - and here the results are promising. Any reductions 
made help to divert away from the growth trajectory. 

• Comparison on a per capita basis: The reductions appear most dramatic when 
presented on a per capita basis . This shows the substantial reductions required of each 
resident, if the impacts of growth are to be met, and overcome. That is, a small reduction 
in total energy use, given the population growth, requires a substantial reduction in per 
capita energy use. 

Baseline (2007) 

Table 6. Reduction Scenario Results 

26,900 
3% 

·54,600 
~6% 

·220,000 
-25% 

Per Capita Emissions (tJperson) 
% i from Baseline 

Change from CPT 
CPT 

Ii 

Notes: [1J Values shown in red can be compared to the council approved targets: 
GHGs: -33% by 2020 & -80% by 2050; 
Energy -10% by 2020. 

[2] Values may not add precisely due to rounding. 
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6.2.3 Emissions after the Action Plan 

The remaining emissions following the action plan activities to 2050 is estimated at 675,000 
tonnes of C02e - a 25% reduction from the 2007 baseline level. The distribution of these 
remaining emissions is shown in Figure 21. 

What can be noted is that all components of the carbon ·pie" have been reduced each to a 
different degree. 

6.2.4 

Figure 21. Emissions Distribution Following Action Plan Reductions (2050) 
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The overall impact on carbon emissions is presented as a carbon wedge in Figure 22. As in the 
earlier presentation, the effects of growth are tempered by the higher government initiatives, and 
the impact of the OCP densification - an established policy. 

Shown in the figure are the additional measures that form the basis for the plan - these are 
shown by each of the themes20. The important point to note, is that without the actions in the plan, 
these reductions are not certain to be achieved through the implementation of the OCP by itself. 

It is also worth noting that the action plan is not sufficient to meet the reduction targets 
established in the OCP (which match the Provincial targets). The Provincial and City targets are 

;ro The fifth theme Climate Change Leadership is a foundational activity which provides support and encouragement for 
the other actions. In general the reductions will be achieved in the other four themes - acknowledging that reduction are 
achieved through the corporate operations plan. but these are not quantified in a separate action plan. 
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extremely aggressive, and as yet few - if any - communities in Be have defined, and committed 
to implementing a set of actions sufficient to meet these levels of reductions. 

This is not a cause for inaction - rather the impetus is to begin implementation, and then to 
continue developing actions over time. Future opportunities, technologies, price signals and so 
forth may make other actions more attractive in the future. 

Finally - the next section (6.3) describes in detail the actions contained within the reductions 
scenario. 
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Figure 22, Reduction Scenario GHG Wedge 
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6.3 Detailed Descriptions of Strategies and Actions 

Many of the actions described below are implementation actions for OCP objectives or are 
related to existing City policies and programs. However, the City is not currently 
committed to this suite of actions and some actions may require more detailed 
assessment, a change in policy or additional resources to implement. 

THEME 1: NEIGHBOURHOODS AND BUILDINGS 

This section describes strategies to address the energy and carbon aspects of: 

• Neighbourhood Centre Planning 

• New buildings 

• Existing buildings 

The way cities are planned and built has an impact on the amount of energy residents consume 
to get around and to heat homes and other buildings. Historically, Richmond largely 
accommodated new residents through single family dwellings on greenfields (land not previously 
developed). The city is now close to reaching its developable land capacity, but has a continued 
need to accommodate a growing population. Over the next 30 years, the city's population is 
projected to grow by 80,000 requiring approximately 45,000 new dwelling units. By concentrating 
new development in City Centre and Neighbourhood Centres, Richmond can preserve its natural 
areas and agricultural land while creating communities with recreation , shopping and employment 
opportunities. 

The City's recent OCP update supports this form of development but also recognizes that 
significant growth will need to be accommodated outside the City Centre (approximately 40,000 
people) , and that this growth should be carefully managed to enhance existing and create new 
Neighbourhood Centres. 

Strategy 1: Integrate Future Neighbourhood Centre Planning with Transit 
Planning 

NRichmond is a place where people live, work, and prosper in a welcoming, connected, 
accessible and vibrant community. " 

This statement from the core of the Vision of a Sustainable Richmond that guided the 2041 OCP 
demonstrates the importance of growing in a manner that enables residents, employees and 
visitors to have access to their homes, work, recreation , and amenities. Through land use and 
development planning, the City aims to guide growth in a manner that supports an improvement 
in access to all of these needs. 
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The OCP identifies the City's plan ~to undertake, over time, separate Neighbourhood Shopping 
Centre planning processes to enable a wider variety of housing, stores services, and amenities 
which support more jobs, effective transit, walking , rolling and cycling. "21 Increasing density is 
needed to support expansion of the frequent transit network. However, new dwellings must be 
accompanied by services, amenities, and destinations, so that the new services are of value to 
the residents.22 

This CEEP strategy highlights the importance of guiding growth in a phased manner that works in 
concert with improved transit service. In 2014, TransLink is expected to initiate a major area 
plan review, and this, combined with the new OCP mandate is an opportunity to coordinate 
neighbourhood planning with long range transit planning. 

Action 1 Review Neighbourhood Centre 
development sequencing for flexibility 

The OCP 2041 defines a vision for the future
with several developable neighbourhood centres 
evolving from current shopping mall sites , and a 
frequent transit network serving the majority of the 
urban area. The OCP has established a starting 
set of priorities for neighbourhood planning.23 As 
well the OCP requires any large development 
proposals in the East Cambie, Blundell, and 
Garden City areas over 1 hectare (2.5 acres), to 
engage in a neighbourhood master planning 
process. Th is provides an exceptional opportunity 
to ensure that transit and land-use planning are 
developed in concert. 

Through this action the City will: 

• Define a sequencing strategy for the East 
Gambie, Blundell , and Garden City 
neighbourhood master planning 

The 6 "Os" of Transit-Oriented 
Communities: 

01: Destinations: Land use planning 
to make destinations sites 

02: Distance: Create a weI/
connected street network 

03: Design: Create places for 
people 

D4: Density: Concentrate and 
intensify activities near 
frequent transit 

D5: Diversity: Encourage a mix of 
uses 

D6: Demand Management: 
Discourage unnecessary driving 

From: Design Guidelines for Tronsit
Oriented Communities, TransLink, 

• Develop measures to stimulate neighbourhood development according to the 
transit area plan. 24 

21 City af Richmond Official Community Plan, 2041 OCP -Moving Towards a Sustainable Future; Section 3, Objective 2; 
2012. 

22 Density is not the only element needed to create a Transit-Oriented Community. TransLink has identified the 6 "Os' of 
Transit-Oriented Communities (Destinations, Distance, Design, Density, Diversity, and Demand Management). In 
combination these elements combine to shift mobi lity patterns towards transit, walking and cycling and away from 
automobiles. 

23 The OCP does identify general planning priorities. For example it defines the Broadmoor Neighbourhood Master Plan 
now completed for the shopping centre itself) and Hamilton Shopping Centre (underway) to continue, identifies East 
Cambie, Blundell, and Garden City as future planning areas, and defers planning for Terra Nova, Ironwood , and Seafair 
shopping malls into the far future. (OCP pg 3-4) 

2< Stimulus measures are not currently defined but may include packages of services, school and recreat ion facility 
planning, etc. Discussion with developers, or market studies may be required to define which measures are most suitable 
for each neighbourhood. 
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• Work to include the "Six D's" of transit oriented development into the 
neighbourhood plans (see sidebar) 

Action 2 Collaborate with TransLink to update the Area Transit Plan (ATP) 

Seeing the OCP defined future 'play out' will occur through the implementation of the 
OCP and the development and implementation of TransUnk's next Area Transit Plan 
(ATP) - anticipated to initiate an update in 2014. The transit area planning will be aided 
by clear guidance to TransUnk on the priority areas of growth and development (see 
Action 1). 

It is important that the participation in the ATP capture the planning and land use issues 
and not be simply viewed as an infrastructure and engineering issue. 

The City will: 

• Partner with TransUnk to align improvements to the transit network with land use 
plans and the defined FTN sequencing and routes. 25 

• Promote the 6 "Os" of transit planning by developing new commercial and mixed
use spaces (Destinations and Diversity); improved links for pedestrian and 
cycling access (Distances); street furnishings, plantings, public art (Design), and 
decreased focus on automobile through reduced or priced parking (Demand 
Management) - see Mobility strategies for more ideas 

• Identify new infrastructure needs to assist capital and road works planning. 

Strategy 2: Increase Energy Efficiency in New Developments 

Action 3 Include energy efficiency in Neighbourhood Centre planning 

Current and future neighbourhood plans can define objectives for energy efficiency. The 
2008 "8iIl27" amendments to the Local Government Act (LGA) and the Community 
Charter allowed for local governments to include energy and water efficiency and 
reduced GHG emissions as objectives in development permit guidelines. Defining these 
has not been easy but includes issues such as building orientation, solar exposure and 
shading, ventilation , high albedo roofing materials, maximum glazing, or on-site 
renewable energy production 

2~ A common benchmarll objective to achieve is service of a ~vel of a Frequent Transit Networll (FTN) -loosely defined 
as 15 min or better service, 12-15 hours per day - every day. FTN service provides a frequency that is generally 
regarded as the level at which customers wi!! switch to transit over other transportation because it can be relied upon. 
The FTN defined in the mobility section of the OCP is an illustrative example to show the intent, and the impact of the 
arterial development strategy defined for the non-City Centre areas of the City. It is expected that it would be refined 
through the ATP process. 
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Specific actions to explore in future planning include: 

• Incentivizing high efficiency requirements for new developments 

• Requiring provisions for (current or future) alternative energy and district energy
ready systems. 

• Include increased energy requirements for rezoned developments in 
neighbourhood centre rezoning similar to CCAP requirements 

Action 4 Promote energy efficiency in all rezoning 

The City Centre Area Plan requires that rezonings greater than 2,000 m2 achieve LEED 
Silver equivalent. Action 3 (above) promotes this standard to each of the future shopping 
centre neighbourhood plans. This action suggests that higher energy efficiency 
requirements may eventually become a standard for all significant rezonings citywide. 

The City will: 

• Explore options to make high-energy efficiency a requirement for all significant 
rezoning applications. 

• Identify energy efficiency requirements and application criteria in consultation 
with stakeholders 

Action 5 Develop incentives for new development to exceed the building code energy 
requirements 

Incentives may help to overcome the additional cost of building a more energy efficient 
building. This barrier is often cited as a reason for not building to higher standards. 
There are a variety of possible incentives including building permit fee discounts, 
(possibly) reduced DOC charges, or revital ization tax exemptions (RTEs) . 

The City will : 

• Evaluate the options for an energy efficiency incentive program to encourage 
new developments to pursue greater efficiency. Tools may include fee 
reductions, rebates , revitalization tax exemptions, or other financial incentives. 

Action 6 Ensure that existing building code requirements are attained 

In 2008, the energy provisions of the building code were updated to be more stringent. 
There has been data accumulating recently (for example by BC Hydro) that indicates that 
the intended energy efficiencies are not always achieved. The reasons for this are not 
well understood but will become more evident over time. Working to achieve better 
attainment of the existing building standards may have a large impact on the energy use 
of new development - irrespective of efforts to achieve "better than coden performance. 

The City will: 
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• work with BC Hydro, the BC Office of Housing and Construction Standards, and 
other agencies to evaluate the performance of new buildings within the City and 
to identify causes of underperformance 

• review internal City processes to improve energy performance of new 
construction. 

Strategy 3: Improve the Performance of Existing Building Stock 

Almost 2/3 of the current energy use in the City, and over 40% of the GHG emissions are due to 
the existing building stock. Development actions (strategy #2) provides an opportunity to improve 
the sustainability of new buildings - which will replace some of the ex isting buildings, however the 
majority of the structures standing today will still be in place in 2041 . Since OCP land use 
policies and development controls do not directly impact the existing building stock, this strategy 
is of particular importance to the scenario reductions. 

The City currently has limited interaction with residents and businesses on energy issues and will 
need to expand its role if it is to achieve substantial reductions. At the local level, there are 
limited regulatory options to increase energy efficiency of existing buildings .~ The opportunities 
for the City are primarily to pursue outreach and incentive activities. 

Action 7 Promote building efficiency through outreach and education 

The city can use its "points of contact" with residents to promote and encourage residents 
and businesses to take action. These include tax mailings, newspaper advertisements, 
utility distributions, the City website, the reception desk at City Hall, and the building 
permit desk. 

The City will : 

• Review and update its communication of energy efficiency and of available 
incentive programs for residents and businesses. 

• Provide training and education (where appropriate) to city staff to help them 
understand the issues and communicate these to residents . 

• Support appropriate regional initiatives to identify cost-effective improvements to 
increase energy efficiency of the existing building stock 

Action 8 Provide Incentives for building retrofit action 

Cost burdens are often cited as a reason for not taking action on energy efficiency. 
Providing some form of incentive can help mobilize action. Possibilities include: 

• Building permit fee discounts for major renovations that include an energy 
upgrade (or perhaps simply an energy evaluation) 

2'!1 The City has signaled its support for alternative energy by singing on to the ·solar energy ready' provisions of the BC 
Building Code. 
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• Rebates for residents that conduct an energy audit 

• Revitalization tax exemptions for energy efficiency (traditionally connected to 
historic preservation but energy conservation is allowed for an RTE bylaw). 

The City will: 

• Develop a program of incentive measures for existing buildings. Most likely this 
will start as a pilot project and may be centred on a building audit incentive 
program. 

While typicaJly directed towards owner occupants , these incentives - particularly may be 
structured to provide an incentive for non-occupant owners (e.g. a tax reduction for the 
rental stock may be developed) .27 

Action 9 Develop a residential energy conservation program to support housing 
affordability 

An area that is traditionally hard to reach with energy conservation incentives is low 
income residents, and in particular low income renters. Renters in particular are not able 
to make improvements to structures they don't own, and landlords are sometimes not 
motivated to make conservation measures if they do not receive the costs savings. 

The city does have a strong interest in affordable housing, and there is a segment of 
aging rental housing. This action would target energy conservation through a small 
number of easy to install measures (shower heads, water fixtures, etc .) that may be 
installed by a resident, Of by a resident with some assistance. The City may then use its 
access points (social services, program delivery agents, etc.) to get these installed in 
resident dwellings. This action may also be connected to water conservation , which is 
more familiar to municipal governments. 

The City will: 

• Support awareness of and access to energy conservation programs for low 
income residents 

• Explore opportunities to retrofit units owned and/or operated by non-market 
housing providers 

27 Rental stock can be a challenge to incentivize since the person paying for the upgrade (owner) does not benefit direct ly 
from the reduced energy costs or the improvement in living conditions. 
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THEME 2: MOBILITY AND ACCESS 

The OCP clearly identifies the need to make significant shifts in the 
way we get around. By 2041, the City aims to have more than half 
of all trips in Richmond by non-vehicle modes - walking , cycling 
and transit. In 2008, that vast majority of trips in Richmond were 
automobile trips (83%), so shifting to 51% of trips by walking, 
cycling and transit will require a concerted shift in priorities during 
land use planning (see Connected Neighbourhoods), infrastructure 
planning and design, as well as a shift in people's behaviours and 
attitudes towards using alternative forms of transportation . 

Richmond Mode Share (2008) 

The City recognizes that achieving this significant shift is necessary 
to reach the community's GHG emission reduction targets, but also 
necessary to achieve numerous other community objectives, 
including providing mobility and accessibility options to all residents, 
maintaining the affordability of getting around, providing safe public 
spaces, maintain ing good air quality, and avoiding costly road 
expansions to accommodate growing populations. 

Prior to updating the OCP, the City undertook a Richmond 
Transportation Plan, including modeling of the current 
transportation system and opportunities for reducing reliance on 
vehicles. This study noted that the current street network does not 
have capacity problems within Richmond (though some were 
identified at connection points to other cities) , and that with 
previously identified improvements for the City Centre , no further 
increases in capacity are needed to 2041. This provides an 
opportunity to shift financing priorities towards non-vehicular 
transportation improvements. 

An important element of Richmond's transportation system is to 
understand where people travel to and from. Based on TransLink's 
Trip Diary analysis for trips taken in the fall of 2011 , a very high 

Target Richmond 
Mode Share (2041) 

w.1king 
18% 
'-

CycUng 
10% 

percentage of trips that start in Richmond stay in Richmond (67% - the highest of any sub-region 
in the TransLink's service area). That means people are staying within the city to do many of 
their errands, go to restaurants , etc. The second most popular destination is Vancouver (16% of 
trips) , which is well supported by the Canada Line. Therefore, a key focus for this plan is how to 
transition those trips within Richmond away from automobile trips to walking, cycling and transit 
trips. The weekday trips within Richmond are currently over 80% by automobile , while transit is 
only used for 5% of trips. 

The City's increased commitment to non-vehicular transportation over recent years is 
demonstrated through several initiatives: 

• Transportation Demand Management (TOM) measures are sought through development 
and have included: electrical outlets for vehicles and bikes, improved transit, pedestrian 
and cycling infrastructure, provision of car-share parking space andlor vehicle (primarily 
in proximity to Canada Line stations) and provision of transit passes 

• Consolidated existing funding programs to create the Active Transportation Improvement 
Program in the 2013 budget 

• Annual funding for Bike to Work Week (twice per year) and for Streetwise Cycling 
courses (learn to ride in traffic for adults) 
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• Planned funding in 2013 for Bike to School (learn to ride for elementary and secondary 
school students) 

• Annual "Island City, by Biken Tour for the community 

• Biennial publication and distribution of cycling and trails map 

• Currently designing a new recreation greenway along Railway Avenue (3 .7 km trail for 
pedestrians and cyclists) 

Strategy 4: Prioritize and Fund Walking, ROiling and Cycling 

Supplying safe , direct, high-quality paths to and from homes, work, transit stops and other 
destinations is essential to reach Richmond 's target to get residents, workers and visitors out of 
their vehicles for half of all trips. Safe routes ensure each mode is separated (i.e. pedestrians are 
separated from cyclists and vehicles ; cyclists are separated from pedestrians and vehicles). 
Direct paths provide links directly to destinations; as opposed to traditional (vehicle-focused) 
roadway planning that has created circuitous paths that are a major deterrent to walking for 
errands and access. 

Through the recent OCP update, the City has adopted policies that demonstrate a significant shift 
in priority towards the redesign of streets to incorporate quality infrastructure and allocation of 
street capacity to walking , rolting, cycling and transit uses. To realize this , it will be imperative to 
adopt this shift in priorities into infrastructure planning and design guidelines, and to ensure the 
City's annual capital budgets also reflect this shift in priorities. 

Action 10 Prioritize walking , rolling and cycling infrastructure 

Over several decades Richmond's transportation network 
has developed with a primary focus on streets for vehicles, 
and limited focus on other modes of transportation until 
recently. The City is now facing the challenge of 
maintaining the current street network, while significantly 
enhancing the non-vehicle transport network. This will 
require dedicated investment and integrated plann ing. 

Non-vehicle infrastructure typically improves with dedicated 
budgets for each separate mode. Richmond has made 
significant investments in walking, rolling and cycling 
infrastructure and walkways through a variety of capital 

Freiburg, Germany (pop 
218,000) dedicated $ 1.3 
million USD annually since 
1976 and has 70% local 
trips made by bike, foot or 
public transil. 

Source: S/lare //le Road: 
Investment In Walking and Cycling 
Road Infrastructure. UNEP 

improvement programs: Active Transportation, Crosswalk , Neighbourhood Walkways and 
Pedestrian and Roadway. Additional investment is made through the Parks Division and 
special transportation projects. As a result, it is difficult to isolate the total funding for the 
non-vehicle transport network. 

There is a correlation between cycling infrastructure funding and cycling mode share 
observed internationally. For example, it is estimated that dedicated investment of 
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approximately 5 to 10 USD per capita in cycling infrastructure is required to yield a modal 
share of 5 to 10 percenea. Over the long term, the pedestrian and cycling network is less 
expensive to maintain than the vehicle network and is one of the least expensive 
elements of changing land use and transportation patterns. 

The City will: 

• Assess capital budgets to dedicate funds for pedestrian, rolling and cycling 
infrastructure that is supportive of reaching the community's mode shift targets 

• Seek senior government grants to assist with funding larger dedicated pathways 
for walking , rolling and cycling. 

• Target to dedicate a minimum of 10% of every roadway budget toward 
pedestrian safety features29

. 

• Prioritize linkages to existing and future planned Neighbourhood Centres and 
Frequent Transit Network corridors. 

Action 11 Continue a "Complete Streets" approach in all new street construction and 
rehabilitation projects 

"Complete Streets" refer to streets that are designed to accommodate many different 
modes, including walking, rolling , cycling, public transit and vehicles. Complete Streets 
typically incorporate the following design features as appropriate30

: 

• Wider and better sidewalks 

• Universal design features (curbcuts and ramps) 

• Crosswalks with pedestrian refuge islands 

• Bike lanes 

• Bus shelters and bus lanes where justified 

• Centre left turn lanes 

• Lower traffic speeds 

• Landscaping 

In addition to identifying a sustained, increased level of investment in and prioritization of 
non-vehicle infrastructure, the City will also need to ensure any new construction meets 
standards that support these new priorities . 

• ~ Transport, Energy and C02: Moving towards Sustainability, International Energy Agency lEA, 2009 

N The Commission for Global Road Safety recommends that a minimum 10% of total project costs be allocated to safety. 

iIO "Evaluating Complete Streets The Value of Designing Roads For Diverse Modes, Users and Activities ' , T. Litman, 
Victoria Transport Policy Institute, January 2013 
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For this action the City will: 

• Review subdivision and development control bylaws to ensure designs provide 
safe, separated pathways for walking and cycling. To fully support non-vehicle 
mobility, the key will be to provide separated pathways for each mode (walking 
and cycling) to improve safety and comfort for all users31. 

• Identify opportunities to reduce traffic speeds on urban streets. 

• Identify schedules of street improvement projects based on the prioritized list of 
non-vehicle infrastructure needs. 

• Where street improvements are prioritized to support goods movement, ensure 
non-vehicle infrastructure is fully integrated into all rehabilitation projects. 

Strategy 5: Enhance Alternative Transportation Connectivity 

Ensuring residents have direct, safe routes to local shopping, amenities and transit will enable an 
increase in the number of walking, rolling , cycling and transit trips. This supports the community's 
goals to provide a transportation system that supports accessibility, safety and health of all its 
residents and visitors . The OCP identifies existing and future greenways, and neighbourhood 
links for each area of Richmond (section 3.5), and also identifies a list of criteria to use for 
prioritizing the identified projects (within 400 m radius of a neighbourhood centre, provides direct 
access to local destination, etc.). 

Action 12 Improve pedestrian links throughout the city as the top transportation 
priority 

Walking and rolling are the most accessible, equitable, healthy forms of transportation 
that can be used by all residents in Richmond. But the City must ensure pathways, 
sidewalks and other pedestrian links are in place throughout the community. 

The City will: 

• Identify streets to reduce vehicle speeds, increasing pedestrian safety. Various 
mechanisms may be employed, including reducing vehicles to one lane each 
way and converting additional space into separated paths. 

• Prioritize all links identified within 400 m of Neighbourhood Centres that are on a 
current or planned Frequent Transit route and incorporate targets into Area 
Planning and Transit Planning processes. 

• Prioritize Parks planning and budgets for Greenways to complete Citywide links 
between Neighbourhood Centres in tandem with neighbourhood development 
sequencing. 

---------

, . For guidance on cycling infrastructure refer to the BC Ministry of Transportation and Infrastructure Bicycle Facilities 
Design, Course Manual, 2011. 
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• Seek out opportunities to improve links in neighbourhoods not being redeveloped 
and eliminate circuitous pedestrian routes (may require land acquisition where 
City land is not available) . 

• Fix sidewalks that limit accessibility for people that are rolling (e.g. reduce bumps 
at driveways). 

• Provide funding to citizen groups that are promoting walking programs. 

• Consider the creation of car-free zones. 

Action 13 Focus on providing safe school routes 

The City will prioritize pedestrian and cycling connections along school routes. This 
includes: 

• Formalize the improvement of routes to school by funding or coordinating a 
citywide Safe Routes to School program32 in conjunction with the School District, 
and with Parent Advisory Councils at each school. 

• Working with the health authority to support a campaign for parents that links 
active transportation with healthier, more alert school children . 

• Create vehicle-free zones in front of schools and designate vehicle drop-off areas 
further away to improve safety and improve pedestrian access. 

Strategy 6: Facilitate Changes in Transportation Behaviour and Mode Choice 

In addition to providing improved pedestrian, rolling and cycling infrastructure, incentives and 
disincentives may be required to ensure significant changes in the transportation choices made 
by Richmond residents. These can broadly be labelled Transportation Demand Management 
(TOM) measures. To increase the uptake of residents choosing transit, the City can also improve 
the built environment around transit stops by making it an attractive, comfortable , safe place to be 
while waiting for transit service. Although TransLink controls transit service routes and levels:! 
however, the transit infrastructure improvements discussed here are within the City's realm. 3 

32 As an example. HASTe is a local non·profit organization that worKs with municipalrties or other groups taking action on 
reducing school transportation emissions in BC. 

n In the context of this report. "transit infrastructure" refers to street-level elements that support a transit system. but not 
the service itself, as the service is the responsibility of TransLink. The City takes responsibi lity for transit infrastructure 
such as: benches, shelters, public art, pedestrian and rolling access, and ded icated bus lanes which all increase the 
comfort and accessibil ity of transit and are important elements of a successful transit system. 
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Action 14 Implement TDM projects that incentivize non-vehicle mode choice and 
disincentive vehicle use 

Municipalities are in the position to undertake a wide variety of TOM projects that support 
this transition in transportation choices ranging from raising awareness to implementing 
parking fees and addressing parking supply. 

The City will work to implement the following TOM projects: 

• Work with TransUnk's Travelsmart program to raise awareness about the 
benefits of non-vehicle travel among residents, employees and employers, and 
school children. 

• Reduce parking supply in transit accessible areas. Currently the City currently 
allows developers to build fewer spaces in exchange for various alternative 
transportation amenities. However, to apply more direct disincentives for 
automobiles, the City could consider establishing maximum parking allowances 
for developments in close proximity to transit facilities. 

• Support Translink in coordinating employee discount transit passes across a 
number of firms in a related location (e.g. a business park) where individual 
employers are unable to meet the minimum requirement for discounted passes. 
Encourage companies to fund a "top-up" on the transit pass discount to bring it to 
25% (from 15%). 

• Continue encouraging car share organizations to locate vehicles in Richmond at 
key Neighbourhood Centres and throughout the City Centre. Provide dedicated 
parking spaces for minimal costs and promote car share programs with residents 
and businesses. Encourage employers to subsidize memberships for 
employees. 

• Support regional road pricing policies. 

Action 15 Reduce supply of unrestricted City-owned parking spaces 

To discourage automobile use where other alternatives are available , the City can reduce 
the supply of unrestricted parking spaces both on- and off-street. This aligns with the 
City policy of reducing parking spaces in new developments where alternatives are 
available. The City will investigate the potential for: 

• Implementing parking fees and/or time limits throughout the day in the City 
Centre. 

• Over time consider implementing fees andlor time limits in Neighbourhood 
Centres where stores and amenities can be widely accessed by walking, rolling 
or cycling . 

Action 16 Provide infrastructure improvements to support increased transit service 

To get more people riding transit, the City will need to provide improvements to the public 
spaces where people access and wait for transit, as well as providing dedicated bus 
lanes and other transit priority measures that support a more frequent service level. 
TransUnk, in consultation with the City and other stakeholders, will define a new 
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Richmond Area Transit Plan within the next year. Once the new plan is determined, the 
City will: 

• Evaluate all current and future planned transit corridors for opportunities to 
improve the public space to make it attractive for transit users. Incorporate public 
art, greenery, lighting and other design elements to ensure transit users feel safe 
and comfortable. 

• Commit funding to provide bus shelters andlor benches along all Frequent 
Transit routes. 

• Implement transit priority measures (dedicated lanes, priority traffic lights, etc.) to 
support new service levels. 

Action 17 Improve bike facilities and consider implementing a bike share system 

Facilities dedicated to cyclists are currently in place but can be expanded further over 
time in Richmond. In addition to separated pathways, cyclists also need bike racks and 
other convenient and safe storage options at all destinations. Other facilities may include 
cyclist-controlled traffic lights. The City will: 

• Provide ample and secure bicycle parking at all City facilities. 

• Actively encourage other community amenities to put bicycle infrastructure in 
place - e.g. schools, clubs, businesses I business associations. 

• Require cycling amenities with new developments. 

Convenient access to Canada Line stations and other key FTN exchanges can be 
enhanced through provision of a public bicycle sharing system. There are over 300 cities 
around the world using public bike share systems with great success at reducing the use 
of personal vehicles for short trips, and for extending the reach of transit trips. Cities in 
Canada with existing systems include Montreal and Ottawa. The City of Vancouver is 
currently in the process of launching the first privately run and operated public bike share 
system in BC (target launch is summer 2013), and it is expected that this program will be 
expanded to Richmond if it is found to be successful. 

In coordination with TransLink, the City will: 

• Assess the feasibility of launching a public bike share system with a focus on 
connecting areas of high density and high employment with transit and 
community amenities. The system can start with a focus on the City Centre area 
and consider expansion to link Neighbourhood Centres over time. 

Strategy 7: Promote Low Carbon Personal Vehicles 

There are many areas of Richmond, including single-family oriented neighbourhoods outside the 
current and potential future Neighbourhood Centres, and those in agricultural areas that are not 
expected to see any significant change in density over the next 30 years. Provision of a Frequent 
Transit service in close proximity to these residents is not viable. 
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Residents in these areas must also find alternatives that significantly reduce the distances they 
travel by vehicle and/or significantly increase the efficiency of their vehicles. Action can still be 
defined for these areas to improve the efficiency from vehicles for those trips that are still made 

This strategy focuses on encouraging the use of smaller, more efficient and electric vehicles 
(EVs) that can achieve further reductions in the community's GHG emissions. The City has 
received funding and is currently installing EV charging stations across the community - 10 
stations in 5 civic locations for public and City fleet use. The City also has new developments 
include EV charging stations as part of rezoning applications. 

Action 18 Set minimum requirements for EV infrastructure in new developments 

The OCP has identified private development EV infrastructure policy aligned with 
forecasted BC market penetration rates: 

• A minimum of 20% parking stalls provided with a suitable receptacle for electric 
vehicle charging, and 

• An additional 25% parking stalls pre-ducted for future wiring. 

Detailed implementation will be done in consultation with stakeholders to address 
challenges associated with mixed use and/or strata developments. 

Action 19 Continue expanding the City-owned network of EV charging stations 

The existing EV charging network is largely focused in the City Centre (Figure 23), 
however, provision of this infrastructure in Neighbourhood Centres and at community 
facilities throughout the city is needed. The City will: 

• Continue to install EV charging stations at key locations across the city. 

• Consider providing premium parking in the City Centre to electric or small (e.g. 
smart car) vehicles. 
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Figure 23. Location of Electric Vehicle charging stations in Richmond 
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Phase 2 Draft ~ June 27, 2013 

From an energy and carbon perspective, the economy sector refers to light industrial and 
commercial buildings and commercial vehicles and goods movement. Commercial buildings 
consume 36 % of the energy in the community and produce 21 % of the GHG emissions. 
Commercial vehicles use 8% of the energy and produce 12% of the GHG emissions. 

Municipalities interact with their commercial businesses through new development projects , 
property tax and business licensing issues, the Chamber of Commerce, and potentially for 
occasional bylaw enforcement issues. The City has an Economic Development office, whose 
role is to encourage and facilitate economic expansion within the City of Richmond. It acts as a 
catalyst to bring together people, ideas and capital , ultimately leading to economic development 
and diversification. 

Strategy 8: Encourage Energy Efficient Businesses 

The City can encourage a greater awareness of energy efficiency and GHG reduction in the local 
business community . In many ways the City is already doing activities of this nature ~ e.g. 
supporting businesses to receive training from the Climate Smart Initiative . This role is generally 
one of facilitation , information sharing , and encouragement. Specifically the economic 
development office does not playa regulatory role. As a result, actions directed towards a more 
energy efficient economy will be supportive in nature and likely aided by partners in the 
community. 

Action 20 Promote energy efficient business operations 

In this action the City through its economic development activities will work to promote 
energy efficiency - through incentives or planning activities (e.g. eco-industrial networks) 
to engage and enable the business community to use energy more wisely and therefore 
reduce operating costs and increase business resiliency. 

The City will : 

• Increase engagement with businesses with respect to energy efficiency through 
support of established programs (e.g. ClimateSmart, LiveSmart, utility 
conservation programs), 

• Encourage creation of green jobs during loca l economic development planning , 

• Create liaison groups for Building Energy Managers and Fleet Managers to 
increase opportunities for capacity building and knowledge sharing across 
organizations with these roles (e.g. YVR, School District, Kwantlen), 

• Continue to improve the City's corporate sustainability practices, including 
updating the corporate sustainable procurement policy, and 

• Raise awareness amongst the business community of the City's sustainabWty 
initiatives. 
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THEME 4: SUSTAINABLE INFRASTRUCTURE AND RESOURCES 

This section describes strategies to address the energy and carbon aspects of sustainable 
infrastructure and resources. The city is the owner and operators of a vast network of 
infrastructure - roads, sewers, drainage pumping and sewage lift stations. 

The City of Richmond became an energy utility operator with the establishment of the Alexandra 
District Energy Utility in July 2012. The OCP directs that the City will specifically look to utilize 
local energy sources as a way to be more resilient and self-sufficient in energy. 

Waste is also recognized more as a resource than as a disposal product. The City is aligned with 
Metro Vancouver's waste strategy to increase diversion from disposal to 70%. 

Strategy 9: Continue Advancement of Neighbourhood District Energy Systems 

The City has been experiencing significant population growth with the associated demand for new 
housing, additional infrastructure and amenities. It is anticipated that the population in Richmond 
City Centre will grow from approximately 50,000 today to 100,000 by 2040 and to 120,000 by 
2100. A thermal energy demand map, developed by City staff identified this growth as a great 
opportunity for development of neighbourhood district energy systems. 

Sustainable energy systems such as district energy provide a number of benefits for the 
community including environmental peliormance, local energy security, improved energy 
efficiency, fuel flexibility, and economic benefits to community. They also provide new 
employment opportunities during the construction and operation. 

The City has shown leadership in pursuing district energy opportunities - completing a number of 
pre-feasibility studies, developing Richmond's first DE system utilizing ground source heat pump 
technology in West Cambie area, implementing Alexandra District Energy Utility service area 
bylaw, developing thermal energy demand map for the City Centre area, procuring detailed 
feasibility study for the River Green Development, defining a policy for new developments in the 
City Centre to be DEU-ready 

Action 21 Reserve district energy rights of ways in new developments and road 
reconstruction 

During development reviews, City staff work with proponents and developers to ensure 
that suitable right of ways are preserved in the roads to allow for future district energy 
services - but these are not codified or reserved from future use. 

In this action the City will : 

• Identify DE building connection standards for access across properties. 

• Determine a mechanism to formalize the right-of-ways being reserved for future 
DE services 
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Action 22 Develop a City Centre DE Right of Way Master Plan 

Develop a long term plan to maintain the future capability for District energy systems, by 
developing a plan for and preserving within the City Centre area suitable rights of ways 
and space under the streets for District Energy piping and other infrastructure. 

Action 23 Explore opportunities to connect existing buildings to DE system 

Almost 2/3 of the current energy use in the City, and over 40% of the GHG emissions are 
due to the existing building stock. Connecting the new buildings to district energy system 
provides an opportunity to improve the sustainability of new buildings; however the 
majority of the structures standing today will still be in place in 2041. Majority of these 
existing buildings use gas fired make-up-air units (MUA) for common space conditioning 
and gas fired boilers for domestic hot water heating. 

The City will: 

• Conduct a screening level analysis to identify multi-unit residential buildings 
located close to high density development to connect to district energy systems. 

Action 24 Explore options for electricity generation from utility scale renewable 
sources 

There are potential energy sources that may be explored. These would need to address 
site-specific issues of the geography, location, and available energy sources in 
Richmond. The City has already explored heat capture from the Lulu Island wastewater 
treatment plant. Other examples might include waste heat capture from industrial 
facilities that may generate electricity if properly deployed. 34 

The City will: 

• Conduct a screening level analysis - in partnership with BC Hydro - to identify 
possibilities for renewable electricity generation within the City. 

Action 25 Integrate energy infrastructure into community planning 

Utilities - including Be Hydro have traditionally executed their infrastructure planning 
independently of municipal infrastructure. Interactions would typically be for permits and 
rights of way reviews. More recently there is an interest for infrastructure and utility 
planning to be better coordinated - and this may be specifically valuable in Richmond 
where the scale of new electricity demand is requiring BC Hydro to plan for upgrades to 
their infrastructure.35 

The City will: 

14 Each community has different opportunities for renewable energy. Specific factors in Richmond energy source may 

35 A description of Be Hydro's infrastructure system with in Richmond and planned infrastructure upgrades is provided in 
Appendix B. 
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• Work more proactively with Be Hydro and other utilities to coordinate civil 
engineering work with energy utility work. 

Strategy 10: Utilize Local Energy Sources 

Most community energy systems (vehicles, electricity, natural gas, etc.) bring energy from far 
away and deliver it to a community. This system has in the past been very successful , and as a 
result cities are intensive energy consumers, but not effective at energy generation. As new 
sources of energy become more expensive, or their reliability more uncertain, it is valuable to look 
again for energy sources within the community. 

Local energy sources can be developed to provide a portion of the community's energy supply. 
This can have many benefits - most notable are the potential to defer major infrastructure 
upgrades, and to have a more resilient and varied energy supply system. There may also be 
potential to create jobs in the community through the development of energy sources. 

Action 26 Promote building scale renewable energy 

Innovative technologies can be applied at the building scale to reduce conventional 
energy consumption. At present the most common application is rooftop solar panels to 
provide water heat. 36 Other applications may include photo-voltaic (PV) systems for 
electricity, small wind generation systems, and a range of innovative heat pump 
applications. 

Barriers to implementation of new technologies include cost, lack of proven examples or 
certification, uncertainty with permitting, unfamiliarity to approving officers and industry, 
and concerns over system impacts such as noise, reliability, servicing, etc. 

To improve the uptake of these technologies , the City will: 

• Explicitly define considerations for renewable energy technologies (rooftop solar, 
small scale wind, heat pump locations and operation) when developing or 
updating neighbourhood plans and development permit area guidelines 37 

• Invest in training and education of City staff regarding new innovative energy 
technologies 

• Perform community level study for the effectiveness of the solar thermal systems 
for single family dwellings 

• Actively promote the use of solar thermal heating in new dwelling construction 

36 Richmond has signed-on to the solar ready building code amendment which requires that new detached dwellings 
provide suitable rooftop, conduit, and utimy room space for the future installation of sola hot water systems. 

37 For example, the corporation of Delta has developed a rooftop thermal energy bylaw that states that the height of roof 
top solar panels is not included in the building height calculation. 
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• Explore the practicality to develop a Policy requiring solar air heating and 
ventilation (solar walls) for commercial/industrial buildings 

Strategy 11: Maximize Waste Diversion 

The City has set aggressive diversion targets as part of the regional Integrated Solid Waste and 
Resource Management Plan (ISWRMP). Waste diversion can create energy recovery 
opportunities (e.g. through biogas creation from separated organics) . 

Action 27 Continue to implement activities to support the ISWRMP 

The OCP commitment and the ISWRMP have set enthusiastic targets for waste diversion 
and the City is a proactive player in this area. 

The City will: 

• Continue to implement waste diversion activities in support of a 70% diversion 
target 

• Encourage waste to be used as a resource 
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THEME 5: CLIMATE CHANGE LEADERSHIP 

The OCP defines climate action as an important consideration for the City in its planning and 
development. Part of that response will be to demonstrate that the City is committed to action, 
and will support all sectors of the community. 

Although these strategies do not directly achieve community reductions, they are foundational 
and are part of a consolidated approach to building support for energy conservation and 
efficiency. 

Strategy 12: Encourage Sustained Action by Senior Levels of Government 

Action 28 Continue to advocate for support from senior levels of governments 

The Federal and Provincial governments have a crucial role to play to reduce GHG 
emissions - through their roles as regulators (e.g. setting vehicle fuel efficiency 
standards, building code requirements, equipment efficiency standards) , and as funders 
(through incentive measures, grant programs, and tax policy). 

For this action the City will: 

• Advocate for more aggressive action by Federal and Provincial agencies, 
independently and through the Union of BC Municipalities (UBCM), and the 
Federation of Canadian Municipalities (FCM). 

• Support the achievement of GHG reduction targets at the Federal and Provincial 
level. 

Strategy 13: " lead by example" with City Operations Energy Management 

Richmond has been a leader in ~walking the talk" of conservation in its own operations. Several 
years ago it first established fleet management initiatives directed specifically to energy 
conservation and was among the first municipalities to define a policy for green building 
requirements in municipal faci lities.38 It has a dedicated staff role as an operations energy 
manager. As well it has signed the BC Climate Action Charter and reports annually on its 
operations and carbon footprint. 

Pursuing the council approved energy and GHG reduction targets will mean that the City is going 
to ask its residents and businesses to take action. To be perceived as credible, the City will need 
to demonstrate that it has made a similar commitment to what it is asking residents and 
businesses to make. 

38 Using the green building standards Leadership in energy and environmental Design (LEEDTM), the City established a 
policy in 2007 (1) that ail municipal buildings be designed to LEED Silver ~vel. 
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Action 29 Develop long-term funding for climate activities in the city 

Energy and emissions management are new areas that are largely unfunded, or are 
funded for short term, or project based activities through grants and partnerships. 
Recognizing that these issues are new, they will require incremental funding beyond 
existing resources. This funding wilt require a combination of staff time, and 
disbursements. Possible sources of this funding are general revenues, and the Carbon 
tax rebate (CARIP grant), which some communities have dedicated to be used to fund 
sustainability initiatives. Note, however, that grant funding is only certain on a year-to
year basis. 

The City will: 

• Secure long term budget funding for community climate change action.39 

Action 30 Integrate climate change into other municipal activities 

Taking action cannot be seen as an isolated activity. Rather it needs to align well with 
other initiatives. The 2041 OCP document includes many initiatives that have multiple 
community benefits, one of which is energy efficiency. Those benefits may not be 
explicitly identified as being climate driven. 

The City will : 

• Include considerations for energy conservation in other planning and 
infrastructure activities 

• Continue developing the Sustainability Framework and expanding to other 
municipal activity areas. 

• Continue its efforts to reduce energy use and carbon emissions in its building, 
fleet, and infrastructure operations. 

Action 31 Provide incentives to encourage alternative transportation use by staff 

Promoting alternative transportation with staff is a highly visible way to demonstrate 
leadership to the community. Opportunities to take action include fostering car-pooling, 
providing facilities at municipal facilities for staff to use alternative transportation, and 
providing incentives for transit. Many staff already use alternative transportation or transit 
for their commute. 

3~ In 2012 the city received Climate Action Revenue Incentive Program (CARIP) grallt of $232,000. This is essentially a 
reimbursement of the carton tax paid by the City. Richmond dedicates these funds to the Carbon Provisional Account. 
The purpose of the fund is to reduce corporate emissions, support community-based GHG reduction action and protect 
the City from financial exposure should purchase of external offsets be required . 
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The City will: 

• Review its major workplaces facilities for any gaps in provision of cycling, walking 
or transit opportunities. 

• Consider providing top-up incentives (e.g. perhaps a matching 15% or something 
similar) to encourage employees to join the program.40 

Action 32 Define a climate change portfolio I staff person 

Experiences throughout the province have shown that without defined roles and 
responsibilities to specific staff, climate action is slow to start and the results are rarely 
fully realized. 

The City will: 

• Create clearly defined roles and responsibi lities for the implementation of specific 
activities among existing departments (where appropriate) and provide job 
responsibilities for proper administration of this initiative. 4 

Strategy 14: Engage the Community on Climate Action 

The OCP encourages the City to be an active player in moving forward resident and business 
action on energy conservation. 

Action 33 Develop an outreach program to residents and businesses on climate action 

Motivating and enabling residents and businesses to take their own action have been 
identified as key areas where the City can take action. The City is a contact point 
between residents, businesses and government in so many areas - utilities, services, 
development, recreation, culture, and more - that it is a natural place for the City to play 
a role . 

• 0 Translink offers a program whereby employers can arrange for their staff to receive a discount (typicalty 15%) on 
monthly bus pass purchases. This is a voluntary program but has some restrictions - including that employees must sign 
up for a year at a time for the program. The one-year sign-up has been seen as a barrier to join the program as the 15% 
discount is neutralized by unused transit days (vacation, other modes of commuting). 

' 1 See Chapter 7, fo r a description of the expected implementation requirements. 
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Opportunities for the City to take action include: 

• Promoting existing senior govemment incentives for homeowners and business 
owners 

• Dedicating City webpage space to helping homeowners and businesses learn 
about energy conservation 

• Using City "contact points~ more aggressively to promote energy efficiency - e.g. 
the building permit desk, etc. 

• Supporting NGO events related to climate change and energy through use of 
City land and facilities 

• Developing a small grant program (possible via Grants in Aid, or using the 
Climate Provisional Account) 
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7 Beyond the Plan: 
"Breakthrough" Actions 

It is acknowledged that the plan-defined actions are not likely to be sufficient to achieve the 
desired GHG reductions. This is not a unique situation; in fact, few if any communities have 
defined and committed to implement the types and strength of actions that would be required to 
meet reductions in the range of 80% in 40 years . If it were easy, we would already be done! 

The future though is wildly uncertain, and 40 years is a sufficient time for many unpredictable 
things to occur: oil prices could spike, new technologies could make new buildings highly efficient 
and rising costs for electricity of other fuels could inspire a level of conservation that we can't 
anticipate at the present. 

This section explores the potential impact of three major breakthroughs and uses the wedge 
presentation format to highlight the magnitude of impact of these measures. 

These are presented to help us appreciate the impact of these large game changers. Rather 
than work to discem whether some or all or many or most residents would take an action these 
are presented as What if we all did this?" statements. 

Three "big breakthroughs" are selected: 

• Complete conversion of passenger vehicles to electric: the electric car has reached 
commercialized status. At present the cost and charging infrastructure make it a niche 
product. At the same time, global oil forecasts vary widely from a future of shortage, to 
one of new found cheap oil. However, those supplies could be vulnerable, or volatile, or 
perhaps a future with a price on carbon makes them expensive. For this breakthrough, 
some combination of price changes and broader acceptance of electric vehicles results in 
near complete conversion of the passenger vehicles fleet to electric cars by 2041. 42 

• Carbon Zero Buildings: Architectural and engineering visioning has placed the idea of 
a net zero (energy) building as the norm. The new CIRS building at USC is designed to 
be a net generator of energy. Even within the more modest realm of the building code, 
the continual updating of the ASH RAE 90.1 energy performance standard is driving more 
and more efficient building design and operation with a targets for dramatic 
improvements in energy performance over the coming 20 years. For this "big 

<2 The average age of a vehicle in the lower mainland is about 10 years. Achieving this break. through does not mean that 
everyone must buy an electric car for their next purchase, rather that by the time they buy their third vehicle, it is an 
electric one. 
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breakthrough" we have assumed that by 2025 all new buildings are "net zero" carbon 
emitters. 43 

• Massive building stock renovation: The energy elephant in the room in many 
communities is the stock of existing buildings. While new dwellings are built by the 
hundreds each year, and each one becoming more efficient than the last as the building 
code evolves, there are thousands of existing buildings in the community. These are 
unaffected generally by municipal activity , and are only affected by the owners, at their 
discretion. However, energy price swings, owner awareness, demographic turnover of 
housing stock etc. could drive a desire for residents to retrofit and upgrade the energy 
efficiency of their homes and businesses. For the big breakthrough it is assumed that by 
2050 all existing buildings have had a major renovation that dramatically reduces their 
external energy needs and carbon emissions. Many of these buildings obtain a portion of 
their energy from on-site renewables and have deployed low carbon energy sources. 

The results of these "Big Breakthroughs" are shown Figure 24. From this it is evident that more 
dramatic reductions are possible. To occur there will be a number of drivers beyond the 
municipal actions in this plan. 

The wedge also shows us that no one action will be a silver bullet. To make large scale 
reductions will require action on each activity. 

<J Net zero implies that whi le they may consume some carbon fuel at some times, they also export energy to displace a 
similar amount of carbon fuel elsewhere. 
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Figure 24. Carbon Wedge Results of the " Big Breakthrough" Actions 
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8 Implementation 
8.1 Governance and Management 

Preparation of the plan required staff resources from Sustainability and District Energy. It also 
required smaller allocations of time from departmental representatives participating in a staff 
working group to review drafts of the plan. The BC Hydro Sustainable Communities Program 
contributed to City funding for external expertise. 

The plan presents a set of strategies and actions that will assist the City in taking steps to achieve 
its long-term energy vision and emission reduction targets. 

8.2 5-Year Action -Level Implementation 

Effective impiementation of this plan requires some level of dedicated resources to ensure that 
actions are implemented and coordinated among departments and that progress is tracked. 
Sustainability and District Energy will be primarily responsible for the overall plan implementation 
with individual actions the responsibility of the relevant departments as deemed appropriate by 
their respective Directors. Additionally, some actions may require new resources not currently 
allocated in the City budget. As a starting point in understanding the level of resources that may 
be needed to create a Community Energy and Emissions Program, each action was assessed for 
its potential resource needs and costs. 

The required staff, disbursements and capital costs are identified for resource planning purposes. 
Although much of the implementation requirements will rely on existing resources, there may be 
elements of the implementation plan that cannot be covered without additional resources or 
expertise. Similar to the preparation of the plan, the City will seek external funding as available. 

The following table provides an action-level estimation with high-level costing estimate to 
implement the plan. As well , it identifies a number of considerations and co~benefits of the plan 
activity including: 

• Approximate start year for implementing each action (between 2013 and 2018) 

• Lead department - there may be a need to coordinate across departments, however this 
identifies the likely department to coordinate and lead the action 

• Scale of City resources that may be needed to implement each action - considers 
potential additional staff resources that go beyond the existing staff roles, also provides 
very broad estimates for potential disbursements for studies, and notes where potential 
additional capital costs may be necessary 

• Qualitative assessment of the potential cost to the community of the action - considers 
whether implementation of the action will result in reduced, neutral, or increased costs for 
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affected parties. Note, this does not consider changes in municipal taxes - as these can 
be represented in the cost to the City. 

At the same time as taking action to mitigate climate change and improve energy efficiency, the 
City is also undertaking numerous other activities to obtain other key community goals and 
objectives (e .g. increasing supply of affordable housing, protecting natura l areas, creating vibrant 
arts , heritage and cultural communities , preserving clean air, etc.). Although these are not 
directly listed as the vision or key objectives of the Community Energy and Emissions Plan, it is 
important to recognize how the actions identified may have a positive or negative impact on these 
community objectives. The last seven columns of the table present areas where the CEEP 
actions may provide co-benefits or positive impacts. The seven criteria were selected based on 
the City's Sustainability Framework and other priority areas identified during discussions with 
staff: 

• Inclusive, Safe, Accessible Communities 

• Vibrant Communities 

• Sustainable Business 

• Natural Environment 

• Affordable Living 

• Clean Air 

• Resilient Infrastructure 
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Resources and costs are rou gh estimates based on the findings of other municipalities completing CEEPs in the lower Mainland. These may vary for the Ci ty of 

Richmond and require further review. The required staff, disbursements and/or capital costs are identified for resource planning p u rposes and it is anticipated 

that much of the implementation requirements will util ize existing resources. 

0 
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Estimated Resource planning 

• 3 Cost to community ~ i i ~ - f 
Strategy I Action 

year to start Lead department (estimated staff, (reduce, neutral, .~ co ~. ~ tl-~ implementa! disbursements andlor 
100 capital costs) 

increase) !~H' -n i j ~. _~_ _S .~t~ £! u &L~. 
Theme 1: Neighbourhoods and BUildings I SustalnabUlty framework goals 

Strategy 1: Integrate Future Neighbourhood Centre Planning with Trans it Planning 
and co-benefits 

1 Review Neighbourhood Centre 2013 Policy Planning existing resources neutral 
development sequencing for (Planning & Development) X X X X 
flexibility 

2 Collaborate with Transl ink to 2014 Transportation existing resources neutral 
update the Area Transit Plan (Planning & Development) X X X 
(ATP) 

Strategy 2: Inc rease Energy Efficiency in New Developments 

3 Include energy efficiency in align with Sustainabillty 20k$lo 40k$ possible increased 
Neighbourhood Centre area (EngineerillQ & Public disbursement for development cost 
planning planning Works) AND technical studies reduce occupant X X 

Policy Planning (potential BC Hydro energy costs 

(Planning & Development) funding) 

4 Promote energy effICiency in 2013 Sustainabillty existing resources increase development 
all rezoning (Engineering & Public cost; reduce occupant X X 

Works) energy costs 

5 Develop incentives for new 2013: align Sustain ability 0.5 PY for 2 years to neutral or increase 
development to exceed the with area (Engineering & Public develop program: development cost: 

X X building code energy planning Works) 25k$ disbursement for reduce occupant 
requirements economic analysis. energy costs 

6 Ensure that existing building 2013 Building Approvals 0.5 PY ongoing to reduce occupant 
code requiremenls are (Planning & Development) review plans and ensure energy costs X 
attained compliance 
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Strategy 3: Improve the Performance of Existing Building Stock 

7 Promote building effICiency 2013 Sustainability 
through outreach and (Engineering & Public 
education Woms) 

8 Provide incentives for building 2015 Sustainability 
retrorlt action (Engineering & Public 

Works) 

9 Develop a residential energy 2014 Sustainability 
conservation program to (Engineering & Public 
support housing affordability Works) AND 

Community Social 
Development (Community 
Services) 

.. .. ' 

Strategy 4: Prioritize and Fund Walking, Rolling, Cycling Infrastructure 

10 Prioritize walking, rolling and 2014 Transportation 
cycling infrastructure (Planning & Development) 

AND 
Parks (Community Services) 

11 Continue ·Complete Streets· 2014 Transportation 
for street construction and (Planning & Development) 
rehabilitation projects 

Strategy 5: Enhance Alternative Transportatlon Connectivity 

12 Improve pedestrian links 2013 Transportation 
throughout the city as the top (Planning & Development) 
transportation priority AND 

Parks (Community Services) 

13 Focus on providing safe school 2014 Transportation 
routes (Planning & Development) 

Strategy 6: Facilitate Changes In Transportatlon Behaviour and Mode Choice 

14 Implement TOM projects tha t 2014 Transportation 
incentivize non·vehicle mode (Planning & Development) 
choice and disincentive vehicle 

"e 

~Rktmood 

0.25 PY for 3 years 

0.5 PY for 2 years; I OkS 
disbursement marketing 
materials; pilot S300kS 
incenUves ($300}[ 
1,000) 

0,25 PY for 2 years 

capital budget shift or 
increase estimated at 
SIMperyr 

existing staff 

existing staff; capital 
budget (Action 10) 

0.5 PY for 3 years 
(share with TOM 
coordinator) 

0,5 PY for 3 years 
(share with safe school 
routes) 
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neutral 

neutral 
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decrease energy costs 
for participants 

X 

neutral; may reduce 
travel costs 

X X X 

neutral; may reduce 
travel costs X X X 

neutral; may reduce 
travel costs X X X X X 

neutral; may reduce 
travel costs X X X X 

reduce costs for 
alternatives; increase X X 
vehicle costs 

71 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

X 

CNCL - 166



15 I Reduce supply of unrestricted 2018 1 Transportation I existing staff 
City-owned parking spaces (Planning & Development) 

AND 
Parks (Community Services) 

16 Provide infrastructure 2016 to align Transportation capital budget shift or 
improvements 10 support with service (Planning & Development) increase estimated at 
increased transit service 200kS per year 

17 Improve bike facilities end 2015 Transportation capital budget shift or 
consider implementing a bike (Planning & Development) increase (Action 10) 
share system 

Igy 7: Promote Low Carbon Persona! Vehicles 

18 Set minimum requirements for 2013 Transportation existing resources 
EV charging stations In new (Planning & Development) 
developments 

19 Continue expending the City- 2015 Engineering & Public Works I estimated 5$k per 
owned network of EV charging station x 20 stations 
stations 

21 I Reserve district energy rights 2013 I Engineering I 0.5 PY for 6 months to 
of ways in new developments (EflQineerina & Public define standards and 
and road construct ion 

22 I Develop a City Centre DE 2015 District Energy 0.5 PY for 6 months; I Right otWay Master Plan (Engineering & Public SOk$ disbursement for 
Works) study 

23 I Explore opportunities to 2015 District Energy 0.3 PY for 6 months; 
connect existing buildings to (Engineering & Public 50k$ dishllf'l';l'!ml'!nt fnr 
DE system Works) study 

24 I Explore options for electricity 2015 District Energy 0.3 PY for 6 months; 
generation from utility scale (Engineering & Public 50k$ disbursement for 
renewable sources Works) study 

~RK:Jrnond 
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I increase parking costs 

I I x 

I reduce travel costs 
I X I X I X I X 

I neutral; may reduce 
travel costs I X I X I I X I X I X 

neutral 
I X 

I neutral 
I X 

I neulIal 
I X 

neulIal 
I X 

neutral 
I X 

I neutral 
I x 
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25 Integrate energy infrastructure 2013 District Energy & 
into community planning Engineering 

(Engineering & Public 
Works) 

Strategy 10: Utilize Local Energy Sources 

26 Promote building scale 2015 Sustainabitity 
renewable energy (Engineering & Public 

Works) 

Strategy 11: MaxImize Waste Diversion 

27 Continue to Implement 2013 Engineering 
activijies to support the (Engineering & Public 
ISWRMP Works) 

,. ... . 
Strategy 12: Encourage Su&tained ActiOn by Higher Levels of Government 

28 Continue to advocate for 2013 Sustainability 
support from higher (Engineering & Public 
governments Works) 

Strategy 13: " Lead by example" with City Operations Energy Management 

29 Develop Iong·term fund ing for 2015 Sustainability 
climate activities In the city (Engineering & Public 

Works) 

30 Integrate climate change into 2014 Sustainability 
other municipal activities (Engineering & Public 

Works) 

31 Provide incentives for 2014 Sustainability 
alternative transportation by (Engineering & Public 
staff WorKs) 

32 Define a climate change 2014 Sustainability 
portfolio J staff person (Engineering & Public 

Works) 

Strategy 14: Engage the Community on Climate Action 

33 Develop an outreach program 2014 Sustainability 
to residents and businesses on (Engineering & Public 
climate action Works) 

~RicImond 

existing staff 

0.3 PY for 2 years: 

50kS for study 

existing staff 

existing staff 

existing staff (corporate 
energy manager) 

existing staff 

Incentive program 

SkS per year 

0.25 PY for 5 years 
(management of plan· 
other time is in other 
Actions) 

0.25 PY for 2 years 
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8.3 Monitoring Framework 
As described earlier in section 5, the base of the plan 
pyramid represents the numerous activities involved in 
implementation and tracking the progress of that 
implementation. A monitoring framework provides a 
list of items to track that will help re-assess the 
effectiveness of the plan over time. The framework 
should assist with answering: 

1. Direct progress towards the vision and targets: 

• Primary indicators: 

t"'p l.",o.,otlon 
" MonltOfl., 

- How much progress have we made towards the community GHG reduction 
targets? 
- How much progress have we made towards the community energy use 
reduction target? 

2. Progress on other indicators that provide indirect measures of energy and GHG impacts: 

• Secondary indicators: How much progress have we made towards related 
targets (e.g. change in mode split) that are linked to achieving the overall 
targets? 

3. Progress on plan implementation : 

• How many actions are complete, how many are in progress, and how many did 
not start? 

8.3.1 Primary Indicalors: CEEI Reports 

In BC, the provincial Climate Action Secretariat (Ministry of Environment) has undertaken efforts 
to quantify these primary indicators for every municipality on a biannual basis through the 
Community Energy and Emissions Inventory initiative. The City can continue to monitor these 
reports, understanding that they are likely useful to demonstrate general trends across numerous 
years, but are not refined enough to provide a precise measure of progress towards GHG targets. 
Indicators include: 

• Total GHG emissions from community sources (tonnes C02e) 

• Total GHG emissions from buildings (!onnes C02e) 

• Total GHG emissions from transportation (tonnes C02e) 

• Total GHG emission from waste (tonnes C02e) 

• Total energy consumption (GJ) 

• Total electricity consumption (kWh) 
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8.3.2 Secondary Indicators 

Richmond Community Energy and Emissions Plan 
Phase 2 Draft - June 27, 2013 

Secondary indicators provide an additional method of understanding whether progress is being 
made towards the overall targets, and are particularly useful when the overall targets are 
challenging to measure with much certainty. They also provide clarity on whether identified 
strategies and actions are resulting in the desired outcomes. Possible tracking indicators include: 

Neighbourhoods: 

• Percent of new dwellings located within 400m of a frequent transit route, or 800m 
of a Canada Line station 

• Percent of population living within 400m of a frequent transit route, or 800m of a 
Canada Line station 

• Percent of population within walking distance of a grocery store and park 

Buildings: 

• Percent of new buildings exceeding energy performance standards in the current 
building code 

• Percent of existing buildings renovated to high energy performance standards 

Mobility and Access: 

• Mode split for all trips (walking/rolling , cycling, transit, vehicle) * 

• Percent of completed pedestrian links within 400m of current or planned 
Frequent Transit route ** 

• Percent of completed cycling links identified in the OCP 

• Percent bus stops on frequent transit routes with shelters; Percent with benches 

Resilient Economy: 

• Percent of employees working within 400m of a frequent transit route, or 800m of 
a Canada Line station [may be challenging to track], alternatively: 

• Mode split of commuters travelling to Richmond for work 

Sustainable Infrastructure and Resources : 

• Number of building scale renewable energy systems installed 

• Percent of road construction projects with reserved DE right of ways (in areas 
identified for future DE) 

• Number of new buildings connected to DE system 

• Number of existing buildings connected to DE system 

• Percent of waste diversion· 

Climate Change Leadership: 

• Total GHG emissions from City facilities (tonnes C02e) 

• Mode split for staff commute trips to work 

• Richmond target exists already fDr these indicators . 

•• This plan has identified the need to conduct analysis and set specific targets for these 
secondary indicators. 
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8.3.3 
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Plan Implementation Indicators 
The following indicators are suggested as mechanisms for tracking the overall progress of 
implementing the action plan: 

• Number of actions underway 

• Number of actions completed 

Actions that are primarily outreach or incentive-based may benefit from understanding the level of 
uptake in the community, for example: 

• Action 8: Number of energy audits completed (incentives distributed) 

• Action 9: Number of residential energy conservation kits distributed 

• Action 13: Number of schools participating in the safe routes to school program 

• Action 14: Number of employers providing incentives for employee transit passes 

• Action 21 : Number of City staff completed building scale renewable energy 
awareness training program (in building permit department) 

• Action 30: Number of City staff using the transit incentive program 

• Action 32: Number of residents and businesses participating in the outreach 
program 
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9 Conclusion 

The climate is changing ... we need to act. There is consensus amongst scientists that carbon 
emissions are affecting the climate and must be reduced . There is an evolving public opinion -
not as certain as the scientific consensus but becoming stronger - that action should be taken. 

Energy consumption and GHG emissions have traditionally been closely tied to population 
growth. Over the next 30 years, Richmond is expected to grow by 80,000 people. Managing that 
growth while reducing carbon emissions is a challenge for all communities . In order to achieve a 
more sustainable future , communities will have to both conserve energy and to develop new 
energy sources that do not create more carbon emissions. 

The availability of new energy efficient technologies, combined with stronger senior government 
regulations for efficiency in vehicle standards and building code standards will help Richmond 
reduce overall GHG emissions. But action from senior governments alone will not be enough and 
finding substantial reductions will require actions by all players in the economy. 

The City has already taken steps to set the community on a more sustainable path through 
compact, mixed-use development and improved options for getting around without a vehicle. 
This plan defines further strategies and actions the City can take to realize more substantial 
reductions in GHG emissions from the community. 

Residents and businesses in the community will also need to make choices that support the 
community's energy vision, identified through Phase 1 of the CEEP: 

"an energy-wise and low-carbon society that enables a robust local economy, a 
healthy environment, and a safe, equitable, diverse and resilient community. " 

The actions defined in this plan represent an enthusiastic effort by the City. Implementing these 
wi ll require determined effort and will make substantial reductions in the City's carbon footprint. 
However, these actions alone will not fully meet the targets defined in the OCP. This challenge is 
not cause for inaction however, as all parts of society must contribute to finding solutions to 
climate change. 

To reach the defined targets larger actions will be required. The magnitude of the reductions 
required will require major breakthroughs in how we develop our communities - though no 
substantive technology breakthroughs are required (I.e. these breakthroughs can be achieved 
with current technologies but will require efforts larger than the City alone can implement). Given 
the long-term time frame (40 years) for the plan's vision, it is not unthinkable that these may well 
come to pass. 
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Appendix A: Calculation Methodology 

A.1: GHG reduction "Wedge" 

The data inputs for E2 include freely available data. Minimizing specialized data sets is a feature 
of the tool. Key data requirements for the base model predictions include: 

• Statistics Canada population and housing data, 

• Community Energy and Emissions Inventory (CEEI) or equivalent community-scale 
energy and emissions inventory data 

• Estimates from staff, or other sources of the possible population growth. 

The tool accounts for both the impacts of population growth and other initiatives by higher levels 
of government. Population growth results in increased energy consumption and GHG emissions. 
Provincial and Federal initiatives accounted for include increased fuel efficiency standards for 
passenger and commercial vehicles, and proposed building code and equipment improvements. 

A.2: Energy and GHG reductions from Actions 

Reductions from the implementation of a measure are defined by the savings for each person (or 
dwelling) implementing the measure, multiplied by the uptake of the measure. For example: 

• Reduction potential: If a new commercial building meets the Leadership in Energy and 
Environmental Design (LEED) Gold standard, it is expected that the building will 
consume approximately 30% less energy than a new commercial building that meets 
current building code. 

• Level of uptake: If the local government provides a financial incentive to encourage 
commercial developers to meet the standard it may be estimated that modest level of 
uptake might occur. Defining the uptake is a subjective activity though it is usually 
informed by the strength of the measure that the community wishes to deploy (e.g. 
information/outreach, non-financial incentive, financial incentive, and regulation). For 
example, an outreach campaign may result in a small portion of the population (e.g. <1% 
to 10%) adopting a particular action or behaviour, whereas providing a financial incentive 
may result in a larger uptake rate. Regulation has the greatest uptake, though it is not 
always permitted as a tool. 
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A.3: Population and Housing Allocation 

The current location of population and housing is available from the Statistics Canada 2011 
Census at the Dissemination Area (DA) level. The current dwelling densities (dwellings per 
hectare) by DA are shown in the figure below. 

The projections developed by Urban Futures for the City as a background to the 2041 OCP 
update helped identify where new population, housing and employment will be located . These 
projections were done at the planning area scale. For this analysis , these were further refined 
spatially by allocating the dwellings in Neighbourhood Centres and along the Future Transit 
Network that is outlined in the OCP. This scenario provides one potential growth scenario based 
on the available information prior to completion. The 2041 dwelling density figure demonstrates 
the results of this allocation - clear density increases in the City Centre in residential areas, 
increases in density near Neighbourhood Centres, and along the frequent transit network. 
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A.4: Density Impacts on Residential and passenger Vehicle energy 
consumption 

Vehicle reductions are based on estimated changes in vkt due to densification. Each DA was 
identified as either in or out of the current FTN network. Then the percentages changes in 
Vehicle Kilometres Travelled (VKT) for each DA were estimated.44 

A.S: Thermal Energy density mapping: 

An analysis was undertaken to estimate the current (2011) energy load needed for heating 
throughout the community, and also to estimate where the future (2041) energy load for heating 
will be based on the City's projected residential and employment growth. 

This involved : 

• Determining the location and types of housing based on Statistics Canada Census data. 
(shown above) 

• Determining the location and types of non-residential floor space area from the BC 
Assessment Authority. 

• Applying expected heating load requirements to those baselines based on the type of 
dwelling I type of non-residential use (for example, a single family home located in the 
Lower Mainland is expected to use almost 80 GJ of energy per year for space heating 
and hot water)45. 

• Applying expected building efficiency improvements for all new growth due to 
improvements in the BC Bullding Code, as well as efficiency improvements to the existing 
bullding stock for expected changes in technology (e.g. furnace upgrades) and other 
renovations over time. 

• Representing the projected changes in thermal load resulting from population and 
employment growth as a Change in Thermal Energy Density map of Richmond (see 
below) . 

.... Estimates based on methodology outlined in ' Using Residential Patterns and Transit to Decrease Auto Dependence 
and Costs", John Holtzclaw. 1994 

45 BC Hydro Conservation Potential Review. Marbek Resource Consultants ltd .. 2007 
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Figure A-3: Estimated New Incremental Thermal Heat Load 2011 - 2041 
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Appendix B: Overview of the Electricity 
Network in Richmond 
BC Hydro is committed to supporting electricity conservation. Through it's PowerSmart 
programs, BC Hydro has encouraged the conservation of substantial amounts of power 
capability. These are typically directed directly to customers for specific energy saving actions. 

As part of it's Sustainable Communities initiative BC Hydro is working with communities to identify 
long-range planning and policy actions that will result in lasting reductions in energy use. 

Communities commonly plan for their own infrastructure - roads , sewers , water - but may not be 
aware of other infrastructure components in the community. Future energy systems that will 
result in a low-carbon community will require that all energy systems are better integrated. 

The section below (developed by BC Hydro) provides an overview of the electricity infrastructure 
in Richmond. 

B.I, ELECTRICITY SUPPLY AND DEMAND IN THE PROVINCE 

A reliable supply of electricity is key to BC's economic prosperity and our quality of life. Electricity 
is indispensable in running our homes, offices, industries, schools and hospitals. BC Hydro is 
committed to reliably meeting the electricity needs of our customers through integrated planning, 
new technology, innovative solutions and the safe operation and maintenance of our system. 
Local government partners are a critical part of these solutions. 

BC Hydro serves 95% of BC's population, delivering electricity to approximately 1.9 million 
residential , commercial and industrial customers. Over 80% of that electricity comes from hydro
electric generation in the Peace and Columbia regions while 70% to 80% of it is used in the 
Lower Mainland and on Vancouver Island. This means that the electricity produced has to be 
moved over long distances. The 500 kilovolt (kV) bulk transmission system connects the major 
generators in the north and southern interior regions of the province, with the major load centres 
in heavily populated southwest BC. 

BC's increasing population and new technology - such as tablets and smartphones - contribute 
to our growing electricity needs. 

Energy conservation and efficiency are the best and most cost-effective ways to meet these 
growing electricity needs and BC Hydro is working to meet at least 66% of new demand through 
these means by 2020. 

Even with conservation though, the province's electricity needs are expected to increase by 
approximately 20% to 40% over the next 20 years. 

B.2: HOW ELECTRICITY REACHES Communities 

BC Hydro's electrical system crosses over five thousand hectares of land and is made up of over 
75,000 kilometres of transmission and distribution lines. There are more than 900,000 utility poles 
and over 300 electrical substations in the province. 
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B.2.1: Generating Stations 

Most of our power is generated at hydroelectric generating stations. Water flows through the 
dam's penstocks (tunnels that bring water from the reservoir through the generating station) and 
causes the turbine's blades to spin. This drives a generator that converts the mechanical 
rotational energy into electric energy. The energy is then increased at a transformer, getting it 
ready to travel long distances through transmission lines. 

B.2.1: Transmission Lines 

Transmission lines (those large metal towers and wood poles) move the power across the long 
distance between where electricity is generated, and where it is used. One of the big differences 
between transmission lines and distribution lines is voltage. To move power from the generating 
site to customers, voltage is increased to ensure power is delivered efficiently, minimizing the 
energy losses which occur over long distances. 

B.2.3: Substations 

Transformers in substations are used to "step_upn or "step-downn the voltage of power once it's 
generated, increasing it for transmission lines, or decreasing it for distribution lines. Substations 
are usually located in open-air sites, but are sometimes housed within buildings. 

B.2.4: Distribution Lines 

Distribution lines - the smaller power lines - take power from local substations to customers. The 
voltage of a distribution line is lower than transmission lines. 

B.2.5: Distribution Step-Down Transformers 

Before the power reaches customers, it must be stepped down again. For overhead distribution 
lines, this is done in pole-top step-down transformers, and for underground distribution lines, this 
is done in enclosed step-down transformers. 

Substations, transmission towers and poles, and distribution poles and the lines they support are 
the most visible components of Be Hydro's infrastructure in the Lower Mainland. 

8.3: ELECTRICAL DEMAND AND INFRASTRUCTURE IN RICHMOND 

B.3.1: Electrical Demand in Richmond 

Once the electricity reaches the Lower Mainland, it is delivered to customers via an extensive 
system of regional transmission lines, substations and distribution lines. 

Richmond is projected to have a continued population increase and as the number of people 
living in the community grows, so does the need for electricity. Richmond's electrical load growth 
is forecast to continue at about 2.4% per year over the next 10 years. This includes requirements 
from both residential growth in Richmond and new business development on Sea Island. 

As of early 2013, there are five BC Hydro substations in Richmond (see figure B-1): 

• Kidd 2 Substation (KI-2) - built in 1950's and currently being upgraded 
• Sea Island Substation (SEA) - built in 1970's 
• Richmond Substation (RIM) - built in 1950's and to be decommissioned 
• Steveston Substation (STY) - built in 1970's 
• Cambie Substation (CAM) - built in 1970's 
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The Vancouver International Airport Authority has its own substation. 

• YVR Substation (see map) 

Figure 8-1: Schematic of Electricity Infrastructure in Richmond 
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B.3.2: Electrical Infrastructure in Richmond 

It is estimated that $50 to $70 million in transmission and distribution capital investment, including 
new infrastructure and system maintenance, will be required in Richmond over the next three 
years . 

To meet the growing demand for electricity in Richmond, Kidd 2 SUbstation is currently being 
upgraded and the work is expected to be completed in 2014. This will facilitate having the 
Richmond Substation, a smaller, older substation, decommissioned within 5 years. Even after a 
substation is decommissioned, the property still belongs to BC Hydro. While there are no plans 
for the Richmond SUbstation property at this time, the land may be reused by BC Hydro in the 
future. 
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The Sea Island and Vancouver International Airport Authority area is currently being studied by 
BC Hydro to ascertain what electrical system reinforcements will be required in the next 10 years. 
The existing Sea Island Substation, which provides power to residences and businesses, 
including the airport, may need to be upgraded or a new substation may have to be built. If a new 
sUbstation is built, the existing one on Sea Island would be decommissioned. 

As well , a number of other station and distribution projects are planned over the next 10 years. 
These include: 

• upgrades to existing substations; 

• building new distribution underground duct banks; and 

• distribution voltage conversion from 12 to 25 kilovolt (kV). 

8.4: MANAGING RIGHTS·OF-WAY 

BC Hydro maintains more than 18,000 kilometres of transmission lines, nearly enough to travel 
two and a half times across Canada. The ground under these lines must be kept clear at all times 
in order to ensure British Columbians enjoy a safe , secure and reliable source of electrjci~y. 

As the system asset owner, BC Hydro acquires certain rights from landowners (including private 
property owners, First Nations, municipalities and the provincial and federal Crown) to install, 
replace, maintain and access works (e.g. transmission towers and lines) related to the electrical 
delivery system. 

Lands under transmission lines are usually owned by private landowners, while BC Hydro 
maintains specific rights governing their use. These lands are called rights·of·way (ROW). The 
ROW agreements restrict owners' rights to activities that do not impact public safety; interfere 
with the operation of the lines; cause a safety hazard; or interfere with the rights granted. These 
agreements generally allow BC Hydro to construct, maintain and replace existing works, as well 
as reserve space for future works. 

By working with landowners, local governments, public agencies and interest groups to use 
ROW, BC Hydro has developed a network of ROW that are compatible with public safety and 
security of the transmission system. BC Hydro·maintained ROW can be used for a variety of 
compatible uses such as tree farms ; parking; recreational activities such as walking trails; and 
wildlife habitat. 

BC Hydro has prepared guidelines which provide advice to loca! government planners, 
developers, property owners and designers on how to plan development near overhead 
transmission lines considering aesthetics , vegetation and scale, as well as public safety and 
system security needs. There are also guidelines for accessing and using the ROW, including the 
compatible uses allowed. These guidelines are available at: 
http://www.bchydro.com/energy-in_beJour_system/right_oCway-management.html 

8.4.1: Safety and Vegetation Management 

Trees growing around power·lines represent a significant safety and outage management issue. 
BC has three times the number of trees per Hne kilometre of any other utility in North America and 
trees account for the most customer outages. Safety of BC Hydro's crews during the restoration 
of outages is a critical priority. 
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BC Hydro spends approximately $50 million annually to control and maintain vegetation, 
removing weak or hazardous trees, and regularly maintaining trees under and adjacent to 
transmission and distribution lines. 

8.5: INTEGRATED INFRASTRUCTURE PLANNING 

8.5.1: The Challenge - a Growing Province and Aging Infrastructure 

Most of BC Hydro's infrastructure, although well maintained, was built in the 1950s, 60s and 70s 
and some of our facilities are 80 to 100 years old. To meet BC's future electricity needs, BC 
Hydro must invest in our generation, transmission and distribution assets and adopt new 
technologies that prepare us for the future. BC Hydro is investing over $2 billion per year between 
2013 and 2015 on infrastructure upgrades and renewal. 

As communities in the Lower Mainland densify to accommodate population growth, it affects the 
space required for the critical electrical infrastructure. Close coordination between BC Hydro and 
municipalities is therefore very important to plan and deploy electrical and other utility 
infrastructure. 

New approaches to planning will improve the efficiency of generation, delivery and use of 
electricity. These approaches can also support other community goals such as preserving green 
space, carbon management, and providing opportunities for economic growth and development. 
Achieving these benefits , however, requires better integration of electricity planning with regional 
and community planning. 

Communities have choices about how they grow and develop, which in turn influence electricity 
requirements and the options available to meet those requirements . If communities are aware of 
the energy implications of their decisions, they can make informed choices about growth and 
development. In turn, if BC Hydro understands community goals, we can make informed choices 
about the options to pursue for delivering electricity services in the region . 

In providing electricity to the Lower Mainland, Be Hydro is inextricably linked with the region's 
economy, environment and landscape. 
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To: 

City of 
Richmond 

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services 
Committee 

Report to Committee 

Date: July 8, 2013 

From: Mike Redpath File: 06-2345-20-GCIT1Nol 
Senior Manager, Parks 01 

Re: Garden City Lands - Phase One Vision and Guiding Principles 

Recommendation: 

That the Vision and Guiding Principles as detailed in the report "Garden City Lands -Phase One 
Vision and Guiding Principles" from the Senior Manager, Parks dated July 8, 2013, be endorsed as 
the basis for the Garden City Lands future planning, Phase Two - Concept Development. 

Mike Redpath 
Senior Manager, Parks 
(604-247-4942) 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

On October 22, 2012 the following resolution was adopted by Council: 

"That the Garden City Lands planning process as described in the staff report titled 
Garden City Lands - Planning Process 2013-2014 dated October 4, 2012 from the 
Senior Manager, Parks be endorsed. !! 

In addition, this report directly relates to the achievement of the following Council 2011-2014 
term goal: 

"7.4. Commence planningfor the eventual use of the Garden City Lands. !! 

The purpose of this report is to respond to the October 22,2012 Council direction to commence a 
planning process, by presenting the findings of the Garden City Lands Phase One- Planning 
Process including a Vision and Guiding Principles which will then be used as the basis for 
commencing with the Garden City Lands Phase Two- Concept Development. 

Findings of Fact 

The City owned Garden City Lands (the Lands) are approximately 136.5 acres (55.2 hectares) 
located on the eastern edge of Richmond City Centre, between Westminster Highway, Garden 
City Road, Alderbridge Way and No.4 Road. The Lands are located within the provincially 
designated Agricultural Land Reserve (ALR) and are currently vacant. The Metro Vancouver 
2040 Regional Growth Strategy has designated the Lands 'Conservation and Recreation'. 

In the current 2041 Official Community Plan (OCP) Land Use Map, the Garden City Lands are 
designated as 'Conservation'. This is defined as being natural and semi-natural areas with 
important environmental values that may also be used for recreation, park, agricultural and food 
production purposes. The Lands are also zoned Agriculture. 

Analysis 

BACKGROUND 

One of Council's 2011-2014 term goals is to commence planning for the eventual use of the 
Garden City Lands. Staff were directed at the July 24, 2012 Parks Recreation and Cultural 
Services Committee to report back on a public consultation process for the Lands. In response to 
that referral a report entitled "Garden City Lands - Phase One Planning" was presented at the 
September 25, 2012 Parks Recreation Committee that outlined both a planning process and a 
range of public engagement opportunities. 

3899535 
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At this meeting, staff were directed to bring forward a revised work program and a compressed 
timeline for the planning process. On October 22, 2012 Council adopted the following revised 
planning process with a completion date of June 2014: 

KEY PLANNING STAGES 

- Inventory and Analysi'5 

• Opportunities/ Constraint5ldentification 

• Visio:n and Guiding Principles Development 

- Concept I Scenario Options Development 

- Preferred Concept I Scenario Development 

• Final Vision and Concept Plan 

weare 
here 

The first three steps outlined above have been completed as Phase One. This phase has focused 
on two main goals: 'getting to know the land' through conducting a technical review of the land 
and site context, and 'getting to know the community vision' through a creative public 
engagement process. 

Key objectives of Phase One: 

1. To have a thorough and comprehensive understanding of the existing site, the physical 
and community context, and identify key factors influencing future decision-making. 
This foundational information is vital to moving forward with developing options and a 
final concept plan. 

2. To provide well defined, transparent, and easily understood documentation and 
presentation of the information gathering process and inventory results that can be used 
for communication and ongoing dialogue. 

3. To undertake an innovative public engagement process that is transparent, well
documented, inclusive, and reaches the broadest community audience. 

3899535 
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Since Council approval of the planning process in September 2012, the key steps as detailed 
above have been completed and are presented in this report. 

PHASE ONE - INVENTORY AND ANALYSIS/OPPORTUNITIES & CONSTRAINTS 

The first two steps in Phase One included a biophysical and historical inventory of Garden City 
Lands and a review of relevant City strategies. This information was used to develop 
presentation material for the public engagement process (Attachment 1). 

A brief sampling of the key findings from the review process is presented below: 

• The majority of the City Centre residents will live within a 2 km walking distance of 
Garden City Lands. 

• The Lands are a 10 minute walk to a Canada Line Station. 
• Over 25,000 cars pass by the Lands during peak hours on weekends. 
• From 1903 until 2010 the Federal Government owned the Lands. 
• The Vancouver Rifle Range was established on the Lands in 1904 and operated until 

1928. It was a recreational and a military training location. 
• In 1974 the lands were included in the Agricultural Land Reserve. 
• Permissable uses have evolved over the years. In addition to farming uses, other uses are 

permitted such as: ecological reserves, passive recreation, open parkland, horticulture and 
nurseries, education and research, and agri-tourism. 

• There are no historic records indicating the land has ever been actively farmed. 
• Any potential crop farming will require amending the soils and infrastructure upgrades. 
• Garden City Lands are located at the west edge of the Greater Lulu Island Bog. 
• The lands have been mown and cleared for the last one hundred years. 
• The plants on the site are predominately native with some invasive plants. 
• It takes up to 500 years to create 30 cm of a peat bog. Peat depths are between 50 cm and 

100 cms on the Lands. 
• The Lands contain the remnant bog landscape and seasonal wetland areas. 
• Annual mowing has kept the trees from emerging and shading out the low growing bog 

plants. 
• These Lands together with Nature Park and the federal DND Lands create a significant 

472 acre ecological hub. 
• Managing the hydrology on the site is critical to the health of the bog environment. 
• The Garden City Lands are 2 km from the Oval and Middle Arm waterfront linked by 

Lansdowne Road. 
• Walking has been identified as the most popular recreational activity in Richmond. 
• Community cohesiveness is stronger when there are opportunities for informal social 

interaction, and where people of diverse ages and backgrounds can engage in shared 
experiences. 

• Access to healthy, affordable, and culturally appropriate food is a human right. 
• Expressing creativity through art pieces, engaging events, festivals, and performances are 

key to evolution of a 'great place' destination. 
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CONSULTATION AND PUBLIC ENGAGEMENT PROCESS 

As part of the public engagement process the City committed to an extensive 
communication program to inform the public about the Garden City Lands project. A 
dedicated website, creategardencitylands.ca, was developed, along with a supporting 
Facebook page and Twitter account. A unique project logo and visual identity was also 
created. 

The project web site was launched in early May with background information about the Lands. 
From May 15 to June 1, 2013 daily Fast Facts were provided on the website, posted on 
Facebook page and distributed via Twitter in the lead up to the Ideas Fair held on June 1,2013. 
All the materials including the questionnaire from the Ideas Fair have been uploaded to the site 
and posted on the City'S Let's Talk Richmond online engagement platform. 

A community-wide media information campaign was also initiated that included numerous 
newspaper advertisements, special briefings conducted by staff and the Mayor, and extensive 
media coverage from local and regional news outlets. 

An Ideas Fair was held on Saturday, June 1,2013 which provided the public with an opportunity 
to be on the Lands for the first time, view and respond to the information display boards, and 
participate in a series of idea generating activities. A Stakeholder workshop was held on June 6, 
2013 with a number of community groups to discuss values and potential visions from their 
individual and representative group perspectives. 

Attachment 2 details the community engagement process, the various engagement tools, and 
presents a summary of the key input from the public. An overview of the different public 
engagement opportunities is provided below: 

• 650 people attended the June 1 st Ideas Fair 
• 220 questionnaires were filled in 
• 99% said that they enjoyed the Ideas Fair 
• 28 video conversations were taped 
• 60 people took part in the eco-tours 
• 1121 document downloads from the City website 
• 112 questionnaires filled in on-line 
• 12 people attended the June 6th Stakeholder Workshop 
• Numerous proposals, letters, and e-mails were sent into Council and staff 
• In all, there were 15 different ways that the public has provided input. 

Other Consultation: 

Detailed submissions were received from the Garden City Lands Conservation Society outlining 
their vision for the lands, along with visions and plans/sketches from other residents. 
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The Richmond Sports Council forwarded a copy of the 1986 City vision for the Lands detailing a 
sports complex scheme over the entire site as envisioned in support of the unsuccessful 1994 
Commonwealth Games bid. A sports complex would require removal of the site from the 
Agriculture Land Reserve. City staff are working with the Sports Council to identify community 
sports needs for the future and where these needs would best be served in the City. 

A meeting was also held with a representative from the Kwantlen Polytechnic University to 
discuss the request for a Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education Laboratory Farm at 
Garden City Lands as part of the newly formed Applied Science in Sustainable Agriculture 
program. A preliminary proposal has been received that outlines initial financial commitment, 
site requirements and the rationale for this particular site. Further discussions with the 
University will occur over the summer and the results will be the subject of a separate report to 
Council in Fall 2013. 

Information gathered from the many engagement opportunities indicated that activities and uses 
supporting Community Wellness and Active Living were the number one priority closely 
followed by Environmental Sustainability and then Urban Agriculture. The following graphic is 
one example of the results from the questionnaire at the June 1st Ideas Fair and Let's Talk online 
engagement platform (Attachment 2). 

How would you create a legacy gift for all City residents? Tell us which of the following farm and non-farm 
activities permitted within the ALR you would support? 

STRONGLY 
SUPPORT 

Ecological Reserve 
(e.g. Richmond Natural Park) 

Site-related Education 

SOMEWHAT STRONGLY SOMEWHAT 
SUPPORT 

NEUTRAL 
DON 'T SUPPORT DON'T SUPPORT 

Passive Recreation 
(e.g. walking trails, boardwalks, 

bird wa tching, p icn ics) 

Crop Production 

Open Parkland 
(e.g. community gather ing 

spaces, commu nity gardens) 

and Research 
{e.g. root and green vegetables, 

(e,£!, sustainabil itv centre. 

Agricultural Tourism 
(e.g. farmers markets, farm 

Leave As Is 
( p..,! f o r fl l t ll r F! IlROFH~rjnmd 
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7 GUIDING PRINCIPLES 

The synthesis of the community aspirations, values and ideas gathered through the public 
engagement process provided clear and consistent messages. That together with the key findings 
from the background inventory and analysis provides a solid basis for the development of 
guiding principles and an overall vision. These following principles and vision will be used as 
the foundation for Phase Two - Concept development. 

Encourage Community Partnerships and Collaboration 
Working together with others to achieve a common vision is critical to creating a productive and 
sustainable legacy for the Lands. Success will be a result of the coordinated efforts and 
commitment to a vision by many stakeholders. 

Respect Agricultural Land Reserve 
Respect the agricultural designation and encourage viable and sustainable agricultural uses that 
benefit the community. Find creative and innovative ways to allow for a full range of other 
permitted uses on the Lands while ensuring agricultural viability. Applying agro-ecology 
sustainability principles will ensure the careful and thoughtful integration of ecology, wildlife, 
culture, economics, and society with agricultural production. 

Strive for Environmental Sustainability 
The conservation and restoration of the higher ecological value bog areas and the unique bog 
plants and wildlife represents a green legacy for future generations to enjoy and learn from. 
Managing the existing biodiversity of the site and enhancing the wetland ecology will increase 
the ecosystem or natural services that the Garden City Lands provide and position the City well 
for climate change resiliency. Green infrastructure such as stormwater detention ponds can also 
add biodiversity to the site and provide recreational and aesthetic benefits. In addition to looking 
at the environmental values of the site itself, there is an opportunity to develop strong ecological 
connections with the surrounding areas. 

Promote Community Wellness and Active Living 
Well designed and placed amenities and infrastructure will foster access to year round activities 
such as walking and cycling, picnicking, nature appreciation and gardening. Trails, boardwalk, 
and viewing platforms carefully sited to protect the ecological values of the site will provide 
access for people to enjoy the fresh air, open skies, views and the changing seasons. Innovative 
programs and creative interpretation features will encourage ongoing discovery and learning. 
The amenities and infrastructure will have a distinct design and character that respects and 
reflects the unique landscape and history of the lands. This will be a place of social interaction 
and community cohesiveness where new memories and traditions will be created. 

Maximize Connectivity and Integration 
There will be seamless connection and integration with the surrounding urban, natural and rural 
landscapes through physical, visual and ecological links and networks. Recreation, ecological 
areas, and agriculture functions on the site will be integrated in a way that is respectful and 
beneficial. A culture of walking and cycling will be promoted. Access from the surrounding 
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neighborhoods will be safe, comfortable, and clearly delineated with crosswalks, a trail network 
and a series of clear and distinct entryways. 

Allow for Dynamic and Flexible Spaces 
Spaces will be dynamic and able to adapt- expand or contract- depending upon seasons, 
community interests and needs over the years, new innovative programs and cultural 
opportunities. The Lands will allow for a range of experiences - quiet spots for serenity and 
contemplation to areas that encourage vibrancy and excitement through community celebrations, 
performances, inspiring and engaging programs, and social interactions. Carefully and 
strategically placed permanent and/or temporary art/landscape installations will add another layer 
of interest to the Lands and help create a distinct character. 

Develop Science-based Resource Management Plans 
Natural processes are complex and evolve over time. The bog environment is very sensitive to 
changes in soil conditions and relies on a strictly maintained hydrology regime. The potential 
enhancement of the current seasonal wetland areas to permanent water features will need to be 
carefully considered. An integrated eco-systems approach will be applied to short term and long 
term enhancement projects. Changes to the land will require ongoing monitoring and research. 
The lifecycle of physical infrastructure will also be considered in planning, design and 
construction of amenities. 

Building on the public input and Guiding Principles, the following Vision for the future planning 
of the Lands has emerged: 

The Garden City Lands, located in the City Centre, is envisioned as an exceptional legacy open 
space for residents and visitors. Visible and accessible from many directions, the Lands are an 
impressive gateway into Richmond's downtown, and a place of transition and transformation 
from the rural to the urban. Its rich, diverse and integrated natural and agricultural landscape 
provides a dynamic setting for learning and exploration. It is inclusive with a range of spaces, 
amenities and experiences that encourage healthy lifestyles, social interaction and a strong 
sense of community pride. 

NEXT STEPS 

Phase Two, as illustrated below, will involve developing concepts for the Garden City Lands 
based on the Guiding Principles and Vision, and the many valuable ideas from the public 
engagement process. Opportunities for the public to provide input will continue throughout 
Phase Two. 
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KEY PLANNING STAGES 

-Inventory and Analysis 

• Opportunities I Constraints Identification 

• Vision and Guiding Principles Development 

• Concept I Scenario Options Development 

- Preferred Concept I Scenario Development 

• Final Vision and Concept Plan 

Financial Considerations: 

Next 
Step 

Funding for the Phase One and Two Garden City Lands Planning Process was approved by 
Council in October 2012. 

Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

The Garden City Lands is a legacy green space in the heart of the City. Council approved a 
planning process in October 2012 for the development of a Concept Plan for the Lands. Phase 
One which focused on two main goals: 'getting to know the land' through conducting a technical 
review of the land and site context, and 'getting to know the community vision' through a 
creative public engagement process has been completed. A very successful Ideas Fair was 
conducted on June 1,2013 at Garden City Lands with 650 people attending and on June 6, 2013 
a focus group workshop was held with representatives from community organizations. A 
website was also created that provided the public with another venue to receive information and 
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provide input. 

The public input together with the findings from the background inventory and analysis provided 
the basis for the development of guiding principles and an overall vision. These principles and 
the vision will be used as the basis for the Garden City Lands future planning in Phase Two
Concept Development. 

Mike Redpath 
Senior Manager, Parks 
(604-247-4942) 

3899535 

Yvonne Stich 
Park Planner 
(604-233-3310) 

CNCL - 195



W
el

co
l1

1e
 t

o
 C

re
a

te
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s

 
V

e
ry

 f
e

w
 c

it
ie

s
 i

n
 t

h
e

 w
o

rl
d

 h
a

v
e

 t
h

e
 o

p
p

o
rt

u
n

it
y

 
to

 p
la

n
 a

n
d

 i
m

p
le

m
e

n
t 

s
u

c
h

 a
 l

a
rg

e
 a

n
d

 u
n

iq
u

e
 

s
p

a
c

e
 t

h
a

t 
li

n
k

s
 u

rb
a

n
 a

n
d

 n
a

tu
ra

l 
s

e
tt

in
g

s
. 

• 
T

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 O

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 a

re
 b

ig
. 

A
t 

1
3

6
.5

 a
cr

e
s,

 i
t 

is
 t

h
e

 s
e

c
o

n
d

 

la
rg

e
s
t 

p
u

b
li
c
 s

p
a

c
e

 i
n 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
. 

• 
It

 is
 l

o
c
a

te
d

 i
n 

O
it

y
 O

e
n

tr
e

, t
h

e
 f

a
s
te

s
t 

g
ro

w
in

g
 n

e
ig

h
b

o
u

rh
o

o
d

 i
n 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
. 

• 
T

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 c

o
n

ta
in

 a
 r

a
re

 p
ie

c
e

 o
f 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
's

 r
e

m
a

in
in

g
 n

a
tu

ra
l 

b
o

g
 h

e
ri

ta
g

e
. 

• 
It

 is
 a

 u
n

iq
u

e
 f

in
g

e
r 

o
f 

d
e

s
ig

n
a

te
d

 
a

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

la
n

d
 l

o
c
a

te
d

 w
it

h
in

 

a
n

 u
rb

a
n

. 
s
e

tt
in

g
. 

• 
T

h
e

 O
it

y
 p

u
rc

h
a

s
e

d
 G

a
rd

e
n

 O
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s
 f

o
r 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 u

se
. 

It
 is

 o
u

r 
le

g
a

c
y

 t
o

 c
re

a
te

. 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

V
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

 J
N

S
U

L
rI

N
G

 
I 

P
W

L
 P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
K

A
D

i,
i 

C
H

A
N

G
E

 M
A

N
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 
I 

P
E

C
I1

E
T

 S
T

U
D

IO
S

 

T
er

ra
 N

o
va

 R
u

ra
l P

a
rk

 
6

5
 a

c
re

s 

w
w

w
,c

re
a

te
!)

d
rd

c
ll

c
it

y
l.

!n
d

s
.c

iI
 

g
a

rd
e

n
 

c
it

y 
la

n
d

s
 

~ ~ ~ R
 

>
-'

 

CNCL - 196



P
la

n
n

in
g

 P
ro

ce
ss

 
W

H
Y

 A
R

E
 W

E
 H

E
R

E
 T

O
D

A
Y

?
 

• 
T

h
e

 p
u

rp
o

s
e

 is
 t

o
 i

n
fo

rm
 y

o
u

 a
b

o
u

t 
th

e
 

G
a

rd
e

n
 O

it
y 

L
a

n
d

s,
 a

n
d

 t
o

 g
e

t 
y
o

u
r 

id
e

a
s 

a
b

o
u

t 
th

e
 p

o
ss

ib
le

 f
u

tu
re

 u
se

s 
o

f t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s.

 

• 
In

 O
c
to

b
e

r 
2

0
1

2
, 

C
it

y
 C

o
u

n
c
il
 a

p
p

ro
v
e

d
 a

 
p

u
b

lic
 c

o
n

s
u

lt
a

ti
o

n
 a

n
d

 p
la

n
n

in
g

 p
ro

c
e

s
s
 

to
 d

e
te

rm
in

e
 t

h
e

 f
u

tu
re

 o
f t

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 

L
a

n
d

s.
 

T
o

d
a

y
 i

s
 t

h
e

 l
a

u
n

c
h

 o
f 
th

is
 p

u
b

li
c
 

p
ro

c
e

s
s
! 

K
E

Y
 P

L
A

N
N

IN
G

 S
T

A
G

E
S

 

• 
In

ve
n

to
ry

 a
nd

 A
na

ly
si

s 

• 
O

p
p

o
rt

u
n

iti
e

s 
/ 

C
on

st
ra

in
ts

 I
d

e
n

tif
ic

a
tio

n
 

• 
V

is
io

n 
an

d 
G

u
id

in
g

 P
rin

ci
pl

es
 D

e
ve

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

• 
C

on
ce

pt
 / 

S
ce

na
rio

 O
p

tio
n

s 
D

e
ve

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

• 
P

re
fe

rr
ed

 C
on

ce
pt

 / 
S

ce
na

rio
 D

e
ve

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

• 
F

in
al

 V
is

io
n 

an
d 

C
on

ce
pt

 P
la

n 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

Y
 S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

L
 P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
K

A
D

IS
 C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
H

T
 

I 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

~
 w

e
a

re
 

...
...

.. 
h

e
re

 

W
H

E
R

E
 A

R
E

 W
E

 I
N

 T
H

E
 P

R
O

C
E

S
S

?
 

• 
T

h
e

 I
n

ve
n

to
ry

 a
n

d
 A

n
a

ly
si

s 
S

te
p

 is
 t

h
e

 g
a

th
e

ri
n

g
 

o
f 

in
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 a

b
o

u
t 

th
e

 h
is

to
ry

, 
e

co
lo

g
y,

 
a

g
ri

cu
lt

u
ra

l 
d

e
si

g
n

a
ti

o
n

 a
n

d
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 c

o
n

te
x
t 
o

f 

th
e

 s
it

e
. 

• 
T

h
is

 a
llo

w
s 

us
 t

o
 c

o
lle

ct
iv

e
ly

, 
as

 a
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y,
 

id
e

n
ti

fy
 o

p
p

o
rt

u
n

it
ie

s
, 

as
 w

e
ll 

as
 c

h
a

lle
n

g
e

s 
o

r 
lim

it
a

ti
o

n
s
 t

o
 f

u
tu

re
 u

se
s.

 

• 
T

h
e

 r
e

su
lt

s 
o

f t
h

is
 f

ir
s
t 

p
h

a
se

 w
ill

 b
e

 p
re

s
e

n
te

d
 t

o
 

O
it

y 
O

o
u

n
ci

l 
th

is
 s

u
m

m
e

r.
 

T
h

e
 p

u
b

li
c
 c

o
n

s
u

lt
a

ti
o

n
 w

ill
 i

n
c
o

rp
o

ra
te

 
s
e

v
e

ra
l 

p
h

a
se

s 
o

v
e

r 
th

e
 y

e
a

r,
 a

n
d

 i
s 

to
 b

e
 

c
o

m
p

le
te

d
 b

y 
2

0
1

4
. 

F
o

r 
u

p
d

a
te

d
 i

n
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
, 

p
le

a
s
e

 c
h

e
c
k
 

w
w

w
.c

re
a

te
g

a
rd

e
n

c
it

y
la

n
d

s
.c

a
 

g
a

rd
e

n
 

ci
ty

 la
n

d
s 

w
w

w
.c

te
a
tC

' 9
 ~
l,
j 
l'
 n

.::
 I
t 
V

i a
 n

d
 !l

.C
ll

 

CNCL - 197



T
h

e
 P

la
n

n
in

g
 F

ra
n

1
e

w
o

rk
 

T
H

E
 S

T
A

R
T

IN
G

 P
O

IN
T

 

In
 2

0
0

7
 O

o
u

n
c
il
 e

n
d

o
rs

e
d

 t
h

re
e

 m
a

jo
r 

th
e

m
e

s
 i

n
 

th
in

k
in

g
 a

b
o

u
t 

p
o

te
n

ti
a

l 
u

se
s 

a
n

d
 a

m
e

n
it

ie
s
 f

o
r 

th
e

 
G

a
rd

e
n

 O
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s
. 

T
h

e
s
e

 i
n

c
lu

d
e

d
: 

• 
O

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 W

e
lln

e
s
s
 a

n
d

 E
n

a
b

li
n

g
 

H
e

a
lt

h
y
 L

if
e

s
ty

le
s
 

• 
U

rb
a

n
 A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

re
 

• 
S

h
o

w
c
a

s
in

g
 E

n
v
ir

o
n

m
e

n
ta

l 
S

u
s
ta

in
a

b
il
it

y
 

T
H

IN
K

IN
G

 A
B

O
U

T
 T

H
E

 F
U

T
U

R
E

 

In
 2

0
1

3
 w

e
 n

e
e

d
 t

o
 d

e
te

rm
in

e
: 

• 
A

re
 t

h
e

s
e

 o
ri

g
in

a
l 

th
e

m
e

s
 s

ti
ll
 r

e
le

v
a

n
t?

 
• 

A
re

 t
h

e
re

 t
h

e
m

e
s
 t

h
a

t 
a

re
 m

is
s
in

g
?

 
T

h
e

se
 t

h
e

m
e

s
 w

e
re

 i
n

tr
o

d
u

c
e

d
 a

t 
a 

ti
m

e
 w

h
e

n
 

T
h

e
 O

it
y 

h
a

s 
a 

vi
si

o
n

 o
f 

b
e

in
g

 t
h

e
 m

o
s
t 

a
p

p
e

a
lin

g.
 

th
e

 O
it

y
 w

a
s 

c
o

n
s
id

e
ri

n
g

 6
5

 a
c
re

s
 o

f 
p

u
b

li
c
 l

a
n

d
 

liv
a

b
le

 a
n

d
 w

e
ll
-m

a
n

a
g

e
d

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 in

 O
a

n
a

d
a

. 
th

a
t 

w
a

s 
to

 b
e

 r
e

m
o

v
e

d
 f

ro
m

 t
h

e
 A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 
R

e
se

rv
e

. 

• 
W

h
a

t 
d

o
 t

h
e

y
 m

e
a

n
 t

o
d

a
y
 g

iv
e

n
 t

h
e

 d
if

fe
re

n
t 

c
o

n
te

x
t?

 
T

h
e

 C
it

y
 n

o
w

 o
w

n
s 

th
e

 1
3

5
.6

 a
cr

e
s 

a
n

d
 t

h
e

 l
a

n
d

 i
s 

w
it

h
in

 t
h

e
 A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 R
e

se
rv

e
. 

g
a

rd
en

 
ci

ty
 la

n
d

s
 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

'r
'S

P
.I

\C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

l 
P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
I'

iA
D

IS
 
C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
tJ

T
 

I 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

\'/
 W

W
. c

r 
e

n
 t(

l9
 a

rd
 e

 n
c
 It

y
l a

n
 d

 5
. c

a
 

CNCL - 198



H
e

ri
ta

g
e

 
T

h
e

 s
to

ri
e

s
 a

n
d

 m
e

m
o

ri
e

s
 o

f 
th

e
 l

a
n

d
 c

a
n

 q
u

ic
k
ly

 g
e

t 
lo

s
t.

 T
h

e
 

la
n

d
s
c
a

p
e

 y
o

u
 s

e
e

 i
n

 f
ro

n
t 

o
f 

y
o

u
 i

s 
th

e
 r

e
s
u

lt
 o

f 
b

o
th

 h
u

m
a

n
 

a
c
ti

v
it

ie
s
, 

a
n

d
 n

a
tu

ra
l 

p
ro

c
e

s
s
e

s
. 

D
ID

 Y
O

U
 K

N
O

W
?

 

1
0

,0
0

0
 y

e
a

rs
 a

g
o

 R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 I

sl
a

n
d

s 
b

e
g

a
n

 t
o

 

fo
rm

 w
it

h
 t

h
e

 r
e

tr
e

a
t 

o
f 

th
e

 G
la

c
ie

rs
. 

T
h

e
 L

a
n

d
 i

s 
Ic

c
a

te
d

 w
it

h
in

 t
h

e
 M

u
s
q

u
e

u
m

 

In
d

ia
n

 B
a

n
d

's
 t

ra
d

it
ic

n
a

l 
te

rr
it

c
ry

. 

N
c
 F

ir
s
t 

N
a

ti
c
n

s
 a

rc
h

a
e

c
lc

g
ic

a
l 

fe
a

tu
re

s
 a

re
 

k
n

c
w

n
 t

c
 e

x
is

t 
c
n

 t
h

e
 l

a
n

d
. 

T
h

e
 n

a
m

e
s 

o
f t

h
e

 f
ir

s
t 

p
io

n
e

e
r 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 

fa
m

ili
e

s 
to

 o
w

n
 t

h
e

 p
ro

p
e

rt
y
 w

ill
 b

e
 

re
c
o

g
n

iz
e

d
 b

y 
R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 r
e

si
d

e
n

ts
: 

F.
W

. 

F
e

rr
is

 (
F

e
rr

is
 E

le
m

e
n

ta
ry

 S
c
h

o
o

l)
 a

n
d

 J
.W

. 

S
e

x
s
m

it
h

 (
S

e
x
s
m

it
h

 R
o

a
d

).
 

T
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s 

ta
k
e

s
 i

ts
 n

a
m

e
 f

ro
m

 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
's

 r
e

p
u

ta
ti

o
n

 a
s 

th
e

 "
G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
" 

d
u

e
 t

o
 t

h
e

 m
a

n
y
 m

a
rk

e
t 

fa
rm

s 
a

n
d

 g
a

rd
e

n
s
 

lo
c
a

te
d

 h
e

re
 t

h
a

t 
p

ro
v

id
e

d
 f

re
sh

 f
o

o
d

 a
n

d
 

p
la

n
ts

 t
o

 t
h

e
 s

u
rr

o
u

n
d

in
g

 L
o

w
e

r 
M

a
in

la
n

d
. 

F
ro

m
 1

9
0

3
 u

p
 u

n
ti

l 
2

0
1

0
, 

th
e

 F
e

d
e

ra
l 

G
o

v
e

rn
m

e
n

t 
o

w
n

e
d

 t
h

e
 l

a
n

d
. 

T
h

e
 V

a
n

c
o

u
v
e

r 
R

if
le

 R
a

n
g

e
 w

a
s 

e
s
ta

b
li
s
h

e
d

 

in
 1

9
0

4
 -

1
9

2
8

. 
P

o
rt

io
n

s
 o

f 
th

e
 l

a
n

d
 w

e
re

 

cl
e

a
re

d
, 

d
ra

in
e

d
 a

n
d

 s
tr

u
c
tu

re
s
 p

u
t 

in
 p

la
ce

. 

D
u

ri
n

g
 W

o
rl

d
 W

a
r 

I, 
C

a
n

a
d

ia
n

 s
o

ld
ie

rs
 u

se
d

 

th
e

 r
a

n
g

e
 f

o
r 

tr
a

in
in

g
. 

P
e

a
t 

b
o

g
 f

ir
e

s 
w

e
re

 c
o

m
m

o
n

 i
n 

th
e

 1
9

3
0

's
 

a
n

d
 1

9
4

0
's

 a
n

d
 t

h
e

 l
a

n
d

 w
a

s 
m

o
w

n 
a

n
d

 

c
le

a
re

d
 t

o
 m

a
n

a
g

e
 t

h
e

 f
ir

e
s.

 T
h

e
 b

o
g

 w
a

s 

a
ls

o
 o

ft
e

n
 s

e
t 

o
n

 f
ir

e
 t

o
 p

re
v
e

n
t 

tr
e

e
s
 f

ro
m

 

e
st

a
b

lis
h

in
g

. 

In
 1

97
4,

 t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 w

e
re

 i
n

c
lu

d
e

d
 i

n 
th

e
 

A
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 R
e

se
rv

e
. 

F
ro

m
 1

9
4

9
-1

9
9

4
 c

o
m

m
u

n
ic

a
ti

o
n

s
 a

n
d

 

n
a

vi
g

a
ti

o
n

 t
o

w
e

rs
 w

e
re

 l
o

c
a

te
d

 o
n

 t
h

e
 l

a
n

d
 

fo
r 

C
o

a
s
t 

G
u

a
rd

 p
u

rp
o

s
e

s
. 

T
h

e
ir

 c
o

n
c
re

te
 

b
a

s
e

s
 a

re
 s

ti
ll 

e
v
id

e
n

t 
o

n
 t

h
e

 l
a

n
d

. 

In
 2

0
1

0
, 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 a

c
q

u
ir

e
d

 t
h

e
 

la
n

d
s
 f

o
r 

p
u

b
li
c
 u

se
. 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

Y
 S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

l 
P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
K

A
O

IS
 
C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

I 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

w
w

w
.c

re
a

te
g

d
rd

e
n

c
it

y
la

n
d

s
.c

a
 

'~
g
a
rd
en

 
c
it

y 
la

n
d

s
 

CNCL - 199



H
e

ri
ta

g
e

 

re
pa

ir
 w

o
rk

sh
op

 u
n1

il 
19

94
 

....,
 

.., 
.-

?
 

., 

1
9

5
0

5
 

O
a

re
fu

l 
O

ro
s

s
in

g
 N

o
.4

 R
o

a
d

! 
T

h
e 

ri
n

e 
ra

ng
e

 o
n

 t
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n 

O
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s 

s
p

a
n

n
e

d 
3

.2
 

K
m

 (
2

 m
ile

s
)l

o
n

g
 a

n
d

 0
.8

 k
m

 (
0

.5
 m

il
es

) 
w

id
e,

 
R

ic
h

m
o

n
d 

C
it

y 
O

o
u

nc
il 

m
in

u
te

s 
in

 1
9

2
1 

d
e

s
c

ri
b

e
d

 a
 C

it
y 

C
o

u
nc

ilo
r'

s 
c

o
n

c
e

rn
 f

o
r 

p
e

d
es

tr
ia

n
s 

an
d

 v
e

h
ic

le
s 

b
e

in
g

 a
t 

ri
s

k 
fr

o
m

 
b

ul
le

ts
 c

ro
ss

in
g

 o
ve

r 
N

o
.4

 R
o

a
d

 a
n

d
 S

h
e

ll 
R

o
ad

. 

L
O

l3
 a

C
Q

ui
re

d 
by

 I
ho

 lo
oo

rs
l 

go
ve

m
m

en
lln

19
04

 

H
iS

to
riC

al
 lo

ca
tiO

n 
01

 r
ill

e
 r

sn
g

9
 

C
an

ad
ia

n
P

ac
iti

c 
R

ai
lw

ay
 

(A
bo

ve
 r

ig
h

t)
 

In
te

ru
rb

an
 R

a
ilw

ay
 

tr
am

 n
e

a
r 

th
e 

G
a

rd
e

n 
O

it
y 

L
a

nd
s,

 
w

ith
 n

av
ig

at
io

n 
to

w
er

s 
in

 t
h

e 
b

ac
kg

ro
u

n
d.

 

(R
ig

ht
) 

T
ra

m
 t

ic
ke

t 
~
"
 

fr
o

m
 t

h
e 

th
e

 L
u

lu
 

Is
la

n
d

 r
o

ut
e.

 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
C

 ;
T
Y
~
P
A
C
E
$
 

C
O

N
S

U
L

T
IN

G
 

I 
P

W
l 

P
A

R
T

N
E

R
S

H
IP

 
I 

A
K

K
.t

..
D

iS
 C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

I 
P

E
C

,'
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

W
W

W
.C

fl
.a

 le
 9

 a
rd

c
 n

 _
: i 

·v
l a

n
d

 ",
_ C

il 

T
ra

n
sm

is
s

io
n

 T
o

w
er

s 
o

n
 G

a
rd

e
n

 

I Oi
ty

 L
a

n
d

s 
u

n
ti

l 1
9

9
4 

tf
tE

 G
AR

.D
f~

 O
f 

VA
~(
OU
VE
\t
,B
. c

. 

-~
g
a
rd
en
 

ci
ty

 la
n

d
s
 

CNCL - 200



Y
ea

rs
 o

f I
n

te
re

s
t 

in
 t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 

D
ID

 Y
O

U
 K

N
O

W
?

 

R
e

co
rd

s 
sh

o
w

 t
h

a
t 

th
e

 C
it

y
 h

a
s 

b
e

e
n

 a
c
ti

v
e

ly
 i

n
te

re
s
te

d
 in

 

p
u

rc
h

a
s
in

g
 t

h
e

se
 L

a
n

d
s 

a
n

d
 t

h
e

 l
a

n
d

s 
to

 t
h

e 
e

a
s
t 

(n
o

w
 N

a
tu

re
 

P
a

rk
) 

si
n

ce
 1

9
5

5
. 

T
h

e
 R

ic
h

m
o

n
d 

N
a

tu
re

 P
a

rk
 la

n
d

s 
w

e
re

 e
v
e

n
tu

a
lly

 a
c
q

u
ir

e
d

 i
n 

th
e 

19
7

0
·s

. 

In
 1

9
8

6
. 

C
o

u
n

c
il

 e
s
ta

b
lis

h
e

d
 a

 T
a

sk
 F

o
rc

e
 t

o
 r

e
vi

e
w

 t
h

e
 

p
o

te
n

ti
a

l 
o

f 
a 

m
a

jo
r 

sp
o

rt
s 

c
o

m
p

le
x
 o

n 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s 

w
it

h
 t

h
e

 

ad
d

it
io

n
a

l i
n

te
n

t 
o

f 
h

o
st

in
g

 t
h

e
 1

9
9

3
 C

a
n

a
d

a
 G

a
m

e
s 

a
n

d
 t

h
e

 

1
9

9
4

 C
o

m
m

o
n

w
e

a
lt

h
 G

a
m

e
s.

 I
n 

th
e

 e
n

d
. t

h
e

 G
a

m
e

s
 w

e
re

 h
e

ld
 

in
 a

n
o

th
e

r 
c

it
y

. 

W
h

e
n

 t
h

e
 F

e
d

e
ra

l G
o

v
e

rn
m

e
n

t 
d

e
te

rm
in

e
d

 t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s 

w
e

re
 

s
u

rp
lu

s 
in

 2
0

0
1

 a
 n

e
w

 e
ra

 o
f 

n
e

g
o

ti
a

ti
o

n
s
 a

n
d

 p
la

n
n

in
g

 b
e

g
a

n
. 

F
ro

m
 2

0
0

5
 t

o
 e

a
rl

y 
2

0
0

9
. 

th
e

 M
u

sq
u

e
u

m
 I

n
d

ia
n

 B
a

n
d

. 
th

e
 

C
it

y
 a

n
d 

th
e

 C
a

n
a

d
a

 L
a

n
d

s 
C

o
m

p
a

n
y 

w
o

rk
e

d
 t

o
g

e
th

e
r 

a
n

d
 

d
e

ve
lo

p
e

d
 a

 M
e

m
o

ra
n

d
u

m
 o

f 
U

n
d

e
rs

ta
n

d
in

g 
(M

O
U

) 
to

 s
h

a
re

 

a
n

d
 j

o
in

tl
y 

d
e

ve
lo

p
 t

h
e 

la
n

d
s.

 S
ix

ty
-f

iv
e

 a
c
re

s
 o

f t
h

e
 s

it
e

 w
o

u
ld

 

h
a

ve
 b

e
c
o

m
e 

a 
C

it
y
 p

a
rk

 a
n

d
 o

p
e

n
 s

p
a

ce
. 

A
 k

e
y 

co
n

d
it

io
n

. 
th

o
u

g
h

. 
w

a
s 

th
e

 r
e

m
o

va
l o

f t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s 

fr
o

m
 t

h
e

 

A
L

R
 t

o
 a

llo
w

 f
o

r 
a 

ra
n

g
e

 o
f 

la
n

d
 u

se
s.

 T
hi

s 
p

ro
p

o
s
a

l w
a

s 
n

o
t 

s
u

p
p

o
rt

e
d

 b
y 

th
e

 A
g

ri
cu

lt
u

ra
l L

a
n

d
 C

o
m

m
is

si
o

n
 d

u
ri

n
g

 t
w

o
 

se
p

a
ra

te
 a

p
p

lic
a

ti
o

n
s.

 

T
h

ro
u

g
h

o
u

t 
th

is
 t

im
e

 t
h

e
re

 w
a

s 
an

 e
xt

e
n

s
iv

e
 p

u
b

lic
 h

e
a

ri
n

g
 

p
ro

c
e

s
s
 w

it
h

 m
a

n
y 

vi
e

w
s 

h
e

a
rd

 b
y 

C
o

u
n

c
il.

 A
 n

u
m

b
e

r 
o

f 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 g

ro
u

p
s 

su
ch

 a
s 

th
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s 

C
o

a
lit

io
n

 

S
o

c
ie

ty
. 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 S

p
o

rt
s
 C

o
u

n
c

il.
 K

w
a

n
tl

e
n

 P
o

ly
te

c
h

n
ic

 

U
n

iv
e

rs
it

y
 a

n
d 

th
e

 F
o

o
d

 S
e

c
u

ri
ty

 S
o

c
ie

ty
 c

a
m

e
 f

o
rw

a
rd

 w
it

h
 

c
o

n
c
e

p
t 

p
la

n
s 

fo
r 

a
lt

e
rn

a
ti

v
e

 u
se

s.
 

In
 2

0
10

. 
C

o
u

n
c

il 
m

a
d

e
 a

 l
a

n
d

m
a

rk
 d

e
c
is

io
n 

to
 a

cq
u

ir
e 

a
ll 

th
e 

G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s 

fo
r 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 u

se
. 

1
8

7
1

 
C

ro
w

n 
la

nd
 

gr
a

nt
ed

 t
o 

M
r. 

Fe
rr

is
 

1
9

0
3

 

G
C

L
w

as
 

bo
ug

ht
 b

y 
G

o
ve

rn
m

en
t 

o
fO

a
n

a
d

a
 

R
o

y
a

l 

E
n

g
in

ee
r 

J
o

s
ep

h
 T

ru
tc

h
 

su
rv

ey
s 

la
n

d
 

1
8

5
9

 

P
re

 

E
u

ro
p

ea
n

 
S

e
tt

le
m

e
n

t 

M
u

sq
u

ea
m

 

T
ra

d
it

io
n

al
 

T
er

ri
to

ry
 

4
0

0
0

 B
P

 

R
ifl

e 
R

an
ge

 
co

n
st

ru
ct

ed
 

1
9

0
4

 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

V
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

C
 N

S
U

 .
T

,N
G

 
P

W
L

 P
A

R
T

N
E

R
S

H
IP

 
I 

A
K

K
A

D
IS

 C
H

A
N

G
E

 M
A

N
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 
P

E
C

H
tT

 S
T

U
D

IO
S

 

In
fo

rm
al

 
B

er
ry

 

P
ic

ki
ng

 

1
9

1
0

 
R

ic
hm

on
d 

b
ec

o
m

es
 

kn
o

w
n

 a
s 

th
e

 

G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y

 

1
9

7
4

 
D

es
ig

n
at

io
n

 o
f 

la
n

d
 in

to
 t

h
e 

A
L

R
 

1
9

5
5

 
M

ar
ch

in
g

 
G

ro
u

n
d

s 

E
ar

ly
 1

90
0s

 
to

 1
95

0s
 

~
 

1
9

2
8

 

C
ity

 
ex

p
re

ss
es

 
in

te
re

st
 in

 

th
e 

la
n

d
 

N
av

ig
at

io
n

 I 
C

o
m

m
u

n
ic

at
io

n
 

T
ow

er
s 

er
ec

te
d

 

1
9

5
0

5
 

w
w

w
.c

rr
.a

l.o
g

a
rd

e
n

c
.t

y
l .

. "
 

1
9

2
8

 
"I

t 
w

o
u

ld
 b

e
 a

 p
it

y
 t

o
 l

e
t 

it
 f

a
ll

 
in

to
 p

ri
v

a
te

 h
a

n
d

s
 a

n
d

 ..
. 

h
o

p
e

 t
o

 
h

e
a

r 
s

o
m

e
 d

a
y

 t
h

a
t 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 h

a
s

 
s

e
c

u
re

d
 it

."
 -

J.
S

. 
M

a
tt

h
e

w
s

 

F
in

a
ll

y,
 a

ft
e

r 
8

2
 y

e
a

rs
, 

M
a

jo
r 

M
a

tt
h

e
w

s
 

g
o

t 
h

is
 w

is
h

. 
C

re
a

ti
n

g
 a

 l
e

g
a

c
y

 f
o

r 
th

e
 

c
it

iz
e

n
s

 o
f 

to
d

a
y

 a
n

d
 t

h
e

 f
u

tu
re

 i
s 

n
o

w
 

u
n

d
e

rw
a

y
. 

1
9

8
4

 
C

it
y

 p
ro

p
o

se
s 

u
se

 o
f L

an
d 

fo
r 

a 
sp

or
ts

 f
ac

ili
ty

 
fa

rt
h

a 
19

93
 

C
a

n
a

d
a

 S
u

m
m

e
r 

G
a

m
e

s
 a

n
d

 1
9

9
4

 
C

o
m

m
o

n
w

ea
lth

 
G

am
es

 

2
0

0
9

 
T

w
o

 a
p

p
li

ca
ti

o
n

 

au
em

p
ts

 to
 

re
m

ov
e 

th
e 

L
a

n
d

s 
fr

o
m

 
th

e
A

L
R

w
er

e 

u
n

su
cc

es
s

fu
l 2
0

1
0

 
P

u
rc

h
as

ed
 

b
y 

O
it

y 
of

 
R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 

M
em

o
ra

n
d

u
m

 o
f 

U
nd

er
s

ta
nd

in
g 

d
ev

el
op

ed
 

b
et

w
ee

n
 

M
u

sq
u

eu
m

, t
h

e
 

C
it

y 
an

d 
C

an
ad

a 
La

nd
 C

o
m

p
an

y 

2
0

0
5

 

2
0

1
3

 
B

eg
in

 C
o

m
m

u
n

ity
 

D
ia

lo
gu

e 
on

 G
e

L
 

C
o

u
n

ci
l 

ap
p

ro
ve

s 

p
ro

ce
ss

 t
o 

co
ns

id
er

 
fu

tu
re

 o
rG

O
l 

2
0

1
2

 

-~
g
a
rd
en
 

c
it
y
 la

n
d

s
 

CNCL - 201



T
h

e
 E

n
vi

ro
n

l1
1e

n
t 

W
H

A
T

 M
A

K
E

S
 U

P
 G

A
R

D
E

N
 C

IT
Y

 L
A

N
D

S
?

 

T
o

 s
o

m
e

 p
e

o
p

le
 t

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 m

a
y
 

a
p

p
e

a
r 

fl
a

t 
a

n
d

 s
e

e
m

in
g

ly
 v

a
c
a

n
t,

 h
o

w
e

ve
r,

 

a 
c
lo

s
e

r 
lo

o
k
 r

e
v
e

a
ls

 a
 w

e
b

 o
f 
c
o

m
p

le
x
 

e
c
o

lo
g

ic
a

l 
fu

n
c
ti

o
n

 a
n

d
 l

if
e

. 

G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s 

p
ro

vi
d

e
s 

a 
ra

re
 g

lim
p

se
 o

f 
th

e 

re
m

a
in

in
g 

n
a

tu
ra

l 
b

o
g

 h
e

ri
ta

g
e

 o
f 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 

It 
is

 t
h

e 
fr

o
n

t 
e

d
g

e
 o

f t
h

e
 l

a
rg

e
 f

o
rm

e
r 

G
re

a
te

r 
L

u
lu

 

Is
la

n
d

 B
o

g
 w

hi
ch

 f
o

rm
e

d
 4

0
0

0
-

5
0

0
0

 y
e

a
rs

 a
g

o
 

, 
T

o
 c

re
a

te
 3

0
 c

m
 o

f 
a 

p
e

a
t 

b
o

g
 t

a
ke

s 
a 

lo
n

g
 t

im
e



u
p

 t
o

 5
0

0
 y

e
a

rs
! 

tf(
/j 

• 
-
-
:

: .
..

 

..... 
· -

--
-J

 
I
:
~
I
 

T
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s 

h
a

s 
p

e
a

t 
d

e
p

th
s
 t

h
a

t 
va

ry
 

b
e

tw
e

e
n

 5
0

 a
n

d
 1

0
0

c
m

 (
2

-3
')

 

B
o

g
 e

n
v

ir
o

n
m

e
n

ts
 a

re
 d

is
a

p
p

e
a

ri
n

g
. H

is
to

ri
c
a

lly
, 

th
e

y
 h

a
ve

 b
e

e
n

 d
is

tu
rb

e
d

 b
y 

p
e

a
t 

m
in

in
g

, d
ra

in
a

g
e

, 

in
va

si
ve

 p
la

n
ts

, 
a

n
d

 r
e

m
o

ve
d

 f
o

r 
c
o

m
m

e
rc

ia
l 

c
ra

n
b

e
rr

y
 a

n
d

 b
lu

e
b

e
rr

y
 p

ro
d

u
c
ti

o
n

. 

B
o

g
s 

w
e

re
 a

ls
o

 b
u

rn
e

d
 t

o
 k

e
e

p
 t

re
e

s
 o

u
t 

o
f 

th
e

 b
o

g
 

a
n

d
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
 t

h
e

 h
a

rv
e

s
t 
o

f 
n

a
ti

ve
 c

ra
n

b
e

rr
ie

s 
a

n
d

 

b
lu

e
b

a
rr

ie
s
 

M
o

re
 r

e
ce

n
tl

y,
 b

o
g

s 
h

a
ve

 b
e

c
o

m
e

 r
e

co
g

n
iz

e
d

 f
o

r 

th
e

ir
 e

n
v
ir

o
n

m
e

n
ta

l c
o

n
tr

ib
u

ti
o

n
 a

s 
a 

c
a

rb
o

n
 s

in
k 

in
 

h
e

l p
in

g
 t
o

 c
o

m
b

a
t 

g
lo

b
a

l c
lim

a
te

 c
h

a
n

g
e

 

G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 a

d
d

 s
ig

n
if

ic
a

n
tl

y
 t

o
 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
's

 g
re

e
n

 i
n

fr
a

s
tr

u
c
tu

re
 a

n
d

 

to
g

e
th

e
r 

w
it

h
 t

h
e

 D
e

p
a

rt
m

e
n

t 
o

f 
N

a
ti

o
n

a
l 

D
e

fe
n

c
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

n
d

 N
a

tu
re

 P
a

rk
, 

c
re

a
te

 a
 

s
ig

n
if

ic
a

n
t 

4
7

2
 a

c
re

 e
c
o

lo
g

ic
a

l 
h

u
b

 w
it

h
 

c
o

n
n

e
c
ti

o
n

s
 t

o
 t

h
e

 r
iv

e
r.

 

.. 
., 

• 
.... • 

.. 
E

C
O

LO
G

IC
A

L 
C

O
N

N
E

C
T

IV
IT

Y
 D

IA
G

R
A

M
 

W
h

a
t 

is
 a

 p
e
a
t 

b
o

g
?
 

P
e

a
t 

b
o

g
s 

a
re

 p
o

o
rl

y 
d

ra
in

e
d

 lo
w


ly

in
g

 g
ro

u
n

d
 w

h
e

re
 w

a
te

r 
co

lle
ct

s 
a

n
d

 s
it

s.
 T

h
e

 d
e

co
m

p
o

si
n

g
 p

la
n

t 
m

a
te

ri
a

l, 
w

h
ic

h
 is

 o
ft

e
n

 c
o

m
p

o
se

d
 

o
f m

o
ss

e
s 

a
n

d
 is

 h
ig

hl
y 

a
ci

d
ic

. 
T

h
e 

l a
ck

 o
f o

xy
g

e
n

 c
o

m
b

in
e

s 
w

it
h

 t
h

e
 h

ig
h

 a
ci

d
it

y 
to

 s
lo

w
 d

o
w

n
 

th
e

 d
e

ca
y 

o
f t

h
e

 p
la

n
t 

m
a

te
ri

a
ls

, 

cr
e

a
ti

n
g

 p
a

rt
ia

lly
 c

a
rb

o
n

iz
e

d
 

co
m

p
o

si
te

s 
kn

o
w

n
 a

s 
p

e
a

t.
 

II
I 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
JT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

l 
P
A
R
T
N
L
:
R
S
~
I
P
 

I 
A

K
d

l,
O

IS
 C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

I 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

.. II
 

r#
-

.. '" .. - -
~
 

~"
I-

· 
.. ~

 

w
w

w
.c

li
!.

a
te

g
a
rd

l.
n

c
it

y
la

n
d

s.
c
.1

 

g
a

rd
en

 
c
it

y 
la

n
d

s
 

CNCL - 202



S
it

e
 E

c
o

lo
g

y
 

T
h

e
 s

u
b

tl
e

 c
h

a
n

g
e

s
 i

n
 t

h
e

 t
o

p
o

g
ra

p
h

y
, 

th
e

 s
o

il 
c
o

n
d

it
io

n
s
, 

a
n

d
 1

0
0

 y
e

a
rs

 

o
f 

m
a

n
a

g
e

m
e

n
t 

h
a

s
 r

e
s
u

lt
e

d
 i

n
 a

 u
n

iq
u

e
 a

n
d

 b
io

d
iv

e
rs

e
 l

a
n

d
s
c
a

p
e

. 

+
 

D
ID

 Y
O

U
 K

N
O

W
?

 

T
h

e
 b

o
g

 s
o

il 
a

n
d

 h
y
d

ro
lo

g
y
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
s
 u

n
iq

u
e

 p
la

n
t 

a
n

d
 

w
ild

lif
e

 th
a

t a
re

 a
d

a
p

te
d

 t
o

 th
e

se
 v

e
ry

 s
p

e
c
if

ic
 c

o
n

d
it

io
n

s.
 

W
h

y 
n

o
 t

re
e

s?
 T

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 h

a
ve

 b
e

e
n

 m
o

w
n

, 
c
le

a
re

d
 a

n
d

 

e
ve

n
 s

e
t 

fi
re

 t
o

 o
v
e

r 
th

e
 l

a
s
t 
1

0
0

 y
e

a
rs

. 

T
h

e
 r

e
s
u

lt
 i

s 
a 

p
re

d
o

m
in

a
n

c
e

 o
f [

o
w

-g
ro

w
in

g
 p

la
n

ts
 s

u
o

h
 

a
s 

m
o

s
s
e

s
, 

lic
h

e
n

, 
g

ra
s
s
e

s
, 

se
d

g
e

s,
 

fe
rn

s,
 

a
n

d
 

s
m

a
ll 

s
h

ru
b

s
. 

P
la

n
ts

 o
n

 t
h

e
 s

it
e

 a
re

 p
re

d
o

m
in

a
te

ly
 n

a
ti

v
e

 w
it

h
 s

o
m

e
 

in
v
a

s
iv

e
 p

la
n

ts
 (

e
.g

. 
b

la
o

k
b

e
rr

y
, 

re
e

d
 o

a
n

a
ry

 g
ra

s
s
 a

n
d

 

J
a

p
a

n
e

s
e

 k
n

o
tw

e
e

d
).

 

"
0

 '" o 0:
: i="
 

C
i c CJ
.) "E
 '" (!J ~
 

D
is

tu
rb

ed
 A

re
a 

W
et

, p
oo

rly
 

d
ra

in
e

d
 a

re
a T

ra
ns

iti
on

 a
re

a 

W
es

tm
in

st
er

 H
w

y 

G
e

n
e

ra
l 

M
a

p
 o

f O
o

n
d

it
io

n
s 

A
 u

n
iq

u
e

 p
la

n
t 

is
 t

h
e

 v
e

lv
e

t-
le

a
v
e

d
 b

lu
e

b
e

rr
y
. 

T
h

is
 p

la
n

t 

is
 t

h
o

u
g

h
t 

to
 b

e
 a

 r
e

m
n

a
n

t 
fr

o
m

 t
h

e
 I

c
e

 A
g

e
. 

It
s 

n
a

tu
ra

l 

h
a

b
it

a
t 

is
 i

n 
C

e
n

tr
a

l 
a

n
d

 S
o

u
th

-e
a

s
te

rn
 B

ri
ti

s
h

 C
o

lu
m

b
ia

. 

A
n

n
u

a
l 

m
o

w
in

g
 h

a
s 

s
lo

w
e

d
 d

o
w

n
 n

a
tu

ra
l 

s
u

c
c
e

s
s
io

n
 t

o
 

d
e

n
s
e

 t
re

e
s
 a

n
d

 s
h

ru
b

s
 r

e
s
u

lt
in

g
 i

n 
a 

d
iv

e
rs

e
 b

o
g

 a
n

d
 

fe
n 

w
et

la
n

d
 h

ab
it

at
. 

T
h

e
 w

e
tl

a
n

d
 c

o
n

d
it

io
n

s
 p

ro
v
id

e
 n

e
s
ti

n
g

, p
e

ro
h

in
g

, r
e

fu
g

e
, 

a
n

d
 f

o
ra

g
in

g
 h

a
b

it
a

t 
fo

r 
w

ild
lif

e
. 

+
 

H
EA

TH
ER

 

-
SE

D
G

ES
 

R
U

SH
ES

 

T
h

ro
u

g
h

o
u

t 
th

e
 y

e
a

r,
 t

h
e

 w
a

te
r 

is
 a

t 
o

r 
n

e
a

r 
th

e
 s

u
rf

a
o

e
 

c
re

a
ti

n
g

 p
o

o
le

d
 w

a
te

r 
a

re
a

s.
 D

u
ri

n
g

 w
a

rm
 s

u
m

m
e

r 
m

o
n

th
s
 

th
e

 w
a

te
r 

re
g

im
e

 o
a

n
 b

e
 e

p
h

e
m

e
ra

l 
o

r 
e

ve
n

 d
ry

 i
n 

s
o

m
e

 

a
re

a
s.

 

+
 

- -
C

R
O

C
U

S 

T
h

e
s
e

 a
re

 a
re

a
s
 t

h
a

t 
a

re
 n

o
t 

n
a

tu
ra

l 
to

 t
h

e
 s

it
e

 s
u

c
h

 a
s 

th
e

 

ro
a

d
 e

d
g

e
s.

 t
h

e
 f

ill
 c

lo
se

 t
o

 A
ld

e
rb

ri
d

g
e

 W
ay

. 
a

n
d

 t
h

e
 f

o
rm

e
r 

O
o

a
s
t 

G
u

a
rd

 p
a

rk
in

g
 a

re
a

s
. 

--
D

is
tu

rb
e

d
 A

re
a 

.. +
 

+
 

SP
A

G
N

U
M

 M
O

SS
 

LA
B

R
A

D
O

R
 T

EA
 

M
a

n
a

g
in

g
 t

h
e

 w
a

te
r 

is
 v

it
a

l 
to

 m
a

in
ta

in
 a

 h
e

a
lt

h
y
 b

o
g

 

e
n

v
ir

o
n

m
e

n
t.

 M
o

w
in

g
 h

a
s 

k
e

p
t 

th
e

 p
la

n
ts

 l
o

w
. I

f 
th

is
 i

s 

s
to

p
p

e
d

 n
e

w
 p

la
n

ts
 s

p
e

o
ie

s
 w

ill
 e

m
e

rg
e

 s
u

c
h

 a
s 

tr
e

e
s
. 

- -
H

A
R

D
H

A
C

K
 

V
EL

V
ET

 B
LU

EB
ER

R
Y

 

C
IT

Y
 

O
F

 R
IC

H
M

O
N

D
 

I 
C

IT
Y

 S
P

A
C

E
S

 C
O

N
S

U
L

T
IN

G
 

I 
P

W
L

 P
A

R
T

N
E

R
S

H
IP

 
[ 

A
K

I<
A

D
IS

 C
H

A
N

G
E

 M
A

N
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 
I 

P
E

C
H

E
T

 S
T

U
D

IO
S

 
w

w
w

.c
re

a
tc

tl
a
rd

l.
n

c
il

y
la

n
d

3
.c

a
 

.
~
 

.
~
 

\ I
i I

/~I
I:;

 .
 

j 
\1 

A
'>

i!
' f

iN
. ,11

£ 
I". 

. ~ \
 ,

 4r
i~:'

fJj
 

'M
I) 

, 
W

E
T

L
A

N
D

 

D
IS

T
U

R
B

E
D

 A
R

E
A

S
 

B
O

G
 

'~
g
a
rd
en
 

ci
ty

 la
n

d
s
 

CNCL - 203



80
l1

1e
 I

d
e

a
s

 

m
a

in
ta

in
 w

a
te

r 
a

re
a

s 
o

n
-s

it
e

 y
e

a
r 

ro
u

n
d

 
re

st
o

re
 s

p
h

a
g

n
u

m
 m

o
ss

 h
a

b
it

a
t 

p
la

n
t 

fo
r 

ra
p

to
rs

 
o

o
n

s
id

e
r 

a
d

d
in

g
 t

re
e

s 

m
a

n
a

g
e

 a
co

e
ss

 t
o 

se
n

si
ti

ve
 a

re
a

s 
p

ro
v

id
e

 e
d

u
ca

ti
o

n
a

l p
ro

g
ra

m
s 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

L
 P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
I<

A
D

IS
 C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
tH

 
I 

P
E

C
H

E
T

 !
;T

U
D

IO
S

 

in
va

si
ve

 p
la

n
t c

o
n

tr
o

l 

cr
e

a
te

 s
o

n
g

b
ir

d 
h

a
b

it
a

t 

e
n

co
u

ra
g

e
 c

u
ri

o
si

ty
 

w
.e

 
~
a
l
c
g
:
1
r
d
l
·
l
l
c
i
l
y
l
:
H
l
(
J
.
;
.
C
l
l
 

p
ro

te
c
t g

ro
u

n
d

 n
e

st
in

g
 a

re
a

s 

th
e

 a
p

p
ro

p
ri

a
te

 n
a

ti
ve

 p
la

n
ts

 

G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

, 

W
H

A
T

 
IS

 Y
O

U
R

 
V

IS
IO

N
?

 
... 

w
e

 w
a

n
t t

o
 k

n
o

w
 

'~
g
ar
d
e
n
 

c
it

y 
la

n
d

s
 

CNCL - 204



S
u

rr
o

u
n

d
in

g
 C

O
l1

1l
11

un
ity

 
G

o
a

ls
 f

o
r 

th
e

 g
ro

w
th

 a
n

d
 d

e
v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

o
f 
th

e
 

C
it

y
 C

e
n

tr
e

 i
n

c
lu

d
e:

 

B
u

ild
 a

 v
ib

ra
n

t,
 h

e
a

lt
h

y
, a

n
d

 i
n

c
lu

si
ve

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y

; 

B
u

ild
 a

 "
g

re
e

n
" 

a
n

d
 s

u
s
ta

in
a

b
le

 d
o

w
n

to
w

n
; 

B
u

ild
 e

c
o

n
o

m
ic

 v
it

a
li

ty
; 

a
n

d
 

B
u

ild
 a

 p
ro

u
d

 l
e

g
a

c
y
 f

o
r 

to
d

a
y
 a

n
d

 f
u

tu
re

 

g
e

n
e

ra
ti

o
n

s
, 

D
ID

 Y
O

U
 K

N
O

W
?

 

G
ro

w
th

 o
f 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
's

 C
it

y
 

C
e

n
tr

e
 i

s 
b

o
o

m
in

g
, 

It 
h

a
s 

a 
c
e

n
tr

a
ll

o
o

a
ti

o
n

 in
 t

h
e

 

re
g

io
n

, n
e

w
 O

a
n

a
d

a
 L

in
e 

se
rv

ic
e,

 

a
n

d
 p

ro
x
im

it
y
 t

o
 a

n
 e

n
v

ia
b

le
 

ra
n

g
e

 o
f 

un
iq

u
e

 a
ss

e
ts

 i
n

c
lu

d
in

g
 

it
s
 w

a
te

rf
ro

n
t 

se
tt

in
g

, 
p

a
n

o
ra

m
ic

 

m
o

u
n

ta
in

 v
ie

w
s,

 c
o

n
v
e

n
ie

n
t 

tr
a

n
s
p

o
rt

a
ti

o
n

 a
cc

e
ss

, 
s
tr

o
n

g
 

b
u

si
n

e
ss

 a
n

d
 e

m
p

lo
y
m

e
n

t 
b

a
se

, 

a
n

d
 e

x
te

n
s
iv

e
 f

a
rm

la
n

d
s 

a
n

d
 

n
a

tu
ra

l a
re

a
s 

s
u

c
h

 a
s 

G
a

rd
e

n
 

C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s
 

T
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s,

 m
a

ke
 

u
p

 5
%

 o
f 

th
e

 C
it
y
 O

e
n

tr
e

's
 l

a
n

d
 

b
a

se
. 

O
ve

r 
th

e
 n

e
xt

 2
0

 y
e

a
rs

, 
th

e
 O

it
y 

C
e

n
tr

e
's

 p
o

p
u

la
ti

o
n

 i
s 

e
x
p

e
c
te

d
 

to
 d

o
u

b
le

, 
fr

o
m

 4
5

,0
0

0
 t

o
 

9
0

,0
0

0
 r

e
si

d
e

n
ts

, 

T
h

a
t 

is
 a

p
p

ro
x
im

a
te

ly
 2

,5
0

0
 n

e
w

 

re
s
id

e
n

ts
 e

a
ch

 y
e

a
r!

 

A
 2

 k
m

 w
a

lk
! A

 l
a

rg
e

 p
ro

p
o

rt
io

n
 

o
f 
C

it
y
 C

e
n

tr
e

 r
e

s
id

e
n

ts
, 

w
o

rk
e

rs
, 

st
u

d
e

n
ts

, 
a

n
d

 v
is

it
o

rs
 w

ill
 b

e
 

w
it

h
in

 a
 2

 k
m

 w
a

lk
in

g
 d

is
ta

n
c
e

 o
f 

th
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y 

L
a

n
d

s,
 

C
o

n
s
id

e
ra

ti
o

n
 m

u
s
t 

b
e

 g
iv

e
n

 t
o

 

h
o

w
 G

a
rd

e
n

 O
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s
 m

ig
h

t 
b

e
 

u
se

d
 t

o
 m

e
e

t 
th

e
 a

re
a

's
 g

ro
w

in
g

 

p
a

rk
, 

p
u

b
li
c
 o

p
e

n
 s

p
a

ce
, 

a
n

d
 

s
u

s
ta

in
a

b
le

 a
g

ri
cu

lt
u

ra
l a

n
d

 

e
n

v
ir

o
n

m
e

n
ta

l 
n

e
e

d
s.

 

T
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 w

ill
 a

c
t 

a
s 

a 
tr

a
n

s
it

io
n

 b
e

tw
e

e
n

 t
h

e
 

u
rb

a
n

 a
re

a
s
 t

o
 t

h
e

 n
o

rt
h

, w
e

s
t 

a
n

d
 s

o
u

th
 a

n
d

 

th
e 

n
a

tu
ra

l 
a

n
d

 r
u

ra
l 

la
n

d
s
c
a

p
e

s
 t

o
 t

h
e

 e
a

s
t.

 

N
E

IG
H

B
O

U
R

H
O

O
D

S
 

o 
B

rid
ge

po
rt

 V
illa

ge
 

e 
C

ap
st

an
 V

illa
ge

 

e 
Th

e 
O

ak
s 

N
ei

gh
bo

ur
ho

od
 

o 
A

be
rd

ee
n 

V
illa

ge
 

o 
A

le
xa

nd
ra

 N
ei

gh
bo

ur
ho

od
 

o 
O

di
n 

N
ei

gh
bo

ur
ho

od
 

o 
O

va
l V

illa
ge

 

o 
La

ns
do

w
ne

 V
illa

ge
 

o 
ES

A 
S

tra
te

gy
 

e 
B

rig
ho

us
e 

V
illa

ge
 

e 
M

cL
en

n
an

 N
or

th
 

_
M

o
ff

a
tt

 

e 
A

ch
es

o
n 

B
en

ne
tt 

ED
 St

A
lb

.n
s 

e 
M

cL
en

na
n 

S
ou

th
 

-.
. :
:

-"
=-
~
":
~ 

..-; ..
 '" 

:1
 

~
::

.. 
:1

 
/

..
..

 
I

I 

..-.
' 

:"
 

.-
~
 

t~
 .' 

• 
~

"c=
.-

..: 
.. ~ 

-_. 
1~ -.. --~

--·
-l~

~:
.-

::··
 

1/ 
' 

• 
I 

I 
-"
~::

:::. 
I 
I' 

I 
.
.
 

// G
J:: -

v
 ___

 .~::~ .
.... -

I :'
 

''
--

-.
-

----
-.-I

f'--
---

-~m.'
w.: 

.... 
I '. I

-
'
.
 

o'
 

• 
I

. 
a 

.'. 
I:

 
I

: 
".

 
,"

 
.

, 
; 

""I
 

':,
 

/
. 

I
. 

....
w

---
-

/.'"
 

. 
. ..

...
...

...
...

. : 
.. :

f··
 

-.
..

..
 ' 

__
 11'

 
: 

..
 -

;.
' 

GC~
 I 

..
...

 
~

. 
8

1 
'o"

 
--

,' 
"

: 
i 

,
: 

.
-
~' 

~'"
""

: 
• 

'
u

u
u

u
.
 

.-..
 .

 
: 

-'-'-
-~~"

""'.
 

• 
.I 

---
--~

-
'i 

:·
··

··
··

··
··

··
·-

1
: 

u 
:1

 
i"

:.
 'l 

r-'
: 

-
..

. : 
t....

, 
"" 

. 
"

'1
 

I 
".I

f. 
Gt 

:~
 __

 :I 
1'. ~ ... ~. "~

'" 
'~

A~!'
!'!j

' 
::"

(.
;:.

.J.
,-"

-"
'-c

:-
, 

: 
.1

 

-
. 

. 
_

:1
 

--~
lG

-
o

l 
Wl

il 
.•

 
: 

F
 

:1
 

L'
-.:

J:
..:

 -.
::.-

:..:
 -1-
~ -.

:.-~
 -.:.-

h-
:..:

--
-:..

: -.:
:.-J

 

A
I 

I: I:
 

~
 

LE
G

EN
D

 
LA

N
D

 U
S

E
 &

. N
E

IG
H

B
O

U
R

H
O

O
D

S
 

•
•
•
•
•
•

• 
N

ei
gh

bo
ur

ho
od

s 
••

••
••

••
••

• 
D

e
p

a
rt

m
e

n
t o

f D
ef

en
ce

 
M

ix
ed

 U
se

 
In

du
st

ri
a

l 
R

es
id

en
tia

l 
A

g
ri

cu
ltu

ra
l L

an
d 

Re
se

rv
e 

_
E

xi
st

in
gP

ar
ks

 
-

-
-

C
ity

 C
en

tr
e 

B
ou

nd
ar

y 

• 
a 

-

• -

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

V
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

L
 P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

k
.K

A
O

IS
 C

'f
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

I 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

w
w

w
.c

rc
o

.1
tc

g
a

rd
e

n
c

lt
v
la

 ..
 d

s
.c

a
 

\ 

~
 

A
B

E
R

D
E

E
N

 

R
IC

H
M

O
N

D
 

O
LY

M
P

IC
 O

V
A

L
 

R
E

S
ID

E
N

T
IA

L 

N
E

IG
H

B
O

U
R

H
O

O
D

S
 

R
IC

H
M

O
N

D
 

N
A

T
U

R
E

 

P
A

R
K

 

g
a

rd
e

n
 

c
it

y 
la

n
d

s
 

CNCL - 205



P
a

rk
s

 &
 O

p
e

n
 S

p
a

c
e

 N
e

tw
o

rk
 

P
a

rk
s
 a

n
d

 p
u

b
li
c
 o

p
e

n
 s

p
a

c
e

s
 t

h
a

t 
c
a

p
tu

re
 

th
e

 s
o

c
ia

l 
a

n
d

 n
a

tu
ra

l 
h

e
ri

ta
g

e
, 

c
u

lt
u

re
 a

n
d

 

la
n

d
s
c
a

p
e

s
 h

e
lp

 c
re

a
te

 a
 '
d

is
ti

n
c
tl

y
 m

a
d

e
 i

n
 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
' 
o

p
e

n
 s

p
a

c
e

 n
e

tw
o

rk
. 

D
ID

 Y
O

U
 K

N
O

W
?

 

A
s 

th
e

 O
ity

 O
e

n
tr

e
 g

ro
w

s,
 i

ts
 n

e
e

d
 f

o
r 

c
o

n
v
e

n
ie

n
t,

 a
tt

ra
c
ti

v
e

 p
a

rk
 a

n
d

 

p
u

b
li
c
 o

p
e

n
 s

p
a

c
e

 w
il

l l
ik

e
w

is
e

 g
ro

w
, 

fr
o

m
 r

o
u

g
h

ly
 7

7
 h

a 
(1

9
0

 a
c
re

s
) 

to
d

a
y
 

to
 1

18
 h

a
 (

2
9

2
 a

c
re

s)
 b

y
 2

0
3

1
 -

a
n

 i
n

c
re

a
s
e

 o
f 

4
1 

h
a

 (
10

2
 a

c)
. 

T
h

e
 C

it
y 

O
e

n
tr

e
 w

ill
 h

a
ve

 a
 w

id
e

 r
a

n
g

e
 o

f 
p

a
rk

s
 in

 t
h

e
 f

u
tu

re
 t

o 
p

ro
v
id

e
 a

 

d
i v

e
rs

it
y
 o

f e
x
p

e
ri

e
n

c
e

s
 a

n
d

 l
a

n
d

s
c
a

p
e

s
. 

T
he

 L
a

n
d

s 
h

a
s 

th
e

 p
o

te
n

ti
a

l 
to

 b
e

c
o

m
e

 a
 s

ig
n

a
tu

re
 d

e
s
ti

n
a

ti
o

n 
p

a
rk

 

w
it
h

in
 t

,h
e 

O
it

y 
a

n
d

 R
e

g
io

n
 d

u
e

 t
o

 i
ts

 l
o

ca
ti

o
n

, 
s

iz
e,

 u
n

iq
u

e 
e

c
o

lo
g

y
 a

n
d

 

A
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 R
e

se
rv

e
 d

e
s
ig

n
a

ti
o

n
. 

/ I 

; 

o 

I 
/ 

I I I 

//
 I

 

////'
 -

1
. 

R
IC

H
M

O
N

D
 N

A
T

U
R

E
 P

A
R

K
 

W
IL

D
L

IF
E

 C
O

N
S

E
R

V
A

T
IO

N
 A

N
D

 

E
D

U
C

AT
IO

N
 

r /~
 

• • -

--
-,

 , " r' c.,
 

.".
 _

_
 ..

J 
8

ri
d

_
 

("
 -
~
 

G
el

 
I I 

c.
m

b/
oW

...
, 

It
 w

il
l a

ls
o

 s
e

rv
e

 a
s 

a 
c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 a

n
d

 n
e

ig
h

b
o

u
rh

o
o

d
 o

p
e

n
 s

p
a

c
e

 f
o

r 
th

e
 

re
s
id

e
n

ts
 l

iv
in

g
 a

n
d

 w
o

rk
in

g
 in

 t
h

e
 s

u
rr

o
u

n
d

in
g

 n
e

ig
h

b
o

u
rh

o
o

d
s
 w

it
h

in
 a

n
 

e
a

s
y 

w
a

lk
in

g 
a

n
d

 c
y
c
li
n

g
 d

is
ta

n
c
e

. 
_
.L
.
~
 

L.
 
_

_
 

, 

o 
c:JL
-
-
-
-

-
~ 

...
...

 w. 

1-
·'

--
G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s
 w

ill
 p

ro
v
id

e
 a

n
 o

p
p

o
rt

u
n

it
y
 

fo
r 

s
o

m
e

th
in

g
 c

o
m

p
le

te
ly

 d
if

fe
re

n
t 

a
n

d
 

c
o

m
p

le
m

e
n

ta
ry

 t
o

 o
th

e
r 

p
a

rk
 s

p
a

c
e

s
 b

o
th

 i
n

 

th
e

 C
it

y
 C

e
n

tr
e

 a
n

d
 R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 a
s 

a 
w

h
o

le
. 

G
"
 _

_
 
I I I 

] 
I 

J 
I 

" 

-
~
 r 

] 6 r 

-.
 I

G
 ..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
. 

I I. I! I' 
L.

 
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

 
..1

 

2
. 

M
IN

O
R

U
 P

A
R

K
 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

L
 P

A
R

T
N

E
 ~
S
H
I
P
 

I 
A

K
K

A
D

IS
 
C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
rH

 
I 

P
E

C
H

E
T

 S
T

U
D

IO
S

 

~
 

-
~
 

LE
G

E
N

D
 

PA
R

K
S 

Ig
oU

. c
it

y 
&

co
m

m
u

n
ity

l 

G
ol

f C
ou

rs
e 

/ 
G

re
en

 O
pe

n 
S

pa
ce

 
_ 

N
e

ig
h

b
o

u
rh

oo
d 

Pa
rk

s 
_

C
ity

P
a

rk
s 

o 
C

om
m

un
it

y 
C

en
tr

es
 

g
a

rd
e

n
 

ci
ty

 la
n

d
s
 

CNCL - 206



W
e

ll
n

e
s

s
 &

 A
c

ti
v

e
 L

iv
in

g
 

C
o

n
ta

c
t 

w
it

h
 n

a
tu

re
 a

n
d

 e
v
e

n
 s

im
p

le
 

g
re

e
n

 s
p

a
c
e

s
 w

it
h

 g
ra

s
s
 a

n
d

 t
re

e
s
 

h
a

v
e

 b
e

e
n

 s
h

o
w

n
 t

o
 h

a
v
e

 p
ro

fo
u

n
d

 

p
s
y
c
h

o
lo

g
ic

a
l 

a
n

d
 p

h
y
s
ic

a
l b

e
n

e
fi

ts
. 

D
ID

 Y
O

U
 K

N
O

W
?

 

T
h

e
 n

u
m

b
e

r 
o

n
e

 r
e

o
re

a
ti

o
n

a
l a

o
ti

v
it

y
 in

 

R
i c

h
m

o
n

d
 i

s 
w

a
lk

in
g

. 

O
n

ly
 a

 2
 k

m
 w

a
lk

! 
M

a
n

y 
o

f 
th

e
 C

it
y
 C

e
n

tr
e

 

re
si

d
e

n
ts

, 
w

o
rk

e
rs

, 
st

u
d

e
n

ts
, 

a
n

d
 v

is
it

o
rs

 

w
il

l 
b

e
 w

it
h

in
 a

 2
 k

m
 w

a
lk

in
g

 d
is

ta
n

o
e

 o
f 

th
e

 

G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s 

L
in

ki
n

g
 P

e
o

p
le

, 
C

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 a

n
d

 N
a

tu
re

 

-
A

 k
e

y 
fa

c
to

r 
in

 o
re

a
ti

n
g

 a
 li

va
b

le
 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 is

 l
in

ki
n

g
 p

e
o

p
le

 t
o

 e
a

ch
 o

th
e

r,
 

to
 t

h
e

ir
 n

e
ig

h
b

o
u

rh
o

o
d

, 
to

 t
h

e
ir

 o
o

m
m

u
n

it
y 

a
m

e
n

it
ie

s,
 a

n
d

 t
o

 n
a

tu
re

. 

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 o

o
h

e
s

iv
e

n
e

ss
 i

s 
st

ro
n

g
e

r 
w

h
e

re
 

th
e

re
 i

s 
an

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
 t

o
 e

ng
a

g
e

 i
n 

in
fo

rm
a

l 

s
o

c
ia

l o
o

n
ta

o
t,

 t
o

 p
la

y 
to

g
e

th
er

, 
a

n
d

 w
h

e
re

 

p
e

o
p

le
 o

f 
d

iv
e

rs
e

 a
g

e
s 

a
n

d
 b

a
o

kg
ro

u
n

d
s 

o
a

n
 

e
n g

a
g

e
 in

 s
h

a
re

d
 e

xp
e

ri
e

n
o

e
s

. 

B
e

in
g 

p
h

ys
io

a
lly

 a
o

ti
ve

 o
a

n
 h

e
lp

 i
n

o
re

a
se

 

st
re

n
g

th
 a

n
d

 f
it

n
e

ss
, 

b
u

ild
 s

e
lf

-e
s
te

e
m

 a
n

d
 

c
o

n
fi

d
e

n
o

e
, 

a
n

d
 i

n
cr

e
a

se
 t

h
e

 l
ik

e
lih

o
o

d 
o

f 

a
d

o
p

ti
n

g
 h

e
a

lt
h

y
 l

ife
s
ty

le
s.

 

LE
G

E
N

D
 

Pe
de

st
ri

an
 A

cc
es

s 

-
-

-
-

-
W

a
lk

in
g 

D
is

ta
nc

e 
_

_
_

 S
id

ew
a

lk
 

•
•
•
•
 B

ik
e

 R
ou

te
s 

~
 

f':
-

• 
,.. 
-.-

-,
 

• 
/ 

• 
I 

/
\
"
 

: 
I 

/ 
••

 
• 

I 
/ 

• 
• 

I 
f'

 
/ 

•
•
•
•
 

I 

I 
I·· 

r
' 

.. 
, 

I 
• 

'-
, 

• 
~
 I

. 
• 

.~
.,

 ••
•
•
•
•
•
•
 .
;
 

~ 
-

_ 
.J

 
+

 
I 
:
.
.
 

.r
 -

• 
I 
:
.
.
:

1 
: 

I 
: 
.
.
:

1 
: 

I 
•
•
 ·
.

1 
· 

• •
•
 

• 
/ 

: 
-
-
-
-
-
-
~
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
I
· 

I 
• 

.
1 

/ 
• 

• 
I 

/ 
: 

.
1 

I 
...

 /
.. 

r
-
-
~
r
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
I

" 
.-!_/

.. 
1

.
1 

I 
C

 
/

. 
••

 
I

· 
..-

ja
. 

M
M

·"
t

W
.,

 
:L

. _
__

__
 , 

II
:) 

E
~
 

6:
 .

.. 
: 
0

' :~. 
E~' 

• 
I 

'
1:

;E
:i

E
 

: 
I 

G
e

L
' 

I!!
!. 

E~
 

• 
E

 
-

• 
I 

'
I~
 

~
 

_
_ 

: 
W

""
m

1m
.
l

A
W

o"
, 

.
.
.
.
.
.
 ~ 

•
•
 l~

 ••
••

••
••

 )io.
. 

1 
I

.
, 

F'
r-

7 
=

 
:

:
, 

I 
It

 
; 

.. -
-I-

--
--

--
--

.J
 

E
 

=
 

:
: 

C
 

1.
; ••

•••
•••

• _
__

__
 ,.

.;-
--

--
--1

-
-

-
-

_
..I

 
~

, 
:

,
: 

• 
• 

, 
. 

. 
• 

• 
• 

• 
• 

• 
• 

• 
L. 
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
 ~

-
.J

 
~
 

~
 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

L
 P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
K

A
O

IS
 C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

1 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

w
w

w
.c

re
a
te

g
a
rd

e
fl

C
jl

y
la

n
d

s.
c
a
 

g
a

rd
e

n
 

c
it

y 
la

n
d

s 

CNCL - 207



S
o

m
e

 Id
e

a
s 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C
O
N
S
U
l
T
l
t
~
G
 

P
W

L
 P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
r<

A
O

IS
 C

H
A

N
G

E
 M
A
N
A
G
E
"
J
l
E
~
T
 

I 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

W
W

W
.c

r.
tO

ll
cq

ar
d

£
.n

ci
ty

lt
ln

d
s.

c 
..

 

G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

, 

W
H

A
T

 
IS

 Y
O

U
R

 
V

IS
IO

N
?

 
...

 w
e

 w
a

n
t t

o
 k

n
o

w
 

g
a

rd
en

 
c
it

y 
la

n
d

s
 

CNCL - 208



P
la

ce
l1

1a
ki

n
g

 
A

 g
re

a
t 

p
u

b
li

c 
s
p

a
c
e

 c
a

n
n

o
t 

b
e

 m
e

a
s
u

re
d

 
si

m
p

ly
 b

y
 p

h
y
s
ic

a
l 

a
tt

ri
b

u
te

s
, 

it 
m

u
s

t 
s
e

rv
e 

p
e

o
p

le
 a

s 
a 

vi
ta

l 
p

la
ce

. 

D
ID

 Y
O

U
 K

N
O

W
?

 

P
la

c
e

m
a

k
in

g 
is

 a
 p

o
p

u
la

r 
te

rm
 

u
se

d 
b

y
 m

a
n

y 
c
o

m
m

u
n

it
ie

s
-

fo
r 

a 
g

o
o

d
 r

e
a

so
n

! 

It
 i

s 
a

b
o

u
t 

fo
c

u
s

in
g

 o
n

 c
re

a
ti

n
g

 

sp
a

ce
s 

th
a

t 
p

e
o

p
le

 e
n

jo
y,

 t
h

a
t 

a
re

 n
o

t 
o

n
ly

 c
o

m
fo

rt
a

b
le

 a
n

d
 

s
a

fe
 b

u
t 

a
ls

o
 m

e
m

o
ra

b
le

, v
it

a
l. 

a
n

d
 b

u
ild

 p
ri

d
e.

 

H
e

re
 i

s 
h

o
w

 p
e

o
p

le
 h

a
ve

 

d
e

so
ri

b
e

d
 p

la
c
e

m
a

k
in

g:
 

"c
re

at
in

g 
an

 e
n

vi
ro

n
m

en
t 

th
a

t 

p
e

o
p

le
 g

ra
v
it

a
te

 t
o

."
 

"t
h

e
 p

ro
c
e

s
s
 o

f g
iv

in
g

 s
p

a
c
e

 a
 

st
o

ry
 t

h
a

t i
s 

sh
a

re
d

 b
y 

m
an

y.
" 

"p
u

rp
o

s
e

ly
 c

re
a

ti
n

g
 c

h
a

ra
c
te

r 

a
n

d
 m

e
a

n
in

g
 in

 a
 p

u
b

li
c
 s

p
a

ce
. "

 

"l
e

a
vi

n
g

 a
 l

e
g

a
cy

 f
o

r 
o

u
r 

o
h

ild
re

n
" 

T
h

e 
o

p
p

o
rt

u
ni

ty
 f

o
r 

c
re

a
ti

v
it

y
 

a
n

d
 a

rt
 c

a
n

 b
e

 in
te

g
ra

l t
o

 

c
re

a
ti

n
g 

a 
G

re
a

t 
P

la
ce

. 
It 

is
 a

 

w
a

y 
to

 s
p

a
rk

 o
u

r 
cu

ri
o

si
ty

. 

L
a

n
d

-b
a

se
d 

a
rt

w
o

rk
 c

a
n

 

h
e

ig
h

te
n

 a
w

a
re

n
e

ss
 o

f 
o

u
r 

re
la

ti
o

n
sh

ip
 w

ith
 t

h
e 

n
a

tu
ra

l 

w
o

rl
d 

b
y 

w
o

rk
in

g 
w

it
h

 i
t.

 

In
c
o

rp
o

ra
ti

n
g 

a
rt

 i
n

to
 

fu
n
c
ti

o
n

a
l t

hi
n

g
s 

lik
e 

b
e

n
o

h
e

s 
o

r 
b

ri
d

g
e

s 
h

e
lp

s 

in
te

rp
re

t 
th

e
 w

o
rl

d 
a

ro
u

n
d

 

u
s 

b
o

th
 i

n 
a 

s
e

ri
o

u
s 

a
n

d
 

w
h

im
s

ic
a

l w
ay

. 

T
h

e
 a

rt
s 

p
ro

vi
d

e
 a

n
 

o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
 t

o 
b

u
ild

 i
n

sp
ir

in
g

 

s
p

ao
es

_ 

I I 

r I 

• 

/ I II
 

I 

/ 

~
 

I 
/ 

/ e
! 

lE
G

E
N

D
 

I 

,.. I I I I I I I I 

'. .!, 'I .!
 

.
~

~ 

P
u

bl
ic

 A
rt

 H
ot

sp
ot

s 

• 
P

u
bl

ic
 A

rt
 l

oc
at

io
ns

 

-
-

-
C

ity
 C

en
tr

e 
Bo

un
da

ry
 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

V
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

L
 P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
K

A
D

IS
 C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

I 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

--
-

-
, 

r- I .1
 

I 

I I I I ~ 
""

 
_

_ 
..J

. 

L 
_

_
_

_
_

 .
, 

i··1
 

I 

I 
.I 

G
e

l 
I 

n 
I 

, 
I I I 

e I 
.1

 
• 

w
w

w
_

cr
e 

a 
~c

 9
 a

rd
 t'

 n
 r.

it
y
l i

I n
d

 S
Oc

 a
 

g
a

rd
en

 
c
it

y 
la

n
d

s
 

CNCL - 209



80
l1

1e
 I

d
e

a
s

 

-
!!!

!!!
!!!

!!!
!!!

!!!
!!!

!!!
!!!

!Ia 
_ 

..
..

..
. -

~--
~
 -

-
-

-:-=
 

J 
.
.
.
.
.
 
-
.
.
~
 

~.
..
.-
.:
. 
~
 ..

.
.
.
.
 '
"
 

"I
II

II
!P

-~
""

~ 
Ci
it
:~
 

... 
-a

-
...

. 
~.
,Q
II
! 

.
.
.
.
.
 
-
.
:
-
.
.
 _

 
~
4
1
5
.
 

4 

~
-

."
~
4
i
a
 

.
..

 _
...

:!!
'* 
..

. 

C
IT

Y
 o

r 
R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

'r
'S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

lU
G

 
I 

P
W

l 
P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
K

A
D

I'
S

 C
H

A
N

G
E

 
M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

I 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

w
"
,
w
,
c
r
~
.
'
l
t
c
g
a
r
d
\
l
n
c
j
t
y
l
a
n
d
s
.
C
<
l
 

G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

, 

W
H

A
T

 
IS

 Y
O

U
R

 
V

IS
IO

N
?

 
...

 w
e

 w
a

n
t t

o
 k

n
o

w
 

'~
g
ar
d
e
n
 

ci
ty

 la
n

d
s 

CNCL - 210



A
g

ri
c

u
lt

u
ra

l L
a

n
d

 R
e

s
e

rv
e

 
D

ID
 Y

O
U

 K
N

O
W

?
 

T
h

e
 P

ro
vi

n
ce

 e
s

ta
b

lis
h

e
d

 t
h

e
 

A
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l L

a
n

d
 R

e
se

rv
e

 

(A
L

R
) 

in
 1

97
4

 t
o

 p
ro

te
c
t 

B
ri

ti
sh

 

C
o

lu
m

b
ia

's
 d

w
in

d
lin

g 
s

u
p

p
ly

 o
f 

a
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l l

a
n

d
. 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 h

a
s 

si
g

n
if

ic
a

n
t 

a
m

o
u

n
ts

 o
f 

a
g

ri
cu

lt
u

ra
l l

a
n

d
 

c
o

m
p

a
re

d
 t

o
 m

o
s
t 

c
it

ie
s
 in

 t
h

e
 

L
o

w
e

r 
M

a
in

la
n

d
. 

N
e

a
rl

y 
3

9
%

 

(5
.9

9
3

 h
a.

) 
o

f 
it

s 
la

n
d

 b
a

se
 is

 

p
ro

te
c
te

d
 w

it
h

in
 t

h
e 

A
L

A
. 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 h

a
s 

e
st

a
b

lis
h

e
d

 

m
a

n
y
 p

o
lic

ie
s 

w
it

h
in

 i
ts

 O
ff

ic
ia

l 

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 P

la
n

 t
o

 p
ro

te
c
t 

a
g

ri
c

u
lt

u
ra

l 
la

n
d 

a
n

d 
in

c
re

a
se

 

fa
rm

 v
ia

b
ili

ty
 a

n
d

 m
a

n
a

g
e

 t
h

e 

e
x

p
a

n
si

o
n

 o
f 

u
rb

a
n

 g
ro

w
th

. 

T
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 O
it

y 
L

a
n

d
s 

h
a

ve
 b

e
e

n
 

p
ro

te
o

te
d

 i
n 

th
e

 A
LR

 s
in

c
e

 1
97

4.
 

A
c
c
o

rd
in

g 
to

 h
is

to
ri

c
 l

an
d 

re
c
o

rd
s
, 

G
a

rd
e

n 
C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 h

a
s 

n
e

v
e

r 
b

e
e

n
 a

c
ti

v
e

ly
 f

a
rm

e
d

. 

P
e

rm
is

si
b

le
 u

se
s 

w
it

h
 t

h
e

 A
L

R
 

h
a

ve
 e

vo
lv

e
d 

o
ve

r 
th

e 
ye

a
rs

. 

F
o

r 
e

x
a

m
p

le
, 

g
o

lf 
c
o

u
rs

e
s,

 o
n

c
e

 

c
o

n
si

d
e

re
d 

a
n

 a
c
c
e

p
ta

b
le

 u
se

 

w
it

h
in

 t
h

e
 r

e
se

rv
e

, a
re

 n
o

w
 

c
o

n
s
id

e
re

d
 u

n
a

c
c
e

p
ta

b
le

. 

P
e

rm
is

si
b

le
 u

se
s 

c
o

n
ti

n
u

e
 

to
 e

vo
lv

e
 s

u
b

je
c
t 

to
 n

e
w

 

ru
li

n
g

s 
a

n
d

 d
ir

e
c
ti

o
n

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e

 

A
g

ri
cu

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 O
o

m
m

is
s

io
n

, 

th
e

 p
ro

v
in

c
ia

lly
-a

p
p

o
in

te
d

 a
g

e
n

c
y
 

th
a

t 
o

ve
rs

e
e

s 
th

e 
la

n
d

 r
e

se
rv

e
. 

W
h

a
t'

s
 p

e
rm

it
te

d
 i

n
 t

h
e

 A
L

R
?

 

T
h

e
 A

L
R

 A
c
t 

se
ts

 o
u

t 
la

n
d

 u
se

s 
w

h
ic

h 
a

re
 p

e
rm

it
te

d
 i

n 
th

e
 A

L
R

. 

In
 a

d
d

it
io

n
 t

o 
fa

rm
in

g
 (

th
e

 o
u

lt
iv

a
ti

o
n

 o
f 

c
ro

p
s 

a
n

d
 a

n
im

a
ls

),
 

o
th

e
r 

ty
p

e
s
 o

f 
la

n
d

 u
se

s 
a

re
 p

e
rm

it
te

d
 s

u
ch

 a
s:

 

E
co

lo
g

ic
a

l 
re

se
rv

e
s 

P
a

ss
iv

e
 r

e
c
re

a
ti

o
n

 

O
p

e
n

 P
a

rk
la

n
d

 

H
o

rt
ic

u
lt

u
re

 a
n

d
 n

u
rs

e
ri

e
s
 

E
d

u
c
a

ti
o

n
 a

n
d

 R
e

s
e

a
rc

h
 

O
o

n
s
tr

u
c
ti

o
n

 o
f 

b
u

ild
in

g
s 

n
e

c
e

s
s
a

ry
 f

o
r 

fa
rm

in
g

 

S
to

ra
g

e
 a

n
d

 f
a

rm
 r

e
ta

il 

sa
le

s 
o

f 
a

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

p
ro

d
u

c
ts

 i
f 
th

e
y
 a

re
 

p
ro

d
u

c
e

d
 o

n
 t

h
e

 f
a

rm
 o

n
 

w
hi

c
h 

th
e

 s
to

ra
g

e
 a

n
d

 s
a

le
 

is
 t

a
k
in

g
 p

la
c
e

 

A
g

ri
-t

o
u

ri
s
m

 

, 

A
G

R
I-

TO
U

R
IS

M
 &

 E
D

U
C

A
TI

O
N

 

j 
~
~
 

Ii 

I ( 

-I 

L.
 
_

_
 

, I I 

I 
I 

I I I 

I I 

r I 

LE
G

E
N

D
 

,-'
 

_
_

_
_

_
 
~
 

I
IU

 ...
...

. l
ka

od~
 

J 5 i 

A
gr

ic
u

lt
u

re
 L

an
d 

R
es

er
v

e 
-

-
-

C
ity

 C
en

tr
e 

B
ou

nd
ar

y 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

V
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

L
 P

A
R

T
N

E
R

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
K

A
D

t!
i 

C
H

A
N

G
E

 M
A

N
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 
I 

P
E

C
H

E
T

 S
T

U
D

IO
S

 
w

w
w

.c
re

at
t>

g
ar

d
;:

o
n

ci
ty

IO
ln

d
s.

ca
 

~
 

.-
",

~:
.'

~'~
 

BE
RR

Y
 

&
 B

LU
EB

ER
RY

 
FA

R
M

IN
G

 

E
x

is
ti

n
g

 A
L

R
 u

se
s 

c
u

rr
e

n
tl

y 
in

 R
ic

h
m

o
n

d 

g
a

rd
e

n
 

c
it

y 
la

n
d

s
 

CNCL - 211



U
rb

a
n

 A
g

ri
c

u
lt

u
re

 

G
R

E
E

N
 H

O
U

S
E

S
 

R
o

o
t 

V
e

g
g

ie
s 

G
a

rd
e

n
 V

e
g

g
ie

s 
S

tr
a

w
b

e
rr

ie
s
 

B
lu

e
b

e
rr

ie
s 

C
O

N
S

ID
E

R
A

T
IO

N
S

 

H
ig

h
 P

H
 

re
q

u
ir

e
s 

so
ils

 
a

m
e

n
d

m
e

n
ts

 

O
T

H
E

R
 U

S
E

S
 S

tr
a

w
b

e
rr

ie
s 

G
re

e
n

s 

C
O

N
S

ID
E

R
A

T
IO

N
S

 

Ir
ri

g
a

ti
o

n
 

F
e

rt
ili

ze
 d

e
m

a
n

d
s 

C
o

s
t 
o

f 
in

fr
a

s
tr

u
c
tu

re
 

S
e

c
u

ri
ty

 

A
g

ri
-t

o
u

ri
s
m

 &
 E

ve
n

ts
 

(c
u

lin
a

ry
 / 

e
d

u
c
a

ti
o

n
a

l/
re

c
re

a
ti

o
n

a
l)

 
P

a
ss

iv
e

 r
e

cr
e

a
ti

o
n

 / 
O

p
e

n
 s

p
a

ce
 

E
d

u
ca

ti
o

n
 / 

R
e

s
e

a
rc

h
· 

C
u

lt
u

ra
l/

H
e

ri
ta

g
e

 
C

o
n

s
e

rv
a

ti
o

n
· 

F
a

rm
 r

e
ta

il
 

D
ID

 Y
O

U
 K

N
O

W
?

 

o 
A

o
o

o
rd

in
g

 t
o

 h
is

to
ri

o
 l

a
n

d
 r

e
o

o
rd

s,
 

th
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 O

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s 

h
a

ve
 n

e
v
e

r 

b
e

e
n

 a
o

ti
v
e

ly
 f

a
rm

e
d

. 

o 
T

h
e

 s
o

il
s 

a
re

 g
e

n
e

ra
lly

 g
o

o
d

 f
o

r 

fa
rm

in
g

 y
e

t 
th

e
 h

ig
h

 a
o

id
it

y
 o

f 
th

e
 

so
il

s 
a

re
 o

u
rr

e
n

tl
y 

o
n

ly
 s

u
it

a
b

le
 f

o
r 

a 

n
a

rr
o

w
 r

a
n

g
e

 o
f 

o
ro

p
s

. 

o 
A

n
y
 p

o
te

n
ti

a
l 

o
ro

p
 f

a
rm

in
g

 w
il

l 

re
q

u
ir

e
 a

m
e

n
d

in
g

 t
h

e
 s

o
il

s,
 

su
o

h
 a

s,
 a

d
d

in
g

 li
m

e 
to

 t
h

e
 s

o
il

s.
 

In
fr

a
s
tr

u
o

tu
re

 u
p

g
ra

d
e

s
, l

ik
e

, a
d

d
in

g
 

d
ra

in
a

g
e

 a
n

d
 b

ri
n

g
in

g
 i

rr
ig

a
ti

o
n

 t
o

 
th

e
 p

ro
p

e
rt

y
 w

il
l 

a
ls

o
 b

e
 n

e
e

d
e

d
. 

T
h

e
re

 i
s 

a 
o

o
s
t 

to
 m

a
k
in

g
 t

h
e

s
e

 

im
p

ro
v
e

m
e

n
ts

 t
o

 t
h

e
 s

it
e

. 

o 
O

o
n

s
e

rv
a

ti
o

n
 a

n
d

 a
g

ri
o

u
lt

u
ra

l 

o
o

n
s
id

e
ra

ti
o

n
s
 a

re
 p

a
rt

 o
f 

n
e

w
 

m
o

v
e

m
e

n
ts

 s
u

o
h

 a
s 

A
g

ro
e

o
o

lo
g

y


fo
o

d
 p

ro
d

u
o

ti
o

n
 t

h
a

t 
u

se
s 

e
o

o
lo

g
io

a
l 

p
ri

n
o

ip
le

s
 r

e
s
p

e
o

ti
n

g
 t

h
e

 l
a

n
d

. 

o 
T

h
e

re
 a

re
 m

a
n

y
 i

n
n

o
v

a
ti

ve
 a

n
d

 

o
re

a
ti

v
e

 w
a

ys
 t

o
 l

o
o

k
 a

t 
u

rb
a

n
 

a
g

ri
o

u
lt

u
re

. 
D

e
te

rm
in

in
g

 w
h

a
t 

is
 

s
u

it
a

b
le

 a
n

d
 v

ia
b

le
 f

o
r 

a
g

ri
o

u
lt

u
re

 

o
n

 t
h

e
s
e

 l
a

n
d

s 
w

il
l 

n
e

e
d

 o
re

a
ti

v
e

 

so
lu

ti
o

n
s 

a
n

d
 p

a
rt

n
e

rs
h

ip
s
. 

"A
g

ri
c

u
lt

u
re

 m
u

s
t 

m
e

d
ia

te
 b

e
tw

e
e

n
 

n
a

tu
re

 a
n

d
 t

h
e

 h
u

m
a

n
 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y,

 w
it

h
 t

ie
s 

a
n

d
 o

b
li

g
a

ti
o

n
s

 in
 b

o
th

 
d

ir
e

c
ti

o
n

s
" 

~ 
W

e
n

d
e

ll
 B

e
rr

y
 

o 
T

h
e

 O
it

y
 o

w
n

s 
a 

n
u

m
b

e
r 

o
f 
o

th
e

r 

si
te

s 
a

t 
T

e
rr

a
 N

o
v
a

 R
u

ra
l 

P
a

rk
, 

th
e

 

G
il
b

e
rt

 R
o

a
d

 O
it

y
 N

u
rs

e
ry

 s
it

e
, 

a
n

d
 

th
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
s
 (

th
e

 f
o

rm
e

r 
F

a
n

ta
sy

 

G
a

rd
e

n
s
) 

th
a

t 
o

u
rr

e
n

tl
y
 o

r 
w

ill
 s

o
o

n
 

s
u

p
p

o
rt

 f
a

rm
in

g
 p

ro
g

ra
m

s
 a

n
d

 

p
a

rt
n

e
rs

h
ip

s
. 

o 
O

o
n

s
id

e
ra

ti
o

n
 w

ill
 n

e
e

d
 t

o
 

b
e

 g
iv

e
n

 t
o

 h
o

w
 G

a
rd

e
n

 O
it

y 

L
a

n
d

s 
o

o
m

p
le

m
e

n
t 

th
e

s
e

 

o
th

e
r 

e
x
is

ti
n

g
 O

it
y
 l

a
n

d
s 

a
n

d
 

p
ro

g
ra

m
s

. 

g
a

rd
en

 
ci

ty
 la

n
d

s
 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 
I 

C
IT

Y
$

P
A

C
E

$
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 
I 

P
W

l,
 P

A
R

T
"'

lE
A

S
H

IP
 

I 
A

K
K

A
D

IS
 C

H
A

N
G

E
 M

A
N

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

I 
P

E
C

H
E

T
 S

T
U

D
IO

S
 

w
w

w
.c

re
a

te
g

a
rd

p
o

e
it

y
li

tn
d

s
.c

<
I 

CNCL - 212



G) 

E 
o 
tn 

CNCL - 213



CNCL - 214



~
 

---'"
 -
/R

ic
hm

on
d 

P
re

,.
._

. 1
:: 

..
. 
fo

r:
 C

it
y

 o
f 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 

P
re

p
a

re
d

 b
y

: 
C

it
v
S

p
a

c
e

s
 C

o
n

s
u

lt
l 

19
 L

td
. 

c
re

a
te

 ~~~
1:

~d
S 

w
h

a
t 

h
a

v
e

 w
e

 h
e

a
rd

'?
 

P
u

b
li
c
 E

n
g

a
g

e
m

e
n

t 
~1
.-
r'
1r
n 

J
U

N
E

 2
0

13
 

i s g N
 

CNCL - 215



CNCL - 216



T
a

b
le

 o
f 

C
o

n
te

n
ts

 

I. 
E

X
E

C
U

T
IV

E
 S

U
M

M
A

R
Y

 .
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

. 
1 

II.
 

IN
T

R
O

D
U

C
T

IO
N

 .
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

 5
 

III
. 

ID
E

A
S

 F
A

IR
 .

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
. 

6 

IV
. 

S
T

A
K

E
H

O
L

D
E

R
 W

O
R

K
S

H
O

P
 .
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
. 

16
 

V
. 

C
O

N
C

L
U

S
IO

N
 .

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
. 

21
 

A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
 .
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

..
..

.
..

..
..

..
..

..
. 2

3
 

CNCL - 217



CNCL - 218



I.
 E

x
e

c
u

ti
v

e
 S

u
m

m
a

ry
 

T
h

is
 d

o
c
u

m
e

n
t 

is
 t

h
e

 r
e

su
lt

 o
f a

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 a

n
d

 

s
ta

k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 
id

e
a

s 
a

n
d

 v
is

io
n

in
g

 p
ro

c
e

s
s
 f
o

r 
th

e
 

G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 i

n 
R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

, 
B

.C
. 

T
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y 
L

a
n

d
s 

is
 a

 5
5

-h
e

ct
a

re
 (1

36
 a

cr
e

) 

o
p

e
n

 s
p

a
c
e

 a
c
q

u
ir

e
d

 b
y
 t

h
e

 C
it

y
 o

f 
R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 
in

 2
0

1
0

. 
It

 is
 l

o
c
a

te
d

 in
 t

h
e

 g
ro

w
in

g
 C

it
y
 C

e
n

tr
e

 
a

n
d

 i
s 

s
u

rr
o

u
n

d
e

d
 o

n
 t

h
re

e
 s

id
e

s
 b

y
 u

rb
a

n
 

d
e

v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

a
n

d
 o

n
 t

h
e

 f
o

u
rt

h
 s

id
e

 b
y
 n

a
tu

ra
l 

a
n

d
 r

u
ra

l u
se

s.
 T

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

re
 p

ro
v
in

c
ia

ll
y
 d

e
s


ig
n

a
te

d
 A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 R
e

s
e

rv
e

 (
A

L
R

) 
a

n
d

 

a
s 

C
o

n
s
e

rv
a

ti
o

n
 b

y
 t

h
e

 C
it

y.
 

A
s
 p

a
rt

 o
f 
th

e
 A

L
R

, 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 h

a
v
e

 a
 l

im
it

e
d

 
a

rr
a

y
 o

f 
p

e
rm

it
te

d
 p

o
te

n
ti

a
l 

u
se

s.
 Y

e
t,

 w
it

h
in

 

th
o

s
e

 p
a

ra
m

e
te

rs
, 

a
n

d
 n

o
ti

n
g

 t
h

a
t 

th
e

 C
it

y
's

 
p

o
p

u
la

ti
o

n
 i

s 
a

n
ti

c
ip

a
te

d
 t

o
 g

ro
w

 t
o

 2
1

2
,0

0
0

 

b
y
 2

0
2

1
, 

th
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 p

re
s
e

n
t 
to

 t
h

e
 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 a

 u
n

iq
u

e
 o

p
p

o
rt

u
n

it
y
 t

o
 c

re
a

te
 a

 

le
g

a
c

y
 f

o
r 

th
e

 f
u

tu
re

 o
f 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
. 

C
it

y
 C

o
u

n
c
il
 i
n

it
ia

te
d

 a
 s

ix
 s

te
p

 p
la

n
n

in
g

 e
ff

o
rt

 

to
 h

e
lp

 s
h

a
p

e
 t

h
is

 r
a

re
 o

p
p

o
rt

u
n

it
y
. 

T
h

e
 w

o
rk

 
is

 t
o

 b
e

 c
o

n
c
lu

d
e

d
 b

y
 2

0
1

4
. 

A
s 

p
a

rt
 o

f t
h

e
 f

ir
s
t 

p
h

a
se

 S
it

e
 A

n
a

ly
si

s 
a

n
d

 P
u

b
lic

 E
n

g
a

g
e

m
e

n
t,

 th
e

 

C
it

y
 u

n
d

e
rt

o
o

k
 a

n
 e

x
te

n
s
iv

e
 i
n

v
e

s
ti

g
a

ti
o

n
 i

n
to

 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
's

 h
is

to
ry

, 
it

s
 n

a
tu

ra
l 

sy
st

e
m

s,
 a

n
d

 i
ts

 

p
o

te
n

ti
a

l 
ro

le
 in

 s
u

p
p

o
rt

in
g

 C
it

y
-w

id
e

 p
o

lic
ie

s.
 

T
h

e
 i

n
te

n
t 

o
f 
th

e
 s

it
e

 a
n

a
ly

si
s 

w
a

s 
to

 i
n

fo
rm

 a
 

su
b

se
q

u
e

n
t a

n
d

 in
te

ra
ct

iv
e

 d
ia

lo
g

u
e

 b
e

tw
e

e
n

 th
e

 
c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 a

n
d

 s
ta

k
e

h
o

ld
e

rs
 a

b
o

u
t 

th
e

 f
u

tu
re

 

o
f t

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s.

 

T
h

e
s
e

 i
n

it
ia

l 
s
te

p
s
 o

f 
th

e
 p

ro
c
e

s
s
, 

in
c
lu

d
in

g
 

d
e

v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t o

f t
h

e
 'C

re
a

te
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s'

 

lo
g

o
 &

 g
ra

p
h

ic
s
 s

ta
n

d
a

rd
s
, 

c
u

lm
in

a
te

d
 i

n
 a

n
 

Id
e

a
s 

F
a

ir
 a

t t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s 

on
 S

a
tu

rd
a

y
 J

u
n

e
 1,

 2
0

1
3

 

w
h

e
re

 o
v
e

r 
6

5
0

 p
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 le
a

rn
e

d
 a

b
o

u
t t

h
e

 
C

it
y
 o

w
n

e
d

 p
ro

p
e

rt
y
 a

n
d

 p
ro

v
id

e
d

 t
h

e
ir

 i
d

e
a

s 
fo

r 
th

e
 f

u
tu

re
. 

A
 f

u
rt

h
e

r 
s
ta

k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 
w

o
rk

s
h

o
p

 
w

a
s 

u
n

d
e

rt
a

k
e

n
 o

n
 T

h
u

rs
d

a
y
 J

u
n

e
 6

, 
2

0
1

3
 t

o
 

o
b

ta
in

 i
d

e
a

s 
a

n
d

 i
n

p
u

t f
ro

m
 a

 v
a

ri
e

ty
 o

f g
ro

u
p

s,
 

a
n

d
 t

o
 p

ro
v
id

e
 s

p
e

c
ia

li
z
e

d
 i

n
si

g
h

ts
. 

F
u

rt
h

e
r 

C
it

y
-w

id
e

 p
a

rt
ic

ip
a

ti
o

n
 w

a
s
 e

n
c
o

u
r

a
g

e
d

 a
n

d
 a

ll 
th

e
 m

a
te

ri
a

ls
 d

e
v
e

lo
p

e
d

 f
o

r 
th

e
 

Id
e

a
s 

F
a

ir
 a

n
d

 t
h

e
 S

ta
k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 
W

o
rk

s
h

o
p

 w
e

re
 

p
ro

v
id

e
d

 o
n

-l
in

e
 t

h
ro

u
g

h
 t

h
e

 p
ro

je
c
t 

w
e

b
 s

it
e

 
a

t 
c

re
a

te
g

a
rd

e
n

c
it

y
la

n
d

s
.c

a
. 

• • 
• 

• 
,g

an
Je

" 
cit

V'a
" 

CNCL - 219



ID
E

A
S

 F
A

IR
 

T
h

e
 I

d
e

a
s
 F

a
ir

 w
a

s
 h

e
ld

 o
n

 S
a

tu
rd

a
y
, 

J
u

n
e

 1
,2

0
1

3
 fr

o
m

 1
1

:0
0

a
m

 t
o

 3
:0

0
p

m
. 

It
 

p
ro

v
id

e
d

 m
e

m
b

e
rs

 o
f 

th
e

 p
u

b
li
c
 t

h
e

 

o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
 t

o
 t

o
u

r 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
, 

a
n

d
 

v
ie

w
 th

e
 d

is
p

la
y
e

d
 s

e
ri

e
s 

o
f i

n
fo

rm
a

ti
v
e

 

s
ta

ti
o

n
s
. 

T
h

is
 c

u
lm

in
a

te
d

 i
n

 a
 s

e
ri

e
s
 o

f 

in
te

ra
ct

iv
e

 a
n

d
 th

e
m

e
d

 s
ta

ti
o

n
s 

to
 d

e
ve

lo
p

 

a 
c
o

ll
e

c
ti

o
n

 o
f 

id
e

a
s
 f

o
r 

th
e

 f
u

tu
re

 o
f 

th
e

 L
a

n
d

s.
 

O
ve

r 
6

5
0

 p
e

o
p

le
 a

tt
e

n
d

e
d

 a
n

d
 p

ro
vi

d
e

d
 

in
p

u
t 

vi
a

: 

O
ve

r 
2

0
0

 q
u

e
st

io
n

n
a

ir
e

s 

H
u

n
d

re
d

s 
o

f i
d

e
a

s 
on

 p
o

st
 it

 n
o

te
s 

N
u

m
e

ro
u

s 
d

o
ts

 o
n 

p
re

fe
rr

e
d

 im
a

g
e

s 

2
8

 v
id

e
o

 t
h

o
u

g
h

ts
 

11
 i

de
as

 o
n 

fo
ld

e
d

 p
a

p
e

r 
an

im
al

s;
 a

nd
 

4
0

 w
ri

tt
e

n
 "

P
o

st
ca

rd
s 

fr
o

m
 t

h
e

 
F

ut
ur

e
" 

+
 V

ID
E

O
 

D
u

ri
n

g
 th

e
 I

d
e

a
s 

F
ai

r,
 v

id
e

o
 f

o
o

ta
g

e
 w

a
s 

s
h

o
t 

to
 g

a
in

 p
e

o
p

le
s
' 

in
s
ig

h
t 

in
to

 t
h

e
ir

 

m
e

m
o

ri
e

s
 o

r 
th

e
ir

 i
d

e
a

s
 f

o
r 

th
e

 f
u

tu
re

. 

T
w

e
n

ty
-e

ig
h

t p
e

o
p

le
 s

to
o

d
 in

 f
ro

n
t o

n
 t

h
e

 

ca
m

e
ra

 to
 s

h
a

re
 th

e
ir

 th
o

u
g

h
ts

. O
ve

r 
o

n
e

 

h
o

u
r 
o

f v
id

e
o

 w
a

s 
c
o

n
d

e
n

s
e

d
 d

o
w

n
 t
o

 a
 

2
-4

 m
in

u
te

 o
ve

rv
ie

w
 a

n
d

 w
ill

 b
e

 a
va

ila
b

le
 

th
ro

u
g

h
 t

h
e

 p
ro

je
c
t 

w
e

b
 s

it
e

. 
+

 

O
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IO
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 O
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E
N

G
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
 R

E
P

O
R

T
 

I 
,J

U
N

E
 2

0
1

3
 

I 
O

IT
Y

S
P

A
C

E
S

 C
O

N
S

U
L

T
IN

G
 

S
T

A
K

E
H

O
L

D
E

R
 W

O
R

K
S

H
O

P
 

A
 f

o
c
u

s
e

d
 w

o
rk

s
h

o
p

 w
a

s 
h

e
ld

 o
n

 T
h

u
rs

 
J
u

n
e

 6
, 

2
0

1
3

 f
ro

m
 6

:3
0

 t
o

 9
:0

0
. 

It
 w

a
s 

in
te

n
d

e
d

 to
 b

u
ild

 a
 s

h
a

re
d

 u
n

d
e

rs
ta

n
d

in
g

 

o
f t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

n
d

 t
h

e
 v

a
ri

o
u

s 
o

p
p

o
rt

u
n

i

ti
e

s 
a

n
d

 c
o

n
st

ra
in

ts
 p

re
se

n
t.

 S
p

e
ci

fi
ca

lly
, 

th
e

 w
o

rk
s
h

o
p

s
 s

e
rv

e
d

 a
s 

a
n

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
 

fo
r 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 g

ro
u

p
s
 t

o
 e

x
p

re
s
s
 t

h
e

ir
 

v
a

lu
e

s
 a

n
d

 v
is

io
n

s
 f

o
r 

th
e

 s
it

e
. 

T
h

e
 i

n
c
lu

s
io

n
 o

f 
c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 g

ro
u

p
s
 i

n 

th
e

 p
u

b
lic

 d
ia

lo
g

u
e

 is
 v

a
lu

a
b

le
 in

 b
u

ild
in

g
 

s
u

p
p

o
rt

 f
o

r 
th

e
 p

ro
c
e

s
s
 a

n
d

 f
o

s
te

ri
n

g
 a

 

se
n

se
 o

f o
w

n
e

rs
h

ip
 o

f p
ro

je
c
t o

u
tc

o
m

e
s.

 

T
h

e
 d

is
c
u

s
s
io

n
 t
o

o
k
 in

to
 c

o
n

s
id

e
ra

ti
o

n
 

th
e

 in
ve

st
m

e
n

t o
ft

im
e

, e
n

e
rg

y 
a

n
d

 id
e

a
s 

p
re

v
io

u
s
ly

 m
a

d
e

 b
y
 t

h
e

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 i

n
 

re
la

ti
o

n
 t

o
 t

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s.

 

CNCL - 220



c
re

a
te

 

C
O

M
M

U
N

IC
A

T
IO

N
S

 g
a

rd
en

 
c

it
y 

la
n

d
s 

A
s
 p

a
rt

 o
f 

th
e

 p
ro

c
e

s
s
 t

h
e

 C
it

y
 c

o
m



m
it

te
d

 t
o

 a
n

 e
x
te

n
s
iv

e
 c

o
m

m
u

n
ic

a
ti

o
n

 
p

ro
g

ra
m

 t
o

 i
n

fo
rm

 t
h

e
 p

u
b

li
c
 a

b
o

u
t 

th
e

 

G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s 

p
ro

je
c
t a

n
d

 o
ff

e
r t

h
e

m
 

o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s
 t
o

 e
n

g
a

g
e

 w
it

h
 t

h
e

 p
ro

je
ct

. 
A

 d
e

d
ic

a
te

d
 w

e
b

s
it

e
, 

c
re

a
te

g
a

rd
e

n
c


it
y
la

n
d

s
.c

a
 w

a
s
 d

e
v
e

lo
p

e
d

, 
a

lo
n

g
 w

it
h

 
a 

s
u

p
p

o
rt

in
g

 F
a

c
e

b
o

o
k
 p

a
g

e
, 

T
w

it
te

r 

a
c
c
o

u
n

t 
a

n
d

 d
e

d
ic

a
te

d
 p

ro
je

c
t 

e
m

a
il.

 

A
 u

n
iq

u
e

 p
ro

je
c
t 

lo
g

o
 a

n
d

 v
is

u
a

l 
id

e
n

ti
ty

 

w
a

s 
a

ls
o

 c
re

a
te

d
. 

F
ro

m
 M

a
y 

1
5

th
 to

 J
u

n
e

 
1

,2
0

1
3

 D
a

ily
 F

a
st

 F
a

ct
s 

w
e

re
 p

ro
v
id

e
d

 o
n

 

th
e

 w
e

b
s
it

e
, 

o
n

 t
h

e
 F

a
c
e

b
o

o
k
 p

a
g

e
, 

a
n

d
 

d
is

tr
ib

u
te

d
 v

ia
 T

w
it

te
r 

in
 t

h
e

 l
e

a
d

 u
p

 t
o

 
th

e
 Id

e
a

s 
F

ai
r.

 B
a

ck
g

ro
u

n
d

 in
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 o

n
 

th
e

 h
is

to
ry

, t
h

e
 p

ro
c
e

s
s
, 

a 
p

h
o

to
 g

a
ll
e

ry
 

a
n

d
 i

n
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 o

n
 t

h
e

 I
d

e
a

s
 F

a
ir

 w
e

re
 

a
ls

o
 p

ro
v
id

e
d

 o
n

 t
h

e
 p

ro
je

c
t 

w
e

b
si

te
. 

A
ll 

th
e

 m
a

te
ri

a
ls

 fr
o

m
 th

e
 Id

e
a

s 
F

a
ir

 in
cl

u
d

in
g

 

th
e

 q
u

e
s
ti

o
n

n
a

ir
e

 h
a

v
e

 b
e

e
n

 u
p

lo
a

d
e

d
 

to
 t

h
e

 s
it

e
 a

n
d

 t
h

e
 L

e
t'

s
 T

a
lk

 R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 

o
n

li
n

e
 e

n
g

a
g

e
m

e
n

t 
p

la
tf

o
rm

. 
T

o
 d

a
te

 

a
p

p
ro

x
im

a
te

ly
 1

12
 q

u
e

s
ti

o
n

n
a

ir
e

s
 h

a
v
e

 

b
e

e
n

 f
il
le

d
 i

n 
o

n
 l

in
e

. 
T

h
e

re
 h

a
v
e

 b
e

e
n

 

a
p

p
ro

xi
m

a
te

ly
 2

,0
0

0
 v

is
it

s 
to

 th
e

 w
e

b
si

te
. 

+
 M

E
D

IA
 C

O
V

E
R

A
G

E
 

F
o

r 
th

is
 p

ro
je

c
t,

 a
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
-w

id
e

/ 

m
e

d
ia

 in
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 c

a
m

p
a

ig
n

 w
a

s 
u

n
d

e
r

ta
k
e

n
 i

n
c
lu

d
in

g
 a

 4
-p

a
g

e
 n

e
w

s
p

a
p

e
r 

w
ra

p
 a

d
v
e

rt
is

in
g

 t
h

e
 I

d
e

a
s
 F

a
ir

 i
n

 t
h

e
 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 R

e
vi

e
w

 a
n

d
 a

d
ve

rt
is

in
g

 in
 S

in
g

 
T

a
o

, 
M

in
g

 P
a

o
 a

n
d

 t
h

e
 W

o
rl

d
 J

o
u

rn
a

l.
 

T
h

e
 c

a
m

p
a

ig
n

 g
e

n
e

ra
te

d
 c

o
v
e

ra
g

e
 i

n
 

a 
v
a

ri
e

ty
 o

f 
lo

c
a

l 
a

n
d

 r
e

g
io

n
a

l 
n

e
w

s
 

o
u

tl
e

ts
, 

in
c
lu

d
in

g
 e

x
te

n
s
iv

e
 c

o
v
e

ra
g

e
 

in
 t

h
e

 R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 R

e
vi

e
w

 a
n

d
 R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 

N
e

w
s 

a
n

d
 m

a
jo

r 
C

h
in

e
se

 la
n

g
u

a
g

e
 p

ri
n

t 

ra
d

io
 a

n
d

 T
V

 m
e

d
ia

. 
It

 a
ls

o
 h

a
d

 f
e

a
tu

re
 

c
o

v
e

ra
g

e
 i

n
 t

h
e

 V
a

n
c
o

u
v
e

r 
S

u
n

, 
N

e
w

s 

11
30

, C
B

C
, C

K
N

W
, 

M
e

tr
o

 N
e

w
s 

a
n

d
 o

th
e

r 

o
u

tl
e

ts
. 

F
o

u
r 

m
e

d
ia

 o
u

tl
e

ts
 a

tt
e

n
d

e
d

 

th
e

 I
d

e
a

s 
F

a
ir

 a
n

d
 p

ro
v
id

e
d

 s
u

b
s
e

q
u

e
n

t 

co
ve

ra
g

e
. 

M
e

d
ia

 c
o

ve
ra

g
e

 a
ls

o
 in

cl
u

d
e

d
 

a
n

 e
d

it
o

ri
a

l c
a

rt
o

o
n

 b
y
 G

ra
h

a
m

 H
a

rr
o

p
 

in
 t

h
e

 S
a

tu
rd

a
y
, 

J
u

n
e

 1
st

 e
d

it
io

n
 o

f t
h

e
 

V
a

n
c
o

u
v
e

r 
S

u
n

, 
a

s 
se

e
n

 a
b

o
ve

. 

In
 a

d
d

it
io

n
, 

in
v
it

a
ti

o
n

s
 w

e
re

 m
a

il
e

d
 t

o
 

3
5

0
0

 r
e

s
id

e
n

ts
 in

 t
h

e
 s

u
rr

o
u

n
d

in
g

 a
re

a
. 

T
h

ro
u

g
h

 t
h

e
 
in

p
u

t 
g

a
th

e
re

d
 
a

t 
th

e
 

Id
e

a
s
 F

a
ir

, 
o

n
lin

e
, 

a
t 

th
e

 S
ta

k
e

h
o

ld
e

rs
 

W
o

rk
sh

o
p

, 
a

n
d

 t
h

ro
u

g
h

 d
is

cu
ss

io
n

s 
a

n
d

 

le
tt

e
rs

 -
s
o

m
e

 c
o

n
s
is

te
n

t 
m

e
s
s
a

g
e

s
 

h
a

ve
 e

m
e

rg
e

d
: 

E
X

E
C

U
T

IV
E

 S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
 

I 
0

3
 

CNCL - 221



O
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IO
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 O
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E
N

G
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
 R

E
P

O
R

T
 

I 
J
U

N
E

 2
0

1
3

 
I 

O
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 

CNCL - 222



II
. 

In
tr

o
d

u
c

ti
o

n
 

B
A

C
K

G
R

O
U

N
D

 

A
ft

e
r 

c
lo

s
e

 t
o

 6
0

 y
e

a
rs

 o
f 

in
te

re
s
t,

 t
h

e
 C

it
y
 o

f 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 f

in
a

ll
y
 p

u
rc

h
a

s
e

d
 t

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 

L
a

n
d

s 
in

 2
0

1
0

. 
A

c
q

u
ir

e
d

 f
o

r 
c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 u

se
, t

h
e

 

C
it

y
 is

 n
o

w
 a

m
id

s
t 

a 
6 

s
te

p
 p

la
n

n
in

g
 p

ro
c
e

s
s
 t
o

 

d
e

te
rm

in
e

 t
h

e
 f

u
tu

re
 o

f 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
. 

G
iv

e
n

 t
h

e
 

v
a

s
tn

e
s
s
 a

n
d

 s
tr

a
te

g
ic

 l
o

c
a

ti
o

n
 o

f 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
, 

th
is

 p
re

s
e

n
ts

 t
o

 t
h

e
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 a

 "
o

n
c
e

 i
n

 a
 

li
fe

ti
m

e
" 

o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
 t
o

 c
re

a
te

 a
 l

e
g

a
c
y
 p

a
rk

. 

K
n

o
w

in
g

 th
is

, 
th

e
 C

it
y
 h

a
s 

u
n

d
e

rt
a

k
e

n
 t

h
e

 f
ir

s
t 

fe
w

 s
te

p
s
 in

 i
ts

 p
ro

c
e

s
s
 -

a
n

 e
x
te

n
s
iv

e
 a

n
a

ly
s
is

 

o
f 

th
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

n
d

 i
ts

 n
a

tu
ra

l 
s
y
s
te

m
s
 f

o
ll
o

w
e

d
 

b
y
 a

n
 id

e
a

s
-g

e
n

e
ra

ti
n

g
 e

n
g

a
g

e
m

e
n

t 
e

ff
o

rt
 w

it
h

 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 r

e
s
id

e
n

ts
 a

n
d

 s
ta

k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 
g

ro
u

p
s
. 

T
h

e
 i

n
te

n
t 

o
f 

th
e

 p
u

b
li
c
 e

n
g

a
g

e
m

e
n

t 
p

ro
c
e

s
s
 

w
a

s
 t

o
 b

e
 a

s 
b

ro
a

d
 a

n
d

 i
n

c
lu

s
iv

e
 a

s 
p

o
s
s
ib

le
. 

W
h

ile
 t
h

e
 s

it
e

 a
n

a
ly

si
s 

c
o

n
ti

n
u

e
s
, 

th
e

 s
u

m
m

a
ry

 

o
f t

h
e

 in
it

ia
l e

n
g

a
g

e
m

e
n

t e
v
e

n
ts

 is
 s

u
m

m
a

ri
z
e

d
 

th
ro

u
g

h
 t

h
is

 r
e

p
o

rt
. 

In
v
e

n
to

ry
 

a
n

d
 

A
n

a
ly

s
is

 

O
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s
 

/ 
C

o
n

s
tr

a
in

ts
 

Id
e

n
ti

fi
c
a

ti
o

n
 

IN
V

E
N

T
O

R
Y

 +
 A

N
A

L
Y

S
IS

 

T
h

e
 C

it
y
 o

f R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 e

n
g

a
g

e
d

 a
 s

e
ri

e
s 

o
f e

xp
e

rt
s 

to
 u

n
d

e
rt

a
k
e

 s
it

e
-s

p
e

c
if

ic
 i

n
v
e

n
to

ri
e

s
 o

f 
th

e
 

h
is

to
ry

 a
n

d
 h

e
ri

ta
g

e
 o

f 
th

e
 l

a
n

d
; 

v
e

g
e

ta
ti

o
n

 

a
n

a
ly

si
s;

 b
io

d
iv

e
rs

it
y
 a

n
a

ly
si

s;
 w

il
d

li
fe

 a
s
s
e

s
s


m
e

n
t;

 s
o

ils
 a

s
s
e

s
s
m

e
n

t;
 a

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

re
 c

a
p

a
b

il
it

y
 

a
n

d
 s

u
it

a
b

il
it

y
. 

T
h

is
 w

o
rk

 p
ro

v
id

e
d

 t
h

e
 b

a
s
is

 f
o

r 
a 

s
e

ri
e

s
 o

f 

in
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
a

l 
d

is
p

la
y
 p

a
n

e
ls

 o
n

 t
h

e
 p

la
n

n
in

g
 

p
ro

c
e

s
s
; 

s
it

e
 h

e
ri

ta
g

e
 a

n
d

 h
is

to
ry

; 
a

n
d

 t
h

e
 

e
c
o

lo
g

y
 o

f t
h

e
 s

it
e

. 

F
u

rt
h

e
r 

a
n

a
ly

si
s 

w
o

rk
 w

a
s 

u
n

d
e

rt
a

k
e

n
 t
o

 in
fo

rm
 

o
f t

h
e

 s
u

rr
o

u
n

d
in

g
 n

e
ig

h
b

o
u

rh
o

o
d

s
 in

 t
h

e
 C

it
y
 

C
e

n
tr

e
 a

re
a

; t
h

e
 r

e
la

ti
o

n
s
h

ip
 o

f t
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
 

L
a

n
d

s
 t

o
 t

h
e

 e
x
is

ti
n

g
 p

a
rk

s
 a

n
d

 o
p

e
n

 s
p

a
c
e

 

n
e

tw
o

rk
; 

h
e

a
lt

h
 a

n
d

 w
e

ll
 n

e
ss

; 
p

la
c
e

-m
a

k
in

g
 

a
n

d
 t

h
e

 A
L

R
. 

O
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s
 a

n
d

 l
im

it
a

ti
o

n
s
 w

e
re

 i
d

e
n

ti
fi

e
d

 

a
n

d
 s

tr
e

a
m

li
n

e
d

 in
to

 a
 s

e
ri

e
s 

o
f "

D
id

 y
o

u
 K

n
o

w
" 

in
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 s

e
c
ti

o
n

s
 f
o

r 
e

a
ch

 o
f t

h
e

 in
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 

d
is

p
la

y
 p

a
n

e
ls

. 

V
is

io
n

 &
 G

u
id

in
g

 

P
ri

n
c
ip

le
s
 

D
e

v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

C
o

n
c
e

p
t 

/ 
S

c
e

n
a

ri
o

 

O
p

ti
o

n
s
 

D
e

v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

P
U

B
L

IC
 E

N
G

A
G

E
M

E
N

T
 

T
h

e
 in

fo
rm

a
ti

o
n

a
l 

p
a

n
e

ls
 w

e
re

 s
h

a
re

d
 w

it
h

 t
h

e
 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 a

t 
th

e
 I

d
e

a
s
 F

a
ir

, 
th

e
 S

ta
k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 

W
o

rk
s
h

o
p

, 
a

n
d

 h
a

ve
 r

e
m

a
in

e
d

 o
n

-l
in

e
 t
h

ro
u

g
h

 

th
e

 p
ro

je
c
t 

w
e

b
 s

it
e

. 

T
h

e
 
Id

e
a

s
 
F

a
ir

 w
a

s
 
lo

c
a

te
d

 o
n

 t
h

e
 
L

a
n

d
s
 

a
n

d
 p

ro
v
id

e
d

 t
h

e
 o

p
p

o
rt

u
n

it
y
 f

o
r 

p
e

o
p

le
 t

o
 

e
x
p

e
ri

e
n

c
e

 th
e

 L
a

n
d

s 
fi

rs
t 

h
a

n
d

. 
It

 a
ls

o
 p

ro
vi

d
e

d
 

th
e

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
 to

 s
e

e
 t
h

e
 v

ie
w

s,
 t

h
e

 w
id

e
-o

p
e

n
 

s
p

a
c
e

, 
a

n
d

 t
h

e
 f

lo
ra

 a
n

d
 f

a
u

n
a

 o
f 

th
e

 L
a

n
d

s
. 

T
h

e
 a

b
il
it

y
 t

o
 a

c
c
e

s
s
 t

h
e

 s
it

e
 w

a
s
 g

e
n

u
in

e
ly

 
a

p
p

re
c
ia

te
d

 b
y
 th

e
 p

u
b

lic
 a

tt
e

n
d

in
g

, 
m

a
n

y 
d

o
in

g
 

s
o

 f
o

r 
th

e
 f

ir
s
t 

ti
m

e
. 

F
o

r t
h

e
 S

ta
ke

h
o

ld
e

r W
o

rk
sh

o
p

, p
o

s
t-

it
 n

o
te

 b
ra

in


s
to

rm
in

g
 te

a
s
e

d
 o

u
t t

h
e

 p
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

' t
h

o
u

g
h

ts
 

o
n

 t
h

e
 v

a
lu

e
s
 r

e
la

te
d

 t
o

 t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
. 

T
h

is
 w

a
s
 

c
o

m
p

li
m

e
n

te
d

 b
y
 g

ra
p

h
ic

 f
a

c
il
it

a
ti

o
n

, 
w

h
e

re
 

p
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 id
e

a
s 

a
re

 v
is

u
a

lly
 r

e
c
o

rd
e

d
, d

u
ri

n
g

 

a 
d

is
c
u

s
s
io

n
 o

n
 p

e
o

p
le

's
 v

is
io

n
s
 f

o
r 

th
e

 f
u

tu
re

. 

T
h

e
 f

o
ll
o

w
in

g
 p

a
g

e
s
 p

ro
v
id

e
 m

o
re

 d
e

ta
il
e

d
 

in
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 o

n
 b

o
th

 t
h

e
 I

d
e

a
s 

F
ai

r,
 S

ta
k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 

W
o

rk
s
h

o
p

, 
a

n
d

 
th

e
 

o
u

tc
o

m
e

s
 

fr
o

m
 

th
e

 

in
p

u
t 

g
a

th
e

re
d

. 

P
re

fe
rr

e
d

 C
o

n
c
e

p
t 

/ 
S

c
e

n
a

ri
o

 

D
e

v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

F
in

a
l V

is
io

n
 

a
n

d
 

C
o

n
c
e

p
t 

P
la

n
 

IN
T

R
O

D
U

C
T

IO
N

 
I 

0
5

 

CNCL - 223



II
I.

 I
d

e
a

s
 F

a
ir

 

O
n

e
 o

f 
th

e
 o

b
je

c
ti

v
e

s
 o

f 
th

e
 I

d
e

a
s
 F

a
ir

 w
a

s
 t

o
 e

n
g

a
g

e
 p

e
o

p
le

 a
b

o
u

t 
th

e
ir

 p
o

te
n

ti
a

l 
p

re
-c

o
n

c
e

p
ti

o
n

s
 

o
f 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
, 

in
fo

rm
 p

a
rt

ic
ip

a
n

ts
 o

n
 t

h
e

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s
 a

n
d

 l
im

it
a

ti
o

n
s
 i

n
h

e
re

n
t 

to
 t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

n
d

 s
e

t 

th
e

m
 f

re
e

 t
o

 c
re

a
te

 a
n

d
 s

h
a

p
e

 t
h

e
ir

 i
d

e
a

s
 f
o

r 
th

e
 f

u
tu

re
. 

G
O

A
L

S
 

D
e

v
e

lo
p

 O
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 A

w
a

re
n

e
s
s
 o

f 
th

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 O
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s
 

E
x
p

e
ri

e
n

c
e

 t
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 O
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s
 f

ir
s
t 

h
a

n
d

 

U
n

d
e

rs
ta

n
d

 t
h

e
 p

a
ra

m
e

te
rs

 o
f 
th

e
 A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 R
e

s
e

rv
e

 

L
e

a
rn

 a
b

o
u

t 
th

e
 E

c
o

lo
g

y
, 

H
e

ri
ta

g
e

, 
O

o
n

te
x
t 

a
n

d
 t

h
e

 P
la

n
n

in
g

 P
ro

c
e

s
s
 

G
e

n
e

ra
te

 I
d

e
a

s
 

IN
F

O
R

M
A

T
IO

N
A

L
 D

IS
P

L
A

Y
 P

A
N

E
L

S
 

In
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
a

l d
is

p
la

y
 p

a
n

e
ls

 w
e

re
 d

e
v
e

lo
p

e
d

 t
o

 e
d

u
c
a

te
 t
h

e
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 o

n
 t

h
e

 f
o

ll
o

w
in

g
 G

a
rd

e
n

 O
it

y
 

L
a

n
d

s
 s

u
b

je
c
ts

: 

P
la

n
n

in
g

 P
ro

c
e

s
s
 &

 F
ra

m
e

w
o

rk
 

H
e

ri
ta

g
e

 &
 H

is
to

ry
 

A
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

re
 L

a
n

d
 R

e
s
e

rv
e

 &
 U

rb
a

n
 A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

re
 

T
h

e
 E

n
v
ir

o
n

m
e

n
t 

&
 S

it
e

 E
c
o

lo
g

y
 

S
u

rr
o

u
n

d
in

g
 N

e
ig

h
b

o
u

rh
o

o
d

 O
o

n
te

x
t 

P
a

rk
s
 &

 O
p

e
n

 S
p

a
c
e

 O
o

n
te

x
t 

W
e

ll
n

e
s
s
 &

 A
c
ti

v
e

 L
iv

in
g

 

P
la

c
e

-m
a

k
in

g
 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E
N

G
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
 R

E
P

O
R

T
 

I 
J
U

N
E

 2
0

1
3

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 

U
rb

an
 A

gr
i(

\'
" 

CNCL - 224



B
e

lo
w

 a
re

 d
e

s
c
ri

p
ti

o
n

s
 o

f s
o

m
e

 o
f t

h
e

 I
d

e
a

s 
F

a
ir

 p
u

b
li
c
 e

n
g

a
g

e
m

e
n

t 
e

ff
o

rt
s
 f
o

c
u

s
e

d
 o

n
 e

n
g

a
g

in
g

 w
it

h
 

p
e

o
p

le
, a

n
d

 g
e

n
e

ra
ti

n
g

 d
is

c
u

s
s
io

n
s
 a

n
d

 v
a

lu
a

b
le

 f
e

e
d

b
a

c
k
. 

V
IS

U
A

L
 E

X
P

L
O

R
E

R
 G

A
M

E
 

T
h

e
 V

is
u

a
l E

x
p

lo
re

r ™
 g

a
m

e
 is

 a
 t

o
o

l f
o

r 
c
re

a
ti

v
e

 
c
o

n
v
e

rs
a

ti
o

n
s
, 

u
s
in

g
 im

a
g

e
ry

. A
 w

id
e

 v
a

ri
e

ty
 o

f 

im
a

g
e

s 
w

e
re

 s
e

t o
u

t 
o

n
 a

 ta
b

le
. 
T

h
e

 im
a

g
e

s 
w

e
re

 
ta

il
o

re
d

 t
o

 t
h

o
s
e

 r
e

le
v
a

n
t 

to
 t

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 

L
a

n
d

s.
 P

a
rt

ic
ip

a
n

ts
 c

h
o

se
 a

n
 im

a
g

e
 th

a
t 

in
sp

ir
e

d
 

th
e

m
. 

P
e

o
p

le
 t

h
e

n
 d

e
s
c
ri

b
e

d
 w

h
y
 a

n
d

 w
h

a
t 

it
 

m
e

a
n

t 
in

 t
e

rm
s
 o

f 
th

e
 f

u
tu

re
 o

f 
th

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 

C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s.

 

C
o

m
m

e
n

ts
 v

o
ic

e
d

 o
ft

e
n

 b
y 

p
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 in
cl

u
d

e
d

: 

P
re

s
e

rv
e

 N
a

tu
re

 

P
la

c
e

 f
o

r 
P

ic
n

ic
s
 a

n
d

 F
a

m
ili

e
s 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 L

a
n

d
m

a
rk

 

G
ro

w
in

g
 F

o
o

d
, 

F
a

rm
 T

o
u

rs
 

R
e

la
x

, B
re

a
th

, 
R

e
tr

e
a

t 

C
R

E
A

T
E

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

: 
T

H
E

 G
A

M
E

 

P
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 h
a

d
 t

h
e

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
 t

o
 s

h
o

w
 

th
e

ir
 

c
re

a
ti

v
e

 
s
id

e
 

b
y
 

w
o

rk
in

g
 

w
it

h
 

v
a

ri
o

u
s
 t

o
o

ls
, 

s
u

c
h

 a
s 

p
o

s
t-

it
 n

o
te

s
, 

tr
a

c
in

g
 

p
a

p
e

r,
 c

o
lo

u
re

d
 p

e
n

s
, 

L
e

g
o

 a
n

d
 s

m
a

ll
 t

o
y
s
 

to
 
d

e
s
c
ri

b
e

 
w

h
a

t 
th

e
y
 
e

n
v
is

io
n

e
d

 
a

t 
th

e
 

G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s

. 

T
h

e
m

e
s
 t

h
a

t 
re

o
c
c
u

rr
e

d
 
w

h
e

n
 
d

e
s
c
ri

b
in

g
 

p
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

' c
re

a
ti

o
n

s
 i

n
c
lu

d
e

d
: 

E
d

u
c
a

ti
o

n
 a

n
d

 I
n

te
ra

c
ti

v
e

 

W
e

lln
e

ss
, 

p
e

a
c
e

, 
c
a

lm
 

N
a

tu
ra

l 
-

tr
e

e
s
, 

p
la

n
ts

, 
fl

o
w

e
rs

 

U
rb

a
n

 A
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

re
, 

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 G

a
rd

e
n

s
 

ID
E

A
S

 F
A

IR
 

I 
0

7
 

CNCL - 225



V
ID

E
O

 T
O

 T
H

E
 F

U
T

U
R

E
 

T
h

e
 v

id
e

o
 b

o
o

th
 p

ro
vi

d
e

d
 a

 w
in

d
o

w
 to

 th
e

 fu
tu

re
. 

P
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 h
e

ld
 u

p
 a

 f
ra

m
e

 a
n

d
 p

ro
vi

d
e

d
 t

h
e

ir
 

m
e

m
o

ri
e

s
, 

c
o

m
m

e
n

ts
 a

n
d

/o
r 

id
e

a
s 

fo
r 

G
a

rd
e

n
 

O
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s.

 

A
 s

u
m

m
a

ry
 v

id
e

o
 is

 a
va

ila
b

le
 th

ro
u

g
h

 th
e

 w
e

b
si

te
 

a
t 

c
re

a
te

g
a

rd
e

n
c

it
y

la
n

d
s

.c
a

. 

F
O

L
D

IN
G

 P
A

P
E

R
 F

U
N

 

D
ra

w
in

g
 u

p
o

n
 th

e
 L

a
n

d
s 

fo
r 

in
sp

ir
a

ti
o

n
, 
p

a
rt

ic


ip
a

n
ts

 h
a

d
 t

h
e

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
 t

o
 l

e
a

rn
 t

h
e

 a
rt

 o
f 

fo
ld

in
g

 p
a

p
e

r,
 c

re
a

ti
n

g
 a

n
im

a
ls

, 
b

ir
d

s 
a

n
d

 s
h

a
p

e
s 

o
ft

e
n

 fo
u

n
d

 o
n 

th
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 O

it
y 

L
a

n
d

s,
 a

s 
a 

m
e

a
n

s 

o
f d

e
m

o
n

s
tr

a
ti

n
g

 th
e

 t
ra

n
s
fo

rm
a

ti
v
e

 p
o

w
e

r 
o

f 
c
re

a
ti

o
n

. 
S

o
m

e
 p

e
o

p
le

 d
re

w
 o

r 
p

ro
v
id

e
d

 t
h

e
ir

 
th

o
u

g
h

ts
 o

n
 t

h
e

 f
in

a
l 

fo
ld

e
d

 c
re

a
ti

o
n

s
. 

T
w

o
 r

e
o

c
c
u

rr
in

g
 c

o
m

m
e

n
ts

 i
n

cl
u

d
e

d
: 

A
 P

a
rk

 f
o

r 
A

ll 
A

g
e

s 

O
rg

a
n

ic
 A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

re
 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E
N

G
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
 R

E
P

O
R

T
 

I 
J
U

N
E

 2
0

1
3

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 

P
O

S
T

C
A

R
D

S
 F

R
O

M
 T

H
E

 F
U

T
U

R
E

 

P
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 w
e

re
 p

ro
vi

d
e

d
 a

 p
o

st
ca

rd
 a

n
d

 a
sk

e
d

 
to

 w
ri

te
 o

r 
d

ra
w

 t
h

e
ir

 v
is

io
n

 a
s 

if
 th

e
y
 w

e
re

 i
n

 

th
e

 y
e

a
r 

2
1

0
0

. 
T

h
e

 m
e

ss
a

g
e

s 
sh

a
re

d
 d

e
s
c
ri

b
e

 

w
h

a
t 
th

e
y
 s

a
w

 a
t 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 a

n
d

 h
o

w
 th

e
 L

a
n

d
s 

m
ig

h
t 

lo
o

k
 1

0
0

 y
e

a
rs

 f
ro

m
 n

o
w

. 

P
o

p
u

la
r 

m
e

ss
a

g
e

s 
fr

o
m

 t
h

e
 f

u
tu

re
 d

e
s
c
ri

b
e

d
: 

P
re

se
rv

e
d

 P
a

rk
 

O
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 P

ri
d

e
, 

O
w

n
e

rs
h

ip
 

W
a

lk
in

g
 T

ra
ils

, 
B

o
a

rd
w

a
lk

s
 

F
a

rm
in

g
 

Ic
o

n
ic

 D
e

s
ti

n
a

ti
o

n
 

CNCL - 226



G
A

R
D

E
N

 O
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 I
M

P
R

E
S

S
IO

N
 

T
R

E
E

 

T
h

e
 f

o
ld

e
d

 p
a

p
e

r 
a

rt
, 

p
o

s
tc

a
rd

 &
 i

n
d

iv
id

u
a

l 

th
o

u
g

h
ts

 w
e

re
 a

tt
a

c
h

e
d

 t
o

 a
 s

tr
in

g
 a

n
d

 h
u

n
g

 

o
n

 o
n

e
 o

f 
th

re
e

 t
re

e
s
 t

o
 b

e
 s

h
a

re
d

 w
it

h
 a

ll
 

th
o

s
e

 a
tt

e
n

d
in

g
. 

T
h

e
 o

v
e

ra
ll
 i

n
te

n
t 

w
a

s
 t

o
 

c
re

a
te

 a
 p

ie
c
e

 o
f 

te
m

p
o

ra
ry

 p
u

b
li
c
 a

rt
 o

n
 

th
e

 
L

a
n

d
s
 

d
u

ri
n

g
 
th

e
 

e
v
e

n
t.

 
T

h
e

 
tr

e
e

s
 

p
ro

v
id

e
d

 w
e

re
 r

e
-p

la
n

te
d

 i
n

 a
 s

tr
e

e
t 

m
e

d
ia

n
 

th
e

 f
o

ll
o

w
in

g
 w

e
e

k
. 

S
IT

E
 T

O
U

R
S

 

S
it

e
 t

o
u

rs
 o

u
t 

o
n

to
 t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 w

e
re

 u
n

d
e

rt
a

k
e

n
 

e
v
e

ry
 3

0
 m

in
u

te
s
 g

u
id

e
d

 b
y
 b

o
ta

n
is

ts
 a

n
d

 s
ta

ff
 

fr
o

m
 t
h

e
 N

a
tu

re
 P

a
rk

. 
T

h
is

 p
ro

v
id

e
d

 t
h

e
 p

u
b

li
c
 

w
it

h
 a

n
 u

n
d

e
rs

ta
n

d
in

g
 o

f t
h

e
 f
lo

ra
 a

n
d

 f
a

u
n

a
 o

f 

th
e

 p
ro

p
e

rt
y
. 

It
 a

ls
o

 g
a

ve
 m

a
n

y
 a

tt
e

n
d

e
e

s
 t

h
e

 

fi
rs

t 
o

p
p

o
rt

u
n

it
y
 t

o
 e

x
p

e
ri

e
n

c
e

 t
h

e
 v

ie
w

s,
 s

iz
e

 

a
n

d
 v

a
s
tn

e
s
s
 o

f t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
. 

O
P

P
O

R
T

U
N

IT
IE

S
 F

O
R

 F
E

E
D

B
A

O
K

 

In
 a

d
d

it
io

n
 t

o
 t
h

o
s
e

 a
c
ti

v
it

ie
s
 a

lr
e

a
d

y
 id

e
n

ti
fi

e
d

, 

p
e

o
p

le
 w

e
re

 p
ro

v
id

e
d

 w
it

h
 a

 r
a

n
g

e
 o

f a
d

d
it

io
n

a
l 

o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s
 t

o
 p

ro
v
id

e
 f

e
e

d
b

a
c
k
 i
n

c
lu

d
in

g
: 

Q
u

e
s
ti

o
n

n
a

ir
e

s
 

S
ti

c
k
y
 N

o
te

s
 

P
la

c
in

g
 d

o
ts

 o
n

 i
m

a
g

e
s
 t

h
a

t 
re

s
o

n
a

te
d

 

V
e

rb
a

l 
d

is
c
u

s
s
io

n
 w

it
h

 s
ta

ff
 a

n
d

 t
h

e
 

c
o

n
s
u

lt
a

n
t 

te
a

m
 

T
h

e
 v

e
rb

a
ti

m
 r

e
sp

o
n

se
s 

fr
o

m
 a

ll 
th

e
se

 o
p

p
o

rt
u



n
it

ie
s
 w

e
re

 r
e

c
o

rd
e

d
 a

n
d

 a
re

 a
v
a

ila
b

le
 t
h

ro
u

g
h

 

th
e

 A
p

p
e

n
d

ix
. 

ID
E

A
S

 F
A

IR
 

I 
0

9
 

CNCL - 227



P
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 w
e

re
 a

sk
e

d
 "

W
h

a
t 

d
id

 y
o

u
 l

e
a

rn
 t

o
d

a
y
 t

h
a

t 
yo

u
 d

id
 n

o
t 

kn
o

w
 b

e
fo

re
?

".
 

B
u

b
b

le
 s

iz
e

s 
c
o

rr
e

s
p

o
n

d
 t

o
 t

h
e

 n
u

m
b

e
r 
o

f t
im

e
s
 e

a
ch

 t
o

p
ic

 w
a

s 
in

d
ic

a
te

d
 in

 f
e

e
d

b
a

ck
. 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E
I\

IG
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
 R

E
P

O
R

T
 

I 
JU

N
E

 2
0

1
3

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
I\

lS
U

L
T

IN
G

 

CNCL - 228



T
h

re
e

 p
o

s
s
ib

le
 t

h
e

m
e

s
 h

a
ve

 b
e

e
n

 p
re

v
io

u
s
ly

 i
d

e
n

ti
fi

e
d

 f
o

r 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
 b

y
 O

o
u

n
c
il.

 H
o

w
e

ve
r,

 o
th

e
r 

th
e

m
e

s
 m

a
y
 b

e
 c

o
n

s
id

e
re

d
 a

s 
w

e
ll.

 

W
e

 a
s
k
e

d
 "

H
o

w
 i
m

p
o

rt
a

n
t 

a
re

 t
h

e
s
e

 t
h

e
m

e
s
 t

o
 y

o
u

?
" 

M
e

m
b

e
rs

 o
f 

th
e

 p
u

b
li
c
 w

e
re

 i
n

v
it

e
d

 t
o

 r
a

n
k
 

th
e

 t
h

re
e

 m
a

jo
r 

th
e

m
e

s
 p

re
v
io

u
s
ly

 o
u

tl
in

e
d

 
b

y
 O

o
u

n
c
il
 a

t 
th

e
 o

u
ts

e
t 

o
f 

th
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 O

it
y
 

L
a

n
d

s.
 T

h
e

 i
n

te
n

t 
o

f 
th

e
 q

u
e

s
ti

o
n

 w
a

s 
to

 r
a

n
k
 

th
e

 t
h

re
e

 t
h

e
m

e
s
 in

 o
rd

e
r 
o

f i
m

p
o

rt
a

n
c
e

, 
w

h
ic

h
 

m
o

s
t 

p
e

o
p

le
 d

id
. 
S

o
m

e
 p

e
o

p
le

, 
h

o
w

e
ve

r,
 c

h
o

s
e

 

to
 s

im
p

ly
 t

ic
k
 o

ff
 th

e
 t

h
e

m
e

s
 t

h
a

t 
re

s
o

n
a

te
d

 

m
o

s
t t

o
 t
h

e
m

. 
In

 e
it

h
e

r 
c
ir

c
u

m
s
ta

n
c
e

 t
h

e
 o

rd
e

r 

o
f 
im

p
o

rt
a

n
c
e

 r
e

m
a

in
e

d
 s

im
ila

r.
 

T
h

e
 a

tt
e

n
d

e
e

s
 w

e
re

 a
s
k
e

d
 t

o
 d

e
s
c
ri

b
e

 o
th

e
r 

p
o

s
s
ib

le
 t
h

e
m

e
s
 t
h

a
t 

m
ig

h
t 

h
e

lp
 s

h
a

p
e

 t
h

e
 n

e
x
t 

p
h

a
se

s 
o

f t
h

e
 p

ro
ce

ss
. 

P
re

d
o

m
in

a
n

tl
y 

th
e

 "
o

th
e

r"
 

c
o

m
m

e
n

ts
 te

n
d

e
d

 t
o

 fo
c
u

s
 m

o
re

 o
n

 u
se

s 
th

a
n

 o
n

 

th
e

m
e

s
 i
n

c
lu

d
in

g
 k

e
e

p
in

g
 i
t 

n
a

tu
ra

l 
o

r 
a

s 
p

a
rk

. 

E
N

A
B

L
IN

G
 C

O
M

M
U

N
IT

Y
 W

E
L

L
N

E
S

S
 A

N
D

 H
E

A
L

T
H

Y
 L

IF
E

S
T

Y
L

E
S

 

S
o

m
e

 f
u

rt
h

e
r 

p
o

s
s
ib

il
it

ie
s
 o

r 
fu

tu
re

 d
ir

e
c


ti
o

n
s
 
in

c
lu

d
e

d
 

p
ro

v
is

io
n

 
o

f 
e

d
u

c
a

ti
o

n
, 

a
n

 

a
rt

 f
a

ir
 g

ro
u

n
d

s
, 

s
p

o
rt

s
 a

c
ti

v
it

ie
s
, 

a
n

d
 a

 z
o

o
. 

O
o

m
m

e
rc

ia
l 

o
r 

b
u

s
in

e
s
s
 d

e
v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t,

 a
n

 R
V

 

p
a

rk
, 

a 
h

o
s
p

it
a

l,
 a

n
d

 s
o

m
e

 f
o

rm
 o

fO
iv

ic
 O

e
n

tr
e

 

w
e

re
 m

o
re

 i
n

te
n

s
iv

e
 i

d
e

a
s
 i

d
e

n
ti

fi
e

d
. 

W
h

ile
 a

ll 

c
o

n
tr

ib
u

ti
o

n
s
 a

re
 v

a
lu

e
d

, 
it

 is
 n

o
te

d
 t

h
a

t 
s
o

m
e

 

o
f t

h
e

s
e

 o
th

e
r 

id
e

a
s
 a

re
 n

o
t 
c
o

n
s
is

te
n

t w
it

h
 t

h
e

 

A
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 R
e

s
e

rv
e

 p
a

ra
m

e
te

rs
 d

u
e

 t
o

 

th
e

 i
n

te
n

s
it

y
 o

f d
e

v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

re
q

u
ir

e
d

. 

D
E

M
O

N
S

T
R

A
T

IN
G

 E
N

V
IR

O
N

M
E

N
T

A
L

 S
U

S
T

A
IN

A
B

IL
IT

Y
 

S
H

O
W

C
A

S
IN

G
 U

R
B

A
N

 A
G

R
IC

U
L

T
U

R
E

 

ID
E

A
S

 F
A

IR
 

I 
11

 

CNCL - 229



H
 

E
 

P
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 w
e

re
 a

s
k

e
d

 "
H

o
w

 w
o

u
ld

 y
o

u
 c

re
a

te
 a

 l
e

g
a

c
y

 g
if

t 
fo

r 
al

l 
C

it
y

 r
e

s
id

e
n

ts
?

 T
el

l 
us

 w
h

ic
h

 o
f t

h
e 

fo
ll

o
w

in
g

 f
a

rm
 a

n
d

 n
o

n
-f

a
rm

 a
c

ti
v

it
ie

s
 p

e
rm

it
te

d
 

w
it

h
in

 t
h

e
 A

L
R

 y
o

u
 w

o
u

ld
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
."

 S
T

R
O

N
G

L
Y

 
S

U
P

P
O

R
T

 

E
c

o
lo

g
ic

a
l 

R
e

s
e

rv
e

 
(e

.g
. R

io
h

m
o

n
d

 N
at

u
ra

l P
a

rk
) 

S
it

e
-r

e
la

te
d

 E
d

u
c

a
ti

o
n

 
a

n
d

 R
e

s
e

a
rc

h
 

S
O

M
E

W
H

A
T

 
S

T
R

O
N

G
L

Y
 

S
O

M
E

W
H

A
T

 
S

U
P

P
O

R
T

 
N

E
U

T
R

A
L

 
D

O
N

'T
 S

U
P

P
O

R
T

 
D

O
N

'T
 S

U
P

P
O

R
T

 

P
a

s
s

iv
e

 R
e

c
re

a
ti

o
n

 
(e

.g
. w

a
lk

in
g 

tr
a

ils
, 

b
o

a
rd

w
a

lk
s,

 
b

ir
d

 w
a

to
h

in
g,

 p
io

ni
o

s)
 

C
ro

p
 P

ro
d

u
c

ti
o

n
 

O
p

e
n

 P
a

rk
la

n
d

 
(e

.g
. 

o
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 g

a
th

e
ri

n
g 

s
p

ao
e

s,
 o

o
m

m
u

ni
ty

 g
a

rd
e

n
s)

 

L
e

a
v

e
 A

s
 I

s 
(e

.g
. 

s
u

s
ta

in
a

b
il

it
y 

o
e

n
tr

e,
 

fa
rm

 s
o

h
o

o
l) 

(e
.g

. r
o

o
t 

a
n

d
 g

re
e

n
 v

e
g

e
ta

bl
es

. 

b
e

rr
ie

s,
 g

re
e

nh
o

u
se

s
) 

A
g

ri
c

u
lt

u
ra

l 
T

o
u

ri
s

m
 

(e
.g

. f
a

rm
e

rs
 m

a
rk

e
ts

, 
fa

rm
 

to
u

rs
, 

fa
rm

 r
e

ta
il)

 
(e

.g
. f

o
r 

fu
tu

re
 g

e
n

e
ra

ti
o

n
s)

 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E~
I
G
A
G
E
M
E
N
T
 S

U
M

M
A

R
Y

 R
E

P
O

R
T

 
I 

J
U

N
E

 2
0

1
3

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

G
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 

CNCL - 230



'2
3

 8
eM

s 
tl8

0'
 t

he
re

 
w

tlS
 Y

lo
tk

iY
l8

 k
e

re
 i

Yl
 

'R
ic

h 
M

O
YI

d.
 "

!lo
w

 t
he

re
 i

s 

to
o 

M
lA

ck
 d

ev
e

lo
pM

en
t. 

m
o

st
 p

eo
pl

e 
liv

e 
iY

l 

tl
pM

tM
eY

lt
s.

 "
!l

ee
d 

M
or

e 

pl
Ab

lic
 s

pt
lc

e:
 

th
is

 
llG

m
dl 

W
(}.

s 
em

er
-

0e
nc
-~
 

l(}
.n

din
0 

fo
r 

pl
(}.

ne
s' 

"Ti
te 

la
nd

 
W

<
M

 ac
tu

d4
 ~
 tI

te
 le

w
f:
Iu
n.
~ 

fI
w

j;
 a

1i
Jw

de
d 

nt
e.

 to
.. 

'IR
.4i

.de
 in

. 
R
~
 in

. t
Ite

 {i
M

/; 
pea

ce. 
I d

 fi
he

 to
.. 

<
le

e 
it

 d
i1

t k
 f

k
M

 w
Ae

rv
 I 

a
m

, 
ol

d 
an

.d
 

1
?
1
1
f
~
~
~
t
k
A
~
 

i
n
.
t
I
t
e
~
.
"
 

"M
or

e 
th

an
 o

nc
e 

I h
av

e 
se

en
 f

ax
es

 i
n 

th
e 

G
el

 f
ro

m
 m

y 
re

sid
en

ce
." 

'{
/l

et
ls

e 
CO

M
e 

ke
re

 i
Yl

 t
h

e 

M
o

rY
liY

l8
 d

lA
ri

Y
l8

 S
tA

Y
I 

ri
se

, 
th

e 
SIA

YI 

is
 l

Ap
 -

th
e 

ltl
Yl

d 
8i

ve
s 

80
IA

 t
l 

lo
t 

of
 

eY
lc

ol
A

rt
l8

eM
en

t. 
{/

le
tl

se
 l

ov
e 

80
lA

r 
(tl

Yl
d,

 

w
he

re
 e

ve
r 

it
 i

s.
 '

R
ic

hM
oY

ld
 i

s 
he

re
 

be
ct

llA
se

 o
f 

th
is

 l
tlY

ld
l' 

"I
 g

re
w

 u
p 

o
n

 L
an

sd
ow

ne
 R

oa
d

. M
y

 m
o

th
er

 u
se

d 
to

 s
en

d
 m

e 
to

 
th

e 
bo

g 
w

it
h 

a 
li

tt
le

 p
al

e 
to

 p
ic

k
 s

om
e 

b
lu

eb
er

ri
es

 a
n

d
 s

h
e 

w
ou

ld
 

ba
ke

 a
 p

ie
. 

In
 D

ec
em

b
er

 I
 w

ou
ld

 t
ak

e 
an

 a
xe

 i
n 

th
e 

bo
g 

an
d

 p
ic

k 
ou

t 

"1
 
do

 b
ik

in
g

 a
 l

o
t 

..
. 

1 
lik

e 
th

is
 w

ild
 p

la
ce

, 
It

's
 h

a
rd

 t
o 

fin
d

 s
uc

h 
a 

p
la

ce
 in

 a
n 

u
rb

a
n

 a
re

a 
..

. 
th

e 
g

r e
en

 g
ra

ss
, 

th
e 

bl
ue

 s
ky

, 
th

e
 y

el
lo

w
 w

ild
 

flo
w

er
s 

a
n

d
 t

he
 b

ir
d

s 
to

g
e

th
e

r 
m

ak
e 

a 
pi

c
tu

re
, 

w
hi

ch
 m

ak
es

 m
e 

ve
ry

 h
a

p
p

y.
" 

"In
 2

00
6,

 w
he

n 
I w

as
 in

 
E5

L 
cla

ss
, w

e 
ha

d 
a 

di
sc

us


si
on

 a
bo

ut
 th

is
 l

an
d

. I
 sa

id
 w

e 
co

ul
d 

bu
ild

 a
 b

us
in

es
s 

ce
nt

re
, b

ut
 

no
w

 I
 50

.'1
 

"N
O

 W
AY

!"
" 

!E
J.

-.
,3

It
.=

':'
·.

W
h

·_
 ...

. 'I
G

J:
:::

;::
C

!W
)L

!Z
tu

, 
.' 

«,
.:o

,"'
.<

;1
!Z

 

"U
 

"'
)(

A
S

 
<A

 
...

,o
l>\

d
.e

r 
~o
 

se
e 

0. 
c
o
~
o
~
e
 

ru
l>\

 
o.

lo
l>\

9 
~k
e
 

G
e

L 
0

1>\
 

0.
1>\

 
e
v

e
l>\

tl>
\9

 
...,

n
k

 
a 

ni
ce

 s
co

tc
h 

p
in

e 
fo

r 
a 

C
h

ri
st

m
as

 t
re

e 
...

 h
u

n
te

rs
 L

ls
ed

 t
o 

h
u

n
t 

p
h

ea
sa

n
ts

 
in

 t
h

e 
bo

g 
an

d
 p

ra
ct

ic
e 

w
it

h 
cl

ay
 p

ig
eo

ns
. 

U
se

d 
to

 b
e 

a 
lo

t 
o

f 
bi

rd
 l

if
e,

 w
il

d 
ra

bb
it

s 
th

at
 h

ad
 a

 l
o

t 
o

f 
h

id
in

g 
sp

ac
es

 i
n 

th
e 

sh
ru

bs
. 

O
n

e 
ba

d 
h

ap
p

en
in

g
 

ev
er

y
 l

at
e 

A
ug

us
t 

an
d

 S
ep

te
m

b
er

 w
as

 p
eo

p
le

 s
m

ok
in

g 
in

 t
he

 b
og

 w
ou

ld
 d

ro
p

 
li

t 
ci

g
ar

et
te

s 
on

 t
he

 d
ry

 p
ea

t 
an

d
 s

ta
rt

 a
 b

og
 f

ir
e 

th
at

 w
as

 i
m

po
ss

ib
le

 t
o 

pu
t 

ou
t.

 T
h

e 
O

ct
o

b
er

 r
ai

ns
 c

om
e 

an
d

 p
u

t 
th

e 
u

n
d

er
g

ro
ll

n
d

 f
ir

es
 o

ut
."

 

r~
 
to

 r
em

em
b

er
 

w
he

n 
~o

u 
w

er
e 

(). 
f::..

id 
(}.

nd
 
~o

ur
 

ne
i0

hb
ou

rh
oo

d 
p(}

.r
f::..

 w
he

re
 

0. 
fu

ll
 ,

.",
0

0
1>\

 
-

<A
,."

,0
.Z

.tl
>\9

 
st
9
k
~ 

tl>
\ 

0.
1>\

 
u

rD
<A

I>\
 

<A
re

o.
." 

~o
u 

w
u

ld
 d

o 
ev

er
~t

hi
n0

 

w
ith

o
u

t 
(.111

 t
h

e 
ru

le
s 

(}.
nd

 

CNCL - 231



ID
E

A
S

 F
O

R
 T

O
M

O
R

R
O

W
 

T
h

e
 q

u
e

s
ti

o
n

n
a

ir
e

 a
s
k
e

d
 t

h
e

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 t

o
 

ta
k
e

 a
 s

h
o

rt
 a

n
d

 l
o

n
g

 v
ie

w
 i

n
 t

h
in

k
in

g
 a

b
o

u
t 

w
h

a
t 

s
h

o
u

ld
 h

a
p

p
e

n
 w

it
h

 t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 t

o
d

a
y
 

a
n

d
 i

n
 t

h
e

 f
u

tu
re

. 
T

h
e

s
e

 a
re

 s
o

m
e

 o
f 

th
e

 
id

e
a

s
 i

d
e

n
ti

fi
e

d
 f

o
r 

th
e

 s
h

o
rt

 t
e

rm
: 

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 g

a
th

e
ri

n
g

 p
la

c
e

 

N
a

tu
ra

l 
a

n
d

 g
re

e
n

 I 
p

a
rk

s
 I 

v
ie

w
s
 

C
o

n
tr

o
ll
e

d
 e

d
u

c
a

ti
o

n
 I 

re
s
e

a
rc

h
 

F
a

rm
 a

n
d

 o
rg

a
n

ic
 a

re
a

 

F
a

m
ily

 g
a

th
e

ri
n

g
 

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 m

a
rk

e
t 

R
e

c
re

a
ti

o
n

 (
s
p

a
n

n
in

g
 p

la
y
 w

it
h

 p
a

ss
iv

e
 

re
c
re

a
ti

o
n

, 
tr

a
il
s
 &

 b
o

a
rd

w
a

lk
s
) 

M
u

lt
i-

fa
c
e

te
d

 (
m

u
lt

i-
g

e
n

e
ra

ti
o

n
s
, 

m
u

lt
i-

c
u

lt
u

ra
l,

 m
u

lt
i-

u
s
e

) 

N
e

x
t 

g
e

n
e

ra
ti

o
n

s
' f

u
tu

re
 

ID
E

A
S

 F
O

R
 Y

E
A

R
 2

1
0

0
 

T
h

e
s
e

 w
e

re
 i
d

e
n

ti
fi

e
d

 a
s 

lo
n

g
 t
e

rm
s
 i

d
e

a
s:

 

N
a

tu
ra

l 
a

n
d

 g
re

e
n

 I 
P

a
rk

 

H
e

a
lt

h
y
 r

e
c
re

a
ti

o
n

 

A
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

re
 

E
d

u
c
a

ti
o

n
 

D
e

s
ti

n
a

ti
o

n
 

F
a

m
il
y
-o

ri
e

n
te

d
 

W
e

ll 
P

la
n

n
e

d
 I 

W
is

d
o

m
 

1
0

0
 y

e
a

rs
 o

f 
s
u

c
c
e

s
s
 s

to
ri

e
s
 

" :" 
'j

14
 

'~'
~

"O
1 

~ 
_E

' 
I'C

S
O

U
rc

c
, 

Ii.
 ;

,i
l 

~.
:.

, 
Q.

l,
_ 

~ 
1-

,-
-
',

 
,_

"" ..
. l
m
p
O
l
l

fl
nl

~ 
,,

" 
...

..
 

, 
, 

15
 '!

 l
';o

ut
l 

..
..

..
. U

1·
'.1

lr
1 

,
_ 

.
"
 .
..

..
. '.1

 .. ,.
 
~

.::
 ~
 Q

) 1
11

1'
11

11
'11

1 
~!

 
~ 

E. 
fo

ru
m

 
".

,..:
. 

fa
mi
ly

~!
.Q

 n
ic

e 
H

 Lu
_ 

. 
_

lh
re

at
en

ed
g

r
a
s
s
Y

Ud
,OO

.C
. 

.. n
<

:l
 
nf'

."'
l'II

~"
ark

 .. 
l 

i: 
II

I 
II

r 
" 

1'1
, 'I

"
'

n
l 

.. ,.
..

.::
!' 

<'"
 

., 
v. 

I 
I 

,gl
 I

(~
' r'

1I1I~
hlf'

lIf'a
l 

Il
If

t)
rr

u
;u

lH
' 

• 
rrt

· .. 
h~t

lr 
I.+

-' ~
 o
r~
dn
lz
t:
:d
 

I
, 
t t

 
e 

'~Q
I)
e
 
l
l
c
a
t
l
o
n
a

·~
 c

rc
sp

o
n

sl
b

Ic
ll

l 
1-;.

 4,
)~

 
-

• 
~
 

Q.
l·

""
I"

· 
d

--s
e

c
lu

d
e

d
 

-: ~
 >

= 
=

 ~,-
-

""
","

III
1'c

,"'
''~
 ,'.

n-
n,I

I, 
--

..
j
~
~
 g

ar
 

e
n

Vom
d'se

 
.. 

-
..

..
 

""
r#

o
 
~
 =

"---
-"C

""C
 
~

~ 
~

.::
i
_
.
~

Qi
i.
""

J 
'1,..

.....
., 

=;: 
lI

ig
hl

lg
t'

'''l
'a

l'
\' 

-'
-. ~

"'
-

_ 
.,...

.. 
... 

,,
~

...i
....

....
l 

~ 
~ 

I 
"
"

_
'~

'h
' 

...
...

..
....

.. ".
 _

1b
J)

~
-

-
",,

'!: 
ct

l 
....

....
.. 

-
-

=
 
Cd

!ea
 

-=8
 

_
h 

:::
:..

...
..o

1"
'"

Cc
ru

l-
-

o~
'''

'''
''
I.

d 
Ej
.
~
 

''''
 

-
-
-

t 
~

:: 
~ 

. 
r 

" 
IU~

~
rI

)'
" 
~
C

a,)
lr
lJ

lII
I)

=·-
-,

;=
t-:
-

, 
,!Y

tl
d

::
 r

:IJ
 
~

I=
~';;'

~''''
'''I'

'''",
'''' 

c 
~
 0

 
~

"'
~
 
~

;.
'"

="
'

= 
0 
~
 
~

_
..

..
 

-
...

, 
·"

I
co
n
~
 

,S!
 b

.D
 

• 
~
 
r-

;~
 

"""J
-

~I
"
'
.
"
.
~
 
~
 

.....
. ~

l ~
 .

,-
q
N

l'r.
o'

l'~
cJl
W
 

-S
 ~ 

I::
~

;; 
I""

'I
j-

W
II

II
)

..,
 

1 
.
.
 

..J
..:

:..
.l 

·,...
...,

··Q
)=

S
.c

'''
' 

-
1~

 
I~

. 
._

 
i
~ 

.~
~

-;:
:=

~
~

...
...

-
O

I"I
C"'

''I
I1.

~ 
~ 

...
 ;
=

::
~-

i~
l 

'" 
fi 

h
·
 

~
-"

;-'-
-

.. =
 "0 JII! 'I •

 
'

",
,\0

1 
~"

"-
I 

1i
~
~
r
e
s
 

·a
Ir

 
,...f

 
~
=

,~ 
,..

...
..
~
~

~ 
.
~

~
: 

._
~E

:~
i 

--
ll

c
-

gH
,h

cr
ll

lg
'''

''
' 

Il
f
ll

l'
"

'"
'
s
;
.
.
"
 
~,

\,
,=

? 
-::~

'1
1_ 

...
...

.. 
",~
 1

""C
:.

d
."

,-
: 

..
. ~~

1 
.. ':;:

·,;~i~
'8
 ~

'1
n
o
 i
d
e
a
s
~
 ~

I~
 ~

i-
_
~
"
'

!~
IJIII

""'"
.§
~

~"
","

~l
ea

~'.e
 It

 l
iK

e
 L

od
a

y 
"""

"':"
:'.

m
-

l 
-
-

-
...

 ~
~'

-I
;>

~
-

.,.. 
,~
~

cd
rt
<f
ul
ly
 __

 
=

fu
l 

IC
U

 t
 t
o

;a
c
c
e
s
s
O

'':
:~

~,
\7
 

~
_~

j
Q)

t¥
~

'~
~

!,:
~(~
~l

, 
il 

Q.l
llc"

,c
ll~
 !-

=K
w

an
tl

en
fa

rm
l=

<.) 
~

'~
1C: 

jII!'
1-:
~
g 
~
 c

,:::
"":

:'''
) 

«i
~
 ~

]~
~.E

H=
o
p
-
e
n
~

·=
~~
~
 ~
~

~
~
a

~
~

'-
~

;'~
H

-l 
..

. 
~

;>
~

I'
I'

\
a 

~o
 

.!
'-

.i
", 

_
_

_
_ 

.-
.

.. 
", 

~
~

Q.
~
=
~
-

<I
J 

..
..

..
..

.
..

..
 ~

 
1

"'C
 

-
-
~

,..
...

...
,-

• 
.,

.0
 

'-
:..-

0;:-
=1

 
"'1

".
,, •

• 
1"

"\
 

...
.. 

.l!=
~~

.; 
-:-

-O
pp

'O
 ... t

u
n
l
t
~
 

'-
O

,E
c

8
i, 

.;:-
? 

jIo
oI

io
! 
u

; 
-: 

't
ie

l't
ll

e 
.1

.
11 

. 
I 

_ 
0 

E
 =_

 ••
 "1

<,
, 
I 

...
...

...
 "

"-
' 

;".
 

~ 
C
i
t
 

t 
~
 l

"f
I_
.

~ 

ft
 a

 I.§~
O 

iQ
J:)

 fl
ll
ll
ll
lr

tl
ll
ll
l'

Jl
U

ll
n"

, 
Il

l'e
as

tl
re

. 
td

iYC
~.C

J de
lS

. ho
pef

l}l~
f 

L,~
±
~

ie
~

~O
lc
o
r
n
r
n
u
n
l
 
~
:
R
l
a
n
n
l
n
g

l .. 
,,

'o
n

d
er

 
:. ~
 ~ 

f
j~

. 
Ji

"u
n 

Q
,) 
f
irc
rll

h.
 
~rt

'el
lll

e\\ 
dC

\c
!U

IH
lI

l'
u

t 
.I

l 
-s

lc
'v
ar

ds
h'

p~
w 

_ 
~l

ll1
[lI

i,t;
rr

",1
 C

. 
~
 ,

..
-.

.t
 

'I
 li

d 
:;

, 
-

.~
 

-
-

-
~
 l

,rc
-c

iu
lI.

!Ii 

h"
"""

l 
h 

-
·0

 
I g

.!: 
lu

g
e

 ~ s
p

 a
c e

 .~hOi
>C

,,,,,"
<,,, 

ea
 t

 
'-'

-.I
 ~ 

c 
.~~

 
":':

':::
:I:;

;U,
lrflh

,ot 
"'''

'"'~
I "
O=

~ 
~
 ;:

 ~
 '

l'l
Is

Li
e 

I 
:l

,,'
,'c

a
')

'"
 

-
\\

U
I'

ld
 
el

us
s 

""
 ~
 
r"

-
t 

t 
lI

Q)
1"
~ 

~ 
J

. 
.",

,
' 

~ 
t 

-.
 =-

'I
J
 r

e
 r

e
a
 

,
. 

_
f 

• 
pe

rf
-e

et
 

O
"if

l "
'c

 
1·

=
7.:

;-...
 ,~ 

~ 
J 

b 
C

 ~
. 

~
 r

C:~
IJl

'l'
l 

'1~'
'':::'

 ~ 
.' Q

) 
,ve

t p~
e~~

,~.~
 . .IJ

. a
 l.

l:
rL~
 CcoI

OI(Y=
.~ =

 == ~ 2
 H

" 
~ 

.~}
:~

!I
Sl

t a
ct

Io
n

 u
rb

a
n

 a
g

rI
cu

lt
u

re
 0

 ~
 . .5~

j:
1 

", 
...

. i~
.1 

"0
 .I 

-
• 

",.~
, 

rI'
.J

"::
!

:;
 a

)
' 

"·
,,

In
·o

"e
,·

,· 
-

.
" 

,,,
.1

, 
.
~
 ~

_;
; 

~::
~~:

:o
 t 
s
p
a
c
l
o
u
s
o
g

~f
' 

. I
n
t
e
r
e
s
l
m
g

~
1" 

'I
 ~

B-
. jl

 
""."-

0
', 

~
-

~-
bI:

l
"'

" 
":

:i
:_

,,,
,,
_

, 
-
-
-

.. 
..::

 '
W

",
""

, 
, 

, 
10

£ 
It

 ~
a

~.
 ~

 c:
-..

.. ~
~ 
=

 ~sed
.p
ro
p
e£

ly
-".~

 ~
 ~I=

,.I 
ce

n
tr

ep
ie

ce
 ..

.. 
i: 
=

 !; -'--
"

Q
 ll

u
ck

v
 .... 

f
'c 

:: 
~ 

. 
' 

U!l'l
.:d
l,
ro

Pl·
rI~

r-
=
 

-~
"
"

c.
 

,,
~'
61

~
i
~
"'

" 
~ 

...
 _

_
 • 

u
b

o
n

d
o

n
('(

j 
0 

:". 
~

,,:::, ~
 
=

 . -l 
,1

,_
.'1

1 
_!

 ~
 h

, =
:I 
~ 
~
 

JI
· ... ~

'I'I:~
~t'

 
~

t;l
j
i·

= 
w

e
 c
o
m
e

~l
~
 

§:
'"§

 
f. 

,__ 
~
 t1 0

 
c 

: 
~
 tlim

"u
lt

 I
II

 i
U

"C
C

.,
,,, 

I~'"
 r 

'': 
~ 

. 
;
~
 
_
~
 .

. _
_

_
 ...

. _
 

ro
&

-'
 

1f'U
<'l

! 
=

 
8 

'
-

-,~
.
'
-
'
~
-

. 
~
 

.-
.. 

1'.-
_ 

~
 

:: 
I

' 
;; " 

IM
P

R
E

S
S

IO
N

S
 O

F
 T

H
E

 L
A

N
D

S
: 

T
h

is
 is

 a
 "

W
o

rd
 C

lo
u

d
" 

h
ig

h
li
g

h
ti

n
g

 p
e

o
p

le
's

 

im
p

re
s
s
io

n
s
 o

f t
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s.

 T
h

e
 s

iz
e

 o
f t

h
e

 t
e

x
t 

c
o

rr
e

s
p

o
n

d
s
 t

o
 h

o
w

 
m

a
n

y
 t

im
e

s
 t

h
e

 w
o

rd
 w

a
s 

m
e

n
ti

o
n

e
d

. 

O
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IO
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 O
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E
N

G
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
 R

E
P

O
R

T
 

I 
J
U

N
E

 2
0

1
3

 
I 

O
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 O

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 

CNCL - 232



F
ro

m
 t

h
e

 m
a

te
ri

a
l 
c
o

ll
e

c
te

d
 t

h
ro

u
g

h
 a

ll 
q

u
e

s


ti
o

n
n

a
ir

e
s
, 

s
ti

c
k
y
 n

o
te

s,
 p

o
s
tc

a
rd

s
 a

n
d

 f
o

ld
e

d
 

p
a

p
e

r 
e

le
m

e
n

ts
 a

 n
u

m
b

e
r 

o
f d

ir
e

c
ti

o
n

s
 b

e
g

a
n

 

to
 e

m
e

rg
e

: 

• 
R

e
ta

in
 t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

s
 G

re
e

n
: 

W
o

rd
s
 a

n
d

 

id
e

a
s 

re
la

te
d

 t
o

 t
h

is
 d

ir
e

c
ti

o
n

 i
n

c
lu

d
e

d
 

p
re

s
e

rv
in

g
 h

a
b

it
a

t 
a

n
d

 n
a

tu
re

; 
e

n
h

a
n

c
in

g
 

w
a

te
r 

e
le

m
e

n
ts

 o
n

 t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s;

 p
ro

v
id

in
g

 

tr
e

e
s
; 

e
n

c
o

u
ra

g
in

g
 b

ir
d

s
 a

n
d

 e
n

h
a

n
c
in

g
 

e
c
o

lo
g

ic
a

l 
n

e
tw

o
rk

s
. 

• 
Im

p
ro

v
e

 A
c

c
e

s
s

, 
L

in
k

s
 a

n
d

 
C

o
n

n
e

c
ti

v
it

y
: 

T
h

is
 i

n
c
lu

d
e

d
 w

a
lk

in
g

 

p
a

th
s
 a

ro
u

n
d

 a
n

d
 t

h
ro

u
g

h
 t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s;
 

c
y
c
li
n

g
 i
m

p
ro

v
e

m
e

n
ts

 a
n

d
 c

o
n

n
e

c
ti

o
n

s
; 

a
n

d
 e

c
o

lo
g

ic
a

l 
n

e
tw

o
rk

s
. 

• 
P

ro
v

id
e

 H
e

a
lt

h
 &

 W
e

ll
 n

e
ss

 
O

p
p

o
rt

u
n

it
ie

s
: 

a
lo

n
g

 w
it

h
 w

a
lk

in
g

 a
n

d
 

c
y
c
lin

g
, 

o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s
 f

o
r 

lo
w

 im
p

a
c
t 

o
u

t

d
o

o
r 

e
x
e

rc
is

e
 l

ik
e

 t
a

i 
c
h

i 
w

e
re

 i
d

e
n

ti
fi

e
d

. 

• 
M

a
in

ta
in

 t
h

e
 l

e
g

a
c

y
 v

ie
w

s
: 

P
e

o
p

le
 d

e
s
ir

e
 

to
 r

e
ta

in
 t

h
e

 v
ie

w
s 

a
n

d
 s

o
m

e
 o

p
e

n
 s

p
a

c
e

 

e
s
p

e
c
ia

ll
y
 t

o
 t

h
e

 m
o

u
n

ta
in

s
. 

• 
In

c
o

rp
o

ra
te

 E
n

v
ir

o
n

m
e

n
ta

l 
A

rt
 &

 
C

u
lt

u
ra

l 
E

x
p

e
ri

e
n

c
e

s
: 

T
h

e
 c

o
n

s
e

n
s
u

s
 

w
a

s 
th

a
t 

a
rt

s
, 

c
u

lt
u

re
 a

n
d

 p
la

c
e

-m
a

k
in

g
 

a
c
ti

v
it

ie
s
 c

o
u

ld
 o

c
c
u

r 
o

n
 t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

s 

lo
n

g
 a

s 
th

e
y
 d

o
 n

o
t 

n
e

g
a

ti
v
e

ly
 a

ff
e

c
t 

th
e

 

e
c
o

lo
g

ic
a

l 
h

e
a

lt
h

 o
f t

h
e

 s
it

e
. 

P
e

rf
o

rm
a

n
c
e

 

sp
a

ce
, 

fe
s
ti

v
a

l 
s
p

a
c
e

 a
n

d
 l

a
n

d
 o

r 
a

g
ri

c
u

l

tu
ra

l 
a

rt
 w

a
s 

id
e

n
ti

fi
e

d
 a

s 
s
o

m
e

 o
f t

h
e

s
e

 

c
o

m
p

li
m

e
n

ta
ry

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s
. 

o 

• 
P

ro
v

id
e

 c
o

n
te

m
p

la
ti

v
e

 s
p

a
c

e
s

: 
P

la
ce

s 

to
 s

it
 a

n
d

 v
ie

w
 n

a
tu

re
, 

p
ic

n
ic

 a
n

d
 e

x
p

e
ri



e
n

c
e

 t
h

e
 o

p
e

n
 s

p
a

ce
. 

• 
C

o
n

s
id

e
r 

a
n

 E
d

u
c

a
ti

o
n

 C
e

n
tr

e
: 

S
o

m
e

 

fo
rm

 o
f e

d
u

c
a

ti
o

n
 t

h
a

t 
in

c
o

rp
o

ra
te

s
 

a
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

re
 o

r 
s
u

s
ta

in
a

b
il
it

y
 w

a
s 

se
e

n
 a

s 
a

p
p

ro
p

ri
a

te
 f

o
r 

th
e

 L
a

n
d

s.
 R

e
la

te
d

 w
a

s 

th
e

 a
b

il
it

y
 t

o
 h

a
ve

 a
n

 a
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l 
te

a
c
h

in
g

 

g
a

rd
e

n
. 

A
ls

o
 s

o
m

e
 f

o
rm

 o
f f

o
o

d
 s

e
rv

ic
e

s
 

w
a

s 
in

d
ic

a
te

d
 a

s 
a 

d
e

si
re

. 

• 
In

c
o

rp
o

ra
te

 y
o

u
th

 a
n

d
 m

u
lt

i-
c

u
lt

u
ra

l 
a

c
ti

v
it

ie
s

 o
r 

o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s

: 
y
o

u
th

 p
a

rt
ic



ip
a

n
ts

 in
 t

h
e

 I
d

e
a

s 
F

a
ir

 s
p

o
k
e

 o
f t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 

a
s 

o
n

e
 d

a
y
 s

e
rv

in
g

 t
h

e
ir

 c
h

ild
re

n
, 

o
ff

e
ri

n
g

 

o
p

e
n

 s
p

a
c
e

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

ie
s
 f

o
r 

m
u

lt
i-

g
e

n
e

r

a
ti

o
n

s,
 a

c
ro

s
s
 a

ll 
c
u

lt
u

re
s
. 

• 
In

c
o

rp
o

ra
te

 L
o

w
 I

m
p

a
c

t 
A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

re
: 

Id
e

a
s 

re
la

te
d

 t
o

 t
h

is
 d

ir
e

c
ti

o
n

 i
n

c
lu

d
e

d
 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 g

a
rd

e
n

s
, f

lo
w

e
r 

g
a

rd
e

n
s
, 

b
e

e
 

ke
e

p
in

g
, 

b
o

ta
n

ic
a

l 
g

a
rd

e
n

s
 a

n
d

 i
n

te
rp

re


ta
ti

o
n

; 
th

e
 o

p
p

o
rt

u
n

it
y
 t

o
 p

ro
v
id

e
 f

o
o

d
 t

o
 

a
d

d
re

s
s
 f

o
o

d
 s

e
c
u

ri
ty

. 

• 
D

o
 s

o
m

e
th

in
g

: 
P

e
o

p
le

 l
o

v
e

d
 t

h
e

 o
p

p
o

r

tu
n

it
y
 t

o
 c

o
m

e
 o

u
t 

o
n

to
 t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

n
d

 

w
o

u
ld

 l
ik

e
 t

o
 s

e
e

 t
h

e
 C

it
y
 d

o
 s

o
m

e
th

in
g

 in
 

th
e

 s
h

o
rt

 t
e

rm
 i

n 
re

la
ti

o
n

 t
o

 a
c
c
e

s
s
 a

n
d

 

m
a

k
in

g
 u

se
 o

f t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s

. 

CNCL - 233



IV
. 

S
ta

k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 
W

o
rk

s
h

o
p

 

B
A

C
K

G
R

O
U

N
D

 

H
e

ld
 o

n
 T

h
u

rs
d

a
y
, 

J
u

n
e

 6
th

, 
fr

o
m

 6
:3

0
p

m
 

to
 9

:0
0

p
m

, 
th

e
 w

o
rk

s
h

o
p

 b
ro

u
g

h
t 

to
g

e
th

e
r 

re
p

re
s
e

n
ta

ti
v
e

s
 f

ro
m

 a
 n

u
m

b
e

r 
o

f 
c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 

g
ro

u
p

s 
in

cl
u

d
in

g
 th

e
; 
A

d
v
is

o
ry

 C
o

m
m

it
te

e
 o

n
 t

h
e

 

E
n

v
ir

o
n

m
e

n
t;

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 C

o
n

s
e

rv
a

ti
o

n
 

S
o

c
ie

ty
; 

th
e

 H
e

ri
ta

g
e

 C
o

m
m

is
s
io

n
; 

P
u

b
li
c
 A

rt
 

A
d

v
is

o
ry

 C
o

m
m

it
te

e
; 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 F

o
o

d
 S

e
c
u

ri
ty

 

S
o

c
ie

ty
; 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 

N
a

tu
re

 
P

a
rk

 
S

o
c
ie

ty
; 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 

P
o

v
e

rt
y
 
R

e
s
p

o
n

s
e

 
C

o
m

m
it

te
e

; 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 S

p
o

rt
s
 C

o
u

n
c
il
; 

S
.U

.C
.C

.E
.S

.S
.;

 a
n

d
 

V
a

n
c
o

u
v
e

r 
C

o
a

s
ta

l 
H

e
a

lt
h

. 

O
th

e
r 

in
vi

te
d

 g
ro

u
p

s 
th

a
t c

o
n

ve
ye

d
 t

h
e

ir
 r

e
g

re
ts

 

in
c
lu

d
e

d
 A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

ra
l A

d
v
is

o
ry

 C
o

m
m

it
te

e
; 
C

it
y
 

C
e

n
tr

e
 C

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 A

s
s
o

c
ia

ti
o

n
; 

C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 

S
e

rv
ic

e
s
 A

d
v
is

o
ry

 C
o

m
m

it
te

e
; 

In
te

rc
u

lt
u

ra
l 

A
d

vi
so

ry
 C

o
m

m
it

te
e

; 
R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 C
h

in
e

se
 S

o
ci

e
ty

; 
R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 M
u

lt
ic

u
lt

u
ra

l S
o

ci
e

ty
; 

a
n

d
 t
h

e
 S

e
n

io
rs

 

A
d

v
is

o
ry

 C
o

m
m

it
te

e
. 

T
o 

a
u

g
m

e
n

t t
h

e
 w

o
rk

sh
o

p
 c

o
n

ve
rs

a
ti

o
n

s,
 th

e
 C

it
y
 

a
ls

o
 u

n
d

e
rt

o
o

k
 s

e
p

a
ra

te
 m

e
e

ti
n

g
s
 a

n
d

 c
o

n
v
e

r

sa
ti

o
n

s 
w

it
h

 r
e

p
re

s
e

n
ta

ti
v
e

s
 fr

o
m

 t
h

e
 R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 

S
p

o
rt

s
 C

o
u

n
ci

l, 
K

w
a

n
tl

a
n

 P
o

ly
te

c
h

n
ic

 U
n

iv
e

rs
it

y 
a

n
d

 t
h

e
 R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 C
e

n
tr

e
 f

o
r 

D
is

a
b

il
it

y.
 

W
O

R
K

S
H

O
P

 G
O

A
L

S
 

B
u

ild
 a

w
a

re
n

e
s
s
 o

f t
h

e
 c

u
rr

e
n

t 
p

ro
c
e

s
s
 

U
n

d
e

rs
ta

n
d

 t
h

e
 c

o
re

 v
a

lu
e

s
 o

f 
c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 

g
ro

u
p

 r
e

p
re

s
e

n
ta

ti
v
e

s
 

G
e

n
e

ra
te

 i
d

e
a

s
 f

o
r 

th
e

 f
u

tu
re

 

G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
S

T
A

K
E

H
O

L
D

E
R

S
'I

M
P

R
E

S
S

IO
N

S
 

A
t t

h
e

 o
n

se
t o

f t
h

e
 m

e
e

ti
n

g
 a

tt
e

n
d

e
e

s
 w

h
e

re
 a

sk
 

fo
r 
th

e
ir

 s
p

o
n

ta
n

e
o

u
s 

im
p

re
ss

io
n

s 
o

f t
h

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 

C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s.

 T
h

e
s
e

 im
p

re
s
s
io

n
s
 w

e
re

 r
e

c
o

rd
e

d
. 

A
t 

e
n

d
 o

f 
th

e
 s

e
s
s
io

n
, 

a
ft

e
r 

th
e

 d
is

c
u

s
s
io

n
s

, 

p
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 w
e

re
 a

sk
e

d
 i
f t

h
e

re
 w

e
re

 a
n

y 
fu

rt
h

e
r 

im
p

re
ss

io
n

s 
th

e
y 

w
a

n
t t

o
 a

d
d

. T
h

e
se

 im
p

re
ss

io
n

s 

a
re

 h
ig

h
lig

h
te

d
 a

s 
a 

"w
o

rd
 c

lo
u

d
" 

a
t t

h
e

 e
n

d
 o

f t
h

is
 

se
ct

io
n

 w
it

h
 a

 d
is

cu
ss

io
n

 o
f t

h
e

 o
u

tc
o

m
e

s 
a

n
d

 th
e

 

e
m

e
rg

in
g

 d
ir

e
c
ti

o
n

s
. 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 
E
~
I
G
A
G
E
M
E
N
T
 
S

U
M

M
A

R
Y

 R
E

P
O

R
T

 
I 

J
U

N
E

 2
0

1
3

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 

CNCL - 234



P
R

E
S

E
N

T
A

T
IO

N
 

F
o

r 
th

o
s
e

 n
o

t 
a

b
le

 t
o

 a
tt

e
n

d
 t

h
e

 I
d

e
a

s
 F

a
ir

 
o

n
 S

a
tu

rd
a

y
, 

J
u

n
e

 1
, 

a 
b

ri
e

f 
p

re
s
e

n
ta

ti
o

n
 w

a
s 

p
ro

v
id

e
d

 t
o

 t
h

e
 g

ro
u

p
 f

o
c
u

s
in

g
 o

n
 t

h
e

 p
ro

je
c
t 

p
ro

c
e

s
s
 a

n
d

 t
h

e
 c

o
n

te
x
t 
o

f G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 

in
cl

u
d

in
g

 th
e

 s
u

rr
o

u
n

d
in

g
 n

e
ig

h
b

o
u

rh
o

o
d

s,
 p

a
rk

s 

a
n

d
 o

p
e

n
 s

p
a

ce
, 

a
n

d
 a

rt
s 

a
n

d
 c

u
lt

u
ra

l e
le

m
e

n
ts

. 
A

ls
o

 p
re

s
e

n
te

d
 w

a
s 

a
ls

o
 s

p
e

c
if

ic
 i

n
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 

re
la

te
d

 t
o

 th
e

 L
a

n
d

s
' h

is
to

ry
, 

it
s 

e
c
o

lo
g

y
 a

n
d

 i
ts

 
d

e
si

g
n

a
ti

o
n

 w
it

h
in

 t
h

e
 A

g
ri

cu
lt

u
ra

l L
a

n
d

 R
e

se
rv

e
. 

It
 w

a
s 

id
e

n
ti

fi
e

d
 t
h

a
t t

h
e

re
 w

ill
 b

e
 fu

rt
h

e
r 

o
p

p
o

r
tu

n
it

ie
s 

to
 p

ro
vi

d
e

 in
p

u
t i

n 
fu

tu
re

 a
n

d
 s

u
b

se
q

u
e

n
t 

p
h

a
s
e

s
 o

f t
h

e
 p

ro
c
e

s
s
. 

V
A

L
U

E
S

 D
IS

C
U

S
S

IO
N

 

U
n

d
e

rp
in

n
in

g
 d

is
c
u

s
s
io

n
s
 a

b
o

u
t 

th
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 a

n
d

 t
h

e
ir

 f
u

tu
re

 u
s
e

 r
e

s
ts

 a
 s

e
t 

o
f 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 o

r 
in

tr
in

s
ic

 v
a

lu
e

s.
 W

it
h

 a
n

 i
n

te
re

s
t t

o
 id

e
n

ti
fy

 th
o

s
e

 in
h

e
re

n
t v

a
lu

e
s 

a 
se

ri
e

s 
o

f i
n

te
ra

c
ti

v
e

 
m

e
th

o
d

s
 w

e
re

 u
s
e

d
 t

o
 o

b
ta

in
 i

n
p

u
t 

a
n

d
 e

n
c
o

u
ra

g
e

 d
is

c
o

u
rs

e
. 

T
h

ro
u

g
h

 w
h

ic
h

, 
p

a
rt

ic
ip

a
n

ts
 s

p
o

k
e

 t
o

 

w
h

y
 t

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 w

e
re

 i
m

p
o

rt
a

n
t 

to
 t

h
e

m
 o

r 
th

e
ir

 g
ro

u
p

 a
n

d
 i

f 
th

e
re

 w
e

re
 s

p
e

c
if

ic
 i

d
e

a
ls

 

th
a

t 
s
h

o
u

ld
 b

e
 i

n
te

g
ra

te
d

 i
n

to
 f

u
tu

re
 t

h
in

k
in

g
 o

n
 t

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s.

 F
ro

m
 t

h
e

 g
ro

u
p

 d
is

c
u

s
s
io

n
 

a 
se

ri
e

s 
o

f 
o

b
s
e

rv
a

ti
o

n
s
 w

e
re

 i
d

e
n

ti
fi

e
d

. 

• 
P

ri
c

e
le

s
s

 -
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 h

a
ve

 a
n

 i
n

tr
in

s
ic

 v
a

lu
e

 e
ve

n
 w

it
h

o
u

t 
a

n
y
th

in
g

 o
n

 t
h

e
m

 

• 
U

n
iq

u
e

 -
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 a

re
 a

 u
n

iq
u

e
 a

s
s
e

t 
d

u
e

 t
o

 t
h

e
ir

 s
iz

e
, 

lo
c
a

ti
o

n
 a

n
d

 e
x
is

ti
n

g
 h

a
b

it
a

t 

• 
P

re
s

e
rv

a
ti

o
n

 a
n

d
 c

o
n

s
e

rv
a

ti
o

n
 -

th
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

re
 h

o
m

e
 t

o
 d

is
ti

n
c
ti

v
e

 e
c
o

s
y
s
te

m
s
 a

n
d

 s
p

e
c
ie

s
 

• 
W

e
ll

n
e

s
s

 -
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 a

re
 a

 n
a

tu
ra

l 
s
p

a
c
e

 t
h

a
t 

c
a

n
 p

o
te

n
ti

a
ll
y
 f

o
s
te

r 
p

h
ys

ic
a

l,
 s

o
ci

a
l,

 m
e

n
ta

l,
 

s
p

ir
it

u
a

l 
c
o

n
n

e
c
ti

o
n

s
 b

e
tw

e
e

n
 n

a
tu

re
 a

n
d

 p
e

o
p

le
 

• 
F

le
x

ib
le

 -
F

u
tu

re
 u

se
 o

f t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 n

e
e

d
 t

o
 e

n
su

re
 f

le
x
ib

il
it

y
 i

n
 t

h
e

 l
o

n
g

 t
e

rm
 

• 
A

c
c

e
s

s
ib

le
 -

th
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 n

e
e

d
 t

o
 b

e
 a

c
c
e

s
s
ib

le
 t

o
 a

ll 
a

g
e

s,
 s

o
ci

a
l,

 e
th

n
ic

 a
n

d
 e

c
o

n
o

m
ic

 g
ro

u
p

s
 

• 
C

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 -

th
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

re
 a

 b
e

n
e

fi
t 
to

 t
h

e
 o

v
e

ra
ll 

c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 a

n
d

 n
e

e
d

s
 t

o
 b

e
 w

e
ll 

in
te

g
ra

te
d

 
in

to
 t

h
e

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 

• 
A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

-
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 a

re
 a

 v
ia

b
le

 a
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

fo
o

d
 p

ro
d

u
c
ti

o
n

 r
e

s
o

u
rc

e
 f

o
r 

th
e

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 

• 
H

is
to

ri
c

a
l 

-
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 h

a
ve

 h
e

ri
ta

g
e

 t
h

a
t 

s
h

o
u

ld
 b

e
 c

e
le

b
ra

te
d

 w
h

ile
 p

la
n

n
in

g
 f
o

r 
th

e
 f

u
tu

re
 

S
T

A
K

E
H

O
L

D
E

R
 W

O
R

K
S

H
O

P
 

I 
17

 

CNCL - 235



V
IS

IO
N

 D
IS

C
U

S
S

IO
N

 

T
h

e
 s

e
c
o

n
d

 d
is

c
u

s
s
io

n
 o

f 
th

e
 S

ta
k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 
W

o
rk

s
h

o
p

 f
o

c
u

s
e

d
 o

n
 v

is
io

n
s
 

fo
r 

th
e

 f
u

tu
re

. 
A

t 
ti

m
e

s
, 
th

e
 d

is
c
u

s
s
io

n
 f
o

c
u

s
e

d
 o

n
 i

n
d

iv
id

u
a

l 
p

e
rs

p
e

c
ti

v
e

s
, 

a
n

d
 a

t 
o

th
e

r 
ti

m
e

s
 r

e
fl

e
c
te

d
 c

o
ll
a

b
o

ra
ti

v
e

 a
n

d
 s

h
a

re
d

 p
e

rs
p

e
c
ti

v
e

s
. 

T
h

e
 

s
y
n

th
e

s
iz

e
d

 i
d

e
a

s
 p

ro
v
id

e
 in

s
ig

h
ts

 i
n

to
 p

o
te

n
ti

a
l f

u
tu

re
 u

se
s 

o
f t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s.
 

P
o

te
n

ti
a

l 
V

is
io

n
s
 f

o
r 

th
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 d

e
s
c
ri

b
e

 i
t 

a
s 

a 
p

la
ce

: 

T
o

 p
re

s
e

rv
e

 n
a

tu
ra

l,
 g

re
e

n
, 

a
n

d
 d

iv
e

rs
e

 e
c
o

s
y
s
te

m
s
 a

n
d

 h
a

b
it

a
ts

 

T
h

a
t 

w
ill

 s
tr

e
n

g
th

e
n

 t
h

e
 c

o
n

n
e

c
ti

o
n

s
 o

f 
n

a
tu

re
 a

n
d

 p
e

o
p

le
, 

p
e

o
p

le
-t

o
-p

e
o

p
le

 a
n

d
 p

e
o

p
le

-t
o

-t
h

e
ir

-c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 

F
o

r 
fa

m
ily

, 
y
o

u
th

, 
s
e

n
io

rs
 a

n
d

 m
u

lt
i-

c
u

lt
u

ra
l 
g

ro
u

p
s
 t

o
 g

a
th

e
r 

W
h

e
re

 a
c
c
e

s
s
ib

le
 t

ra
il
s
, 

g
re

e
n

-w
a

y
s

, 
p

a
th

s
 a

n
d

 b
o

a
rd

w
a

lk
s
 

a
re

 a
v
a

il
a

b
le

 t
o

 t
h

e
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
, 

a
n

d
 w

h
e

re
 w

a
te

r 
is

 e
n

h
a

n
c
e

d
 

a
n

d
 c

e
le

b
ra

te
d

 

W
h

e
re

 n
a

tu
re

 p
la

y
 s

p
a

c
e

s
 a

re
 i

n
c
o

rp
o

ra
te

d
 w

it
h

o
u

t 
d

is
tu

rb
in

g
 

s
u

rr
o

u
n

d
in

g
 e

c
o

s
y
s
te

m
s
 

F
o

r 
e

d
u

c
a

ti
o

n
 a

b
o

u
t 

th
e

 l
a

n
d

 -
it

s
 h

is
to

ry
, 

s
u

s
ta

in
a

b
il
it

y
 a

n
d

 

a
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

e
.g

. d
e

m
o

n
s
tr

a
ti

o
n

 g
a

rd
e

n
s
 

T
o

 i
n

c
o

rp
o

ra
te

 i
n

te
rp

re
ti

v
e

 f
e

a
tu

re
s
 s

u
c
h

 a
s 

a
rt

, 
h

a
b

it
a

t,
 t

h
e

 b
o

g
, 

a
n

d
 F

ir
s
t 

N
a

ti
o

n
s
 

O
f t

e
c
h

n
o

lo
g

ic
a

l 
in

n
o

v
a

ti
o

n
s
 l

ik
e

 o
u

td
o

o
r 

s
p

a
c
e

s
 f

o
r 

y
o

u
th

 t
o

 p
lu

g
 in

 

W
h

e
re

 t
e

m
p

o
ra

ry
 e

v
e

n
ts

 l
ik

e
 o

u
td

o
o

r 
fi

lm
s
, 

m
u

s
ic

 o
r 

a
rt

 f
a

ir
s
 c

a
n

 b
e

 

h
e

ld
 s

o
 l
o

n
g

 a
s 

th
e

y
 d

o
 n

o
t 

im
p

a
c
t 

th
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 

F
o

r 
c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 f

a
rm

s
 a

n
d

 e
d

ib
le

 g
a

rd
e

n
s
 a

s 
a 

fo
o

d
 h

u
b

 f
o

r 
s
h

a
ri

n
g

 

T
o

 c
o

n
n

e
c
t 

a
rt

 a
n

d
 n

a
tu

re
 w

it
h

 t
h

e
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 

F
o

r 
s
o

c
ia

l,
 s

p
ir

it
u

a
l 

a
n

d
 m

e
n

ta
l 
w

e
ll
n

e
s
s
 

P
/Y

T
\l

:S
 

;=:
-l<

)
 I
)
 ;1

1.
1 

""
D-

, 

--
Y

1S
\u

1'
1 

\ 

--
--

C
Y

'L
..4

N
(i

r 

J'
Io
II
C~
'!
. 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E
N

G
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
 R

E
P

O
R

T
 

I 
J
U

N
E

 2
0

1
3

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 

CNCL - 236



(L 

o 
I 
(f) 

:::<: 
a: 
o 
S 
a: 
w 
o 
---l 

o 
I 
w 
:::<: 
« 
f-
(f) 

CNCL - 237



W
O

R
K

 
P

 O
U

T
C

O
M

E
S

 

F
ro

m
 a

 s
yn

th
e

s
is

 o
f t

h
e

 g
ro

u
p

 d
is

c
u

s
s
io

n
s
 o

n
 v

a
lu

e
s,

 i
d

e
a

ls
 a

n
d

 p
o

te
n

ti
a

l 

vi
si

o
n

s,
 a

s 
w

e
ll 

a
s 

p
le

n
a

ry
 in

p
u

ts
, 

a 
s
e

ri
e

s
 o

f d
ir

e
c
ti

o
n

s
 e

m
e

rg
e

d
 f

ro
m

 t
h

e
 

;",.,,,.
;,, n

l u
l t

i p
u

rp
o

se
 '.1

''''
'"1(

.' 
g;

~~
~~

rI.
 w

cl
ln

es
s 

I
he

al
L

h 
• 

<l
i'

c
'·'

it
.1

 
w

o
rk

s
h

o
p

. 

P
ro

v
id

e
 a

 l
e

g
a

c
y
 f
o

r 
fu

tu
re

 g
e

n
e

ra
ti

o
n

s
 t

h
ro

u
g

h
 t

h
e

 p
re

s
e

rv
a

ti
o

n
 

pri
c:~

~!.
s~ I
n

 c 
u 

s I
V

 e,
,,.; .... Ico. 

re
cr

ea
tI

o
n

 !:::::
,~i:

··.
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 f'

cc
l'C
~a

li
~n

 o
as

is
 

o
f 
n

a
tu

ra
l,

 g
re

e
n

 a
n

d
 h

a
b

it
a

t 
a

re
a

s
 

R
e

fl
e

c
t 

th
e

 h
e

ri
ta

g
e

 a
n

d
 h

is
to

ry
 o

f t
h

e
 p

a
s
t 

w
h

ile
 f

o
c
u

s
in

g
 o

n
 

un
iq

ue
~"'''

''U
n
l
 g

u
 e h

,l, s
to

ry
." ... ,

",. 
O

a
S

IS
 

''''
oc

, 
lC!-

1;a
t:~ 

""
,.

, 
"

.,
;s

.
 
.
.
 

,·d
,><

,,"
''''

 
fl

 ex
 ib

il
it

 
t 
.
' .

 b
 1

· t 
. s.

 OC
X

lb
lh

ly
 
l

~clc
bl'a,

cD
o'l'I

".nC
l' n

alm'
al t

'V
 

th
e

 f
u

tu
re

 

U
ti

li
z
e

 t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 f

o
r 

m
u

lt
i-

p
u

rp
o

s
e

s
 i

n
 a

 c
o

ll
a

b
o

ra
ti

v
e

 

w
a

y
 i.

e
. a

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

re
, 

p
a

s
s
iv

e
 r

e
c
re

a
ti

o
n

; 
a

n
d

 e
d

u
c
a

ti
o

n
 

B
u

ild
 u

p
o

n
 t

h
e

 s
p

ir
it

 o
f t

h
e

 A
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 R
e

s
e

rv
e

 

in
c
o

rp
o

ra
ti

n
g

 a
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

u
se

s 
lik

e
 g

a
rd

e
n

 a
n

d
 

fa
rm

 s
p

a
c
e

s
 

L
o

c
a

te
 f

u
tu

re
 u

se
s 

in
 a

p
p

ro
p

ri
a

te
 a

re
a

s 
s
u

it
a

b
le

 t
o

 

th
e

 l
a

n
d

 e
.g

. 
u

se
 t

h
e

 d
is

tu
rb

e
d

 a
re

a
s
 f

o
r 

m
o

re
 i

n
te

n


s
iv

e
 u

s
e

s
 l

ik
e

 b
u

il
d

in
g

s
 o

r 
li
m

it
e

d
 p

a
rk

in
g

 

P
ro

v
id

e
 c

o
n

n
e

c
ti

o
n

s
 t

h
a

t 
li
n

k
 s

p
a

c
e

s
 i

n
te

rn
a

ll
y
 

o
n

 t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 a

n
d

 a
ls

o
 l

in
k
 t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 t

o
 t

h
e

 n
e

ig
h



b
o

u
rh

o
o

d
s
 a

n
d

 o
th

e
r 

p
a

rk
s
, 

w
a

lk
s,

 b
ik

e
 

ro
u

te
s
 a

n
d

 e
c
o

lo
g

ic
a

l r
e

s
o

u
rc

e
s
 

In
c
o

rp
o

ra
te

 p
h

y
s
ic

a
l 

a
c
ti

v
it

y
 s

u
c
h

 a
s 

w
a

lk
in

g
 a

n
d

 

b
ik

in
g

 t
o

 b
e

tt
e

r 
p

ro
m

o
te

 w
e

lln
e

s
s
 

C
re

a
te

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 s

p
a

c
e

s
 (

so
ci

a
l,

 s
p

ir
it

u
a

l 
&

 m
e

n
ta

l)
 

fo
r 

a
ll 

a
g

e
s 

a
n

d
 c

u
lt

u
re

s
 

su
s 

a
ltn

a
."J

",.l
 Y1""

";;::;:;;c
e 

e 
ra

 e
 

,., .. ~~
gR

s~
f.
~~
1 e

 g
a
 er~.

 
p';:~'~

t~~~
1 

p
u

rp
o

sa
 

• 
1 

b
· 

t 
..... "

,' 
• 

g
ee

""
 

""'~
"", 
~
L
R
 

\1
.1

1 
ce

 e
 I

 a
 e

 
fu

ll
ll

 e
 

:tl
.i

l'
il

u
u

l 
Il

n
lu

n
' 

""
''''

,1
..

.. 
re

e
n 

in
c.

:l
u 

... i
n

' 
n

a
tu

re
 

h
"

t/
ll

h
 

w
el

ln
es

s 
lV

e
rS

I t
::, 1

"·,,,,
g

d
"'''''·

'''·'''
'''''I.o

''k
 

• 
"''''

"''t
l'lI

hl''
''''

'~
 

d 
. 

a
n

 
m

al
 

In-
e

ru
e

p
e

n
 
al

l.
c.
e
~

·p~
·il

'~'~~l
J 

co
ns

e'r
v'a

tio
n 

l.'(lI
I1I1H

IIII
I~' 

In
'c
nh
·p

t~Il
t.la

nc
c 

c
o

n
n

e
e

lw
n

s 
(!nl

l~C
rV

aI
I0I

11 
C

\'
C

I cnce
t 

• 
f 

wCl
lncs

sr
e
e
~
e
a
 
IO

n
nalu

I'a 
u

tu
re

 
n

.'
,;

lo
il

il
, 

jO
,e

d
,,

"
. 

. 
~
 •. ,.

" 
'''ti

, 
....

. "
 

la
n

d
ln

ar
k

 
fo

o
d

 p
ra

ct
,c

al
 

...
...

 
..·

,,1 
..•

 " 
."

1'1
""

""
""

 

~ 
co

n
se

l"
(
I

'C
 
t
jli

"IO
)"\

 l
"ul'd

en
 

ci
l\

'l
il

ll
d

s 
e

Sl
IS

la
in

al
Ji

li
lV

O
P

P
O

."
ll

If
l'

IY
".

"e
,.

, 
m

u
lt

i 
' 

"
to

. 
'

. 
Ie

'ga
l" 

,",,~
1,~
 
0

0
 

e 
o
n
g
l
n
g

pl'ic
~lcs

~' 
. 

. 
". 

...
.. 

."
 •

. 
{

lf
ll

lH
i 

"'p
ir

it
lw

l 
('

f
ll

ll
f1

'
l1

n
lr

,\
' 

. 
edu

cal
lon

 c
o

n
sc

l'
\ 

a
ll

o
n

 •
 
f'H

lcl
~.~

~~
~~
~n
ab
lh

l)
 A

LI
I 

• 
,.' 

.''
'''

' 
I 

u
n

Iq
u

e 

"~::
~:I;~:

::'p
r
e
c
l
o
u
s
R
r
l
c
e
 

es
s,"

PJ
lO

rlIlJlH"
 

."
·11

,,,
·,,,

, 
)
u
~
l
u
r
\
 

I' 
...

 
11

:l
!I

.r
,
,
j·

 

d
iV

e
rS

it
v

""
't
l

"'"
 

sv
ne

r"
'V

 
... "

 ....
.. ,

 ... "
 .

• 
'''

I
'L

)!'
'II

' 
t 

C
(,.

"
llI

"'
'' 

1
· 

.' '"
1"

"
, 

J 
t:

>
J 

""'''''t
 

(,~
 c

 
(

t 
n

a 
u

re
 lIJ1i

qll
~' 

e
co

 0
 

, .. ""
""

,,1
0. 

""''''
'':~'::

~,~?
: e

 
u 

c a
 I

 0
 n

"ald
~ll:';

:t'''r':
.'~:I' 

hc~!
~.~!}",

,, 
R

e
ta

in
 o

p
e

n
 a

n
d

 v
is

u
a

l 
a

c
c
e

s
s
 a

c
ro

s
s
 t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 a

n
d

 t
o

 t
h

e
 

,,,.
,,,,

,.
;,,"

 h
l'

l'C
ci

U
U

S 
I 

h""
'''''''''''

' 
n

ra
.c 

tI
C

 a" 
I""

""' 
.":~

~::~
~ 

e
a
t 

ec
o

lo
g

y
 

m
o

u
n

ta
in

 v
ie

w
s
 

M
a

k
e

 a
c
c
e

s
s
 o

n
to

 t
h

e
 l

a
n

d
s
 a

v
a

ila
b

le
 i

n
 t

h
e

 s
h

o
rt

 t
e

rm
 

P
la

n
 f

o
r 

y
e

a
r 

ro
u

n
d

 u
sa

g
e

 

L
im

it
 t

h
e

 i
m

p
a

c
t 
o

f 
h

u
m

a
n

 i
n

te
rv

e
n

ti
o

n
 b

y
 e

n
s
u

ri
n

g
 s

o
lu

ti
o

n
s
 a

re
 

p
ra

c
ti

c
a

l,
 s

u
s
ta

in
a

b
le

 a
n

d
 m

u
lt
i-

u
s
e

. 

in
c

lu
si

v
e 

It
'I
"I

".
,Io

' 
p

u
rp

os
e 

• 
.-.

ri
l"

' 
" 

""
.to

 

""""
"'.

 ·
 II:t

llll'l'
lo

p
p

o
rt

u
ll
It

y
 

S
p

Ir
It

u
a
 

•
. 11,,·

,,1
0, 

b
e

lo
n

g
in

g 

C
O

Il
lI

ll
U

ll
lt

Y
'JI

"
Jl

II
!':

il
l;

; 
, 

, 
(l
hl
·"
~U

.\ 

""
,':::i

:;:,:
: r

ev
er

en
ce

 
,. 'h

,. 
il
ll

'"
n

ll
'1

11
',

u
ln

n
l'

c' 

T
h

is
 "

W
o

rd
 C

lo
u

d
" 

re
p

re
s
e

n
ts

 k
e

y
 w

o
rd

s
 a

n
d

 i
m

p
re

s
s
io

n
s
 

p
a

rt
ic

ip
a

n
ts

 u
s
e

d
 w

h
e

n
 d

e
s
c
ri

b
in

g
 th

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s
. 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E~
J
G
A
G
E
M
E
~
I
T
 
S

U
M

M
A

R
Y

 R
E

P
O

R
T

 
I 

,J
U

N
E

 2
0

13
 

I 
C

IT
Y

S
P

A
C

E
S

 C
O
I
~
S
U
L
T

IN
G
 

CNCL - 238



v.
 C

o
n

c
lu

s
io

n
s

 

T
h

e
 I

d
e

a
s
 F

a
ir

 w
a

s
 e

x
tr

e
m

e
ly

 w
e

ll
 
a

tt
e

n
d

e
d

 
b

y
 C

it
y
 C

e
n

tr
e

 a
n

d
 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
-w

id
e

 
a

re
a

 
re

s
id

e
n

ts
. 

T
h

e
 f

e
e

d
b

a
c
k
 o

n
 
th

e
 
e

v
e

n
t 

w
a

s
 

o
v
e

rw
h

e
lm

in
g

ly
 p

o
s
it

iv
e

 i
n

 t
e

rm
s
 o

f 
th

e
 i

n
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 p

ro
v
id

e
d

, 
th

e
 

m
u

lt
ip

le
 a

v
e

n
u

e
s
 t

o
 p

ro
v
id

e
 f

e
e

d
b

a
c
k
, 

a
n

d
 f

o
r 

m
a

n
y
, 

th
e

 o
p

p
o

rt
u

n
it

y
 

to
 v

is
it

 t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 f

o
r 

th
e

 f
ir

s
t 

ti
m

e
. 

T
h

e
 S

ta
k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 
W

o
rk

s
h

o
p

 w
a

s 
re

p
re

s
e

n
ti

v
e

 o
f 

a 
c
ro

s
s
-s

e
c
ti

o
n

 o
f 

in
te

r
e

s
ts

 w
it

h
 a

d
d

it
io

n
a

l 
c
o

n
v
e

rs
a

ti
o

n
s
 h

a
vi

n
g

 b
e

e
n

 u
n

d
e

rt
a

k
e

n
 b

y
 t

h
e

 O
it

y
 t

o
 

e
n

s
u

re
 a

s 
b

ro
a

d
 a

 s
p

e
c
tr

u
m

 o
f 

in
p

u
t,

 a
s 

p
o

ss
ib

le
. 

O
v
e

ra
ll 

th
e

re
 w

e
re

 a
p

p
ro

x
im

a
te

ly
 f
if

te
e

n
 w

a
ys

 t
o

 p
ro

v
id

e
 i
n

p
u

t 
a

n
d

 f
e

e
d



b
a

c
k
, 

in
c
lu

d
in

g
 o

n
 t

h
e

 "
O

re
a

te
 G

a
rd

e
n

 O
it

y
 L

a
n

d
s
" 

w
e

b
s
it

e
, 

a
n

d
 t

h
ro

u
g

h
 

"L
e

ts
 T

a
lk

" 
o

n
lin

e
. 

T
h

e
 p

ro
je

c
t 

a
ls

o
 h

a
s 

a 
F

a
c
e

b
o

o
k
 p

a
g

e
 a

n
d

 a
 T

w
it

te
r 

p
re

s
e

n
c
e

. 
T

h
e

 r
e

v
ie

w
 a

n
d

 s
y
n

th
e

s
is

 o
f 

a
ll 

fe
e

d
b

a
c
k
 i

n
c
lu

d
e

s
: 

Id
e

a
s
 F

a
ir

 -
2

2
0

 q
u

e
s
ti

o
n

n
a

ir
e

s
, 

s
e

v
e

ra
l 

h
u

n
d

re
d

 s
ti

c
k
y
 n

o
te

s
, 

4
0

 p
o

s
t

c
a

rd
s
, 

2
8

 v
id

e
o

 i
d

e
a

s
, 1

1 
th

o
u

g
h

ts
 o

n
 f

o
ld

e
d

 p
a

p
e

r 
a

n
d

 h
u

n
d

re
d

s
 o

f 
d

o
ts

 

o
n

 p
re

fe
rr

e
d

 i
m

a
g

e
s.

 

O
n

lin
e

 i
n

p
u

t 
-

11
2 

a
d

d
it

io
n

a
l 

q
u

e
s
ti

o
n

n
a

ir
e

s
 

S
ta

k
e

h
o

ld
e

r 
w

o
rk

s
h

o
p

 i
n

p
u

t 
-

1
0

 g
ro

u
p

s
 r

e
p

re
s
e

n
te

d
 

O
it

y
 D

is
c
u

s
s
io

n
s
 -

4 
a

d
d

it
io

n
a

l 
d

is
c
u

s
s
io

n
s
 w

it
h

 v
a

ri
o

u
s
 g

ro
u

p
s
 

L
e

tt
e

r/
p

ro
p

o
s
a

ls
 -

6 
p

ro
v
id

e
d

 t
o

 t
h

e
 O

it
y
 

T
h

ro
u

g
h

 a
ll 

th
e

 i
n

p
u

t 
s
o

m
e

 c
o

n
s
is

te
n

t 
m

e
ss

a
g

e
s 

h
a

ve
 e

m
e

rg
e

d
: 

T
re

a
d

 l
ig

h
tl

y
 o

n
 t

h
e

 L
a

n
d

s
 

P
ro

v
id

e
 a

 l
e

g
a

c
y
 f
o

r 
th

e
 f

u
tu

re
 g

e
n

e
ra

ti
o

n
s
 

P
re

se
rv

e
, 

c
o

n
s
e

rv
e

 a
n

d
 e

n
h

a
n

c
e

 t
h

e
 n

a
tu

ra
l 

a
n

d
 h

a
b

it
a

t 
a

s
s
e

ts
 

E
st

a
b

lis
h

 s
tr

o
n

g
 li

n
k
a

g
e

s
 a

n
d

 c
o

n
n

e
c
ti

o
n

s
 t

o
 a

n
d

 f
ro

m
 t

h
e

 
w

id
e

r 
c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 

D
e

v
e

lo
p

 f
u

tu
re

 u
se

s 
c
o

ll
a

b
o

ra
ti

v
e

ly
 t

o
 i

n
c
lu

d
e

 e
d

u
c
a

ti
o

n
, 

p
re

s
e

rv
a


ti

o
n

, 
p

a
ss

iv
e

 r
e

c
re

a
ti

o
n

 a
n

d
 a

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

re
 

B
u

ild
 u

p
o

n
 t

h
e

 v
a

lu
e

s 
o

f t
h

e
 A

g
ri

c
u

lt
u

ra
l 

L
a

n
d

 R
e

se
rv

e
 

E
n

su
re

 l
im

it
e

d
 h

u
m

a
n

 i
n

te
rv

e
n

ti
o

n
 

R
e

fl
e

c
t 

th
e

 h
is

to
ry

 a
n

d
 h

e
ri

ta
g

e
 o

f t
h

e
 L

a
n

d
s
 

In
c
o

rp
o

ra
te

 s
o

ci
a

l,
 s

p
ir

it
u

a
l 

a
n

d
 c

u
lt

u
ra

l 
g

a
th

e
ri

n
g

 s
p

a
c
e

s
 

D
e

v
e

lo
p

 a
c
c
e

s
s
 i

n
 t

h
e

 s
h

o
rt

 t
e

rm
 w

it
h

o
u

t 
im

p
a

c
ti

n
g

 f
u

tu
re

 t
h

e
 

L
a

n
d

s
 f

o
r 

fu
tu

re
 g

e
n

e
ra

ti
o

n
s
 

T
h

e
 o

u
tc

o
m

e
s
 a

n
d

 e
m

e
rg

in
g

 d
ir

e
c
ti

o
n

s
 i

d
e

n
ti

fi
e

d
 i

n
 t

h
is

 r
e

p
o

rt
, 

a
s 

w
e

ll 
a

s 
th

e
 k

e
y
 m

e
s
s
a

g
e

s
 o

u
tl

in
e

d
 a

b
o

v
e

, 
w

il
l 

fo
rm

 t
h

e
 b

a
s
is

 f
o

r 
fu

rt
h

e
r 

re
fi

n
e

m
e

n
t 

o
f 

th
e

 p
re

li
m

in
a

ry
 t

h
e

m
e

s
 e

s
ta

b
li
s
h

e
d

 b
y
 O

o
u

n
c
il
 a

s 
th

e
 

p
ro

c
e

s
s
 p

ro
g

re
s
s
e

s
. 

T
h

e
 i

n
fo

rm
a

ti
o

n
 w

il
l 

a
ls

o
 p

ro
v
id

e
 t

h
e

 f
o

u
n

d
a

ti
o

n
 

fo
r 

th
e

 d
e

v
e

lo
p

m
e

n
t 

o
f 

a 
s
e

t 
o

f 
g

u
id

in
g

 p
ri

n
c
ip

le
s
 t

o
 f

u
rt

h
e

r 
s
h

a
p

e
 t

h
e

 

o
n

-g
o

in
g

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 d

is
c
u

s
s
io

n
s
 a

b
o

u
t 

th
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 O

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
, 

it
s
 p

la
n



n
in

g
 a

n
d

 i
ts

 f
u

tu
re

. 

C
O

N
C

L
U

S
IO

N
S

 
I 

21
 

CNCL - 239



A
p

p
e

n
d

ix
 

C
IT

Y
 O

F
 R

IC
H

M
O

N
D

 G
A

R
D

E
N

 C
IT

Y
 L

A
N

D
S

 
I 

E
N

G
A

G
E

M
E

N
T

 S
U

M
M

A
R

Y
 R

E
P

O
R

T
 

I 
J
U

N
E

 2
0

1
3

 
I 

C
IT

Y
S

P
A

C
E

S
 C

O
N

S
U

L
T

IN
G

 

CNCL - 240



-
4

 

G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y
 L

a
n

d
s
 I

d
e

a
s
 F

a
ir

 Q
u

e
s
ti

o
n

n
a

ir
e

 

T
h

a
n

k 
yo

u
 f

o
r 

a
tt

e
n

d
in

g
 th

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y 
L

a
n

d
s 

Id
ea

s 
Fa

ir.
 Y

o
u

r 
th

o
u

g
h

ts
, i

d
e

a
s 

a
n

d
 c

o
m

m
e

n
ts

 a
re

 i
m

p
o

rt
a

n
t 

a
s 

w
e

 k
ic

k-
o

ff
 th

is
 c

o
m

p
re

h
e

n
si

ve
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y 
p

la
nn

in
g 

p
ro

ce
ss

 to
 c

re
a

te
 a

 n
e

w
 le

g
a

cy
 fo

r 
th

e
 C

it
y 

o
f R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

. 

P
le

as
e 

ta
ke

 a
 fe

w
 m

in
u

te
s 

an
d 

co
m

p
le

te
 th

is
 q

u
e

st
io

nn
ai

re
 b

e
fo

re
 le

a
vi

n
g

 to
d

ay
. 

Y
ou

 c
a

n
 a

ls
o 

co
m

p
le

te
 th

e
 q

u
e

st
io

n
n

a
ir

e
 o

nl
in

e 
o

r g
e

t m
o

re
 in

fo
rm

a
tio

n
 b

y 
vi

si
tin

g
 w

w
w

.c
re

a
te

g
a

rd
e

n
c

it
y
la

n
d

s.
c

a.
 

W
h

a
t i

s 
yo

ur
 p

o
st

al
 c

o
d

e
?

 
_

_
_

_
_

_
_
_

_
_

_
_

 _ 
A

re
 y

o
u 

a 
C

ity
 o

f R
ic

hm
o

n
d

 R
es

id
e

nt
? 

0 
Y

O
N

 

W
h

ic
h

 n
e

ig
h

b
o

u
rh

o
o

d
 d

o
 y

o
u

 c
al

l h
o

m
e

?
 _

_
_

_
_

_
_ 

_ 
D

id
 y

o
u

 e
n

jo
y 

to
d

a
y'

s 
Id

e
a '

s 
Fa

ir
?

 
o 

Y
O

N
 

W
h

a
t d

id
 y

ou
 le

ar
n 

to
d

a
y 

th
a

t y
ou

 d
id

 n
o

t k
n

ow
 b

e
fo

re
? 
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

_
_

 _ 

T
H

IN
K

 Q
U

IC
K

I 

W
h

a
t w

o
rd

s 
d

e
so

ri
b

e
 y

o
u

r 
F

IR
S

T
 IM

P
R

E
S

S
IO

N
S

 a
ft

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 C

it
y 

L
a

n
d

s 
u

p
o

n
 a

rr
iv

in
g 

to
d

ay
. 

W
h

a
t w

o
rd

s 
w

ou
ld

 y
ou

 u
se

 a
ft

e
r 

ha
vi

ng
 le

ar
n

e
d

 m
o

re
 a

b
o

u
t t

h
e

 G
a

rd
e

n
 O

it
y 

L
a

n
d

s 
to

d
a

y?
 

L
E

T
S

 G
E

T
 S

T
A

R
T

E
D

 

B
e

lo
w

 a
re

 t
hr

ee
 p

o
ss

ib
le

 lh
e

m
e

s 
p

re
vi

ou
sl

y 
id

e
n

tif
ie

d 
fo

r 
th

e
 L

a
n

d
s 

b
y 

O
o

u
n

ci
l. 

H
o

w
e

ve
r, 

o
th

e
r 

th
e

m
e

s 
m

ay
 b

e
 c

o
n

si
d

e
re

d
 a

s 
w

e
ll.

 
H

o
w

 im
p

o
rt

a
n

t a
re

 th
e

se
 th

e
m

e
s 

to
 y

ou
? 

P
le

as
e 

ra
n

k 
in

 o
rd

e
r w

ith
 1

 b
e

in
g

 th
e

 h
ig

h
e

st
 p

ri
o

ri
ty

. 

_
_ 

O
o

m
m

u
n

ity
 W

e
ll n

es
s 

an
d 

E
na

bl
in

g 
H

ea
lth

y 
L

ife
st

yl
e

s 

_
_

 S
h

o
w

ca
si

n
g

 U
rb

an
 A

g
ri

ou
ltu

re
 

_
_

 D
e

m
o

n
st

ra
ti

ng
 E

nv
ir

on
m

e
n

ta
l S

us
ta

in
a

bi
lit

y 

_
_

 O
th

e
r (

p
le

as
e 

ex
p

la
in

):
 

C
R

E
A

T
E

 

H
o

w
 w

ou
ld

 y
ou

 c
re

a
te

 a
 le

g
a

cy
 g

if
t f

o
r a

ll 
C

it
y 

re
si

de
n

ts
? 

T
e

ll 
u

s 
w

h
ic

h
 o

f 
th

e
 fo

llo
w

in
g 

fa
rm

 a
nd

 n
on

-f
a

rm
 a

ct
iv

iti
e

s 
p

e
rm

it
te

d
 w

ith
in

 t
h

e 
A

g
ri

cu
ltu

ra
l L

a
n

d
 R

es
er

ve
 y

ou
 w

ou
ld

 s
u

p
p

o
rt

: 

C
ro

p
 P

ro
d

u
c
ti

o
n

 (e
.g

. r
o

o
t a

n
d

 g
re

e
n

 v
e

g
e

ta
b

le
, b

e
rr

ie
s.

 g
re

e
n

h
o

u
se

s)
 

o 
S

tr
o

n
g

ly
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
 

0 
S

om
ew

ha
t s

u
p

p
o

rt
 

0 
N

e
u

tr
a

l 
CJ

 
S

o
m

e
w

h
a

t d
o

n
't 

su
p

p
o

rt
 

0 
S

tr
o

n
g

ly
d

o
n

'ls
u

p
p

o
rt

 

A
g

ri
c
u

lt
u

ra
l-

T
o

u
ri

s
m

 (e
.g

. f
a

rm
e

rs
 m

a
rk

e
ts

, f
a

rm
 t

o
u

rs
, f

a
rm

 r
e

ta
il)

 

o 
S

tr
o

n
g

ly
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
 

0 
S

o
m

e
w

h
a

t s
u

p
p

o
rt

 
0 

N
e

u
tr

a
l 

0 
S

o
m

e
w

h
a

t d
on

't 
su

p
p

o
rt

 
0 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 d
on

't 
su

p
p

o
rt

 

E
co

lo
g

ic
a

l R
e

se
rv

e
 (e

.g
. R

ic
h

m
o

n
d

 N
a

tu
ra

l P
a

rk
) 

o 
S

tr
o

n
g

ly
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
 

0 
S

o
m

e
w

h
a

t s
u

p
p

o
rt

 
0 

N
e

u
tr

a
l 

o 
S

o
m

e
w

h
a

t d
on

't 
su

p
p

o
rt

 
0 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 d
o

n
't 

su
p

p
o

rt
 

O
on

tin
ue

d
 .

.. 

-<C
ga

rd
en

 
ci

ty
 la

n
d

s 

P
a

ss
iv

e
 R

e
c
re

a
ti

o
n

 (
e.

g.
 w

a
lk

in
g

 tr
a

il
s 

o
r 

b
o

a
rd

w
a

lk
s,

 b
ir

d
 w

a
tc

h
in

g
, p

ic
n

ic
s)

 

o 
S

tr
o

n
g

ly
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
 

0 
$

o
m

e
w

h
a

ts
u

p
p

o
rt

 
0 

N
e

u
tr

a
l 

0 
S

o
m

e
w

h
a

td
o

n
'ts

u
p

p
o

rt
 

0 
S

tr
o

n
g

ly
 d

o
n

't 
su

p
p

o
rt

 

O
p

e
n

 P
a
rk

la
n

d
 (

e.
g.

 c
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 g

a
th

e
ri

n
g

 s
p

a
ce

s,
 c

o
m

m
u

n
it

y
 g

a
rd

e
n

s)
 

o 
S

tr
o

n
g

ly
 s

u
p

p
o

rt
 

0 
S

om
ew

ha
t s

u
p

p
o

rt
 

0 
N

e
u

tr
a

l 
0 

S
om

e'
vY

ha
c 

do
n

't 
su

p
p

o
rt

 
0 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 d
on

't 
su

p
p

o
rt

 

S
it

e
-R

e
la

te
d

 E
d

u
c
a

ti
o

n
 &

 R
e

se
a

rc
h

 (
e.

g.
 s

u
st

a
in

a
b

ili
ty

 c
e

n
tr

e
, f

a
rm

 s
ch

o
o

l)
 

Q
 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 s
u

p
p

o
rt

 
Q

 
S

om
e'

vY
ha

ts
up

po
rt

 
CJ

 
N

e
u

tr
a

l 
Q

 
S

o
m

e
w

h
a

td
o

n
't

su
p

p
o

rt
 

Q
 

S
rr

o
n

g
ly

d
o

n
'ts

u
p

p
o

rt
 

L
e

a
ve

 A
s
 I

s 
(e

.g
. f

o
r 

fu
tu

re
 g

e
n

e
ra

ti
o

n
s)

 

CJ
 

S
tr

o
n

g
ly

 s
u

p
p

o
rt

 
Q

 
S

o
m

e
w

h
a

t s
u

p
p

o
rt

 
0 

N
e

u
tr

a
l 

Q
 

S
o

m
e

w
h

a
cd

o
n

'c
su

p
p

o
rt

 
CJ

 
S

tr
o

n
g

ly
 d

o
n

 't 
su

p
p

o
rt

 

O
th

e
r 

(p
le

a
se

 e
xp

la
in

) 

IN
S

P
IR

E
 

Is
 th

e
re

 a
 o

he
ri

sh
ed

 m
e

m
o

ry
 o

r 
a 

st
o

ry
 o

f t
h

e
 G

a
rd

en
 O

ity
 L

a
nd

s 
yo

u 
w

ou
ld

 li
ke

 t
o

 s
ha

re
? 

E
N

V
IS

IO
N

 

C
lo

se
 y

o
u

r 
ey

es
 a

nd
 te

ll 
u

s 
w

ha
t y

ou
 s

ee
: 

T
o

d
a

y
?

 

T
o

m
o

rr
o

w
?

 

1
0

0
 y

e
a

rs
 fr

o
m

 n
o

w
?

 

U
n

til
 S

a
tu

rd
a

y
 J

u
n

e 
1

5,
 2

0
1

3
 y

o
u

r c
o

m
p

le
te

d
 q

u
e

st
io

n
n

a
ir

e
s 

o
r 
c
o

m
m

e
n

ts
 o

a
n

 b
e 

se
n

t t
o

: 

T
H

E
 C

R
E

A
T

E
 G

A
R

D
E

N
 C

IT
Y

 L
A

N
D

S
 P

R
O

JE
C

T
 

c/
o

 C
o

m
m

u
n

it
y
 S

e
rv

ic
e

s 
D

e
p

a
rt

m
e

n
t 

O
it

y 
o

f R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
, 
5

5
9

9
 L

yn
a

s 
L

an
e,

 R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
 8

0
 V

7
0

 5
8

2
 

E
m

ai
l: 

g
a

rd
e

n
c

ity
la

n
d

s@
ri

ch
m

o
n

d
.c

a
 

A
ls

o,
 d

o
n

't
 fo

rg
e

t t
o

 v
is

it 
w

w
w

,c
re

a
te

g
a

rd
e

n
c
it

y
la

n
d

s.
c

a
a

n
d 

re
g

is
te

r y
o

u
rs

e
lf 

fo
r 
c
o

n
tin

u
e

d
 u

p
d

a
te

s,
 a

n
d

 m
o

re
 f

u
n

 f
a

c
ts

 a
b

c
u

t 

th
is

 e
xt

ra
o

rd
in

a
ry

 o
p

e
n 

sp
a

ce
 c

a
lle

d
 th

e
 G

a
rd

e
n

 C
it

y 
L

a
n

d
s.

 

-«
g

ar
d

en
 

ci
ty

 la
nd

s 

A
P

P
E

N
D

IX
 

I 
2

3
 

CNCL - 241



To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services 
Committee 

Jane Fernyhough 
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage 

Report to Committee 

Date: June 28, 2013 

File: 11-7000-09-20-161Nol 
01 

Re: West Richmond Community Centre Public Art Project 

Staff Recommendation 

That the concept proposal for the West Richmond Community Centre Public Art Project by artist 
Jeanette Lee as presented in the report from the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services 
dated June ,2013, be endorsed ---

~YOUgh [; / 

Director, Arts, Cultur , a~~ritage 
(604-276-4288) -

Att.3 

ROUTED To: 

Budgets 
Project Development 
Facilities 
Recreation 
REVIEWED BY DIRECTORS 

3899149 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

INITIALS: REVIEWED BY CAO 

j)vJ 

) 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The City's Community Public Art Program creates opportunities for collaborative art projects 
between community groups and professional artists of all disciplines. Working with a 
professional artist, the community group is involved in all stages of planning and commissioning 
of a public art project. 

This report brings forward for consideration the concept proposal jointly developed by the West 
Richmond Community Centre (WRCC) and the artist Jeanette Lee. This initiative is in line with 
Council Term Goal 9.5: 

Promote existing cultural resources and activities to increase public awareness, enhance 
quality of place and engage citizens across generations. 

Analysis 

Terms ofRe{erence - Community Public Art Selection Process 
On November 20,2012, the Richmond Public Art Advisory Committee (RPAAC) reviewed a 
submission from the West Richmond Community Association to fund an intergenerational 
community public art project at the West Richmond Community Centre. RPAAC approved a 
recommendation that staff work with the West Richmond Community Association to develop an 
artist proposal call for the project and recommended that the Public Art Program provide 
matching funds from the community public art budget. 

In accordance with the City Public Art Program procedures for the community program, a 
selection panel reviewed the portfolios of artists on the Community Public Art Roster, to short
list 3-5 artists for an interview process. The selection panel met on March 26, 2013 and included 
the following members: 

• Mark Glavina, Artist, Richmond 
• Emily Vera, Preschool Supervisor, West Richmond Community Centre 
• Barbara Liska, Representative, West Richmond Community Association 

Artists were evaluated on the basis of artistic merit of past work; appropriateness to the goals of 
the Program including past work with community groups and with youth in particular; and artist 
qualifications. The panel recommended that four artists be considered for this project. 

On April 15th the panel interviewed the four artists and after careful deliberation recommended 
artist Jeanette Lee of Vancouver for this project. 

Recommended Public Art Project 
This proj ect will make use of a hands-on approach to the making of public art, involving 
community members in all aspects of the project, from visualization through fabrication, 
installation and documentation. Community members of all age groups of West Richmond 
Community Centre will participate in the project. Emily Vera, Preschool Supervisor and lead 
contact will coordinate in class and after school activities. 
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June 28, 2013 - 3 -

The project is proposed for the West Richmond Community Centre's main entrance stairwell 
(Attachment 1) and will complement the existing community public art project entitled 
Community Kaleidoscope by artist Mark Glavina, installed in 2005. Artist Jeanette Lee has met 
with the WRCC lead contact to understand the project, generate ideas and develop the concept. 

Public Art Concept 
The theme for the art project will be Movement, in keeping with the proposed location of the 
artwork inside the stairwell walls. Artist Jeanette Lee will work with community members to 
make human profile shapes to be placed along the wall as one travels up or down the stairwell. 
These human profile shapes will be life-size. Images of shoes are proposed for the landings. 
Using paint and/or digital printing methods the profile shapes will be illustrated by community 
members of all ages. The Public Art Program will lead a City interdepartmental team to review 
the status of the project as it continues to progress and to facilitate technical reviews, including 
building code compliance, with the artist, Jeanette Lee. 

Further information on the concept for the proposed art project (Attachment 2), and the artist's 
biography and examples of the artist's previous community public art projects (Attachment 3) is 
provided in the attachments to this report. 

Financial Impact 

The total funding of$10,000 for this project will be shared between the West Richmond 
Community Association and the Richmond Public Art Program. The Public Art Program has 
allocated $5,000 for this community project from existing funds in the approved 2012 Public Art 
Capital Project, which identifies an overall budget of $20,000 towards pursuing community 
public art partnerships as they arise. An additional $5,000 will be contributed by the West 
Richmond Community Association. Maintenance for this project will be the responsibility of the 
Public Art Program. City funds would be allocated out of the Public Art Program's annual 
operating budget. 

Conclusion 

Richmond's Community Public Art Program creates opportunities for collaborative public art 
projects between Richmond community groups and artists of all disciplines. The program is 
based on the belief that through the arts, communities can explore issues, ideas and concerns, 
voice community identity, express cultural spirit and create dialogue. The West Richmond 
Community Centre public art project outlined in this report reflects and embraces these 
intentions. 

West Richmond Community Centre and the Richmond Public Art Advisory Committee have 
enthusiastically endorsed the public art concept. If endorsed, the project will move into the 
design and fabrication phase, with installation scheduled to be completed by Spring 2014. 

~r 
Eric Fiss 
Public Art Planner 
(604-247-4612) 
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City of 
Richmond 

Attachment 1 

Community Public Art Program 
Community Services Department 

Arts Services 

The West Richmond Community Centre at 9180 No.1 Rd. seeks an artist or artist team to produce a socially 
engaged artwork. The artist or artist team will be required to work with children aged 3-12 years, teenagers 14-17 
years and adults 55+. 

Budget: 
Start Date: 
Location: 

$10,000 (inclusive of artist fees, materials, production costs) 
September 2013 
West Richmond Community Centre within the main entrance stairwell. Please see Figure 1 and2. 

Figure 1- White wall Figure 2 - Stairwell context 

Five questions to consider prior to your interview with the artist selection panel on April 15th
, 2013: 

1. This project involves working with children ages 3-12, teenagers and seniors. Please share your vision of working 
with these different age groups. How can you make this project developmentally suitable for all age groups so that 
each group feels comfortable in contributing to the project's development and execution? 

2. Please speak to your process of developing an idea/concept specific to Community Public Art? Given a start date 
in September 2013 and a budget of $10,000 inclusive of artist fees, materials, and production, what kind of timeline 
would you envision for your project? 

3. You are aware of our chosen location for this particularly community public art place. Please refer to Fig.l&2. 
Can you identify the greatest challenges of working in such a space? Can you identify the hidden potential of this 
space? 

4. In what ways, if any, would you say your work incorporates a sense of sustainability and an expression of our 
environment? 

5. This project may involve working with material outside your chosen media. Can you comment on your ability and 
experience in working with a variety of different media, materials and fabrication methods? 
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Prelimin,ary Concept Proposal 
Meeting Tue.sday April 30,2013 wlth Emily Vera 

PRELIM I NARY THOUGHTS AND DISCUSSION: 

Discusse~ a variety of ideas and possibilities relating to people in 
motion: ' 

a) prescho1ol 'children and commun~ty people who use the stairs 
. everyday 

Attachment 2 

b} ideas about lieU mbingl' as in climbing the mountains of ,au r Hves 
'or metaphor for ~he ups and downs of rife (challenges) 

c) Th~(e are lI irderruptions on the pathway Hke the·bulletin board ... 
the~e are important stops but temporary.. . . P,erhaps celebrate 
. this'stop by puUing shoe ,mages on ,the Ijal1ding. Ideas of 
"whe,r,e are we goi £1g to ?'or leaving? . 

d) Movement in life ~trave!lling up the ladder of success or 
stairway to, heattih(r.e:bulletin board) 

e) U~ejd the idea of us.ing a.ctualimages or shapes of'the stair 
user~ climbing up the stairs. . 

f} Liked the idea of us,ing metal sllouettes, some flushed to the 
waHl others slightly away(to giv~ depth) and a few in colour 

3902053 

I 

Who: . 
a) preschool' children from Merry King 
b) Seniors who already come to the centre. Outreach to 

Applegreen Housing! . , 
across the road, Outreach to those living ~n the area 
,po,sslbly . 

c}te'ens from Hugh Boyd h1:glh school. lunch hour ,possibility 
, '. 

Ralts or ways to e,rigage: 
a)prs'schoolkids: working with Emilly and teachers can be 
photographed and drawn moving up and down the stairs. Their 

. actual shapes can be used ~i n background and foreground . . 

c) Seniors ;Possibilities - support :in working with preschoo,1 
children painting shapes - models for shapes as well 
, ' - models for shoes on landing 
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Attachment 2 

d)teens = possiblities - designers of shoe shapes and 
creators of the landing shoes. Materials flexible 

I 

Other participatory opportunities: , 
Using text somewhere ~ words t phrases. poetry 

Possible Workshop areas: pool table utility room 
: preschool classroom 

possible rt,aterials: 
various metals ~ ie:lightweight al'uminum 

, - steel/stai nless steel 
- clay (Iandtng shoes?) 
- photo images on metal or on woodl or some 

sort of transfer process ( possibly on surface of one figure) 

Finisningis determined by metal choice,' . 

Paints used by children - water based I permanent acrylic on primed 
metal 

Steps: f 

3902053 

a) more. image gathering 
b) confirmation of final artwork design 
c) lazercutting ima.ges 
d) setting up workshop dates, call and community outreach(word 

of moutht flyers and notices) Booking facility 
e) getting material~ and numbers for workshop 
f) inst~Uation . 
g) wrap up/unveiling 
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Jeanette Lee 

Biography 

Attachment 3 

Jeanette is a Vancouver-born artist whose family settled in B.C. over 100 years ago. Her love of the arts 
started at an early age through studying music and completing her A.R.C.T (Associateship from the Royal 
Conservatory of Music), University of Toronto. She completed her B.Arts Education at UBC and sent to 
further complete a post graduate diploma in 1991 at the Arts Students League in New York, where she 
majored in Sculpture. 

Jeanette has held artist residencies at the New York Sculpture Centre twice and at the Studio School of 
the Aegean in Greece. While living in New York, Jeanette won several art awards including the Merit 
awards for drawing and sculpture at the ASL, the Nessa Cohen Memorial Scholarship, the Samuel May 
Rudin Foundation Award and the Kimon Nicolaides Drawing scholarship. 

She has had solo exhibitions in New York, Switzerland and Vancouver and her works are part of the 
permanent collections of the Fukuyama Museum of Art in Japan, the ASL of New York, the Sol LeWitt 
Collection in Connecticut and the City of Richmond. 

For the past few years, Jeanette has been involved in creating private and public art projects. 

Selected Works 

House of Roots, Paulik Neighbourhood Park, 2005 

Green Symphony, Richmond Nature Park, 2011 

Artworks Building, Studio #307 
237 East 4th Ave. 

Vancouver, BC V5T 4R4 
CNCL - 248



To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Parks, Recreation and Cultural Services 
Committee 

Jane Fernyhough 

Report to Committee 

Date: June 24 , 2013 

File: 11-7000-09-20-133Nol 
Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage Services 01 

Re: Centro TerraWest Development Ltd. Donation of Public Art Project 

Staff Recommendation 

That the artwork donation by Centro TerraWest Development Ltd. to the City of Richmond, as 
presented in the report dated June 24 013 from the Director, Arts, Culture and Heritage 
Services, be approved. 

~YOUgh 
Director, A s, C 
(604-276-4288) 

Att.3 

ROUTED To: 

Finance Division 
Parks Services 
Engineering 
Transportation 
Planning 

REVIEWED BY DIRECTORS 

3898454 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCUR/, fiZ~MANAGER 

~ 
~ 

7' 

~ 
INITIALS: REVIEWED BY CAO • .!,NI'~LS: 

J)vJ ~ 
....-. ~ 

CNCL - 249



June 24, 2013 - 2 -

Staff Report 

Origin 

As part of the Centro TerraWest development at 6011 No.1 Road, the developer proposes to 
donate a public artwork to the City. This report presents for Council's consideration the proposed 
public artwork, artist and location. 

This initiative is in line with Council Term Goal 9.1: 

Build culturally rich public spaces across Richmond through a commitment to strong 
urban design, investment in public art and placemaking. 

Finding of Facts 

Richmond Public Art Program 
The Richmond Public Art Program sets a framework for creating opportunities for people to 
experience art in everyday life, encouraging citizens to take pride in public cultural expression, 
and complement the character of Richmond's diverse neighbourhoods through the creation of 
distinctive public spaces. Donations of artwork to the City are an important part of Richmond's 
growing Public Art Collection. 

Development Proposal 
The Centro Terra West development consists of a 4-storey mixed-use commercial/residential 
complex consisting of commercial space and 36 dwelling units. It is located at 6011 No.1 Road, 
at the intersection with Westminster Highway, and across the street from the Terra Nova 
Shopping Centre. Council approved the development's rezoning application (RZ 2011 586705) 
on March 26,2012 and development permit (DP 2011 588094) on November 13,2012. As part 
of the rezoning and development permit, the developer agreed to integrate a public art project on 
the development's site or vicinity. 

Terms ofRe(erence 
The Public Art Terms of Reference (Attachment 1) describe the art opportunity, site description, 
theme, budget, schedule, artist selection process, and submission criteria. The Terms of 
Reference were reviewed and endorsed by the Public Art Advisory Committee. An artist call for 
submissions was issued Fall 2012 with a deadline of October 25,2012. 

Public Art Selection Process 
Donations of artwork are reviewed by an arm's length selection panel before being accepted into 
the City's Public Art Collection. A three member selection panel comprised of artists, 
community members and the Developer (Juliana Loh, Jasmine Reimer, and Kush Panatch) met 
on November 29, 2012. The panel reviewed fifteen artist submissions and recommended the 
proposal by Mark Ashby and Kim Cooper for the commission. The Richmond Public Art 
Advisory Committee has reviewed this proposal and endorses it as presented (Attachment 2). 

Proposed Artwork 
The proposed artwork, entitled Float, playfully intersperses six super-sized fishing floats, 
supported on welded metal chains, in the public realm adjacent to the sidewalk and between the 
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June 24, 2013 - 3 -

trees of the landscaped boulevard adjacent to the new commercial sidewalk on Westminster 
Highway. 

Proposed Location 
The proposed location of four of the six "floats" is on City owned sidewalk and boulevard space 
along Westminster Highway, immediately in front of the Centre TerraWest development. The 
remaining two "floats" are proposed to be located immediately back of the City sidewalk within 
the private property ofthe development (Attachment 3). 

Planning, Parks, Transportation and Engineering staff have reviewed the proposed location in 
terms of urban design, boulevard maintenance, pedestrian safety, vehicular visibility, and have 
no concerns. The artwork will be designed so that it can easily be moved and returned to its 
location by City street crews if future utility or street work is required. 

Staff Comments on Proposed Artwork Donation to the City 
The Richmond Public Art Advisory Committee reviewed the proposal on June 18,2013 and 
recommends that Council support this proposal of donated artwork by Centro Terra West 
Development Ltd. 

Cost o[the artwork donation 
The developer has contributed $26,705 towards the selection, fabrication and installation of 
public art as a condition of the development approval process. Ofthis contribution, $4,005 (15%) 
has been transferred to the Public Art Provision for City administration ofthe project. The artist 
contract is for $20,000. The remaining funds, $2,700, are being held for contingencies. A tax 
receipt for the donation would not be issued as the donation of the artwork is in exchange for 
development approvals. 

Financial Impact 

The artwork will require minimal periodic washing and maintenance, and security monitoring by 
the City at an approximate cost of $300 per cleaning everyone or two years. City funds would be 
allocated out of the Public Art Program's annual operating budget. 

Conclusion 

The proposed artwork by Kim Cooper and Mark Ashby and donated by Centro TerraWest 
Development Ltd. represents a significant gift to the City of Richmond. It is a continuing show 
of support by developers for the importance of public art to neighbourhoods and the City. 

C~ 
Eric Fiss 
Public Art Planner 
(604-247-4612) 
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3575359 

ATTACHMENT 1 

City of 
Richmond Public Art Program 

Centro TerraWest Public Art Project 

Call to Artists - Request for Proposals 
Terms of Reference 

The City of Richmond Public Art Program, on behalf of Centro TerraWest Development Ltd., seeks an 

artist or artist team to create a public artwork to accompany the construction of the mixed use project at 

6011 & 6031 No. 1 Road, in the Thompson area of Richmond. This is an open call. 

Budget: 

Installation: 

Deadline for Submissions: 

$20,000 all inclusive 

October, 2013 

Thursday, October 25,2012 @2:00 pm 

For more information, contact the Public Art Program: 

Phone: Eric Fiss at 604-247-4612 

Email: publicart@richmond.ca All images by Cotter Architects 
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City of Richmond Public Art Program 

Project Overview 

Situated in the heart of the Thompson area of western Richmond (6011 
and 6031 No. 1 Road, at No. 1 Road and the Westminster Highway) 
this development will anchor one of the neighbourhood's major 
intersections. TerraWest will be a mixed-use low-rise building that will 
include over 7700 square feet of commercial space at street level, and 
36 residential units on the three upper floors. Designed in a 
contemporary West Coast style incorporating traditional materials, this 
development emphasizes integration into a liveable, pedestrian-friendly 
environment, with features such as rain gardens, seating, trees, and 
paving patterns. . 

Theme 
TerraWest represents an exciting opportunity for art in a neighbourhood known for its access to schools, 
recreation, and parks, including nearby Terra Nova Rural Park and the dike trail. Artwork should not only 
serve as a place marker, but should enhance the streetscape experience for pedestrians. The selected 
artwork and theme will undergo development by the artist in discussion with the development project's 
design team. 

Budget 
The total budget established for this project is $20,000. The budget includes (but is not limited to): artist 
fees, design, permitting as needed, engineering fees, fabrication, installation, photography and insurance. 
Travel to Richmond and/or accommodation is at the artist's expense. . 

For artist proposals that incorporate functional and/or planned features (including functional features such 
as balustrades, railings, concrete structures, brick fascia, etc.) the art budget is intended to "upgrade" the 
required element in order to make it an artistic feature. 

3575359 Page 1 

CNCL - 253



City of Richmond Public Art Program 

Potential Artwork Sites 
The best public exposure is to be found along the east (No.1 Road) and north (Westminster Highway) 
sides of the building (above) and especially at or near the northeast corner of the building. Opportunities 
could potentially include placement among or enhancement of: green-space; public seating; bicycle 
stands; other ground level amenities; building features such as awning supports and work enhancing the 
exterior of the building itself. 

Schedule (subject to change) 
Submissions Close 
Panel convened for recommendation 
Technical review and concept development 
Fabrication 
Installation 

Selection Panel & Process 

2:00 p.m. on Thursday, October 25,2012 
November 2012 
December 2012 
begins January 2013 
October 2013 

A five-member selection panel will be appointed in accordance with the Public Art Program guidelines. 
The panel is likely to include the building architect and/or a representative of the developer. The panel 
may also include (but is not limited to) artists, design professionals, and community representation. 

A five-person panel will review all submissions and select a proposal to recommend. The recommended 
artist and concept proposal will be reviewed by the Public Art Advisory Committee and presented to City 
Council for endorsement. The selected proposal will be subject to a Technical Review before 
implementation. 

3575359 Page 2 
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City of Richmond Public Art Program 

Selection Criteria 
Submissions to the RFP will be reviewed and decisions made based on: 

• Artist qualifications and proven capability to produce work of the highest quality; 

• Artist's capacity to work in demanding environments with communities and other design 
professionals, where applicable; 

• Appropriateness of the proposal to the project terms of reference and Public Art Program goals; 

• Artistic merit of the proposal ; 
• Degree to which the proposal is site and community responsive, and technically feasible; 

• Probability of successful completion; 

• Environmental sustainability of the proposed artwork. 

• Additional consideration may be given to proposals from artists who have not received 
commissions from the City of Richmond in the past three years. 

Submission Requirements 
All submissions should contain the following items and in the following order. 

• Information Form (1 page) 
o A completed Information Form found on last page of this document. 

• Letter of Interest (1 page maximum) 
o A typed letter of interest, including the artist's intent, rationale and a preliminary 

description of approach for this particular public art project. The letter should address the 
Selection Criteria (above) and includ~ a statement about your artistic discipline and 
practice. . 

• Concept Sketch (1 page maximum) 
o Provide a concept sketch, maximum paper size 8.5 x 11 inches each. The final selected 

artist/artist team will be contracted to produce a final detailed design drawing or maquette 
under the terms of the artist agreement, prior to fabrication and installation of the artwork. 

• Resume/Curriculum Vitae (2 pages maximum per artist) 
o Outline your experience as an artist, including any public art commissions. If you are 

submitting as a team, each member must provide a personal resume (each a maximum 
of 2 pages). 

• Three References (1 page maximum) 
o Individuals who can speak to your art practice and interest and/or experience in public art 

projects. Please include: name, occupation, title, organization, address, primary phone 
number, email and a brief statement describing the nature of your working relationship to 
the reference listed. 

o Artist teams provide 3 references total. (on 1 page, maximum) 

• Other Support Documentation (Optional) (2 pages maximum) 
o This documentation may include (please properly cite all sources): 

• Recent reviews and news clippings 
• Excerpts from programs, catalogues and other publications that include 

examples of your work 

• Annotated List of Images of Past Work (1 page maximum) 
o Provide the following information for all images: title of work, medium, approx. 

dimensions, location and date and the image file name. Artists are also encouraged to 
include a brief description. 

• Images of Past Work (10 images maximum) 
o One image per page (full size). 
o Do not place any text on or around the image 

3575359 Page 3 

CNCL - 255



City of Richmond Public Art Program 

Submission Guidelines 
This RFP accepts paper submissions via mail or delivered in person. Electronic submissions are 
accepted and encouraged. Submissions must be complete and strictly adhere to these guidelines and 
Submission Requirements (above) or risk not being considered. Faxed submissions will not be accepted. 

• All submissions (electronic and print) must be formatted to 8.5 x 11 inch pages. Do not send any 
models or maquettes. 

• The Artist's (or Team's) name should appear in the right header of every page. 

• Do not submit any original materials or files. Submissions will not be returned. 

• Do not bind, staple or use plastic cover sheets. 

In addition, electronic submissions: 

• Must be submitted in MS Word or PDF format. Do not submit materials that require plug-ins, 
extensions or other executables that need to be downloaded or installed. Do not compress (zip) 
files 

• Must be self-contained. Do not imbed links to other websites or on-line documentation or media. 

• Must be contained in one single document. Do not submit multiple electronic documents. 

• Must be 10MB or smaller (if emailed). Submission over 10MB must be sent via PC-compatible 
CD. 

Submitting as a Team 
The team should designate one representative to complete the entry form. Team submissions must 
adhere to the specific submission guidelines with the following exceptions: 

• Each team member must submit an individual Resume/CV (See Submission Requirements) 

• All Team Members must list their full names on the space provided on the Information Form 

Deadline for Submissions 
Submissions must be received by Thursday, October 25, 2012 @ 2:00 pm. This is not a postmark date. 
Extensions to this deadline will not be granted under any circumstances. Submissions received after the 
deadline and those that are found to be incomplete will not be reviewed. 

It is the applicant's responsibility to ensure the submission package reaches the City of Richmond by the 
deadline. 

Email.mail or deliver submissions to: 
Richmond Public Art Program 
City of Richmond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 
604-204-8671 
publicart@richmond.ca 

For questions and information, contact: 
Eric Fiss, MAIBC, MCIP, LEED AP 
Public Art Planner 
City of Richmond 
604-247-4612 
efiss@richmond.ca 

Additional Information 

Please be advised that the City and the selection panel are 
not obliged to accept any of the submissions, and may reject 
all submissions. The City reserves the right to reissue the 
RFP as required. 

All information provided under the submission shall be 
considered confidential and shall only be disseminated to City 
staff and partners for the purposes of the selection process. 
All submissions to this RFP become the property of the City 
and will be held in confidence as required by law. The artist 
shall retain copyright In the concept proposal. 

While every precaution will be taken to prevent the loss or 
damage of submissions, the City and its agents shall not be 
liable for any loss or damage, however caused. 

For more information on the Public Art Program please visit www.richmond.ca/publicart. 

3575359 Page 4 
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City of Richmond Public Art Program 

CENTRO TERRAWEST Submission Deadline: Thursday, October 25, 2012 @ 2:00 pm 

Attach one (1) copy of this form as the first page of the submission. 
PLEASE NOTE: You can type your responses into this PDF document. 

Name: 

Team Name (if applicable) : __________________________ _ 

Address: 

City/Postal Code 

Primary Phone: ___________ Secondary Phone: __________ _ 

Email Website: ___ ,--_.,....,-_..,....,-_--,-,-_ 
(one website or blog only) 

Submission Checklist 
Please provide these items in the following order (as outlined in Submission Requirements): 
o Information Form (this page) 

o Letter of interest (maximum 1 page) 
o Concept Sketch (maximum 1 page) 
o Resume/Curriculum vitae (maximum 2 pages per team member, if applicable) 
o Three References (name, title, contact information: maximum 1 page) 
o other Support Documentation (Optional) (maximum 2 pages) 

o Annotated List of Past Work (maximum 1 page) 
o Ten Images of Past Work (maximum 10 pages: do not include multiple images on one page; inserting image 
files as pages in pdf submission documents is recommended; landscape orientation is recommended.) 

Incomplete or faxed submissions will not be accepted. Emailed submissions over 10MB will not be 
accepted. Information beyond what is listed in the checklist will not be reviewed. 

List Team Member Names Here (Team Lead complete above portion): 

Please let us know how you found out about this opportunity: 

Would you like to receive direct emails from the Richmond Public Art Program? _____ _ 

Signature: _______________ _ 

Deliver to: City of Richmond, Public Art 
6911 NO. 3 Rd. Richmond, BC, V6Y 2C1 

3575359 

Date: _______________ _ 

Or by email to: 
publicart@richmond.ca 
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DESIGN DEVELOPMENT 
13.0524 

Kim Cooper, M.Arch, Dip. Studio Art 

Mark Ashby, Architect, A1BC 

ATTACHMENT 2 
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Kim Cooper, M.Arch, Dip. Studio Art 

Mark Ashby, Architect, AIBC 

original concept 

-;--

A City grows in population and cultural sophistication in the inexorable context of change. 

Embraced by the flow, we are unconscious of the dynamics of our place until we encounter 

something fixed against which to measure our movement. 

float is a sculptural arrangement of hollow balls supported on solid posts of welded, 

heavy-gauge chain. Accustomed as we are to the use of chain in the maritime environment, 

the piece will create the illusion of buoyancy causing the balls to appear to float. 

Located on the landscaped boulevard , float will exist in dialog with the street-trees and 

lamp standards. Constructed from durable materials, float will provide infrastructure for ad

hoc children's games, a leaning post or a secure bicycle rack for the adjacent businesses. 

The piece is deliberately open-ended, blending benign and sinister metaphors, celestial 

and microscopic scales, harsh environmental predictions and nostalgic childhood pass

times. 

p 
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Kim Cooper. MArch. Dip. Studio An 

Mark Ashby. Architect, A1Be 

Proposed location of artwork 

m __ _ 
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Kim Cooper, M.Arch, Dip. Studio Art 

Mark Ashby, Architect, AIBC 

Aerial view looking west 

Aerial view looking southwest 

I. 
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Kim Cooper, M.Arch, Dip. Studio AI'! 

Mark Ashby, Architect, Alae 

North elevation 1/8" = 1'-0" 

20'-0" 
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I 
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Kim Cooper, M.Arch , Dip. Studio Art 

Mark Ashby, Architec t, AI Be 

West elevation 
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Kim Cooper 
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y, Architect, AIBe 
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Kim Cooper, M.Arch, DIp. Studio Art 

Marl< Ashby, Architect, AIBC 
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Kim Cooper, M.ATeh, Dip. Studio Art 

Mark Ashby, Arehltee t, AIBe 
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To: 

City of 
Richmond 

Planning Committee 

From: Joe Erceg, General Manager, 
Planning and Development 

Report to Committee 
Planning and Development Department 

Date: July 8, 2013 

File: 

Re: Port Metro Vancouver Land Use Plan Update 

Staff Recommendation 

That, as per the report from the General Manager, Planning and Development, dated July 8, 
2013, titled : Port Metro Vancouver Land Use Plan Update, the City of Richmond: 

(1) Advise Port Metro Vancouver that, as the City continues to strongly object to any Port use of 
agricultural lands, the Port state in its Land Use Plan that it will not use agricultural lands for 
Port expansion or operations; and 

(2) Advise the Minister of Transport Canada, the BC Minister of Agriculture, the Chair of the 
BC Agricultural Land Commission, the Metro Vancouver Board and all Metro Vancouver 
mW1.icipaiities of the above reconunendation. 

~~ Gener~~tan~, Planning and Development 

JE:ttc 

Att. 5 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

INITIALS: 

~lL 
REVIEWED BY CAO 
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Plan 
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July 8, 2013 - 5 -

Conclusion 

Staff have reviewed Port Metro Vancouver~s Phase 3 draft Land Use Plan and find that, after 
repeated Richmond requests, the draft Plan does not protect agricultural land from Port 
expansion or operations. Staff recommend that Council once again request Port Metro 
Vancouver to state in its Land Use Plan that it will not expand or operate on agricultural lands, 
and advise the Minister of Transport Canada, the BC Minister of Agriculture, the Chair of the 
BC Agricultural Land Commission, the Metro Vancouver Board and all Metro Vancouver 
municipalities of the reconunendation. 

~>Manager, 
Policy Planning 
(604-276-4139) 

TC:cas 

Attachment 1 

Attachment 2 

Attachment 3 

Attachment 4 

Attachment 5 

3907097 

Phase 3, Stakeholder Workshop Discussion Guide, Land Use Plan Update, June 2013 

Phase 2, Consultation Summary Report, Land Use Plan, March 2013 

Excerpts of Port Comments Regarding Port Land Use Planning and Acquisition, July 2013 

Richmond General Manager's July 3,2012 Letter to Port 

Richmond Mayor Brodie's October 25, 2013 Letter to Port 
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Thank you for participating in Phase 3 workshops on Port Metro Vancouver's Land Use Plan update. 
This discussion guide provides you with important information to prepare you for the upcoming 
workshop. 

Key objectives of the workshop are to: 

Explain the Port's Land Use Plan (LU P) update process and the function of the final plan. 
Present revised LU P goals, objectives, and policy directions from Phase 2. 
Gather input on draft land and water LIse designations. 

Agenda 

9:30 

10:00 

10:40 

11 :00 

12:00 

12:45 

1 :30 

2:10 

2:50 

3:05 

3:45 

4:15 

4:20 

Registration 

Welcome and introduction 

Presentation on goals, objectives & policy directions 

Small group discussions on goals, objectives & policy directions 

Lunch break 

Presentation on planning areas and draft designations 

Round 1 : Map-based small group discussion of draft designations 

Round 2: Map-based small group discussion of draft designations 

Afternoon Break 

Round 3: Map-based small group discussion of draft designations 

Plenaty 

Feedback 

CI osi ng remarks 

Following an introductory presentation, we will spend the morning presenting the revised goals, objectives, and 
policy directions, highlighting how input from the earlier consultation was incorporated. 

In the afternoon, we will start with a presentation on the existing planning areas, and draft land and water use 
designations. Then, we will invite you to comment on planning areas and draft designations. After three rounds 
of exploring designation maps from seven planning-areas, we will wrap up with a plenary discussion and gather 
feedback. 

NOTE: ALL MATERIALS PRESENTED IN THIS DISCUSSION GUIDE ARE PRELIMINARY 
AND FOR CONSULTATION PURPOSES ONLY. 
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HAT IS THE P T ET 0 VA OUVER L D USE PL ? 

The Canada Marine Act requires each Canadian port authority to have a Land Use Plan that contains objectives 
and policies for the physical development of the property it manages. The Portis current Land Use Plan is a 
compilation of three separate plans from each of the region's former port authorrties that amalgamated in 2008 
to form Port Metro Vancouver. 

In 2011, Port Metro Vancouver completed a strategic visioning initiative we called Port 2050. During this year
long initiative, we engaged a wide range of representatives from industlY, government and local communities-. A 
key outcome of POli 2050 was a new vision for Pori Metro Vancouver: 

To be the most efficient and sustainable Gateway for the customers we serve, benefiting communities 
locally and across the nation. 

As one of our first steps towards implementing this new vision. we are updating the current Land Use Plan. 

OBJECT. ES OF THE PLAN 
Guide the physical development of the Port 

Provide direction to port staff when reviewing development proposals 

Assist port tenants in identifying areas to locate or expand their operations and investments 

Facilitate coordination of land use and transportation planning with external agencies 

Provide neighbouring residents and communities with greater clarity about activities and uses that 
may occur on port lands, and how their interests will be considered in the planning process 

Communicate the Portis intentions of growing in an environmentally. economically and socially 
responsible manner 

Land Use Plan Upd ate: Di scussi on Gu id e - Ph ase 3 Stakehol der 'N orks hops Pag . 3 CNCL - 275



PROCESS TO DATE 

WEARE HERE 

During Phase 1, we gathered information on top priorities for stakeholders, communities and First Nations. VI/e 
combined that with research into industry trends, port best practices and the port's vision, mission, and mandaie 
to gain a better understanding of the major themes that should be addressed in the Land Use Plan. 

In Phase 2, we developed draft goals\ objectives and policy directions based on information we had gathered 
during Phase 1. Through a series of workshops, open houses, meetings and online feedback, we consulted on 
these materials to receive feedback on each policy, and to discover if we had missed anything. The results of lhis 
consultation are available at www.portmetrovancouyer.com/landuseplan 

In Phase 3, we will be developing the Land Use Plan document At this point, we are finalizing the goals, 
objectives, and policy directions and developing land and water designations for the areas under the Port's 
jurisdiction. VVe are also mapping out these uses throughout the Port. We will be consulting with stakeholders, 
communities and First Nations through various activities. 

During this first round of workshops, we will provide participants with an overview of and opportunity to comment 
on the following: 

Goals, objectives and policy directions 

Planning areas 

Draft land and water designations 

Maps of draft land and water designations 

During Phase 4, we will be finalizing the Plan and releasing the full draft for consultation with stakeholders, First 
Nations and the wider community. 

po r t met rova n couver.c o m 
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Draft Goals, Objectives & Policy Directions were developed in Phase 2 in order to provide a policy framework 
for the updated Land Use Plan. They were based on a combination of consultation, research into best practices, 
and the Port's mandate, mission and vision. We received hundreds of comments in Phase 2 from stakeholders, 
the community and First Nations on the draft goals, objectives, and policy Directions. Following that consultation 
period, we further reviewed them in order to see what changes could be made, and ensure they aligned with the 
scope of the Land Use Plan and Port Metro Vancouver's mandate. 

While some of the feedback received referred to issues outside of the scope of a land use plan, we were 
able to identify some clear themes from the input we received. Based on these themes, we made significant 
changes, of which the major ones are outlined below. PIGase note that the changes highlighted below do not 
include the many other changes that were also made to in response to input received which improved clarity 
and consistency. The revised goals, objectives and policy directions will be a central component of the new 
Land Use Plan. 
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Goal 1 and the related policy 
directions now emphasize 
that the Port manages -
rather than just facilitates 
- growth to consider a wider 
range of economic, social, 
and environmental factors. 

A new goal on 
communication and 
engagement has been 
created. 

Objectives and policy 
directions have been revised 
to clarify the importance of 
identifying and addressing 
potential community and 
environmental impacts. 

A new policy direction has 
been created to confirm that 
the plans of municipalities, 
First Nations and other 
agencies will be considered 
as part of port planning 
and development decision
making. 

Land Use P lan Updat e: D iscu ssi on Guide - Phase 3 Stake l older W orksho p s 

Goal 1 : Uport Metro Vancouver 

manages port growth and activity 
in support of Canada's trade while 

preparing for anticipated transitions 
in the global economy." 

Goal 5: Uport Metro Vancouver 

is a leader in communication and 

engagement in support of the use 

and development of port lands and 
waters: 

Policy direction and objectives: 
1.2.1 , 3 .1.2, 3.3.5, 3.3.6,4.2, 
4 .2.1,4.2.3, 4.3,4.3. 1, 4.3.3 

4.3.4 : "Consider applicable plans 
of municipalities, First Nations and 
other agencies when developing 
Port plans and strategies." 
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Port Me.tro Vancouver manages port growth 
and activity in support of Canada's trade while 
preparingjor anticipated transitions in the 
global .economy. 

CO TE S1: fEME T 

Port Metro Vancouver is a major North American gateway for our Asia Pacific trading partners and a major generator 
of jobs, taxes and financial value for the Canadian economy. Across Canada, port activities generated approximately 
98,800 jobs and $20 billion in economic output. The port has also been a driving force in the growth of the region, 
providing employment opportunities to loca! residents and enabling many of the region's businesses to flourish. 

As we look forward to the next 1 5 to 20 years, growth is forecasted across almost all commodity sectors currently 
handled at the Port. A key challenge will be ensuring there is sufficient land to support this expected growth. VVhi!e 
various land uses within the region-such as commercial, industrial and residential -are interdependent on one 
another, they also compete with one another for the very land needed to sustain them. . 

As we look beyond the 15 to 20 year timeframe of the Land Use Plan, we recognize our long term future may 
be very different from today. Through our recent Port 2050 strategic visioning initiative, we identified our 
anticipated future where a post-carbon economy emerges over the next 40 years, accompanied by more 
sustainable patterns of production and consumption. Port Metro Vancouver is uniquely positioned to take 
a leading role in managing its growth responsibly, and preparing the port community for that future so that 
together we may adapt to new challenges and seize the potential of new opportunities that will inevitably arise. 

po rtmet (ovanCOll vef . CO rn 
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Objectives & Policy Directions 
1~ 1 Protect the industrial land base to support port and related activities into 

the future. 
1 .1 .1 Preserve the lands and waters under the Port's jurisdiction to support current and future port 

activities. 

1.1.2 Collaborate with other land use authorities to protect the region's industrial land base. 

1.1.3 Collaborate with local, regional and provincial governments and First Nations to identify 
oppol1unities to improve the compatibility of port and adjacent land uses across jurisdictional 
boundaries. 

1.2 Optimize the se of existing port lands and t,..,aters. 
1.2.1 Intensify the use and development of port lands to achieve the highest feasible operational 

capacities within the existing land base, considering the impacts intensified use may have on 
adjacent communities, transportation netwOI'ks and the environment. 

1.2.2 Promote the use and development of pOl11ands and waters in a manner that takes advantage 
of a site's unique physical and geographical attributes in its broader context. 

1.2.3 Manage new port development to create synergies and efficiencies between adjacent 
activities and uses. 

1.3 Ensure the availability of a land base within the region that is sufficien 
support future port a d port-related activities. 
1.3.1 Consider acquisit ion of sites to protect their availability for future port use, giving priority to 

lands that demonstrate ready access to shipping and/or transportation networks and close 
proximity to existing Port Metro Vancouver holdings. 

1.3.2 Consider the creation of new land for future port uses, such as new terminal development 
and environmental miiigation, when suitable existing lands are not expected to be available. 

1.3.3 Develop a coordinated approach to anticipating and responding to property and 
infrastructure impacts) such as those a~sociated with climate change, including sea level rise 
and more frequent/extreme flood events. 

1.4 Lead the port community in anticipating and responding to economic 
trends and opportunities that will affect the growth, development and 
competitiveness of the port. 

1.4.1 Monitor and research trends against measurable indicators to anticipate changes in the way 
port lands and waiers will be used in the coming decades. 

1.4.2 Develop innovative land management strategies and practices, in collaboration with 
customers) stakeholders and First Nations, to influence and adapt to expected changes in 
trade patterns, supply chains, technology and other key drivers of port activity. 

1 .4.3 Pursue investments in port lands and infrastructure in the context of anticipated long-term 
economic ttends. 

1.4.4 Pursue best practices in sustainable land use management, and support port operators 
in developing operating and management practices that align with the Port's vision for a 
sustainable future. 
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Port Metro Vancouver ;s a leader in 
ensuring the safe and efficient movement 
of port-related cargo, traffic and passengers 
throughout the region. 

CO T 51 Je E T 

n-Ie lands and waters managed by Port Metro Vancouver are small links in the chain of supply that delivers a product 
from its origin to a final destination . For a port tenant or terminal operator to be able to effectively use port land for 
the handling of their products, that land must be served by a reliable and efficient transportation network. In a port 
setting, that network consists of marine, road and rail transportation modes that all connect together to move cargo 
through the supply chain. 

While local marine navigation is almost entirely within the Port's jurisdiction, most road and rail services that the Port 
depends on are provided by external organizations. The Land Use Plan provides an opportunity to communicate the 
Port's needs to those organizations in order to facilitate the coordination of transportation planning within the region. 
It also communicates our intent to consistently apply best practices in ensuring the safety and security of goods and 
passengers utilizing the gateway. 
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Objectives & Policy Directions 

2D~ mprove operational efficiencies of transpo tation modes serving the port 
2.1 .1 Monitor road, rail and marine 1raffic activities on an ongoing basis in order to identify and 

pursue opportunities for improvements to operating efficiency. 

2.1.2 Collaborate with customers, stakeholders, local governments and other agencies to identify 
and implement operational changes that improve road, rail and marine traffic flows accessing 
the port. 

2.1.3 Support the increased use of regional waterways for the transport of cargo. 

2.1 .4 Work with customers, stakeholders, local governments and other agencies to develop 
strategies and identify opportunities to optimize supply chain movements within and beyond 
the Metro Vancouver region. 

2.1.5 Work with customers, stakeholders, local governments and First Nations to identify and 
monitor operational improvements to mitigate potential noise, congestion, air emissions and 
other impacts arising from port-related activities. 

ra erve, 
cri ical t 

ain ain and impi'ove r nsportation cor i ors an infras uc ure 
moving goods and assengers to and -hrough the 0 . 

2.2.1 Maintain and improve critical navigation infrastructure, port roadways and port-owned rail 
infrastructure and corridors in order to support the safe, efficient and effective movement of 
goods. 

2.2.2 Support maintenance and improvement of land and marine transportation corridors and 
infrastructure outside of Port Metro Vancouver's jurisdiction required for current and future 
port activity. 

2.2.3 Collaborate with industry, transportation agencies, local governments and other stakeholders 
to ensure the future capacity of the regional transportation network is sufficient to 
accommodate current and anticipated port-related traffic, in context of the needs of other 
transportation network users. 

2.2.4 Pursue the Port's interests in an efficient and effective regional transportation network 
through advocacy and direct participation in the transportation planning initia1ives of other 
agencies. 

2.2.5 Support transit and transportation demand management initiatives that would increase the 
efficiency and capacity of the reg ional transportation network for the movement of goods. 

2.2.6 Support investigation of options to provide improved transit service to port lands to increase 
transportation choice for port workers. 
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2.3 nsure he safe and secure movemen of goods and a se gars throug 
the port. 
2.3.1 Support the implementation and enforcement of applicable besi practices, regulations and 

standards for the safe use and operation of roads, railways and navigation channels servicing 
the port. 

2.3.2 Assist port users in incorporating best practices for safety and security into all aspects of their 
operations. 

2.3.3 Collaborate with relevant authorities and agencies to strengthen established emergency and 
post-emergency response plans for incidents originating in the port or directly impacting port 
operations. 

2.3.4 Support emergency 'response planning of external agencies where Port resources may be of 
service in responding to emergencies affecting the broader region. 

po r t I'l1 e 1 ro va n C Oli v e r. co m 
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Port Metro Vancouver is a global leader 
among ports in the environmental 
stewardship of the lands a.nd waters it 
mpnages. 

CONTEXT 51. IE T 

Port Metro Vancouver is SlTIVll1g to be a globa! leader in port sustainability. From an environmental 
perspective, the manner in which port property is physically used will influence how successful Vife 

are in achieving this goal. The more than 600 km of shoreline managed by the Port is used for a 
variety of purposes, ranging from industrial operations and commerce to recreation and other uses. 
Working with agencies, port users, local governments, local communities and First Nations, we identify 
environmental issues and risks posed by these activities and take action to reduce the potential impacts 
and improve environmental quality. The Land Use Plan will provide guiding policy to support this work. 
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Objectives & Policy Directions 

3;. Contribute to the overall ecological health of the region by reducing 
impacts fro po t activity· and protecting, sustain'ng and enhancing 
ecosystemsc 
3.1.1 Develop and promote best practices and programs to protect ecosystems and enhance 

fish and wildlife and their habitats. 

3.1.2 Minimize potential adverse impacts on habitat quality or, where necessary, mitigate such 
impacts and compensate for loss of habitat resulting from new port development. 

3.1.3 Support the creation, enhancement and/or restoration of critical fish and wildlife habitat at 
appropriate locations within the Port's jurisdiction, or when such locations are not available, 
at locations outside of the Port's jurisdiction. 

3.1.4 Collaborate with environmental agencies, local governments, First Nations and 
stakeholders to monitor and protect critical terrestrial, marine and estuarine environments. 

3.1.5 Assess, mitigate and monitor land, air and marine environmental impacts from port 
operations and developments. 

3.2 Reduce air e missions, including reen ouse gas in ensity, and promote 
energy conservation in port operations and developmentsa 

3.2.1 Reduce air emissions from port adtivities by applying best practices and best available 
technologies for reducing emissions and improving regional air quality. 

3.2.2 Encourage energy conservation and delivery of alternative or renewable energy to support 
port operations and developments and achieve reductions in air emissions. 

3.2.3 Monitor and report on port-related air emissions and air quality. 

3.2.4 Maintain dialogue with regional agencies on monitoring and reducing air emissions. 

3.3 Impr ve land and wate quality within the pOlic 

3.3.1 Manage contamination risks within the pori with remediation and risk management 
approaches to address lands and sediments that have been contaminated historically. 

3.3.2 VVmk with agencies, port customers and stakeholders to monitor and assess port uses to 
prevent contamination from port-related activities, and periodically review monitoring and 
assessment practices to ensure they reflect best practice. 

3.3.3 Ensure sediment and soil quality of tenanted sites is maintained or improved from the time 
a site becomes occupied to the time it becomes vacant 

3.3.4 Pursue removal of derelict structures and vessels that pose a hazard to safety and/or the 
environment. 

3.3.5 Ensure that proposed developments and works on port lands include appropriate 
measures to protect water quality and meet best practices for storm water management. 

3.3 .6 Ensure environmental assessments are undertaken for all projects proposed on lands 
and waters managed by Port Metro Vancouver to determine that there are no significant 
adverse environmental effects. 

port metrovancoll v e r.c o m 
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3.4 Promote sustainable practices in design and construction, operations and 
admi nistration in the POi't. 

3.4.1 Promote green infrastructure within the port based on best practices and related standards. 

3.4.2 Encourage port customers to adopt corporate social responsibility and sustainability 
principles into their organizations in a way that integrates social and environmental 
matters into decision making, strategy and operations, in a transparent, accountable and 
economically viable manner. 

3.4.3 Develop sustainability and other guidel ines, as appropriate, to assist in the review of projects 
proposed on lands and waters managed by Port Metro Vancouver. 
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Port activity and development is a positive 
contributor to local communities and 
First Nations. 

CO TE TSTATE T 

Port Metro Vancouver operates in a complex jurisdictional context. Port lands and waters are located within 16 
municipalities and border the lands of one Treaty First Nation. The Port's jurisdiction also intersects with the 
traditional territories of several other First Nations. While our mission is to support trade in the best interest of all 
Canadians, we recognize that local interests must also be addres~ed. 

Trade activities result in substantial local benefits. For example, there are currently 57,000 jobs in the Lower 
Mainland that rely on the Port, directly and indirectly. Many port jobs are high ~paid - as of 2012, the average 
salary of a port worker is $67,000, which was 50% gl'eater than the average Canadian wage of $44,000. In 
addition to the positive economic impacts of a thriving port, port activity can also provide opportunities for public 
waterfront access and other goals of local communities and First Nations. However, port activity can also present 
cha\lenges for local residents such as noise, traffic congestion and environmental impacts. We do our best to 
address these challenges while ensuring the viability of port businesses. Ultimately, our intent is that the benefils 
for those living and working in this region alongside a successful and growing port far outweigh the impacts. 

p o rtrnetro va ncouv e r . c; o tn 
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Objectives & Policy Directions 

4.1 Generate sustainable local a d national economic benefits through the 
use and development of port lands and waters. 
4.1.1 Support creation and expansion of business activities within the port that provide local 

economic opportunities for Metro Vancouver residents. 

4.1.2 Explore opportunities for employment and contracting within the port for First Nations whose 
traditional territories intersect with the port. 

4.1.3 Encourage industry training initiatives designed to provide necessary skills for workers of 
. businesses operating within the port. 

4.1.4 Maintain a program where a portion of the Port's net income is invested in the communities in 
which the Port operates. 

4a2 nsure p lie ecreatio al opportunities and wa enront access is 
provided ithin the Port in a manner compatible ith port activities and 
he protection of fish an wi ldlife. 

4.2.1 Support the continuation of park use within the port and explore new opportunities for public 
waterfront access and views, where such opportunities would not adversely impact port 
development and operations, introduce safety hazards, or negatively impact fish and wildlife. 

4.2.2 Collaborate with local communities and First Nations to explore opportunities within publicly 
accessible port areas to recognize the historic uses of port lands and waters by Aboriginal 
peoples and early settlers. . 

4.2.3 fv1anage private recreational dock development in a manner that protects the environment 
and supports the public use and enjoyment of foreshore and intertidal areas accessible 
within their communities. . 

4.3 See to minimize t e impac s from p OI' operations and deuelopment on 
local com un~ties an Fi st atio s. 
4.3.1 Ensure potential impacts from new development, such as noise, lighting glare, dust, 

obstructed views, emissions, traffic congestion and disturbances to archaeological deposits 
are identified and appropriately minimized and/or mitigated by administering a comprehensive 
and thorough Project Review Process that solicits and incorporates input from potentially 
affected communities, First Nations and stakeholders, and requires appropriate actions and 
monitoring by project proponents. 

4.3.2 Work with port businesses to develop and implement effective and appropriate solutions 
for minimizing impacts from their on-going operations on adjacent communities and First 
Nations. 

4.3 .3 Develop guidelines based on best practices to assist in identifying and responding to the 
presence of archaeological sites and deposits. 

4.3.4 Consider applicable plans of municipalities, First Nations and other agencies when 
developing Poti plans and strategies. 
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Port Metro Vancouver is a leader in 
communication and engagement in 
support of the use and development of 
port laryds and waters. 

CONTE T 51 JE E T 

Port Metro Van couver values working with our neighbouring communities to identify shared interests and to respond 
to concerns about port operations and development. We engage with communities in a variety of ways - through 
liaison groups and ai community events, by supporting the outreach efforts of port industry partners, by building 
solid relationships with local governments and First Nations, and by investing in community amenities. The Port's 
Project Review Process provides a variety of opportunities for public notification and consultation tailored to the 
scope and level of interest in proposed developments. We seek to address issues that arise regarding on-goi'ng 
port operations and proposed developments in a manner that is proactive, reasonable and consistent. In a rapidly 
growing region where urban and port development are in close proximity, the need for strong communication and 
engagement processes will only continue to grow. Port Metro Vancouver is committed to a process of continual 
improvement in how and when it engages communities and stakeholders in the growth and development of our port. 

port m e i r 0 \I a n co LI v e r. c om 

Page 16 CNCL - 288



Objective & Policy Directions 

5.1 rovi e a relevant range of opportunities for communication, consultation 
and engagement that reflects the scale, scope, impacts and community 
interest in the use and development of port lands and waters. 
5.1 .1 Provide current and accessible information on sign ificant development proposals, and work 

towards a system that makes publicly available all development proposals under rel/iew. 

5.1 .2 Periodically review the Project Review Process to. ensure it provides appropriate 
opportunities for consultation and engagement with interested parties. 

5.1.3 Consult with First Nations through the Port's Project Review Process on development 
activities that have the potential to adversely impact Aboriginal or treaty rights. 

5.1.4 Upon acquiring new lands, undertake a consultation process to solicit input from interested 
and affected parties on any potential change of the land use designation applicable to those 
lands as part of a process to amend the Land Use Plan. 

5.1.5 Explore opportunities for establishing agreements with other agencies to guide collaboration 
and engagement on matters of shared interest related to the use and development of port 
lands and waters. 
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Port Metro Vancouver's jurisdiction, which covers over 600 km of shoreline, has been organized into seven specific 
planning areas for ease of reference. The fol lowing section describes the location, physical characteristics, 
current use, and future challenges and opportunities within each planning area. 

Planning Area 1 : Fraser River - North and Middle Arm 

Planning Area 2: Fraser River - South Arm 

Planning Area 3: Fraser River - Inland Reaches 

Planning Area 4: Burrard Inlet - North Shore 

Planning Area 5: BUlTard Inlet - South Shore 

Planning Area 6: Indian Arm 

Planning Area 7: Roberts Bank 
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Planning rea 1: Fraser iver orth and iddle Arm 
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The North and Middle Arms of the Fraser River extend from the North Arm 
Jetty and Sturgeon Bank to the end of Poplar Island. The area borders 
The University of British Columbia, Vancouver International Airport, the 
municipalities of Vancouver, Richmond, Burnaby and New VVestminster, 
and the reserve lands of the Musqueam Indian Band. 

The North and Middle Arm of the Fraser River consist of domestic and 
local navigation channels, which are relatively shallow in depth. Currently, 
the area is primarily used for log storage, industrial, commercial, 
conservation and recreational uses. 

Future port-related uses in this area will likely continue to include a mix of existing uses with moderate growth 
expected. One of the external challenges facing this planning area include the conversion of existing industrial 
uplands to residential or other non-industrial uses, further limiting the stock of indusirial lands in the area. 
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The Fraser River South Arm extends from Sand Heads to west of the 
Port Mann Bridge and is the main area of port activity on the Fraser 
River. The area borders the municipalities of Richmond, Delta, Surrey, 
New Westminster, and Coquitlam. A portion of the South Arm is within 
the Provincia! Head-Lease Area, which consists of Provincial lands and 
waters managed by Port lVietro Vancouver . 

The South Arm of the Fraser River is considered a deep-sea shipping 
channel, with facilities designed to accommodate deep-sea and short
sea shipping. This includes three deep-sea terminals: Fraser Wharves 
in Richmond and Fraser Surrey Docks in Surrey, both of which handle a 
variety of bulk and break bulk products; and \WJL in New Westminster, 
which specializes in automobiles. The Richmond Logistics Hub also 
provides important warehousing and intermodal capabilities for the area 
and the port in general. In 2012, approximately 27 mil/ion metric tonnes 
of cargo moved through the South Arm. 

In addftion, there is a wide variety of port-related indusirial and commercial 
uses such as ship repair, ship building, marinas, fuelling facilities, log 
storage and river-related commercial activities. Conservation and 
recreation uses also exist throughout this area. 

This area INi!1 continue to be the main hub of shipping and goods 
movement in the Fraser River, with anticipated intensification of use and 
growth in all sectors including bulk, break bulk, liquid bulk and other 
commodities. 

There INil! also be ad~itional pressures from non-port-owned industrial 
lands for water access, particularly as industrial lands in other areas of 
the Port become more limited. 

Like other areas of the Port, the South Arm of the Fraser River is 
also facing the continued conversion of existing industrial uplands io 
residential and other non-industrial uses by neighbouring municipalities. 
This may create the potential to increase conflicts between port-related 
and non-industrial uses in the community. Mitigation measures to lessen 
impacts will need to be considered by municipalities, proponents and 
PMV when looking at port-related and non-port re!ated developments 
in these areas. 
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la ning r a : Fraser Ri r - Inlan eac s 
The Fraser River Inland Reaches extends east from the Port Mann Bridge to Pitt River and Kanaka Creek in 
Maple Ridge. The area borders the municipalities of Port Coquitlam, Pitt Meadows, Surrey, Township of Langley 
and Maple Ridge, and the reserve lands of the Katzie First Nation and the Kwikwetlem First Nation. 

~r~=:.·~. f i _ ~ 
~ - --r~-6.J: I : 

,,_ ......... , 
. "'41 ·_ ." 
.. "' 

The Inland Reaches of the Fraser River consist of domestic and local 
navigation channels, which are relatively shallow in depth. Currently, 
the area is primarily used for log storage, industrial, commercial, 
conservation and recreational uses. Future port-related uses in this 
area will likely continue to include a mix of existing uses. Continued 
conversion of existing industrial uplands to residential or other non
industrial uses is expected, further limiting the stock of industrial lands 
in the area, 

Planning rea 4: Burrard Inlet orth Shore 
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The North Shore spans from Ambleside Park in West Vancouver to Cates Park in the District of North Vancouver. 
The North Shore Planning Area in the Burrard Inlet borders the District of VI./est Vancouver, the City of North 
Vancouver, the District of North Vancouver and reserve lands of the Squamish Nation and Tsleil-Waututh Nation. 

The North Shore consists of a deep-sea shipping channel and is one of the major trading areas in Port Metro 
Vancouver. In 201 2, the North Shore handled over 22 per cent of all cargo volume through Port Metro Vancouver, 
and remains an integral connection for Canadian exports to overseas markets. It is a critical export gateway 
to the Asia-Pacific region and supports export-based industries, including agriculture, forestry, mining and 
manufacturing in BC, throughout western Canada, and across Canada as a whole. . 

Major terminals and industrial activities in this area include Richardson International, Cargill, Neptune, Lynnterrn, 
Univar Canada, Canexus, Kinder Morgan and Seaspan, moving containers, dry bulk, liquid bulk and break
bulk products. There are also some industrial and commercial uses I as well as conservation and recreation 
activities in the area. This area is also a main rail line for Canadian Pacific Railway (CPR) and Canadian Nation 
Railway(CN). 

It is anticipated that there .vvill be continued growth of port-related uses in all commodity sectors on the North 
Shore, particularly in dry, liquid and break bulk activities. Further intensification of port-related industrial uses on 
existing sites is likely, particularly as industrial lands in other areas of the Port become more limited and more 
industrial lands in the area are converted to residential and non-industrial uses by adjacent municipalities. 

Due to the close proximity of residential areas to port-related activities, and the continued conversion of 
industrial lands to non-industrial uses in this area, there is a potential for conflicts between port-related and non
industrial uses in the community to increase. Mitigation measures to lessen impacts will need to be considered 
by municipalities, proponents and PMV when looking at port-related and non-port related developments in 
these areas. 

Current and future investments in rail and road infrastructure, such as Low Level Road, are expected to improve 
access, throughput capacity and efficiencies while lessening impacts from rail noise and traffic generated by 
port-related activities in the community. 
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Spanning from Stanley Park in Vancouver to Port Moody Arm in Port 
Moody, the South Shore Planning Area borders the municipalities of 
Vancouver. Burnaby, Port Moody, and the reseNe lands of the Squamish 
Nation. It also includes the sub-area plan of the East Vancouver Port 
Lands (EVPL), which borders Victoria Drive to Council Road north of 
McGill Street in Vancouver. and which has specific policies related to 
port development in the area. 

The South Shore consists of a deep-sea shipping channel and is one 
of the major trading areas in Port Metro Vancouver. In 2012, the area 

handled approximately 30 million metric tonnes of cargo and over 666,000 cruise passengers. Major terminals 
along the South Shore include Canada Place, Centerm, Vanterm, Ballantyne Cruise Terminal, Cascadia, 
Stanovan, Shellburn, Westridge, Burrard Products Terminal, Pacific Coast Terminals and Kinder Morgan, 
moving cruise passengers, containers and dry, liquid and break bulk materials. The area is also connected to 
the main Canadian Pacific Railway (CPR) corridor and regional truck routes to the rest of Canada. The South 
Shore includes industrial and commercial activities, and a number of conservation and recreational uses and 
waterfront parks. 

It is anticipated that there will be continued growth of port-related uses in all commodity sectors on the South 
Shore, particularly in container, dry bulk and liquid bulk activities and industrial uses. Further intensification of 
port-related industrial uses on existing sites is likely, particularly as industrial lands in other areas of the Port 
become more limited and more industrial lands in the area are converted to residential and non-industrial uses 
by adjacent municipalities. 

Due to the close proximity of residential and commercial areas to port land, there is ongoing potential for 
conflicts between port-related and non-industrial uses. Mitigation measures to lessen impacts will need to 
be considered ' by municipalities, proponents and PMV when looking at port-related and non-port related 
developments in these areas. 

Current and future investments in rail and road infrastructure, such as the South Shore Corridor Pmject and 
other improvement projects, are expected to improve efficiencies and lessen impacts from rail noise and traffic 
generated by port-related activities in the community. 

port metr o v a ncou ver.c om 
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Planning Area 6: Indian Arm 
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Indian Arm is a natural fjord characterized by deep water, steep slopes 
and undeveloped upland forests. The Indian Arm Planning Area borders 
Belcarra, the District of North Vancouver, Electoral Area A, provincial 
park lands and the reserve lands of the Tsleil-Waututh Nation. 

A majority of the upland area in Indian Arm consists of Cates Park, Say 
Nuth Khaw Yum J Indian Arm Provincial Park and Belcarra Regional 
Park. Existing uses include residential moorage facilities, marinas, and 
public wharves. Future port-related uses in this area will likely continue 
to be limited, mainly consisting of a mix of commercial, recreational and 
conservation uses. 

Planning Area 7: oberts Bank 
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The Roberts Bank Planning Area extends into the Strait of Georgia from 
the foreshore of Delta and the T savwo/assen First Nations lands. Port 
faciHties in this area consist of a 105 hectare man-made land mass and 
causeway built by the federal government in the 1970s and expanded 
in the 19805, 

Roberts Bank is one of the main trading areas of Port Metro Vancouver, 
consisting of the Portis largest bulk facility, VVestshore Terminals and 
the Port's largest container terminal, Deltaport. In 2012, over 38 million 
metric tonnes of container and bulk cargo flowed through Roberts Bank. 
It is served by a rail and road system that connects to major regional, 
national and United States highway systems. 

The Roberts Bank Planning Area is anticipated to undergo significant growth over the next 10 years as part 
of PMV's Container Capacity Improvement Program, a long-term strategy to meet anticipated growth in 
container capacity demand. This includes investments into many road and rail improvement projects, as well 
as the Roberts Bank Terminal 2 project, which will expand the existing Oeltaport container terminal. Furthor 
intensification of port-related activities and uses will also likely to continue at the existing site, The Roberts 
Bank Rail corridor upgrade.s will also improve efficiency while decreasing congestion and other community 
impacts. 
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® For complete maps, refer to the Draft Designation 
~ Maps document at http:LLtinyurl.com/n4it2e5 

CO TEXT 

Since 2008, Port Metro Vancouver's existing Land Use Plan ,has been a consolidation of three land use plans 
from the former Vancouver Port Authority, North Fraser Port Authority and the Fraser POli Authority. Each plan 
had its own set of designations, definitions and policies which were developed over many years and which are 
now in need of an update. One of the main objectives of our current Land Use Plan update is to create a set of 
land and water use designations that are clear and consistent across the Port's jurisdiction. 

Currently, the Port has a mixture of over 15 designations, some of which are based on the Area Designations 
as established by the Fraser River Estuary Managemerit Plan (FREMP). To create a consistent set of land and 
water designations, there are now eight draft designations proposed, each with a specific intent and list of 
uses. Below is the list of the draft designations and their intent. 

Draft Designation 
Port Terminal 

: Industrial 

Commercial 

Log Storage & Barge 
Moorage 

:PortWater 

Recreation 

ConservatioJ;1 

Special Study Area 

. . -
Areas primarily designated for deep-sea and marine terminals which 
ha'ndle a variety of c.ommodities including autos, break-bulk, dry-bulk, 
liquid bulk, containers and passengers. This includes use.s that support 

• sli"!ppinJj, transportation and the handlin!;J of goods and passengers. 

Areas primarily designated for industrial uses in support of port opera
tions and marine support services. This includes uses that support 
shipping, transportation and the handling of goods. 

Areas primarily designateQ for commercial uses related to por:t or marine 
support services, tourism related businesses, transportation of passen
gers, and the handling and storage of goods. 

Areas primarily designated for log storage and associated activities. 

Applies't,o open water ~nd foreshore areas 'adjaqmt to Port and non
Port lands primarily .for sh~peing am:! navlsatio~. 

Areas primarily designated for public recreational use. 

. Areas primarily designated for habitat conservation. enhancement, res
_ , toration, creaUon and off-setting ... and may b~ publicly accessible. 

Areas that require additional study, consultation and planning to deter-
mine future use ' 

portrnetrovancollver.com 
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TABLE OF SPECIFIC USES 

Below is a table indicating Primary and Ancillary Uses, Secondary Uses and Conditional Uses for each of the 8 
draft designations. Please note that the uses listed are not intended to be an exhaustive list. They highlight the 
common uses that are currently operating in the port. All developments and activit ies proposed within PMV's 
jurisdiction are subject to PMV review and approval I and must be consistent with port-related uses permitted 
under the Canada Marine Act and PMV's Letters Patent. 

DEFINITIONS 
Primary Use is a use that is considered to be the main and preferred use within a specific designation. Ancillary 
uses are considered to be supplementary to a primarj use and may be permitted if in conjunction with a primary 
use. 

Secondary Uses are related to the primary use permitted within a specific designation. Secondary uses may 
be permitted vvithout an existing primary use on the site. 

Conditional Uses may be permitted subject to specific regulations or policies and/or may be permitted on an 
interim or temporary basis. 

Primary and Ancillar.y Use 

Te~inals for autos, bulk, break 
): '? . 

btdk'. J.iquid ~ufk. containers, 
"crui~e and passengers. . 
U'se reJat~ to the shipping; 
1iansporlation~d the handling 
of g~dd,s arid ~assengers. 

• Intermodal yards 
• Marine support services 
• Warehousing 
• Materials processing 
• Uses related to the shipping, 

transportation and handling of 
goods. 

Land Use Pla n Update: Di scus si on G ui de - Phase 3 Stakehold er Work sho ps 
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SPECIFIC POLICIES ON ALLOWABLE & CONDITIO AL USES 

ALLOWABLE USES IN ALL DESIGNATIONS 

Allowable uses are generally permitted in all designations, subject to PMV review, approvals and applicable 
policies. 

Conservation: Conservation uses such as the use of lands and water for habitat conservation, 
restoration, creation, enhancement and offsetting are permitted in all designations where compatible 
with primary and secondary uses. 

Parking: Vehicle or truck parking is permitted in all land-based designations on a permanent or 
temporary basis, where compatible with primary and secondary uses on the site. 

Utilities & Telecommunications: Utilities and telecommunication uses are pelmitted in all designations 
where compatible with the primary and secondary uses on the site. 

CONDITIONAL USES 

Conditional uses are only allowable in specific designations, and may be subject to specific regulations, policies 
and procedures established by the Port. All conditional uses are subject to PMV review and approvals. 

Log Storage & Barge Moorage: Log storage and barge moorage are permitted in Industrial and 
Conservation designated areas where they are compatible with the primary use of the site. 

Private Recreational Docks: Private recreational docks (single or shared) may be permitted in the 
Port VI/ater designation and in certain locations within PMV's jurisdiction and must be associated with 
a residential upland use or with the consent of the upland owner/municipality. All private recreational 
docks will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis and subject to PMV's recreational dock policies and 
guidelines. 

Public Recreation Areas & Uses: Public recreation areas and uses such as public wharves, viewing 
platforms, trails, and pathways may be permitted in areas where they are considered to be a safe and 
compatible use with the primary or secondary use of the site. 

Tourism Related Businesses: Tourism related businesses such as restaurants, hotels, retail shops, 
and entertainment services may be permitted in Port Terminal, Commercial and Recreation designated 
areas and only in specific locations within the Port's jurisdiction in accordance with PMV's Letters Patent, 
and must be compatible with the primary use of the site. 

Float Homes: New or relocated float homes are only permitted in specific areas of the Fraser River, 
adjacent to existing authorized float homes, and within established maximum numbers. 
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Overview of Draft Designation 
Changes 

BACKGROU D 

This section provides an overview of the draft designation changes that are being considered for land -and water 
areas within the PMV's jurisdiction, and outlines the changes from former legacy port authority designations 
(legacy designations) to the draft designations. The draft designations provided are a preliminary step in 
creating a comprehensive land and water designation map set for the Port. In April and May of 2013 1 we asked 
key municipal stakeholders, regional, provincial and federal agencies to provide early input into the existing 
legacy designations and identify any major areas of concern. This first version of the Draft Designation Maps is 
the result of reviewing key stakeholder recommendations and input from PMV staff. 

We consider these draft designation maps a work in progress, and we look forward to additional comments 
from stakeholders, tenants, customers, and First Nations during the consultation period to assist us in further 
refining land and water use designations to be incorporated into the Land Use Plan. 

This is the first comprehensive review and update of land and water designations to take place within the Port 
for over a decade. The North Fraser and Fraser River Port Authority Land Use Plans used a mixture of FREMP 
Area Designations and their own policies in determining land and water uses in the Fraser River. In certain 
areas, legacy designations were inconsistent with FREMP Area Designations and existing uses were never 
reflected or updated in those plans. Meanwhile in the Vancouver Port Authority Land Use Plan, a different set of 
designations were used with different definitions and objectives. There were also some mapping inconsistencies 
that needed review and correction. 

OBJECTIVES 

Given the varying mix of designations and inconsistencies that currently exists in the Port due to the amalgamation 
of three legacy port authority land use plans, the proposed designation changes you see in the Draft Designation 
Maps are mainly the result of four main objectives: 

1. Designations should be consistent throughout the Portis jurisdiction whether it is in the Burrard Inlet or the 
Fraser River; , 

2. Designations should be clear and consistent with existing or intended primalY uses of a site; 

3. Designations should provide flexibility to accommodate existing or intended secondary and conditional 
uses on a site; 

4. Where possible, designations should be compatible with existing upland uses and Fraser River Estuary 
Management Program (FREMP) Area Designations. 
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SUMMARY OF DRAFT DESIG AllO CHANGES 

General designation changes included: 

Deleting duplicate categol'ies of designations: There '..vere a total of 161egacy designations, 
which were reduced to eight in order to create one set of defined draft designations. 

Eliminating overlapping designations: .The legacy land use plans included overlapping 
designations for some sites. Sites are now assigned a single draft designation, based on their 
existing or intended primary use. 

Ensuring consistent designation: Assigned draft designations that are consistent with 
existing or intended future uses 

Ensuring all sites are designated: All sites were reviewed to determine their primary use or 
assigned a Special Study Area draft designation. 

Legacy Designation 

Port Marine Land I 
Port Marine Water 

Port Water 
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Overview of Changes 

• These legacy designations included port terminal and marine industrial 

• 

1!Ises •. 

• This legacy designation applied to open water and foreshore areas. 
• Areas with Port Water legacy designation are now generally assigned 

the draft designation of Port Water with similar intended uses. 

These legacy designations were intended for areas with fisheries or 
wildlife habitat conservation or enhancement. 
Areas with the Conservation legacy designation are now generally 
assigned the draft designation of Conservation that reflect similar 
intended uses. . 
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'"N':orth Fraser and Fraser River Port AuthoritY Legac'y 'Designations 

Legacy Designation Overview of Changes 

Wese legacy ciesi@atidns ~pplied tp are-as ~ith good.l~nd 
tra:nsPGr1~tibn· ce{1n~tien, which. wer~ adjacent to suffiei.ent upJari'd 
space for terminal development. I' , 

Areas with Port/TermitVll Legaoy desig}ia{icms are noW gene[aJly 
,assigneg -the dr~tt design~~iqn' o~ Terroinal witJI !l q~flJ1fia set o~ 
prima 'seconda and ,conditional ' uses. ' 

-----------------~ 

This legacy designation was intended for areas designated for 
Commercial residential use (e.g. float homes) and/or for amenities supporting 

urban/commercial activities on adjacent uplands. 
Areas with Water-Orientated Residential/Commercial legacy 
designations are now generally assigned the draft designation of 
Commercial to reflect the existing or intended primary use (i.e. 
marinas, marinas for float homes). 
Float homes are now considered a proposed conditional use subject 
to specific PMV policies and allowances under PMV's Letters Patent 

Th'is legaey'designat(on'was intended;foll moorage of small erafts. 
Areas with Small ,Craft Moorage eJesjgnation arie now generally 
assign~d fhe draft cdesignatipn' of Poftl Water<that allows indjvidual 

rivals re • raatronal oeirage. 

This legacy designation was intended for areas adjoining public open 
space uplands designated for recreational or other park uses. 

• Areas with the Recreation/Park legacy designations are now generally 
assigned the draft designation of Recreation to capture all intended 
public recreational uses. 

Thfs Jegacy.desigmitr.on was' jnte~ded, 01; area~ wi ~ fqgtiltorag~/aod ' 
ba'i;g~ moorage operations, ' 

f\re?'f> 'fit~ fhe c'(;m~er:'atj,o~ Ie;!!)apy. desi~ ~tfon a;e:no\y getl~(~y , 
aS~lgned tlte tG'raft aeslQnalion of. ConservC}tton thpt Fefle~s sirmlar ' 
inter:ldecl uges.~ I ' ~ , • 

__ ..n.3 

This legacy designation did not have an intended primary or 
secondary use. 
Areas with the Undetermined legacy designation are now generally 
assigned draft designations that reflect the existing or intended 
primary use of the site, or where warranted, assigned the proposed 
designation of Special Study Area if determined further study and 
consultation is required to determine the primary use of the site. 
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SUM ARY OF DRAFT DESIGNATIO CHANGES, BY PLANNING AREA 

Planning Area Overview of Changes 

Changes ptopo.sed, m~in[y Gensisling of ,a.reposea des"gnat(ons 
, rthat r~f1ect t~e ~xisting or ·lnten~ed p~mary uses en a 'si!e (proposeGJ 

desighati(')ns of Inify:stri'al and 1.;09 Storage ana 8 'arge Mo.oragE(, 
, :-and ·a lesS'er e>d'eJ\t. CommerCial, IReereatron' and ConserVation 

c:lestgnatiqns). 
lAdWtion €If ro 

No. 2: Fraser River - South Arm. Changes proposed, mainly consisting of proposed designations 
that reflect the existing or intended primary uses on a site (proposed 
designations of Port Terminal, Industrial and Log Storage and 
Barge Moorage, Commercial and to a lesser extent, Recreation and 
Conservation designations). 

• Addition of proposed Terminal and Special Study Area designated 

areas. 

Minor changes proposed, mainly consisting of proposed Commercial 
and Industrial designations to better reflect the existing and intended 
primary uses of sites towards the northern part of Indian Arm. 

~-----------~~~~~i:~~~·~-----·-
No ' changes pte'pose,d. 

po rt m etrova n co 1I ver, co m 
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Draft Designation aps are available for download at: 
http://tinyurl.com/n4jt2e5 

Draft designation maps are available at the link provided above. Please refer to these maps for site-specific 
draft designations, including a list of changes. The document consists of over 90 pages of 11 x17 inch-sized 
maps. The maps should be used in conjunction with this discussion guide and the feedback forms. 
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Area Designation: 

Break Bulk Cargo: 

Bulk Cargo : 

Canada Marine Act: 

Dry Bulk Cargo: 

An agreement between individual municipalities and member agencies of the 
Fraser River Estuary Management Plan (FREMP) on foreshore and water uses for 
specific reaches in the Fraser River estuary. 

Generalized cargo that is not containerized but are bundled. Typical break bulk 
cargos include goods such as lumber, steel, pulp and machinery. 

Unpackaged goods shipped in bulk carriers. 

The Federal legislation introduced to make the system of Canadian ports 
competitive, efficient and commercially oriented by providing ior the establishment 
of port authorities and the divesture of certain harbours and ports. 

Dry cargo that is poured or placed into ships in bul~ such as grain, sulphur, coal 
and minerals. 

Environmental Stewardship:Working to promote sustainable practices and contribute to the overall ecological 
health of the region. 

Foreshore Area: 

FREMP: 

Gateway: 

Intermodal: 

Jurisdiction: 

Land Use Plan: 

Letters Patent: 

Liquid Bulk: 

Those lands located between the ordinary or mean high water mark and the 
ordinary or mean low water mark. 

Fraser River Estuary Management Program. The program office was closed on 
March 31, 2013 due to changes in the mandates of partner organizations. 

Gateways are points of entry into major trading regions. Corridors such as the 
North Fraser connect gateways as directly and efficiently as possible. 

The shipment of cargo by means of multiple interconnected methods including rail, 
water, air and road. 

A defined area which a government or its agent is empowered to administer and 
regulate. 

PMV's vision and policies for the growth and development of lands and waters 
under its··jurisdiction over the next 10 .. 15 years. 

The letters patent establishing PMV describe the navigable waters that are within 
the Port Authority's jurisdiction; the federal properly under the management of 
the Port Authority; and the real property other than federal real property, held or 
occupied by the Port Authority. The letters patent also outline the activities of the 
Port Authority and possible subsidiaries. 

Cargo Liquid cargo that is poured or pumped into ships such as crude petroleum, 
refined petroleum, edible oils and petrochemicals. 

Marine Support Services: Marine related works such as ship-building, ship repair and fabrication, marine 
services and supplies. 

Moorage: 

Navigation: 

Planning Areas: 

PMV: 

Page 32 

A place where marine vessels such as vessels or barges can anchor or tie up. 

In the context of this plan, responsibility for navigation refers to the Port Authority's 
responsibility to ensure the effective and efficient movement of vessels within its 
jurisdiction. 

Geographical division of land/water that faBs within PMV's authority. 

Port Metro Vancouver 
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Port 2050: 

Project Review Process: 

Throughput: 

Upland: 

VFPA: 

Water Lot: 

Strategic visioning process to help guide future business priorities, shape 
new initiatives and ultimately transform every aspect of Port Metro Vancouver's 
operations. 

Port Metro Vancouver's process for reviewing land use and development 
proposals within its jurisdiction. 

The movement of cargo and passengers through a marine terminal over a given 
period of time. 

Land above the high-water mark, adjacent to PMV land or water. 

Vancouver Fraser Port Authority - Legal name of the Port Authority resulting from 
the combination of the Fraser River Port Authority, North Fraser Port Authority and 
Vancouver Port Authority in 2008. VFPA operates as Port Metro Vancouver. 

A property that is wholly or partially covered by water. 
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The Canada Marine Act requires every Canadian port authority to have a land use plan that 
contains objectives and policies for the physical development of the property it manages. 
Port Metro Vancouver's (PMV's) current Land Use Plan is a compilation of three separate 
plans from each of the region's former -port authorities that amalgamated in 2008 to form 
Port Metro Vancouver. 

In January 2012, Port Metro Vancouver began a two-year, four-phase process to update its 
Land Use Plan. The new Plan has the' following objectives: 

• Guide the physical development of the Port; 
• Provide direction to PMV staff when reviewi'ng development proposals; 
• Assist tenants and customers in identifying areas to locate or expand their operations 

and investments; 
• Facilitate coordination of land 'use and transportation planning with external 

agencies; 
• Provide neighbouring residents with greater clarity about activities and uses that 

may occur on PMV lands; and 
• Communicate PMV's intentions of growing in an environmentally, economically and 

socially responsible manner. 

Although the Canada Marine Act requires only one public open house as part of the land use 
planning proc~ss, Port Metro Vancouver has chosen to extensively involve the community, 
First Nations, and stakeholders in order to create a more thoughtful and inclusive plan. As 
of December 2012, the Port had organized eight stakeholder workshops, three First Nations 
workshops and six public open houses, plus many more separate meetings with individual 
agencies and stakeholders. More events will be taking place in 2013. 

In the first phase of the process, between January and July 2012, PMV sought input from 
stakeholders, customers, First Nations, and members of the public to share inFormation and 
identify topics that mattered most as we moved forward in updating the plan. This 
information was then combined in Phase 2 with further research into best practices to 
develop draft goals, objectives and policy directions which would guide the development of 
the Port. Phase 2 of the process ran between August and November 2012, with First Nations 
consultation cont.inuing until early 2013. 

Phase 2 Consultation Summary Report Page 2 
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During the Phase 2 consultations, Port Metro Vancouver went back to stakeholders, First 
Nations and the community to get feedback on the draft goals, objectives, and policy 
directions. Activities in this phase included: 

• three stakeholder workshops 
• First Nations engagement 
• th"ree public open houses 
• an online/paper feedback form 
• PortTalk, an online engagement forum 

additional written submissions and comments, as received 

The following report outlines the consultation process followed -during Phase 2 of Port Metro 
Vancouver's Land Use Plan process, and summarizes the input gat~ered for the draft goals, 
objectives and pojicy directions. Discussions during the workshops, meetings with First 
Nations, open houses, and input from the feedback forms- have been collated in order to 
highlight common, cross-cutting themes. 

The Appendix contains the transcribed flip chart notes from the workshop, the complete 
quantitative and qualitative results of the feedback form, and the open house display 
boards. Submissions received from agencies have also been included in the Appendix and 
incorporated into the following summary. -
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Three stakeholder workshops were held in Phase 2. The objectives of the workshops were 
to: 

• Report on activities and input received to date from Phase 1 
• Present and gather feedback on draft goals, objectives and policy directions 

Describe next steps in Land Use Plan process 

All workshops followed the same format. They started with presentations on the Land Use 
Plan objectives, process and findings to date, followed by a review of the draft goals, 
objectives and policy directions. Participants then had two opportunities to take part in 
detailed break-out discussions on two of the draft goal areas. Those who wished to discuss 
all four goal areas were invited to attend a second workshop. 

Participants were also encouraged to provide more detailed feedback on the draft goals, 
objectives and policy directions through the feedback forms, which were se"nt out online and 
in hard copy. For the purpose of this summary, comments on specific policy directions were 
reviewed in conjunction with the comments made on policy directions in the feedback form. 
The workshops adhered to the following agenda: 

9:00 am Welcome 

9:05 am Introductory presentation 

9:20 am Draft goals ~nd objectives 

9:30 am Introduction to small table 
discussions 

9:40 am Small table discussion - Session 1 

10:20 am Small table discussion - Session 2 

11:1Oam Plenary: Reports from tables 

11:40 am Complete and submit feedback forms 

The workshops were held at the following times and locations: 

• October 24, 2012, 9 - 12 pm 
Delta Town and Country Inn 

• October 3D, 2012, 9 - 12 pm 
Old Mill Boathouse, Port Moody 

• November 6, 2012, 9 - 12 pm 
BClT Downtown Campus, Vancouver 
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Workshop Participation 

A total of 119 stakeholders attended the three workshops, representing the following 84 
organizations: ' 

• ADESA Vancouver • Fra'ser Surrey Docks 
• Against'Port Expansion • Georgia Straight 
• Ashcroft Terminal • Georgia Strait Alliance 
• Boundary Bay Conservation • Greater Vancouver Gateway 

Coalition Council 
• BC Ministry of Agriculture • Hapag-Lloyd 
• BC Ministry of Environment • Hemmera 
• BC Ministry of Transportation and • High Water Ventures Ltd. 

Infrastructure Hwlitsum First Nation 
BC Nature • ILWU Canada 

• Berezan Management (BC) Ltd. • Kingfisher Docks & Boats Inc. 
• BIEAP-FREMP • Lafarge Canada Inc. 
• BNSF Railway • Metro Vancouver 
• Burke Mountain ' Naturalists • Mill & Timber 
• Burrard Inlet Marine Enhancement • MLA, Port Moody - Coquitlam 

Society • Nature Vancouver 
• Burrard Yacht Club • Neptune Terminals , 
.. Burrardview Community • North Shore Waterfront Liaison 

Association Committee 
• Canadian Marine Environment • Pacific Coast Marina Ltd 

Protection Society/Marine Life • Pacific Salmon Foundation 
Sanctuaries Society • Pacific Wildlife Foundation 

• Canpotex • Rabbit River Farms 
• Catalyst Pulp and Paper Sales Inc. Reed Point Marina 
• CBRE Limited • Residential Waterlot Leaseholders 
• City of Burnaby Association 
• City of Coquitlam • Richmond Chamber of Commerce 

City of New Westminster ., Scotiabank 
City of Pitt Meadows • South Fraser Action Network 

• City of Port Moody • Shato Holdings 
• City of Richmond .. Southern Railway of BC 
.. City of Surrey • Teck Resources 
• City of Vancouver • Trans Mount~in Expansion Project 
• City Transfer TransLink 
• CN • Transport Canada 
• Corporation of Delta • T$I Terminal Systems Inc. 

David Suzuki Foundation • Univar Canada 
• Delta Chamber of Commerce .. Vancouver Pile Driving 
• Delta Farmers' Institute • Variety Marine Services Ltd . 
• Delta Port Committee .. West Coast Reduction Ltd . 

Delta South Constituency Office • Western Stevedoring 
• District of North Vancouver Wharf St. Committee 
• Emerson Real Estate Group 
• Eric Vance & Associates 

Fisheries and Oceans Canada .. Forrest Marine Ltd . 
• FortisBC 
• Fraser River Pile & Dredge . -........ - ---. '''- - -... ....... _.,.. . ... . ... , . ..... .. , ... .. . ...... _ .......... .. '_I_ " _"~ ,._ .. a . _ . a-.o . ........ _ ..... , .... ~.~ .......... ..... ~ .- ... - -_ .. _-_ ..... - - ......... - -- ........ _ . ....... - ~ ....... _ .. _ .... - ._ ....... .... - ..... -... 
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Three public open houses were held for the general public, following the completion of the 
stakeholder workshops . At these events, community members were invited to review the 
draft goals, objectives and policy directions, engage with PMV planning staff about these 
materials, and fill in the feedback form. 

The open houses were held at the following times and locations: 

• Thursday November 15, 2012, 4 - 7 pm 
Brighouse Elementary School, Richmond 

Saturday November 17, 2012, 1 - 4 pm 
Coast Tsawwassen Inn, Delta 

• Tuesday November 20, 2012, 4 - 7 pm 
John Braithwaite Community Centre, North Vancouver 

The events were adyertised In the following newspapers: 

• Vancouver Sun: Tuesday November 6, 2012 
• Delta Optimist: Wednesday November 7,2012 
• North Shore News: Friday November 9, 2012 

Richmond Review: Friday November 9, 2012 
• New Westminster: Friday November 9, 2012 
• Vancouver Courier: Friday November 9, 2012 
• Tri City News: Friday November 9, 2012 
• Burnaby Now: Friday November 9, 2012 

The open house,s were also advertised by email.Twitter. PortTalk, and the PMV website. 

Feedback from the open houses was generally in the form of notes taken by Port Metro 
Vancouver staff based on conversations with attendees, as well as the feedback forms. The 
results have been incorporated into the following summary. 

Participants were invited to fill in feedback forms on the proposed materials, either online or 
by completing a survey at the event. 
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GE - NI ~T- - I Sl~ T NS 
Port Metro Vancouver invited Lower Mainlqnd First Nations with asserted traditional 
territories that intersect the lands and waters managed by the Port to participate in the 
Land Use Plan Update process. 

In Phase 2, Port Metro Vancouver invited First Nations to review the document entitled, 
"Closing the Loop", which Included a report of activities and ' input received from Phase 1. 
First Nations were also asked to review draft goals, objectives and policy directions and 
submit comments to PMV. 

To help facilitate First Nations' review of these documents, Port Metro Vancouver offered to 
meet with First Nations individually in order to present the Land Use Plan objectives, 
process and findings to date, and the draft goals, objectives and policy directions. 

A total of 8 meetings took place with First Nations in Phase 2 between November 2012 and 
March 2013, and Port Metro Vancouver received written comments from 4 First Nations. 
Comments provided included specific feedback on the individual goals, objectives and policy 
directions as well as general comments on the Land Use Plan content and process. 

Participants in Phase 2 include: Tsleil-Waututh First Nation, Tsawwassen First Nation, 
Kwikwetlem First Nation, Qayqayt First Nation, Musqueam Indian Band, Squamish Nation, 
Tsawwassen First Nation, and the Cowichan Nation Alliance. 

PortTalk.ca 

Port Metro Vancouver launched the Land Use Plan on PortTalk.ca in Phase 2. PortTalk is the 
Port's new onlin.e engagement platfonn, which provides a convenient way for people to find 
information and provide feedback on a~tive Port-led consultations. 

PortTalk provided opportunities for online Q&A and encouraged viewers to fill in the 
feedback form. It also advertised all workshops and open houses, as well as provided access 
to resource materials. 

Twitter 

PMV actively promoted the Land Use Plan feedback form, stakeholder workshops and open 
houses on Twitter. Twenty-two tweets on the Land Use Plan were posted by PMV between 
October 30 and November 3D, 2012. 

o MS 
In order to obtain specific input and gauge the community's level of agreement on draft 
goals, objectives, and poliCY directions, Port Metro Vancouver invited all stakeholders and 
community members to complete a feedback form on the draft materials. The feedback 
form was available online·from November 6, 2012 to November 3D, 2012. Feedback forms 
were also distributed at stakeholder workshops and during open houses as a primary vehicle 
for getting input on Phase 2 materials. 

The feedback forms asked respondents to rank, on a scale from 1 to 5 (1 = strongly 

...... .. .. .. <?.PJ~<?.s~; ? ... ~ .~.~!<?!:,.g!y :~~.p.p<?.r.n~. ~,~ ,~ . ..I.~y~l. ~.o ... ~.0,i.~~ ... t~.~Y,~ .. ~ . .P1=!9.~~d .. ~.a~_h .. 9. <?9.I.~ .. 9~j~~~iy~ .. ~!! .~ . . 
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policy direction. They also provided space for respondents to provide comments or 
suggested revisions. 

122 individuals began and 77 completed the feedback!' forms, resulting in a completion rate 
of 63%. The complete results of the feedback forms can be found in the Appendix, although 
the overall summary of results has been incorporated into the following section of this 
document. Respondents identified themselves in the following groups (not all respondents 
chose to answer this question): 

Community Association or Port Liaison Committee representative 

Environmental, community, or special interest group 

Federa l government or agency representative 

First Nations representative 

I ndustry or business association member 

Interested community member 

Municipal government representative 

Provincial government or agency representative 

Tenant and/ or customer 30 

Number 

11 

16 

o 
1 

10 

29 

10 

2 

22 

When asked which land use plan events they had attended, respondents indicated that they 
had attended th.e following events. Note that because not all workshop attendees completed 
a feedback form, the numbers in the following table are lower than the figures for event 
attendance. 

Stakeholder Workshop - October 24, 2012 - Delta 

Stakeholder Workshop - October 30, 2012 - Port Moody 

Stakeholder Workshop - November 6, 2012 - Vancouver 

Open House - November 15, 2012 

Open House - November 17, 2012 

Open House - November 20, 2012 

I did not attend any events 

Phase 2 Consultation Summary Report 

Number 

14 

15 

16 

5 

1 

6 

24 

Page 8 

\ 
'. 

CNCL - 316



The following is a summary of comments received from stakeholders, First Nations, and the 
public on the draft goals, objectives and policy directions as part of Phase 2 of Port Metro 
Vancouver's Land Use Plan update process. 

2. - OAll 
The Port facilitates expected growth in Canada's trade while preparing for 
anticipated transitions in the global economy. 

The question of growth and future planning received a great deal of attention, and was in 
fact a polarizing topic for many participants. While everyone agreed that planning for the 
future was important, the specifics of what that future should be, and how PMV should 
facilitate it, was much debated. Some felt that Port Metro Vancouver should antiCipate the 
business needs of industry to create a more stable and secure economy, while others 
questioned PMV's growth projections and argued that growth needed to be reduced or 
stopped to ensure that social and environmental interests are not compromised. 

Participants felt that it was important t9 balance competing interests, and nowhere was this 
more evident than in the discussions around preserving industrial land and protecting 
agricultural I~md. Although industrial land - especially the kind which can be used for port 
activity - is in short supply, participants were concerned that PMV was not being specific 
about the type of land which it might acquire to support port growth and activity. 
Agricultural land was seen by many as being threatened by port expansion. A frequently 
voiced perspective was that agricultural lands should not be used for port expansion. 

PartiCipants also felt that the Port should focus on efficiency by making best use of what is 
already available, intenSifying operations within existing port lands, and ensuring that uses 
and facilities are complementary. Within this goal, Objective 1.2, "Optimize the use of 
existing port lands. and waters," received the most support, as many felt that promoting 
more efficient use of existing port lands should be the priority. Creating hubs for similar 
activities and upgrading infrastructure were common suggestions. Rail infrastructure was 
seen as particularly important. Some partiCipants recommended that the Port explore 
potential options to utilize lands and facilities off the waterfront or outside its jurisdiction to 
support port a<;tivity and reduce the need for the Port to acquire new land. First Nations felt 
that all proposed new port developments need to be complementary to existing use of land 
and water, including for traditional activities. 

However, some particip~nts felt that the word "optimize" needed to be ~xpanded and 
clarified, as its implications were somewhat unclear. Some were also concerned about the 
effects of intensification on the surrounding community and the environment. 

Objective 1.3, "Ensure the availability of suitable lands within the region for future port
related use," received a mixed reaction, with a roughly even split between respondents who 
were in support and respondents who were opposed. Most of the concerns centered on the 
impact of port expansion on the environment, local communities, and the supply of 
agricultural land. Concern was also expressed that the Port would develop and act on its 
plans without regard for municipal, regional, or First Nation plans. 

Objective 1.4, "Lead the port community in responding to economic trends and . 
opportunities that will affect the growth and development of the Port," and most of its · 

_ ~ .. .. ..... , ?s.s~)~ia,t~9" p~li~y .. d.i, rec~~o_~~~ _w_~r~ .g.en~r~.lIy',,~~'ppo.rt~~.: ... , . .... . . _ .. _ .. .. __ . _ ... _ _ .... . 
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Policy 1.1.3, "Collaborate with local, regional and provincial governments to improve the 
compatibility of port and adjacent land uses· across jurisdictional boundaries/' was well 
received. However, respondents wanted more clarity on exactly who Pf'.1V would collaborate 
with and how it would be done. There was also a call for more genuine colla~oratlon and 
engagement with the community. Greater clarity was needed on the level of coordination 
already in place and on how the Port will interact with local, provincial, and federal agencies 
in the future. 

The Port is a leader in ensuring the safe and efficient movement of port-related 
trade and passengers throughout the region. · 

Stakeholders felt that it was important to support the supply chain by creating the 
necessary infrastructure and continuing to coordinate effectively with other agencies. They 
supported strong safety standards, including emergency planning and spill response at 
terminals and in .the harbour. 

Balancing competing interests was also a major theme, in terms of balancing the national 
interest to move goods, weighed against the local interests and community impacts. 
Participants were concerned that fulfilling this goal would come at the expense of the 
environment and quality of life. They wanted guarantees that the environment would be 
well protected against the effects of port operations. Railvyays were preferred over roads 
and trucks to handle the growth in goods movement to and from the port. 

Collaboration and coordination with other agencies were particularly important in this area, 
as Port Metro Vancouver has no authority over transportation corridors outside of its 
jurisdiction. It was noted that the many of the objectives within this goal complemented 
those of the wider region. 

In terms of the goal statement itself, participants felt that more clarity was needed in the 
definition of the "region" impacted by goods movement as well as the composition of the 
"passengers" referenced in the goal. . 

There was general support for Objective 2.1, "Improve operational efficiencies of 
transportation modes serving the Port." Participants supported initiatives that would reduce 
truck traffic and promote rail and short-sea shipping. However, some were concerned that 
efficient goods movement would take place at the expense of wildlife habitat and the 
envi~onment. It was noted that collaboration would be key to fulfilling this objective, as the 
Port has limited power over transportation corridors outside of its jurisdiction. 

Corresponding policies within 2:1 were well supported, although some participan'ts 
questioned the increased use of waterways for transport. First Nations were specifically 
concerned about the potential impacts on fisheries. Most people supported Policy 2.1.5, 
"Work with customers, stakeholders, First Nations and local communities to identify 
operational improvements to mitigate noise, congestion, air emissions and other impacts 
arising from port-related activities." However, First Nations identified the need to 
implement measures to regulate and enforce water and sediment quality. Overall, 
respondents felt that these policy directions needed to be more specific and consistent in 
the Identification of which stakeholders PMV would collaborate with, and how. Respondents 
also urged using strong, speciFic targets to help gauge success. 
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Participants agreed on the importance of enhancing infrastructure, as identified in Objective 
2.2, \\Protect and enhance transportation corridors and infrastructure critical to moving 
goods and passengers through the Port," but were concerned about the effect this may have 
on the environment and local communities. They urged more focus on efficiency and 
collaboration. Clarity was also needed on the implications of certain words, such as "protect" 
and \\enhan~e". In addition, participants felt that "passengers" needed to be defined. 

Objective 2.3, "Ensure the safe and secure movement of goods and passengers through the 
Port," was strongly supported. Safety was· a high priority for respondents l especially 
emergency planning, terminal security, and spill response. Some pOinted out the effects of 
goods movement on traffic congestion and road safety In the region, while others noted a 
desire to monitor the types of commodities that are traded th.rough the region in hopes that 
it may support safer movement of goods, Within the corresponding policy directions, 
respondents requested more clarity on what constitutes "best practices" and who is 
ultimately responsible for emergency response. 

p~ . 3 
The Port is a global leader among ports in the environmental stewardship of the 
lands and waters it manages. 

Participants agreed with the overall intent and tone of the environmental goal, objectives 
and policy directions. However, many felt that they were too open-ended and needed more 
detail to be impactful. Workshop participants argued that the Port should move from the 
position of encouraging to requiring environmental best practices which would allow the Port 
to position itself as a true environmental leader. For example, respondents felt that 
Objective 3.1, "Contribute to the overall ecological health of the region by reducing impacts 
from port activities and protecting, maintaining and enhancing ecosystems," should start 
with "Lead" rather than \lContribute" to the ecological health of the region. Many 
respondents urged stricter enforcement and monitoring of regulations for port users and 
tenants. In the feedback forms, Goal 3 gathered a great deal of support, However, 
comments centered on concern that the Port would not follow through with its 
implementation. First Nations felt that Policy 3.1.2, "Mitigate potential impacts on habitat 
quality ... " should first prioritize the avoidance of adverse impacts on habitat. They also felt 
that Policy 3.1.3, "Support the creation, enhancement, and/or restoration of critical fish and 
wildlife habitat.""1 should be further defined to the effect that more habitat is added than 
what was lost. 

M~my respondents encouraged a more holistic approach to sustainability. They felt that it 
should be approached through the lenses of ecology, health, and social well-being rather 
than mitigation of effects. Some argued that mitigation and compensation for adverse 
effects were not always possible, since the cumulative effects of development could not be 
accurately measured, Instead, they felt that rather than dividing envfronment into separate 
"land" and "water" issues, the preservation of the entire ecosystem should be the main 
priqrity. The environmental impact of the specific commodities traded through the Port was 
a concern for partiCipants, as were the effects of air emissions and dredging. 

At the same time, other respondents were worried about the impact that stricter 
environmental regulations may have on port tenants and operators - they felt that it would 
have adverse impacts on economic activity and business viability. Stakeholders encouraged 
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increased collaboration with other levels of government in order to balance competing 
interests. Comments from First Nations included requests for the Port to work with First 
Nations to jOintly develop environmental policies and initiatives, and provide funding and 
resourcing support to facilitate meaningful consultation around environmental concerns. 

Also, as part of Objective 3.1, one' First Nation requested that an additional polity be 
. created aimed at transitioning to closed-containment stockpiles in order to prevent 
unnecessary environmental impacts. 

Objective 3.2, \\Reduce air emissions and greenhouse gases and promote energy 
conservation in port operations and developments/' received almost unanimous support. 
Respondents felt that the Pqrt should take a stronger stance with this objective and set 
targets that exceed current best practices. First Nations felt that the Port should use its 

. influences to set standards throughout the gateway. Incentives, targets and monitoring 
were needed for these poliCies to be successful. Participants al~o urged PMV to go beyond 
monitoring and reporting on emissions, as specified in Policy 3.2.3, and focus on reducing 
emissions. 

Objective 3.3, "Improve land and water quality within the Port," was strongly supported . . 
Some participants felt that more detail was needed in Policy 3.3.1 to explain the way that 
site contamination risks would be managed. Feedback on Policy 3.3.3, \\Ensure sediment 
and soil quality of tenanted sites is maintained or improved from the time a site becomes 
occupied to the time it becomes vacant," centered on concern about ·the extent to which a 
site should be remediated during tenancy/before it is vacated, and to what standards. Some 
called for stricter leasing or regulatory reqUirements, while oth.ers called for greater 
consideration of business interests. 

Most participants supported Objective "3.4, "Promote sustainable practices in design and 
construction, operations and administration in the Port," noting that speCific standards or 
targets should be established, such as for green building design, and tenants should be 
required to meet ind.ustry best practices. First Nations questioned how sustainability could 
be supported at the same time as growth. 

Port activity and development provides benefits and addresses impacts to local 
communities and First Nations. 

Relationships, collaboration and involvement with communities and First Nations was a key 
theme during discussions on Goal 4, with many participants arguing that collaboration 
should be a stand-alone goal rather than a theme woven through all four goals. Greater 
collaboration between the Port and different levels of government was' seen as particularly 
important, especially in terms of addressing overlapping jurisdictions and mandates. 
Respondents and comments collected from all forums stressed the need for greater 
transparency in port processes and development of decision-making. 

Comments from First Nations included the need .to collaborate with First Nations and local 
communities in identifying solutions for mitigating impacts and in identifying a transparent 
consultation process for future port projects. 
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Other comments from First Nations requested that First Nations be identified separately 
from local communities and stakeholders as they have constitutionally protected rights. 
Some First Nations requested a separate goal specifically related to First Nations, and others 
requested that First Nations received more representation throughout the entire plan . 

Feedback focused on impacts to the community arising from port and related activity such 
as congestion, noise} anq pollution. "Cumulative Impacts" were a concern, as well as the 
question of whether such impacts could ever be properly measured or mitigated. First 
Nations expressed concern about the project-'by-project approach to assessing impacts, and 
instead stated that cumulative impacts of all port-activities should be address in the plan. 
However, some participants recognized the importance of the jobs the Port brings to the 
localeconomy, and there was a call for better education and awareness around the 
economic benefits. 

Participants called for stronger links between economic, environmental, and social elements 
of sustainability, especially around complex issues such as sea level rise, sustainable 
growth, and the ALR. In addition, they called for strong monitoring and impleme'ntation of 
the policies and objectives, once finalized. Issues which were important to the river 
community, such as dredging, needed to be better addressed in the plan. 

A number of feedback form respondents felt that Goal 4 should be more aspirational and 
less of a "statement./J Suggestions were provided on how to rephrase the goal, using 
stronger and more decisive language. 

Objective 4.1, "Generate local economic benefits through the use and development of port 
lands and waters," was supported by most respondents. However, there was some concern 
that implementation would have environmental repercussions, with economic growth taking 
place at the expense of social and ecological health. Some respondents indicated that they 
wanted full-co.st accounting of the economic benefits of projects to determine whether they 
truly outweighed the social and environmental impacts. There was also a desire for First 
Nations and community rights to be more explicitly discussed. Within the policy directions, 
respondents 'favoured 4.1.1 for its focus on e.conomic opportunities for the local community, 
and they also urged PMV to expand the community benefits program, identified in 4.1.4, 
and elaborate on the economic benefits to First Nations. 

There was strong support for Objective 4.2/ "Ensure public recreational opportunities and 
waterfront access are provided within the Port in a manner compatible with pc;>rt activities." 
Respondents brought up concerns about conflicting recreational uses, such as private docks 
impeding public beach access and the needs of recreational vessels .. First Nations expressed 
concern about impacts to the shoreline and sensitive habitats. Policy direction 4.2.3, 
"Manage private recreational dock development in a manner that supports the public use 
and enjoyment of foreshore and intertidal areas accessible within their communities," 
garnered a considerable amount of feedback, as many people felt that private docks were a 
significant impediment to the public use and enjoyment of the foreshore, and that the 
proliferation of docks should be addressed. Respondents felt that consultation and 
engagement should be a key component of Objective 4.3, "Address the Impacts from port 
operations and development on local communities and First Nations." They emphasized the 
need for more community input and more transparent and accountable decision -making. 
First Nations requested greater transparency in the Port's consultation process, and that 
Aboriginal rights and title should be protected through an additional policy. There was 
concern about how port expansion would Impact the loca! community, as well as a lack of 
clarity on how the Port would implement this objective. Some suggested that the word 
"address" should be changed to "minimize", and that the objective should also include the 
impacts of port-related operations. 
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Respondents focused their input on Policy 4.3.5, "When acquiring new lands, commence a 
consultation process within a reasonable timeframe to solicit input from interested and 
affected parties on any potential change of use to that land." They felt that more detail was 
needed to flesh out the policy. They suggested that the Port should communicate and 
consult about its intention to buy land before it is purchased, and that there should be 
assurances that feedback would be heard. Others argued that the Port should only acquire 
new lands as a last resort, while some felt that the Port should not acquire new land at all. 
As in other sections of the feedback form, many respondents re-iterated that the Port 
should not use a.gricultural land to support port growth. 

First Nations highlighted the need for a more explicit policy on archaeology that would 
ensure all appropriate steps and best practices are taken, in accordance with the Heritage 
Conservation Act. 
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ATTACHMENT 3 
8,2013 

I-v.~"' ..... """ of Port Comments Rpln~r'rlirln 
Port Land Use And 1"\'-'4\.11<1:>11 .. 1'1..111. 

1. 
The purpose of this section is to relevant excerpts from Port Metro Vancouver's nr;:'l,nninn documents 
r""n", .. ~lln .... Port use and land CII",\.J\U';:"'IIU' 

2. What is the Port Metro Vancouver Land Use Plan? 
The Canada Marine Act each Canadian porl to have a Land Use Plan that contains and 

for the of the it manages. The Porl's current Land Use Plan is a rAI"nnir:'!ltir.n 

three from each of the former porl authorities that in 2008 to form 
Vancouver. In 2011, Porl Metro Vancouver a called "Porl 2050" which 
contains the Vision: To be the most and for the customers we serve, 
benefiting and across the nation. The Port's Land Use Plan will the Port achieve its 2050 
Vision and needs for the next 15 to 20 years 2028 

3. of the Land Use Plan 
Port staff advise that the Land Use Plan will to: establish a single unified Port m:::ln:::ll"1prYlPlnt 

Port land and water from the three former port authorities, (2) resolve In"',f"\n(~Ic.fl~n"·IP~ 

4. 

(1 ) 

what is on the and identify nf\l'pntl:::\1 ... 1"1'"",,..,,,,.,. 
to all lands and waters under the Port's 

land use will be key 
the water 

Asked Questions and Answers Section" 
Asked Questions and Answers Section" states the tnll.I"\IAllnrl' 

down nd use 

Port Answer: The process to the Land Use Plan will uses for lands 
owned the Port. The Port that land is an important issue for communities and other 

authorities, We invite all those interested in this to in the to our 
Land Use Plan so we can ensure your views are considered as we the use 

land, 

as it comes under Inl"rPlll<:tlrlf1 

on investment. We wish to 
reverse this trend. 

to 

Port Answer: The Land Use Plan will be less of 
uses for Port lands and water but it will not 

or how big lots should be. The Land Use is not the same as a master plan either. Where a 
master may look at the entire of a Port, the Land Use Plan will focus on land use 
and related interests, Rather than lands for commodities, the Land will a 
range of uses that would be "' .......... r"' ....... ""'" 

Discussion Guide 5. Port Metro Vancouver's Phase 3 Stakeholder \I\J", .. wc::h 

The Phase 3 Stakeholder Workshops Discussion Guide l!.ti'gl"""1Irn.ont 1) comments on the Richmond nr.ri'I'\I"'IC! of the 
Port, as follows: 

(1) Area l' Fraser River - North and Middle Arm 
The North and Middle Arms of the Fraser River extend from the North Arm and Sturgeon Bank to the 
end of Island. The area borders The of British Vancouver International 
the of and New and the reserve lands of the 

Indian Band. 
The North and Middle Arm of the Fraser River consist of domestic and local na'1I10.3tICIn 
rel~:jtlveIV shallow in the area is used for 
conservation and recreational uses, 
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gn.e.J..l!ill.Q§: Future OOll-nela'lea uses in this area will continue to include a mix of ""vl~tlrln 
moderate growth One of the external this area include conversion 
of industrial to residential or other non-industrial uses, the stock of industrial 
lands in the area. 

(2) Area 2: Fraser River - South Arm 
The Fraser River South Arm extends from Sand Heads to west of the Port Mann 
of on the Fraser River. The area borders the of Richmond, New 

and A of the Soulh Arm within the Provincial Head-lease Area, which 
consists of Provincial lands and waters Port Metro Vancouver. The South Arm of the Fraser 
River is considered a channel, facilities to accommodate and 
shortsea This three terminals: Fraser in Richmond and Fraser 
Docks of which handle a of bulk and break bulk and Wallenius Wilhelmsen 

\1\1~~drTlirl.c:::tj:'r which in automobiles, The Richmond Hub also 
and intermodal for the area and the In 2012, 

aOloroixmnatelv 27 million metric tonnes of moved the South Arm. In there is a wide 
IJOI-{-fl:!I2.'1tea industrial and uses such as 

and river-related commercial activities. Conservation and r(!')l'·r""~ltlr.n 

area. This area will continue to be the main hub of and 
Fraser with intensification of use and all sectors 
bulk and other commodities. 

~h:::lll""r'nj:>,o::::· There will also be additional pressures from industrial lands for water access, 
as industrial lands in other areas of the Port become more limited. Like other areas of the Port, 

the of the Fraser River is also the continued conversion of industrial to 
residential and other non-industrial uses This may create the to 
increase conflicts between measures to 
lessen will need to be considered at 
related related de'IIellOOIllents 
continue to a mix of 

6. Discussion Guide Directions: 
.1 Protect the industrial land base to and related activities into the future. 

1.1.1 Preserve the lands and waters under the Port's to current and future 
activities. 
1 .1 .2 b&l~W!iL'Ml1tU~rnlli!.§.§..g!illJ.QIT~jQjmll!~t!JJ2..~lQ!JJill~l!:@!.@l~~ 

boundaries. 

~"","'~r.""" and efficiencies between "'rI • .",.....Olnt activities 
and uses. 

1.3 Ensure the avcula:blll1:y of a land base within the that is sufficient to support future port and 
related ac1ivities. 

1 .3.1 QQft§@~~!§lIDmJ;~mQ.Q!~~~ID@~~fQ[J~L§..Q~~~i0..9...Q.[kmjQJ~ 

1.3.2 Consider the creation of new land for future uses, such as new terminal and 
environmental when suitable lands are not to be available. 
1.3.3 a coordinated to and and infrastructure 

as those with climate and more 
I.:>n,t/j:>vir.pm,j:> flood events. 
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TAG 
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October 2012 

Land ..l.::u.l . .LUJ.Jl~ & 

l'Hf'vnc'/Y1IrfrJPo OJtd LO;nm'lU1;!lm~S be: 

(a) Pori 
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To: 

City of 
Richmond 

Mayor and Councillors 

From: Terry Crowe, 
Manager, Policy Planning 

Memorandum 
Plann ing and Development Department 

Policy Planning 

Date: July 19, 2013 

File: 

Re: Port Metro Vancouver " Undetermined" Map Designations 

Purpose 
The July 16, 2013, Planning Committee minutes indicate that Planning Committee requested 
staff to " ... provide copies of the current draft Port "Undetermined" map designations associated 
with the Port 's draft Land Use Plan to Councif' . This memo responds to this request. 

Details 
The existing Port Metro Vancouver Land Use Plan shows that there are four designated 
"Undetermined" sites in Richmond (Attachment 1). All sites are in the Agricultural Land 
Reserve (ALR). The Port either owns or partially owns these four sites which are often called: 
Site 1- the Golden Garden site, Site 2 - The Esterbrooke Milling (Rabbit Farm) site, and Sites 3 
and 4 - the Gilmore Farm lands. 

Since the Planning Committee meeting, the Port has advised by emai l that they are proposing to 
re-designate the four "Undetermined" sites as "Special Study Area" sites and that there will be 
further consultation and study before the Port applies a final land use designation to them. 

Currently, Richmond ' s 2041 OCP and Zoning Bylaw designate these areas "Agricultural". 

For reference, the July 16, 2013, Planning Committee recommendation states: 
"That, as per the report from the General Manager, Planning and Development, dated June 27, 
2013, titled: Port Metro Vancouver Land Use Plan Update, the City O/Richmond: 
(1) Advise Port Metro Vancouver that, as the City continues to strongly object to any Port use of 

agricultural lands, the Port state in its final Land Use Plan that ;r will not use agricultural 
lands, including the Gilmore Farm, Rabbit River Farm, and other Port owned agricultural 
lands, for Pori expansion or operations and that any future purchased land will abide by City 
zoning; and 

(2) Advise the Minister o/Tramport Canada, the Be Minister 0/ Agriculture, the Chair o/the 
Be Agricultural Land Commission, the Metro Vancouver Board and all Metro Vancouver 
municipalities be advised of the above recommendation. " 

3917011 
:-:~mond CNCL - 330



July 19, 2013 ·2· 

For clarification, please contact me at 604-276-4139. 

- ~ ~rowe, Manager 
Policy Planning 

TTC:cas 

Alt. 1 

pc: Joe Erceg, General Manager, Planning and Development 
David Brownlee, Planner 2 
Kevin Eng, Planner I 
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To: 

From: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

3899821 

July 8,2013 

RZ·12-619503 

No.3 Road from 
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CONCURRENCE 

ROUTED To: CONCURRENCE 

Housing 
law 
Policy 
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July 8) 2013 - 4 - 12-619503 

History of ..... &lIIF"rnllc:.c:.I\/~ Tax Exemption on the Subject Site 

The consolidated Eitz Chaim Synagogue site at 8080 
until 2004, as the Eitz Synagogue was demolished 

........ !::;..v;;~ ... '"' site was subdivided into two (2) lots in 2005 to facilitate the townhouse 
developlnent at 8080 Francis Road, the remnant parcel (i,e., the subject site at 9080 No.3 Road) 
has become taxable and has been taxed at a "SeasonallR.ecreational'~ (Class 08) rate. 
H.'-'I' ..... U.'~..J all use non-profile etc. 

The total payable property tax is based on assessed value of the property and the assessment 
classification. property taxes paid per square foot of land are comparable between the 

and to while 
of an Assembly site is less than the value of the residential property, the tax rate for 

Assembly properties (i.e. Class 08) is higher than the rate for Residential propeliies (i.e. Class 
01 ). Upon of the was that 

at 9080 No.3 and should be at a "Residential" 
(Class 01) rate. 

no tax PVI'l·rYtY\fl to 
2005, no repayment of taxes is warranted. 

- Conversion of Land 

Based on Council's May 24, 2011 revised "Conununity Institutional" Assemble Use Policy and 
the 2041 Official Community Plan (OCP), no community benefits were sought as part of the 
proposed conversion of Assembly lands. Without policy on 
may applied to such applications, with applicant to respond to Planning 
Committee's concern regarding the lack of additional amenity contributions when redesignating 
Assembly lands for the pwpose of redevelopment. developer advised that the purchase 

was to on Policy OCP, 
and that there is no room in their pro fmma to provide additional contributions based on the 
density at 0.6 Floor Ratio (FAR). However, the developer has agreed to provide an 

amount $35,000 to Affordable 
Fund Reserve in exchange for a modest density increase of 0.05 FAR. 

Options 

Two options are appropriate to proceed with tllls application: 

Option 1.. Approve the proposed rezoning to Low Density Townhouses (RTL4) with no 
aa('1l!lOnl:1i amenity 

This option complies with the Council's May 24, 2011 Revised "Community Institutional" 
Assemble Use Policy and the 2041 Official Community Plan (OCP), but does not address 

concerns discussed at the May 2013 Planning Committee ....... i'>,"'..- .... "T 

3899821 CNCL - 336
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8,2013 - 6 - RZ 12-619503 

Based on the above, staff recommend that the proposed Official Community Plan Amendment 
and rezoning of 9080 No.3 Road to Density Tovvnhouses be 

Planning Technician - Design 
] 21) 

Location Map 
to Committee dated May 10,2013 

Attachment 0: Updated Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment Updated Rezoning Considerations Concurrence 
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RZ 12-619503 

ATTACHMENT A 

Original Date: 09/18/12 

Amended Date: 04/25/13 

NOh:: Dimensions are in METRES 
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1/ 
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4. 

Att. 

ROUTED To: 

1819HI 

introduced 

REPORT CONe 

Planning 

Dale: May 10, 2013 

File: RZ 12~619503 

in accordance 

Bylaw 1"",pl""'r~lTl 

""'\M~"" ... r consultation. 

(ASY)" to 
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No.3 
vacant. 
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1. more \"'''''''<:''''~''''' 

c ...... '''r' .... uses. 

zone. 

2. use 

lBllJlSI 
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May 10) 2013 - 12 - RZ l2~619503 

• Provision of a buffer area between the proposed to\vnhouse buildings and lhe adjacent 
single-farnuy homes. 

Additional issues may be identified as part of the Development Pennit application review 
process. 

Financial Impact or Economic Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

The proposed 12-unlt townhouse development is consistent with the 2041 Official Conununity 
Plan (OCP) regarding the conversion of Assembly sites along major arterial roads, Overall, the 
proposed land use, site plan) and building massing complement the surrounding neighbourhood. 
Further review of the project design is required to ensure a high quality project and design 
consistency with the exisling neighbourhood context, and tills will be completed as pari of the 
Development Permit application review process. The list of rezoning considerations is included 
as Attachment 6, which has been agreed to by the applicants (signed concurrence on file). On 
thls basis) staff recommend that the proposed Official Community Plan Amendment and 
Rezoning be approved. 

' dwin Lee 
Planning Technician - Design 

EL:kt 

Attachment 1: Location Map 
Attachment 2: Conceptual Development Plans 
Attachment 3: Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment 4: Letters Received 
Attachment 5: Tree Preservation Plan 
Attachment 6: Rezoning Considerations Concurrence 
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RZ 12-619503 

ATIACHMENT l 

Original Date: 09118/12 

Amonded Dare: 04125/13 

Note; Dimcruions lIre in METRES 
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City of 
Richmond 

Development Application Data Sheet 
Development Applications Division 

RZ 12-619503 Attachment 3 

Addre~s: 9080 No.3 Road 

Applicant: Sandhill Homes Ltd. 

Planning Area(s): Broadmoor ----------------------------------------------------------

I Existing Proposed 

Owner: Congregation Bayit To be determined. 

Site Size (m2
): 2 1202 m2 No Change 

Land Uses: v.acant Multiple-Family Residential 

OCP Designation: Community Institutional Neighbourhood Residential 

Area Plan Designation: N/A N/A 

702 Policy Designation: N/A N/A 

Zoning: Assembly (ASY) Low Density Townhouses (RTL4) 

Number of Units: 0 12 

Other Designations: N/A No Change 

On Future I Bylaw Requirement I Proposed I Variance 
Subdivided Lots 

Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.60 0.60 Max. none permitted 

Lot Coverage - Building: Max. 40% 40% Max. none 

Lot Coverage - Non-porous 
Max. 65% 65% Max. none 

SUriaces: 

Lot Coverage - Landscaping: Min. 25% 25% Min. none 

Setback - Front Yard (m): Min. 6.0 m 6.0 m Min. none 

Selback - North Side Yard (m): Min. 3.0 m 3.0 m Min. none 

Setback - South Side Yard (m): Min. 3.0 m 3.0 m Min . none 

Setback - Rear Yard (m): Min. 3.0 r.n 4.5 Min. none 

Height (m): Max 12.0 m (3 storeys) 12.0 m (3 storeys) Max. none 

Lot Width: Min. 50.0 m 43.3 m 
Variance. 

Requestedi 
Off-street Parking Spaces -

2 (R) and 0.2 (V) per unit 
2 (R) and 0.33 (V) per 

none 
~Iar (R) I Visitor N): I unit 

Ott-street Parking Spaces - Total: 27 28 none 

!o8393S1 
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I Almenit\1 Spa(:::e·- Outdoor: 90m2 
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To Richmond City Council. 

The in support #7&60 I 2004 ) aod '# 8533 (Nov.4, appear 1.0 be very 
clear and consistent on what is meant by the teons COt:runlllO.il~ institutions! '" and "C()J:Qtl'lutllty benefit /I as 
well as me parameters of use (or those or~;ani.za:tjoICl:i lands " ASSE1v.lliLY I'. 

rt is Ol.rr tbat 
these 2 

lJses arc an part 
~\.JI.JW,'!lI\iIU wiU need .wore such ae'/el£mers are specu latu:Lg 

re(JleV(~Jo[)e<l for market purposes ) and such sites will be difficult to 
value land uses ( e.g. residential). It 

As concerned citizens and aaJao~nt o.el£!j)IDOllJS, tbis aPt,licati()D fOT t"IYr'l'\n 'I\lIT of this 

property at 9080 1/ • bas been allowed t<.l 
The ".",-y,,, ....... ,,, al)plJIGaI)OD the that the entrance mld exit to the 

12 town-homes will be another \,Iw" .... 'U'I.IW'-'ul. at 9[00 If 3 RD. (t is our that for this to 
occur the strata council at 9100 # that this will 

Kespecrtvety subm.itted, 

The 4 aClJ:acem Rideau Drive Home-Owners 

CNCL - 366



November 19/20 12 

To Tbe ofRichmo.nd (C/O Edwin Lee) rc- RZ 12-619503 

We Ihe re~idcnts on Ride~a.l Drive were somewhat shocked to see a rel::on'm~ ""I-'~""""'''''''\JI 
tbe propeny located al 90&0 # Road. Since 2004. we have been for 

of a Jewish synagogue on said property the ElTZ CI:UAJ\1 raith cormnunir;y 
rlrQUJHI"lOC; of the we.re circulated to the immediate 20fter the at 
8080 fnmc.is Rd, was allQwed to be rezoned (rum ASSEMBLY ( to COMPREHENSJVE 
DEVELOPMENT DISTRlCT 59);0 order to COOSlrucr 28 Co\vn-Domes, The 
synagogue on Rd. were innovative and [0 the owners of !:he atll:ace,m nr-nni'I"""rU'C 

We the residents On RJdeau Drive cannot suppan the COllScuclion to the 
re:.!onlOR from to RTZ ( 4 ) whic.h would allow the construction of 12 more town homes. 

endured the COOSlruct(OD of28 townhomcs to the south of us in the recent past on the former 
n:;~)""1."'UIY ...... l'\ ....... ,..,hl at S030 }':rancis Rd. as well as the present constmction of 18 town hom~s to the west and 
south ofu£' a-l9100 f* ., the of another l2 town horoes in a solid coltmUI within 5 meter:; 
of our properly tine leaves liS dumbfollDded'. Twcl\'(~ (own names on property will be much m(')re 
invasive \0 [he of life oftbe owners than the conslllJct:ion ofa& im"limrional 

lUlder AsserllOlV 

Vlben the o\.vner of the land at 8080 francis Rd. "-"as Lhe green. to rezone to a multi-
de:s.lgnl111{)'D in 2004 ,the faith as weB as GBL Architects stood (0 a more 

Slg1ruI:JCm~t rerurn ou t11eir \'I"lvcsuncnt The exi'ril income from this and sales 
was to, assist the Jewisl.l in (he erection of a zoned 1i1l1d at" 9080 #. 

. As because of the loss land on were 
adamant dUlt the remainder of the Eitz Chain) property at 9080'# 3 Rd. remain as ( 

111efr rarionalle was based on the fact thaI' toe city had been trac[.s of land and 
to retain what had left. 

We undl:!rstand that circumstances the construction of the synag()guc may nave and 
thai the synagogll~ wHl not become a. it appears the this 
,..,.::.,:,.CHliUIV zoned properly as an VIiben Our SaviOl.l'r Lutheran 
Church decided to seU their property Ilt 8080 faith. advertised 
and sold said There were severo I the Eitz 
Cbaim mifil an il:lterest in this 

included.. Rjchmoud has become a vibrant multi-cuUu::ra-l rf\::rnm'llY'llhl 

urtrnHrT'';'T\h:, from arOlmd the world who have with them elements of their f}r€~VJ{H.L~ 
culture new faith com.!Jllmili~s. Some of these faith groups are 
T\"'~·rn1;::.31t 1n churches and schools. and may soon be for more permanent facHities~As 
R icbroood bas an and the demand for more heaHh care services and 
LJ,UYCJ.UJ.UI'-' on the increase and the location of lhis propel1y is suited for such lnstitlllionat use. 
as \vas the Richmond Council are concerned that needed land will be lost as ~ 
result of this uP~Wr::.allIDD_ 

We would CITY COUNCn.... what CONfMUNITY BENEFIT is derived 
scarce 12 town homes to be built 011 property? No.7860 appears 
to nave been abandoned iftnls f'allb's land at 9080 be removed from the 
ASSEMBLY classification. The residents oftbe Ride-au subdivisjon fonyard rome 
additiml of a faith as laid out not. another 12 town.!Jouses whkh would be much 
more intrusive in nature, 

831\ Ridt~3U Drive 
829l rudc'alJ Drive 

RESPEC11VELY SUBMJTTED 

8331 Rideau Drive Ho 
827 t Rideau Olive Jon Henderson.1) 

4 
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I. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

S. 

6. 

7. 

8, 

9, 

AdoDtlOn of OCP Amendment 

."' .... ,..,-,,."',, of a flood mQiemlrmy 

9030. 

no direct vehicular access to No.3 Road. 

6 

, the tbe 

meaDS of vehicle access from the I;;A.I;:;l.llllJ.\ 

on 9100 No. J Road 

of a agreement OJ) [itle the conversion of the tandem ... " .. v, .... 1Y- area into habitable space. 

and 88214260. 

VoluDt:anlv contribute per buildable square foot to 

aCC~DI:am~e of the contribute per square to 
srt fund. 

for 

could be accommodated oo-site 
would be reduced in the rate 

Ylrr,n/'"l''''''f1 Audible Pedestrian 

unit 

I I. of the offer to vOlunfAnlv in-lieu of on-site indoor 
ror the benefit of 8080 Francis Road. 

12. Pennit* to a level deemed acc~eplt.able the Director of 

'''flY'' QC.", IrnrIlCA'J'I'rYI.l"l"\f<1 and service connections. 
may not be 11m ited 

--"'--"JJ conStruct new 1.5 m concrete .... u ............. " 

between the sidewalk and the and extend Street 
...... r,,...l'>rf"I' line the site on No 3 Road. to include 

Note: 

I. Water: 

a. 
a minimum fire tlow of220 Us. Water """;';ilV":'>..; 

at the Perm it 
Fire Underwriter Survey to confirm that there is 

submitted. 

u. 
A will be ... ",,,,,, .. ,,'11 Of) the ~p._rVlr_lna !!lOr"PPlmp.lrYI 

3839351 CNCL - 369



- 2 -

b. The site is to COMect to manhole SMH2 located in the rear of 8311 Rideau 
apllroXlnoately 1.5 m north of the south line the sire. 

iii. Storm 

B. Storm 

b. 
main 

I. 
worl,s conducted near or wi1hin the tree ..... "'I·""-t.I'" .. 

to 

2. of a Tree Survival 

I. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

assessment 
starf. 

any construction "''''H'''''''''' 

Should the ap~lIWan( 
flO<)Dl.1on of the n:>7I1.nlnU 

NOfe: 

.{< This a separate aPJ:lllclltion. 

"''''''''''1<:"'''' will be 00 the " ... r" ....... "N 

eXI:stll1:gAC water main on No J of water 
cost. 

and BX297 161); an indoor ~1'r"I ... nl'n.J 

Francis must be included in the 

for review. 

LaI:Wscar)e Letter of Credit to ensure that the trees 
ofCredir will be retumed 'Until the nO!SH)OfISU 

the 

to 

a 

as determined via the 

• W11ere the Director deems the agreements are to be drawn nor as perS0I1.3 I covenants 
of Ihe owner btl[ also as covenants pursuant to Section 219 of the Land Title Act 

AU agreements (0 be r';>OI<:(I",P.t1 

considered advisable 
Director of ue1/elclOrr'lenl 

bylaw. 

)8.l9.HI 

over all such and enclimbrances as is 
(;\i!I"eennenlS to be in the Land Title Office unless the 

in the Land Title Orflce to enactment of the 0"' .... ' ........ , .... .,., .. 
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1839)5J 

n"~'rl>l1'''iO agreements shall [0 the 
as deemed necessary or advisable 

satlSti3CL<:HY to the DiJector of 

agreements, as determined via the 
Permit(s) to the satisfaction oflhe Director 

s ite ,",r?'h!l'F~j'l An 
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Max. 40% Max. 

Max. 65% Max. none 

Min. 25% 25% Min. none 

Min. 6.0 m 6.0 m none 

Min. 3.0 m 3.0 m Min. 

Min. 3.0 m 3.0 m Min. 
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lin lull.lle Bllaw lIegl.liremenl I Irol08ei ~ariance Sl.IllivilellEofs 

Tandem PdrklllY ,... Max. 50% 16 spaces (67%) 
Variance 

Requested 

Small Car Parking Spaces Not permitted 2 
Variance 

D .. ... . 
Handicap Pdl Kin\:.! Spaces: 1 1 

Amenity -Indoor: Min. 70 m2 or Cash-in-lieu Cash-i n-lie u i none 

Amenity Space - Outdoor: Min. '-' " " ~ ~ .~ 

122 m2 
i none :: 72 m2 

Other: Tree replacement compensation required for removal of bylaw-sized trees. 
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a. ... "",.."" .. ",/'1 on the ~pr\JI{,lno-

b. of 8311 Rideau 
Oe'/eHJprneIl[ site. 
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I, 
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3. 
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Note: 
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on No 3 then that section of water 

Development Permit 

160 and BX297161); an indoor _"'_"'_.1 
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Management 
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(by Ministry of 

"u,-".<u,.. Pennit (BP) plans as 

Where the Director uevelopirneln.t deems apI)fOlprjjite, the are to be drawn not as 'l"\pr<:/'\n~1 covenants 
of the property owner but also as covenants "Hr"",,,nr to Section 219 of the Land Title Act. 

All agreements to be .,."'('Jlet .. ,.,.",1'1 over all such and encumbrances as is 
considered advisable rpO'lctp,I"PI'I in the Land Title Office unless the 
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Director of Development determines f'l.TnprUll CP be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate 
bylaw. 

The agreements shall provide to the City including indemnities, warranties, letters of 
credit and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a 
fonn and content satisfactory to the Director of Development. 

• Additional legal agreements, as determined via the subject development's Servicing Agreement(s) and/or Development Permit(s), 
and/or Building Permit{s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be required including, but not limited to, site 
investigation~ testing) monitoring, site preparation, de-watering, drilling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre:-lOaoling, 

ground densi fication or other activities that may result in displacement, subsidence, or nuisance to City and 
pri vate uti I ity infrastructure. 

[signed copy on file] 
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Bylaw 9030 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000 
Amendment Bylaw 9030 (RZ 12-619503) 

9080 No.3 Road 

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

1. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000 is amended by repealing the existing land 
use designation in Attachment 1 to Schedule 1 thereof of the following area and by 
designating it Neighbourhood Residential. 

P.I.D.026-301-130 
Lot 2 Section 28 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan BCPI 7848 

2. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000, 
Amendment Bylaw 9030". 

FIRST READING 

PUBLIC HEARING 

SECOND READING 

Tl-llRD READING 

OTHER REQUJREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3844000 

CORPORATE OFFICER 
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'-'V~~L~" of the City of Richmond} in LL'~~.'.'."F-. -::H~ ... pnnl'"\lI"'rI enacts as follows: 

1. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and fOnTIS part of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, IS amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the 
foHowing area and by it 1 •. A .. .L:....1L.I1Il 

P.l.D. 026-301-130 
Lot 2 Section 28 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan BCP17848 

2. This Bylaw as "Richmond L.AVAJ ........ jiO, 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARJNG WAS HELD ON 

READING 

THIRD READING 

REQUIREMENTS 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3900431 

8500, lI.IU'L-U\.I.II..U1"UL U"'.I' ..... "" 9043". 

CORPORATE OFFICER 
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City of 
Richmond 

To: Planning Committee 

From: Wayne Craig 
Director of Development 

Report to Committee 
Planning and Development Department 

Date: June 21 , 2013 

File: RZ 13 - 631467 

Re: Application by Johnny W.W. Leung Architect for Rezoning at 6433 Dyke Road 
from Single Detached (ZS6) - London Landing (Steveston) to Heritage Two-Unit 
Dwelling (ZD4) - London Landing (Steveston) 

Staff Recommendations: 

1. That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 Amendment Bylaw 9028 , to create the "Heritage 
Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD4) - London Landing (Steveston)" and for the rezoning of 6433 
Dyke Road from "Single Detached (ZS6) - London Landing (Steveston)" to "Heritage 
Two-Unit Dwelling (204) - London Landing (Steveston)". be introduced and given first 
reading. 

~~ 
Director De lopment 

WC:bk 
Atl. 5 

ROUTEOTQ: 

Affordable Housing 
Sustainability 
Law 

la.t9204 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

IY" 

~ #~ 

City of 
Richmond 

To: Planning Committee 

From: Wayne 
Director of Development 

Report to Committee 
Planning and Development Department 

Date: June 21, 2013 

File: RZ 13-

Re: Application by Johnny W.W. Leung Architect for Rezoning at 6433 Dyke 
from Single Detached (ZS6) - London Landing (Steveston) to Heritage Two-Unit 

Staff Recommendations: 

I. That Richmond 
Two-Unit Dwelling 
Dyke Road from 
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reading. 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Johnny W.W. Leung, Architect has applied to the City of Richmond for permission to rezone the 
property at 6433 Dyke Road (Attachment 1) from "Single Detached (ZS6) - London Landing 
(Steveston)" to "Heritage Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD4) - London Landing (Steveston)" to permit 
the development ofa two-unit dwelling on the subject property. The proposed zone would be a 
new site-specific zoning for the subject property. 

Findings of Fact 

A Development Application Data Sheet providing detai ls about the development proposal is 
attached (Attachment 2) . 

Surrounding Development 

To the North: Existing Multiple-family development, zoned "Town Housing (2 T43) - London 
Landing (Steveston)"; 

To the East: Existing Two-Unit Dwelling, zoned "Heritage Two-Unit Dwelling (ZDl)
London Landing (Steveston)"; 

To the South: Foreshore of the Fraser River (across Dyke Road) zoned "School & Institutional 
Use (SI)"; and 

To the West: Existing Multiple-family development, zoned "Town Housing (ZT43) - London 
Landing (Steveston)" 

Related Policies & Studies 

Steveston Area Plan 

The subject property is located within the Steveston Area Plan, Schedule 2.4 of the Official 
Community Plan (OCP). The Land Use Map in the Steveston Area Plan designates the subject 
property for "Heritage Residential". This designation is intended to accommodate " ... residential 
structures of recognized importance, or new structures designed to a distinctive heritage 
appearance reflective of Steveston ' s character." 

Under the guidelines for this area, new development in the "Heritage Residential" area should: 

1. Exhibit a similar scale, form, massing, character, architectural details and features 
(e.g., porches), and materials as that of London Farm, the McKinney House, and any 
other relocated houses; 

2. Where buildings front Dyke Road, exhibit a strong single-family home character 
regardless of the number of units contained within a single structure; and 

3. Use colour to reinforce the intended " heritage appeal" of this area and its image on the 
waterfront. 
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The proposed two-unit dwelling meets these criteria, and staff supports the design. 

Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy 

The applicant is required to comply with the Flood Plain Designation and Protection 
Bylaw No.8204. In accordance with the Floodplain Management Implementation Strategy, a 
Restrictive Covenant for Flood Indemnity specifying the minimum fl ood construction level of 
2.9 m geodetic survey datum is required prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 
No. 9028. A 6.0 m wide statutory right-of-way for dyke access will be required over the south 
portion of the site. 

Affordable i-lousing Strategy 

The Rlchmond Affordable Housing Strategy a cash-in-lieu contribution of $1.00 per square foot 
of total building area toward the Affordable Housing Reserve Fund for single-family rezoning 
applications. The app licant has agreed to provide a voluntary cash contribution for affordab le 
housing based on $1 per square foot of building area for this development (i.e. $3,745.00). This 
contribution has been reviewed and is endorsed by Community Services. 

Public Input 

A rezoning notice sign was placed on the property the first week of May 2013. Tn response to 
the signage, stafr has received: 

Two emails from residents in support of the pathway proposal; and 

One email seeking additional information on the proposed rezoning. 

Staff responded to the latter email with the requested information. No additional correspondence 
was received. 

Consultation 

Heritage Commission 

TIle proposed rezoning was referred to the Heritage Commission for review as the subject 
property is designated for "Heritage Residential" use. The proposal reviewed at the May 15 
2013 meeting of the Commission, and was endorsed. The Chair of the Commission made a 
motion to bring the item back for review at the June 162013 meeting for further review. Staff 
were able to provide updated house designs at the meeting, and the revised proposal was 
supported as being consistent with the Steveston Area Plan guidelines and the "Heritage 
Residential" land use designation. Draft minutes of the June 16,20 13 meeting of the Heritage 
Commission are provided (Attachment 3). 
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Staff Comments 

Analysis 

Previous De,:,eiopment Application (RZ 02 207804) 

A development application to amend the CD50 zone for the subject property was submitted in 
2002, in order to increase the maximum house size pennitled under the COSO zone to a 
maximum FAR (Floor Area Ratio) of 1.0. Bylaw No. 772 1 to amend CD50 zone for the subject 
site received third reading on November 15,2004. Subsequent to the Public Hearing the owner 
did not actively pursue reso lution of condition of Final Adoption, and the file was closed and the 
bylaw was abandoned in November 0[2009. 

Proposed Use 

The proposed two·unit dwelling is consistent with the Neighbourhood Residential designation in 
the Official Community Plan, and the "Heritage Residential" designation in the Steveston Area 
Plan. The adjacent site to the north and west is designated is similarly designated and is 
occupied by single family dwellings to the west and townhouses to the north. The property to 
the east at 6461 / 6463 Road is occupied by an existing two-unit dwell ing, which was approved 
under Rezoning Application RZ 03 -237482. The proposed two-unit dwelling for the subject 
property would be compatible with these uses. 

Heritage Character 

The general heritage res idential character of the area is defined by two existing single famil y 
homes, both of which are designated heritage resources: the McKinney House at 6471 Dyke 
Road, and the Abercrombie House at 13333 Princess Street. We note thal both the McKinney 
House and the Abercrombie House were relocated to their current locations from elsewhere in 
Richmond. 

As a component of the rezoning application, staff has undertaken a review of the character of the 
proposed two-unit dwell ing, and have worked with the project architect to ensure that the 
proposed building design would be compatible with existing heritage residential character of the 
surrounding area. As the subject lot is the last un-developed parcel in the area, ensuring design 
compatibility has been a key component of the review of the proposal. 

The proposed design of the two-unit dwell ing meets several guidelines of the Stevcston Area 
Plan: the face of the house oriented towards Dyke Road has the appearance of a single family 
dwelling; a wrap-around porch has been proposed for the two-unit dwelling, which is a feature 
found on a number of houses to the west; proposed building materials include horizontal hardie
plank siding and hardie shingles for the gable ends. also consistent with materials used on 
surrounding homes; accent materials include a cultured stone base, high profile asphalt roof 
shingles, wooden railings and posts, double wood painted columns; and window detai ling is 
consistent with the intended heritage character of the area. 
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The rezoning considerations include a requirement for the owner to submit a set of building 
permit-ready bui lding design drawings, in accordance with the house plans attached as 
Attachment 4 to thi s report. 

Proposed Zoning 

In order to accommodate the proposed two-unit dweJljng, the applicant has applied to rezone the 
s ite [Tom "Single Detached (ZS6) - London Landing (Steveston)" to a new site-specific 
" Heritage Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD4) - London Landing (Steveston)" zone. This zone is similar 
to the site specific "Heritage Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD I ) - London Landing (Steveston)" zone fo r 
the adjacent property at 6461 and 6463 Dyke Road, but has been tai lored for the subject 
application. 

Details of the proposed zone are provided in the following table: 

Proposed Z04 Existing Z01 (east adjacent 
two-un it dwell ing) 

FAR 0.7 1.0 - .76 for bu ilding: .24 for 
covered areas open on one 
side 

Building 50% 50% 
Coverage 

Height 12.5 m 15.0 m 
No more than 
two habitable 

storeys 

The proposed site-specific zone will be an effective transition from the larger two-unit dwelling 
to the east to the lower density single family homes west of the subject property. 

Road Dedication 

Dedication of a 1.5 m wide portion of the site at the no rth-east corner has been identified as a 
requirement of the rezoning. The dedication will provide the additional road width to facilitate 
access to and from the subject property and from the two-unit dwelling to the east at 6461 and 
6463 Dyke Road. A statutory ri ght-of-way of 0.6 m along the east property line is also required 
for boulevard widening. 

Driveway Access 

The subject property was included in the rezoning app lication of the west adjacent property. 
Under this rezoning, a Section 219 Restrictive Covenant was registered on the title of the subject 
property, prohibiting any d irect access to Dyke Road and requiring access on ly from Princess 
Lane. The proposed s ite access sati sfies the requirements of this covenant. 
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Parking 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500 requires that a two-unit dwelling provide 2.0 parking spaces 
per dwelling unit. The proposed design (Attachment 4) illustrates that the east-most unit will 
feature a side-by-side two-car garage, and the west-most unit would provide parking in a single 
car garage. A second parking space for the west-most unit is proposed at-grade, along the west 
side of the house. Although this portion of the site is encumbered with a statutory right-of-way 
for storm drainage, the tenns of the right-oF-way allow the area to be used for vehicle parking. 
With the combination of garage parking spaces and at-grade parking, the proposed two-Wlit 
dwelling would meet the bylaw requirements for off-street parking. 

Riparian Setback Requirements 

The subject property is adjacent to a watercourse which falls within the City'S Riparian 
Management Area network. This watercourse is classified as fish habitat as it contributes water 
flow to downstream habitat (Fraser River). 

Under the requirements of the provincial Riparian Areas Regulation, variances to established 
riparian setbacks require assessment by a Qualified Environmental Professional (QEP). The 
owners have provided a QEP report (Attachment 5) which assessed a variance to the established 
15 metre Riparian Management Area (measured from the top of the bank) on the adjacent 
watercourse. The QEP recommendation is for a 10m setback with reductions in some areas to 
8 m. The variance has been approved by the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO), subject 
to the owner installing compensatory plantings in the yard of the proposed two-unit dwelling and 
within the Riparian Management Area. Submission of a Landscape Plan for the compensatory 
plantings and a landscape security for the provision of the compensation plantings, in accordance 
with Attachment 5 of this report is a condition of rezoning adoption. 

Walkway 

The adjacent residential development to the west was approved in April 2003, and features a 
meandering pedestrian path along the south property line, which ends at the east property line of 
the subject property. The subject property has been vacant since that time, and residents have 
accessed Princess Lane and Dyke Road by walking through the property, creating an infonnal 
' walkway' . 

In order to ensure that a pedestrian access is maintained to Princess Lane and Dyke Road, the 
owner will provide a pedestrian connection from the existing walkway to the west across the 
frontage of the property. This pedestrian connection will be located within the road dedication 
for Dyke Road. 

Provision of the pathway meets the policy objective of the Steveston Area Plan (London / 
Princess Node) to link publicly-oriented and residential uses via an informal network of 
pedestrian routes. The Steveston Area Plan also provides a design guideline for the development 
of the area to provide linear open spaces, trails and pedestrian routes linking residents and local 
amenities and the river, and providing and informal network of narrow, interesting routes 
through the mixed use area. 
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We note that this location would also fall within the required riparian setback from the top of the 
bank, as shown on the riparian compensation plan (Attachment 5). The proposed walkway 
would taper from 2.0 m to 1.4 m in width, and would be a pervious gravel surface. The walkway 
to the west has been finished mth paving stones, a surface treatment which - under current 
requirements and policy - is not supported in such close proximity to a watercourse . Staff in the 
Sustainability Division have recommended the gravel surface for better water infiltration and 
flow in the adjacent watercourse. 

The provision of the walkway increases the impacts on the required 10m riparian setback from 
the top of the bank of the ditch, which has been addressed through additional compensation 
planting along the bank, both in front of the adjacent site and in front of the the adjacent 
development at 6400 Princess Lane. The additional plantings in front of adjacent development 
would be planted within the road allowance for Dyke Road and would not impact the on-site 
plantings associated with that project. The walkway proposal and habitat compensation 
plantings has been reviewed and endorsed by the Department of Fisheries and Oceans (DFO), 
Sustainabil ity staff, and by the Parks Division. 

There are no trees on the subject property, but there is a tree located on the adjacent townhouse 
site. The branches of this tree overhang the property line, and the site plan provided indicates 
that minimal pruning of this tree will be required. In addition, the proposed parking area on the 
west side of the building will utilize hand-laid paving stones, to minimize damage to the existing 
root system of this tree . The project architect advises staff that no excavation within the root 
zone of this tree will be required. 

Existing Utility Right-of-Way 

There is an existing 3.0 m wide utility right-of-way (ROW) along the western portion of the 
subject site. The applicants have been advised that no encroachment into the ROW is pennitted, 
including no building construction, and planting of trees, but the ROW area may be used for 
vehicle parking. 

Discharge of Existing Restrictive Covenant 

The subject lot was created as part of the rezoning and development of the adjacent (west) 
properties, and through the rezoning process, a Restrictive Covenant (under charge 
Number BP005925) was registered on the title of the lot to specify a minimum habitable 
elevation of 2 .6 m geodetic survey datum. Since that time, the current flood protection elevation 
for this area has been set at 2.9 m geodetic survey datum. It is reconunended that Restrictive 
Covenant BP005925 be discharged from the title of the lot. A new covenant will be registered to 
require the current flood protection standard for habitable floor area be built at 2.9 m geodetic 
survey datum. 

Conclusion 

This rezoning application to permit a two-unit dwelling complies with applicab le policies and 
land use designations contained within the Official Community Plan and the Steveston Area 
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Conclusion 

This rezoning application to permit a two-unit dwelling complies with applicable policies and 
land use designations contained within the Official Community Plan and Steveston Area 
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Plan. The proposed two-unit dwelling is consistent with the established land uses and urban 
design in the surrounding area. 

The list of rezoning considerations is included as Attachment 6, which has been agreed to by the 
applicant (signed concurrence is on file). 

On this bas is, staff recommends support fo r the application. 

\~\!~ 
Barry Konkin ( . 
Planner 2 -~ 

BK:cas 

Attachment 1: Location Map 
Attachment 2: Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment 3: Draft Minutes - June 16, 2103 Richmond Heritage Commission Meeting 
Attachment 4: Conceptual Development Plans 
Attachment 5: Riparian Assessment Report and Addendum 
Attachment 6: Rezoning Considerations Concurrence 

3849204 

June 21, 2013 - 8 - RZ 13 - 631467 

Plan. The proposed two-unit dwelling is consistent witll the established land uses and urban 
design in the surrounding area. 

The list of rezoning considerations is included as Attachment 6, which has been agreed to by the 
applicant (signed concurrence is on file). 

On this basis, staff recommends support for the application. 

\~~\ I 
Barry Konkin ( , 
Planner 2 - .-./ 

BK:cas 

Attachment I: Location Map 
AttachmenT 2: Development Application Data Sheet 
Attachment 3: Draft Minutes - June 16, 2103 Richmond Heritage Commission Meeting 
Attachment 4: ConceptuaJ Development Plans 
Attachment 5: Ripalian Assessment Report and Addendum 
Attachment 6: Rezoning Considerations Concurrence 

J8~92()'\ CNCL - 387



1m ,City of Richmond I W'J~~0 
1M ZMU14 7.MU8 

LONDON RD " 
H ,I. I I r--.... I ';g//& ~ 

N 
ZMU20 

ci 
" I--, 

f----"----1i t;; 

" 

JOLt'I'.? 

" ~ 
I--t--+I~ 

~0 
~ 

QJ>e/.~ . 
.rve ...... 

ZH3 

,;~ 

~";"'~ .SS{~ 

PROPOSED 
REZONING 

S8. 
·°7 

6''52'';>0 

;;J, 

'/78 ~~'S<1 

S'OI/Ih A 

q;-~P'. 
"Qse .... h. 

-t"Ctver 

RZ 13-631467 

6'9';-
7 

<9.'7 

N 
~ 

~ 

10: 
~ 

::l 

Original Date: 03108113 

Revision Dale: 

Note: Dimensions are in METRES ~ 
I 
;;:: 
m 
z 
-! -

§ N
 o z 

C
it

y 
o

f R
ic

hm
on

d 

Z
M

U
I4

 
Z

M
U

8 

ZM
1J

20
 

IL
 

S'O
lL

//,$
 . 'i

'/-
/r

z p
. /-

C
(r

e r
 ~
. <'

Pe
/<

 

P
R

O
P

O
S

E
D

 
R

E
Z

O
N

IN
G

 

fiJ~
 
Ql
;w

~ ....... 
~ 

rJ 
<O

{}
J 

fiJ;
! 

~
N
 

I /
 Ii?

 
1640

~\~ 
Q

 
--

'
/
 
~
 

"
8

 
~
~
'
 

S'
O

qt
h 

4h
-.

. 
. 
''

1
 P

I-
/)

 

""
J'

e/
~ 
h

.
 

<'
LI

ve
,,·

 

R
Z

 1
3-

63
14

67
 

.....
.....

. -


~
-
-

C
D

 
,...

 
co

 

.....
. 

t-.
.. 
~
 

CD
 

C
I)

 
w

 
o o 

'<
t 

'-
--

' _
_

_
 ~
 

'<
-

0
)
 

~
 

C
D

 

<
7.

83
 

9.
50

 
I~
 

In
 

co
 

In
 

~
 

C
')

 
N

 

N
 '<
t 

o '<
t 

O
ri

gi
na

l D
at

e:
 0

3/
08

11
3 

R
ev

is
io

n 
D

at
e:

 

N
ot

e:
 

D
im

en
si

on
s 

ar
e 

in
 M

E
T

R
E

S
 

~ > (
)
 

:c
 
~
 

m
 

z --
\ .....
 

CNCL - 388



Original Dale: 03/08/13 

RZ 13-631467 Amended Date: 

Note: Dimensions ere in METRES 

Original Date: 03/08/13 

RZ 13-631467 Amended Date: 

No(e: Dimensions arc in METRES 

CNCL - 389



City of 
Richmond 

Development Application Data Sheet 
Development Applications Division 

RZ 13 - 631467 Attachment 2 

Address: 6433 Dyke Road 

Applicant Johnny W.W. Leung Architect 

Planning Area(s): OCP · Steveston Area Plan London-Princess Sub-Area 

I Existing Proposed 

Owner: Hui Y Li, Sui K Li, Wing H Li, Wing 0 No change Li 

Site Size (m2
): 

536 sq.m (5,769 sq.ft) 508 sq .m (5,479 sq .ft) after road 
dedication 

Land Uses: Vacant Housing, Two-Unit 

DCP Designation: Neighbourhood Residential No change 

Area Plan Designation : Heritage Residential No change 

702 Policy Designation: NA NA 

Zoning: 
Single Detached (Z86) London Heritage Two-Unit Dwelling (Z04) 
Landino (Steveston\ -london Landin!::! (Stevesto~) 

Number of Units : Vacant 2 

I Bylaw Requirement I Proposed I Variance 

Density (units/acre): N/A 1S.4 upa none permitted 

Floor Area Ratio: 0.7 0.7 none permitted 

Lot Coverage - Building: Max. SO% SO% none 

Lot Size (min. dimensions): SOD m1 S08.96 m1 none 

Setback - Front Yard (m) : Min. 6.S m 6.5m Min. none 

Setback -
Side (east) (m) Min. 2.2 m Min. 2.2 m 
Side (west) (m) Min 3.0m Min 3.0m none 

Side (nortjh~~~t) Min 1.5 m Min 1.5 m 
Rear Yard m : Min6.0m Min 6.0 m 

Height 1m): 12.5 m 12.5 m none 

3849204 

ityof 
Richmond 

Development Appli 

Max. 50% 

500 m2 508.96 m<' 

Min. 6.5 m 6.5m 

Min. 22 m Min 2.2 m 
Min 30 m Min 30 m 
Min 1.5m Min 1.5 m 
Min 6.0 m Min 6.0 m 

12.5 m 1 m 

none 

none 

none 

CNCL - 390



RICHMOND HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Wednesday, June 19, 2013 

ATTACHMENT 3 

4. BUSINESS ARISING 

38961JS 

a. Garden City Lands Open House 

Mr. Virani noted that he attended this Open House which was attended by 
stakeholder groups in Richmond to make recommendations on potential uses for the 
Garden City lands. Mr. Virani noted his recommendation to make a heritage park 
and have h"eritage houses moved here. It was noted that the land is under the ALR 
and is over 130 acres in size. 

b. Application Referral Process 

Discussion ensued on how the referral process can be improved. Commission 
members expressed interest in having a clearer process to bring things to the table 
and give Commission members ample time to circulate information and research 
before the meetings. 

Discussion ensued on changing the Commission's procedure, ensuring applications 
are relevant to the Commission's mandate, and electronic vs. courier for distributing 
information. It was decided that the Commission's preference is for electronic 
del ivery of information unless stated to staff otherwise on a case-by-case basis. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Richmond Jleritage Commission accept item number 4 as written, with the 
amendment to electronic capability illstead of courier. 

CARRIE D 
1 t was moved and seconded 
That the Richmond Heritage Commission bring back to committee the rezoning 
application reviewed at last meeting to further review ill more detail. 

CARRIED 
The Commission looked at this rezoning with the amendments made to accommodate 
more heritage detail on this structure. It was noted that changes have been made to the 
type of shingle, windows, door, and columns to keep the heritage feel. Staff also provided 
an update on the scale, height, pedestrian boulevard, landscaping, and enforcement 
procedures of certain design elements. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Richmond Heritage Commission support this rezoning with the proposed 
changes. 

CARRIED 
c. 2014 Commission Meeting Dates 

It was noted that the Commission meeting dates for 2014 will be January 15, 
February 19, March 19, April 16, May 21 , June 18, July 16, with no meeting in 
August, September 17, October 15, November 19, and December 17, in keeping 
with the third Wednesday of the month format. 

d. Distribution of Maps of Heritage Areas 

Mr. Konkin distributed maps of the character area key map and other maps relevant 
to the Commission. 

4. 

RICHMOND HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Wednesday, June 19, 2013 

ATTACHMENT 3 
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3896115 

a. Garden City Lands Open House 

ML Virani noted he attended this Open which was 
groups in Richmond to recommendations on potential uses 

City lands. Mr. Virani noted his to a heritage 
and have houses here. It was that the is under the ALR 

Application Referral Process 

Discussion ensued on how the can 
expressed interest having a process to bring to the table 

and give Commission members ample time to circulate information and research 
before the rnPI"'r .... 

ensued on changing the Commission's 
to the mandate, and electronic vs. 

y'"''"., ........ '" that the electronic 
basis. 

It was moved and secon<Jea 
That lite Richmond Heritage Commission accept item number 4 as written, with the 
amendment to electronic capability instead of courier. 

Richmond Heritage Commission bring back to coltUnittee the yezoniJ1g 
application reviewed at last meeting to furtller review in more detail 

Commission looked at this with the amendments to accommodate 
more heritage on this structure. It was noted that changes have been to the 

of shingle, windows) door, and to keep the feel. Staff also provided 
on the scale, pedestrian boulevard, landscaping, and enforcement 
of certain elements. 

It was moved and seconded 

c. 

tlte Richmond Heritage Commission support this rezoning witlt tlte pJ'oposed 

It was 
February 1 
August, 
with the third 

that the Commission meeting for 2014 be January 15, 
March 19, April 16, May 21> 18, July 16, with no meeting in 

17, October 15, November 19, and December 17, in keeping 
of the month format. 

d. Djstribution of Maps of Heritage Areas 

Mr. distributed maps the character area map and maps relevant 
to the Commission. 
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RICHMOND HERITAGE COMMISSION 
Wednesday, May 15, 2013 

5. NEW BUSINESS 

.. 

3865422 

a. Discussion ensued on the Commission's mandate and current workplan. Discussion 
ensued on specific objectives that Commission members would li ke to see in the 
workplan including updating the heritage inventory. Commission members 
discussed ways of coordinating within the recourses available to create a 
comprehensive workplan. Staff agreed to put together a summary of discussion and 
staff costs as well as lay the groundwork to take thi s to the next step. 

I t was moved and seconded 
That the Heritage Commission euter illto a workp/(m process with all ill-house staff 
facilitator, wlrile keeping ill consideration cost alld staff reSOllrces to establish a 
medium to long-term workplan. 

CARRIED 

b. Discussion ensued on a recent rezoning in Steveston at Moncton and No.2 Rd. 

c. The Commission received the invoice for their contributions to the Doors Open 
event. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Heritage Commission will pay the ill voice for their contribution to the Doors 
Open event. 

CARRIED 
d. Staff noted that there will be a Heritage 101 workshop being put on for the Facilities 

division. Any Commission members who have not gone to this course yet are 
welcome to come. It will be from 8-3 at the Chinese Bunkhouse in Brittania . 
Interested Commission members are encouraged to contact Mr. Konkin. 

e. Rezoning Application RZ 13 -631467 

Discussion ensued on a rezoning occurring in London Landing along the dyke near 
to the McKinney house. It was noted that this area is in the Steveston Area Plan and 
has been recognized as in an area of historical significance. The character of the 
area and proposed changes were discussed. Members are encouraged to send 
feedback through staff. It was noted that the Commission encourages this new 
building to be of heritage character in its look and feel. 

It was moved and seconded 
That the Heritage Commissioll support this project ill keeping with the heritage 
guidelines for the area and the keeping the heritage character of the LOlldoll Princess 
node alUl strongly ellcourage selecting a colour from 'he Vancouver "True Colours' 
palette, allli be consistent to the colollrs lued 011 the properties to the west. 

CARRIED 

4. 
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guidelines for the area alld the keeping tlte heritage character of tlte London Princess 
node anti strongly encourage selecting a colour from the Vancouver "True Colours' 
palette, and consistent to the colours used on tlte properties to the west. 
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Color and Exterior Finish Schedule 

Material Descrlption Co. - so","" 

SldingSo'CladcIing$ 

Horlzontal Hanlie Siding "'-- SW3'" Sl'Iefwin 'HAlama 
Hardi ShingIe$ ~- SW303Q· halftone ShenW!Mama 
Column Basa CIAK'ed StoneV_ Dreued F"oeIcIatone-CI\ar!Ionay Bonoll • BC Bo1cb 

Tl1m W;)O:, 

'"= Cape Cod Red SWOO" SheIWln \-VIIlama 

F." CapeCodRIKI SM020 ShelWln 'Mlliams 
WoodCn!!"""5 
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Johnny \N.\N. Leung Architect 
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r----' envirowest consultants inc. 

e SUI\e 130 ~ 3700 North Fraser Way 

Burnaby, British Columbia 
Canada VSJ 5H4 

office: 604-451 -0505 
.... ___ ... facsimile: 604·451 ·0557 

December 05 , 2012 

Andrew App leton 
C ity of Richmond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

Dear Mr. Appleton, 

RE: PROPOSED RESIDENTIAL DEYELOPMENT AT 6433 DYKE ROAD, 
RICHMOND 
PROPOSED SETBACKS AND RIPARIAN ENHANCEMENT 

AITACHMENT5 

Envirowest Consu ltants lnc. (Envirowest) has been retained by Johnny Leung Consultants and 
Associates (Proponent) to provide environmental consulting services associated with the 
proposed residential development at the referenced address (Property). The Property occurs 
adjacent to a channel ized stream. This correspondence provides proposed setbacks from the 
drainage and associated habitat enhancements to maintain and augment ecological integrity of 
the drainage adjacent to the development parcel. 

Property and Biophysical Overview 

Please refer to Attachment A for an aerial representation and Attachment B for site photographs. 

The Property occurs immediately north of the south arm of the Fraser River, and is separated 
from the river by a constructed dyke running along the north shoulder of Dyke Road. The 
Property is further bounded by single fami ly residential dwellings to its west and east. 

Existing vegetation on the Property is predominantly grasses, Himalayan blackberry (Rubus 
discolor) and sap ling black cottonwood (Populus balsamifera ssp . trichocarpa). The northeast 
corner of the Property is comprised of a gravel parking pad. 

A channelized stream fronting Dyke Road occurs along the south extent of the Property and is 
bounded by a constructed dyke along its south bank. Vegetation within the drainage fronting the 
Property is predominantly grasses, cattail (Typha loti/olio) and Hima layan blackberry, with 
occasional scotch broom (Cyfisus scoparius). Adjacent residences to the west have constructed 
rock retaining walls along the channel banks, and have planted primarily non-native deciduous 

www.envirowes!.ca 

e 
envirowest consultants inc. 
SUite 130 · 3700 North Fraser Way 

Burnaby. British Columbia 
Canada V5J 5H4 

office: 604·451 ·0505 
L..-. ___ .... facsimile: 604·451·0557 

December 05, 2012 

Andrew Appleton 
City of Richmond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V 6Y 2C 1 

Dear Mr. Appleton, 

RE: PROPOSED RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT AT 6433 DYKE ROAD, 
RICHMOND 
PROPOSED SETBACKS At'ID RIP ARlAN ENHANCEMENT 

ATTACHMENT 5 

Envirowest Consultants Inc. (Envirowest) bas been retained by Johnny Leung Consultants and 
Associates (Proponent) to provide environmental consulting services associated with the 
proposed residential development at the referenced address (Property). The Property occurs 
adjacent to a channelized stream. This correspondence provides proposed setbacks from the 
drainage and associated habitat enhancements to maintain and augment ecologica! integrity of 
the drainage adjacent to the development parcel. 

Property and Biophysical Overview 

Please refer to Attachment A for an aerial representation and Attachment B for site photographs. 

The Property occurs immediately north of the south arm ofthe Fraser River, and is separated 
from the river by a constructed dyke running along the north shoulder of Dyke Road. The 
Property is further bounded by single family residential dwellings to its west and east. 

Existing vegetation on the Property is predominantly grasses, Himalayan blackberry (Rubus 
discolor) and sapling black cottonwood (Populus balsamifera ssp. trichocarpa). The northeast 
corner of the Property is comprised ofa gravel parking pad. 

A channelized stream fronting Dyke Road OCCurs along tbe south extent of the Property and is 
bounded by a constructed dyke along its south banle Vegetation within the drainage fronting the 
Property is predominantly grasses, cattail (Typha lotifoLia) and Himalayan blackberry, with 
occasional scotch broom (Cylisus scoparius). Adjacent residences to the wesrhave constructed 
rock retaining walls along the channel banks, and have planted primarily non-native deciduous 

www.envirowest.ca CNCL - 401



Mr. Andrew Appleton, City of Richmond 
Proposed Residential Develompent at 6433 Dyke Road 
Proposed Setbaeks and Habitat Enhancement 
December OS, 2012 Page 2 of 3 

ornamental vegetation and manicured lawns. A pedestrian pathway has been constructed along 
the top-of-bank on adjacent properties. 

Proposed Works, Setbacks and Riparian Enhancements 

Please refer to the Landscape Plan, included as Attaciunenl C. 

The Proponent proposes to construct a residential duplex on the Property. The Property occurs 
within an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) associated with the drainage along the south 
extent. As per the City of Richmond (City)'s Riparian Areas Regulation (RAR) Response 
Strategy, a 15 metre (m) Environmental Management Area (EMA) would be applied to this 
drainage. Instead, Envirowest proposes to utilize the detailed assessment methodology of the 
provincial RAR associated with a fish -bearing channelized stream, which applies a 10m setback. 
A variance to the 10m setback by approximately 2 m would be required. Habitat enhancements 
are proposed to offset the setback variance. Enhancements would comprise clearing of invasive 
blackberry and scotch broom and planting native shrubs within the proposed setback. As 
depicted in the planting plan, additional plantings east of the proposed building would further 
offset the 2 m variance to the proposed setback. Shrub species were selected in accordance with 
the provisions of the City's "Criteria for the Protection of Environmentally Sensitive Areas" 
design manual. The planted riparian assemblage would contribute nutrient inputs and 
temperature regulation to downstream reaches of the watercou rse. 

Additional measures to protect the EMA throughout the works would be followed . These 
include fo llowing Best Management Practices! for works adjacent to the watercourse. 

I BC Ministry of Water , Land and Air Protection. 2004. Standards and Best Practices for instream Works. 
Produced by Biodiversity Branch of the Ministry of Water, Land and Air Protection. Victoria, Be. 168p. 

Mr. Andrew Appleton, City of Ricllmond 
Proposed Residential Develompent at 6433 Dyke Road 
Proposed Setbacks and Habitat Enhancement 
December 2012 20f3 

ornamental vegetation and manicw-ed lawns. A pedestrian pathway has been constructed along 
the top-of-bank on adjacent properties. 

Proposed Works, Setbacks and Riparian Enhancements 

Please refer to the Landscape Plan, included as Attachment C. 

The Proponent proposes to construct a residential duplex on the Property. The Property occurs 
within an Environmentally Sensitive Area (ESA) associated with the drainage along the south 
extent. As per the City of Richmond (City)'s Riparian Areas Regulation (RAR) Response 
Strategy, a 15 metre (m) Environmental Management Area (EMA) would be applied to this 
drainage. Instead, Envirowest proposes to utilize the detailed assessment methodology of the 
provincial RAR associated with a fish~bearing channelized stream, which applies a 10 m setback. 
A variance to the 10m setback by approximately 2 m would be requ ired. Habitat eruJancements 
are proposed to offset the setback variance. Enhancements would comprise clearing of invasive 
blackberry and scotch broom and planting native shrubs within the proposed setback. As 
depicted in the planting plan, additional plantings east ofthe proposed building would further 
offset the 2 m variance to the proposed setback. Shrub species were selected in accordance with 
the provisions of the City's "Criteria for the Protection of EnvirorunentaJly Sensitive Areas" 
design manual. The planted riparian assemblage would contribute nutrient inputs and 
temperature regulation to downstream reaches oUhe watercourse. 

Additional measures to protect the EMA throughout the works would be followed. These 
include following Best Management Practices I for works adjacent to the watercourse. 

J BC Ministry of Water, Land and Air ProtecnoD. 2004. Standards and Best Practices for Instream Works. 
Produced bv Biodiversity Branch oflhe Ministry of Water, Land and Air Protection" Victoria, Be. 168p. 
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Mr. Andrew Appleton, City of Richmond 
Proposed Residential Develompent at 6433 Dyke Road 
Proposed Setbacks and Habitat Enba nce ment 
December 05, 20 12 Page 3 of 3 

The proposed duplex at 6433 Dyke Road would occur within an Env ironmentally Sensitive Area 
associated with a channel ized stream that delineates the south perimeter of the subject property. 
Consequently, a 10 metre (m) setback from the high-water mark is proposed, as per the detailed 
methodology of the provincial Riparian Areas Regulation. A 2 m variance to the 10m setback is 
requested. To offset the 2 m setback loss, riparian habitat enhancements are proposed, 
comprising planting native shrubs, to contribute nutrients and temperature regulation to 
downstream fish habitat. 

Please contact me at (604) 451 -0505 or at gibson@envirowes1.ca should yOll have comments or 
questions regarding this correspondence. 

Sincerely, 
ENVIROWEST CONSULT ANT S INC. 

M Jfth-
Christi e Gibson, B.l.T. 
Project Biologist 

CWG 

Attachments: 

A. Aerial Representation 
B. Site Photographs 
C. Envirowest Drawing No. 1750-01 -0 I "Landscape Plan" (December 04, 2012) 

Copy: Johnny Leung 

Mr. Alldrew Appleton. City of Richmond 
Proposed Residential Develompent at 6433 Dyke Road 
Proposed Setbacks and Habitat Eu.hancement 
Oecember 05, 2012 Page 3 of3 

The proposed duplex at 6433 Dyke Road would occur wilhin an Environmentally Sensitive Area 
associated with a channelized stream that delineates tbe south perimeter ofthe subject propel1y. 
Consequently, a 10 metre (m) setback from the high-water mark is proposed, as per the detailed 
methodology of the provincial Riparian Areas Regulation. A 2 m variance to the 10m setback is 
requested. To offset the 2 m setback loss, riparian habitat enhancements are proposed, 
comprising planting native shrubs, to conlTibute nutTients and temperature regulation to 
downstream fish habitat. 

Please contact me at (604) 451-0505 or at gibson@envirowesLca should you have comments or 
questions regarding this correspondence. 

Sincerely, 
ENVIROWEST CONSULT ANTS INC. 

~~lftk--
Christie Gibson, B.LT. 
Project Biologist 

CWG 

Attachments: 

A. Aerial Representation 
B. Site Photographs 
C. Envirowest Drawing No. l750-0 I ~O 1 "Landscape Plan" (December 04, 20 l2) 

Copy: Johnny Leung 
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ATTACHMENT A 
Aerial Representation 

ATTACHMENT A 
Aerial Reptescntation 
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REFERENCE DRAWINGS 
2003 Air photo From City of Ridvnond. 
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FIGURE 1 
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REFERENCE DRAWINGS 
2003 Air photo From City of Rkl1mond. 
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ASSOCIATES 
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ATIACHMENT B 
Site Photographs 

ATTACHMENTB 
Site Photograpbs 
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Photograph I. South view of east property line, taken from pave parking area in northeast comer; 
existing Himalayan blackberry within southeast corner proposed to be replaced with native shrubs 
(October 15, 2012). 

Photograph 2. North view of property and frontage ditch; predominant vegetation within the 
propeny is Himalayan blackberry, grasses and black cottonwood saplings; ditch vegetation 
predominated by cattail (November 05, 20 12). 

Attachment B: Site Photographs 
Mr. Andrew Appleton, City of Richmond 
Proposed Residentilll Development at 6433 Dyke Road, Richmond 
Proposed Setbacks and Riparian Enhancement December 05, 2012 

Photograph I. Soulh view of east propeny line, taken from pave parking area in nortJlcast comer; 
existing Himalayan blackberry within southeast comer proposed to be replaced with native shrubs 
(October 15,2012). 

Photograph 2. North view of property and frontage dilch; predominant vegetation within the 
property is Himalayan blackbeny, grasses and black cottonwood sapl.ings; ditch vegetation 
predorni nSled by caltai 1 (November 05, 2012). 

A(1acbment B: Site Photographs 
Mr. Andrew Appleton, City of Richmond 
Proposed Residential Development at 6433 Dyke Road, Richmond 
Proposed Setbacks and Rip:lrillD EnhaDcement December 05,2012 
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Photograph 3. West view of frontage ditch; adjacent property has pedestrian pathway, manicured 
lawn and planted ornamental species within and adjacent to the ditch (November 05, 2012). 

Photograph 4. East view of frontage ditch; predominance of Himalayan blackberry visible within 
southeast corner of property and extending around a headwall; this area proposed to be enhanced 
with native shrubs, in addition to areas within proposed setback (November 05, 2012). 

Attachment B: Site Photographs 
Mr. Andrew Appleton, C ity of Rich.mond 
Proposed Residential Development at 6433 Dyke Road, Richmond 
Proposed Setbacks and Riparian Enhan cement December OS, 20t2 

Photograph 3. West view of frontage ditch; adjacent property has pedestrian pathway, manicured 
lawn and planted ornamental species within and adjacent to the ditch (November 05,2012). 

Photograph 4. East view of frontage ditch; predominance of Himalayan blackberry visible withi.n 
southeast corner ofproperty and extending around a headwall; this area proposed to be enhanced 
with native shrubs, in addition to areas within proposed setback (November 05, 2012). 

Attachment B: Site Photograpbs 
Mr. Andrew Appleton, City of Richmond 
Proposed Residential Development at 6433 Dyke Road, Richmond 
Proposed Setbacks and Riparian Enhancement December 05, 2012 
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AlTACHMENT C 
Envirowcst Drawing No. 1750-01-01 "Landscape Plan" (December 04, 2012) 1 

ATTACHMENT C 
(December 04,2012) 
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e 
envirowest consultants inc. 
Suite 101 -1515 Broadway Street 
Port Coquitlam. British Columbia 
Canada V3C 6M2 

604-944-0502 

June 19,2013 

Mr. Johnny Leung 
Johnny W.W. Leung Arch itect 
8879 Selki rk Street, 
Vancouver, B.C. , V6P 4J6 

Dear Sir, 

RE: 6433 DYKE ROAD, RICHMOND 
COST ESTIMATE - HABITAT AREA 

We have estimated costs associated with the landscaping oflhe Habitat Protection Area. Reference is 
made to Envirowest Drawings 1750-01 -01 Revision OI"Landscape Plan" (June 5, 2013). Items are 
summarized below not including taxes. 

Item 
Trees and Shrubs - No.2 
Labour - No.2 
Misc. (soil, seeding) 
Gravel Pathway 
Maintenance 
Monitoring 
Sub Total 

Quantity 
158 
158 
LIS 
LIS 

2 
2 

Unit Cost 
$9.00 
$5.00 

$ 1,300.00 
$3,000.00 
$1 ,000.00 

$500.00 

Pathway including Pavers would require an additional $800.00 
Total 

Total Cost 
$ 1,422.00 

$790.00 
$1,300.00 
$3,000.00 
$2,000 .00 
$1 ,000 .00 
$9,512.00 

$10,312.00 

I trust this information meets your needs. Please call me at 604-944-0502 should you have any questions. 

T CONSU LTANTS INC. 

Pete Willows 
Environmental Technician 

PJW 

copy [an Whyte 
Christie Gibson 

Envirowest Consultants Inc. 
Envirowest Consultants Inc. 

www.envirowest.ca 

consultants inc. 

June \9,2013 

Dear 

RE: ROAD, RICHMOND 
ESTlMA TE - HABITAT AREA 

We estimated costs associated with the landscaping of the Habitat Protection Area. Reference is 
made to 1750-01-01 Revision 01 Plan" (June 5, 13). Items are 
summarized below not including taxes. 

Trees and Shrubs - No.2 
Labour No.2 

(soil, seeding) 
Pathway 

Maintenance 

Sub Total 

158 
158 
LIS 
LIS 

2 
2 

$9.00 
$5.00 

$1,300.00 
$3,000.00 
$\,000.00 

$500.00 

including Pavers wOllld require an additional 
Total 

1 trust information meets your needs. Please call1'l1e at 

T CONSULT ANTS INC. 

Pete Willows 
Technician 

PJW 

copy Whyte 
Christie Gibson 

Envirowest Consultants Inc. 
Envirowest Consultants lnc. 

$1,422.00 
$790.00 

$1,300.00 
$3,000.00 
$2,000.00 
$1,000.00 
$9,512.00 

$10,312.00 

you have any questions. 

www.envirowest.ca CNCL - 412



City of 
Richmond 

Address : 6433 Dyke Road 

ATTACHMENT 6 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Division 

6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond, Be V6Y 2C1 

File No. : RZ 13 - 631467 

Prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 9028 , the developer is required to complete the 
fo llowing: 
I. Dedication of 27.18 m' for road along the nortiH8st frontage. 

2. Reg istration of a 0.6 In wide statutory right-of-way for public access I boulevard a long the east property line. The City 
of Ri chmond will assume maintenance and liability for the ri ght-of-way area. 

3. Submiss ion of a Habitat Restoration Plan / Landscape Plan, prepared by a Registered Landscape Architect, to the 
satisfaction of the Director of Deve lopment, and deposit o f a Landscaping Security based on 100% of the cost 
estimate prov ided by the Landscape Architect, including in stallation costs. The Landscape Plan shou ld reflect the 
recommendations of the December 5, 201 2 report as prepared by Env irowest Consulting, and match the 
recommended planting plans in the report. 

4. Submiss ion of a Contract entered into between the applicant and a Qua lifi ed Environmental Professional (QEP) for 
superv ision of any on·site works conducted within the riparian setback I protection zone. The Contract should include 
the scope of work to be undertaken, including: the proposed number of site monitoring inspections, and a prov ision 
for the QEP to submit a post·construction assessment report to the City for review. 

5. Submission of a Landscaping Surviva l Security to the City in the amount of $10,312 for the gravel walkway and the 
planting to be done within the riparian area. The security shall be reta ined for two years. The City of Richmond 
Parks Department will assume maintenance and liability for the gravel walkway area. 

6. Installation of appropriate tree protection fencing around all trees to be retai ned as part of the development prior to 
any constructi on acti vities, including building demolition, occurring on·s ite. 

7. Discharge of Restrictivc Covenant BP005925, which specifies a minimum habitable elevation of2.6 m GSC for flood 
protect ion purposes. 

8. Registration of a flood pl ain covenant on title identify ing a minimum habitable elevation of2.9 m GSC. 

9. Registration of a 6.0 m wide statutory right·of·way for dike access along the south property line. 

10. The C ity' S acceptance of the applicant's voluntary contriblltion of$I .OO per buildable square foot of the proposed 
two·unit developments (i.e. $3,745) to the City's Affordable Housing Reserve Fund. 

11. Submission of building pennit-ready set of house plans, in accordance with the drawings attached as Attachmen t 4 to 
the Report to Committee dated June 21, 2013. 

Prior to Building Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements: 
1. Submiss ion of a Construction Parking and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportati on Division. Management 

Plan shall include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, appl ication 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 0 I 570. 

2. Incorporation of accessibi lity measures in Building Pennil (BP) plans as detennined via the Rezoning and/or 
Development Pennit processes. 

3. Provi de Service Connection Designs for the proposed water, storm & sanitary connections. 

4. Obtai n a Bui lding Permit (BP) for any construction hoarding. If construction hoarding is required to temporari ly 
occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, add it ional 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. 

5. A work order will be required for any improvements within the dedicated road area for Prir.cess Lane. 

3149204 

City of 
Richmond 

Address: 6433 Dyke Road 

An ACHMENT 6 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Division 

6911 NO.3 Road, RIchmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

File No.: RZ 13 - 631467 

Prior to final adoption of Zoning Amendment Bylaw 9028 , the developer is required to complete the 
following: 

I. Dedication of 27.1 8 m2 for road along the north-east frontage. 

2. Registration of a 0.6 m wide statutory right~of-way for public access I boulevard along the east prope11y line. The City 
of Richmond will assume maintenance and liability for the right-of-way area. 

3. Submission of a Habitat Restoration Plan / 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 Landscape Plan should reflect the 
recommendations of the December 5,2012 report as prepared by Envirowest Consulting, and match the 
recommended planting plans in the report. 

4. Submission of a Contracl entered into between che applicant and a Qualified Environmental Professional (QEP) for 
supervision of anyon-site works conducted within the riparian setback I protection zone. The Contract should include 
the scope of work to be undertaken, including: the proposed number of site monitoring inspections, and a provision 
for the QEP to submit a post-construction assessment report to the City for review. 

5. Submission of a Lnndscaping Survival Security to the City in the amount of $10,312 for the gravel walkway and t.he 
plant to be done within che riparian area. The security shall be retained for two years. The City of Rjchmond 
Parks Department will assume maintenance and liability for Ule gravel walkway area. 

6. Insfallation of appropriate tree protection fencing around all trees to be retained as part of the development prior to 
ilny construction activities, including building demolition, occurring on-site. 

7. Discharge of Reslrictivc Covenant BP005925, which specifies a minimum habitable elevation of2.6 m GSC for flood 
protection pu rposes_ 

8. Registration of a flood pl,lin covenant on title identifying a minimum habitable elevation of2.9 m GSc. 

9. Registration of fl 6.0 m wide statutory right-of-way for dike access along the soutJ, property line. 

to. The Ciry's acceptance of the applicant's voluntary contribution of$I.OO per buildable square foot of the proposed 
two-unit developments (i.e. $3,745) to the City's Affordable Housing Reserve Fund. 

II. Submission of building permit-ready set of house plans, in accordance with the drawings attached as Attachment 4 to 
the Report 10 Committee dated June 21, 2013. 

Prior to Building Permit Issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements: 

I. Submission of a Construction Parking and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportation Division. Management 
Plan shall include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, application for any lane closures, and 
proper construction traffic controls as per Traffic Control Manual for works on Roadways (by Ministry of 
Transportation) and MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570. 

2. lncorporation of ity measures in Building Pennir (I3P) plans as determined via the Rewning and/or 
Development Permit processes. 

3. Provide Service Connection Designs for the proposed water, stonn & sanitary connections. 

4. Obtain a Building Permit (BP) for any construction hoarding. [f construction hoarding is required to temporarily 
occupy a public the nil' space above a public street, or any part thereol~ additional City approvals and associated 
fees may be required as part of the Building PemliL For additional infolll1alion, contact the Building Approvals 
Division at 604-276-4285. 

5. A work order will be required for any improvements within the dedicated road area for Princess Lane. 

311.49104 

CNCL - 413
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Note: 

• 
• 

This requires a separate application. 

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn not only as personal covenants 
of the property owner but also as covenants pursuant to Section 2 19 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 Ihe appropriate 
bylaw. 

The preceding agreemenlS shall provide security to the City including indemnities, warranties, equitable/rent"charges, leiters of 
cred it and withholding permits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a 
form and content satisfactory to the Director of Development. 

• Additional legal agreements, as determined via the subject development's Servicing Agrcement(s) and/or Development Pcm1it(s), 
and/or Building Permit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be required including, but not limited 10, site 
investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de-watering, dril ling, underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading, 
ground densificalion or other activities thaI may rcsult in seulement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and 
private utility infrastructurc. 

Signed Date 

38492{l4 

- 2 -

Note: 

* This a separate app I i cal ion. 

• Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn not only as covenants 
oflhe property owner but also as covenants to Section 219 of the Land Title Act. 

LO be in the Land Tille Office shall have over all such and encumbrances as is 
considered advisable by the Director All agreements 10 be in the Land Title Office shall, unless Ibe 
Director of Development determines in the Land Title Office prior 10 enactment of Ihe ft,,,,,,..,, ... ,r. 
bylaw. 

The preceding agreem~n!.S shall provide to the City including leiters of 
credit and withholding perm il.S, as deemed necessary or advi~able by the Director of Development. A II agreements shall be in a 
rorm and content satisfactory 10 the Director of DevelopmelH. 

• Additional legal agreements, as determined via the subject development's 
BUilding Permit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be 

testing, 
densification or other ..... 1.""" .... 
uti lil)' infrastructure. 

Signed 

and/or Development 
including, but not limited to, site 

shoring, piling, 
damage or nuisance to 

CNCL - 414



City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 9028 (RZ 13 - 631467) 

6433 Dyke Road 

Bylaw 9028 

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

1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended by: 

16.4 

16.4.1 

16.4.2 

16.4.3 

16.4.4 

16.4.5 

J 6.4.6 

3841 061 

I. [nserting the fo llowing after Section 16.3: 

Heritage Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD4) - London Landing (Steveston) 

Purpose 

'Tne zone provides for a heritage-style two-unit dwelling. 

Permitted Uses 
• housing, two-unit 

Secondary Uses 
• boarding and lodging 
• home business 

Permitted Density 

1. The maximum density is one two-unit housing unit. 

2. The maximwn floor area ratio is 0.70, together with 0.1 floor area ratio which 
must be used exclusively for covered areas of the principal building which are open 
on one or more sides. 

Permitted Lot Coverage 

1. The maximwn lot co,'cragc is 50% for buildings. 

2. No more than 80% of a lot may be occupied by buildings, structures and non-
porous surfaces. 

3. 20% of the lot area is restricted to landscaping with live plant materiaL 

Yards & Setbacks 

1, The minimum front yard is 6.5 m, except that entry stairs my project into the front 
yard for a distance of no more than 1.5 m. 

2. The minimum west side yard is 3.0 m. 

3. The minimum east side ya rd is 2.2 m, except that entry stairs may project into the 
east side ya rd by no more than 1.0 m. 

City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Bylaw 9028 (RZ 13 - 631467) 
6433 Dyke Road 

The of the City 0 f Richmond, in open meeting assembled~ enacts as f01 

Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended by: 

L Inserting the foHowing after Section 16.3: 

Bylaw 9028 

1 Two-Unit Dwelling (ZD4) - London Landing (Steveston) 

16.4.1 Purpose 

zone provides for a beritage~style two-unit dwemng. 

1 Permitted Uses 
• honsing, two-unit 

Uses 

• bOiu'ding and lodging 

• home 

Density 

I. The maximlun density is one two-unit bousing unit. 

2. ma'(imlun floor area ratio is 0.70, togetller with 0.1 floor area 
must used exclusively covered areas of the principal building 
on one or more 

16.4.6 Yards & 

1: minimum front yard is 6.5 m, except that entry stairs my project into the front 
yard a distance of no more than 1.5 m. 

2. west side yard is 3.0 ro. 

3. east yard is m, except that entry stairs may project into the 
yard by no more than 1.0 m. 

CNCL - 415



Bylaw 9028 Page 2 

16.4.7 

16.4.8 

16.4.9 

4. The minimum north-east side yard is 1.5 m. 

5. The minimum rear yard is 6.0 m. 

6. Porches, balconies, bay windows, and cantilevered r oofs forming part of the 
principal building may project into the exterior side yard and side yard for a 
distance of not more than 0.6 m. 

Permitted Heights 

1. The maximum height for principal buildings is 12.5 m, but containing not more 
than 2 habitable storeys. 

2. The maximum height for accessory structures is 4.0 m. 

Subdivision ProvisionslMinimum Lot Size 

1. The minimum lot area is 500.0 m2. 

2. There are no minimum frontage, lot width or lot depth requirements . 

Landscaping & Screening 

1. Landscaping and screening shall be provided according to the provisions of 
Section 6.0. 

16.4.10 On-site Pa rking & Loading 

16.4.11 

3841061 

1. On-site vehicle and bicycle parking and loading shall be provided according to the 
standards set out in Section 7.0. 

Other Regulations 

I. In addition to the regulations listed above, the General Development Regulations in 
Section 4.0 and the Specific Use Regulations in Section 5.0 apply." 

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of 
Richrnond Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repeaJing the existing zoning 
designation of the following area and by designating it HERITAGE TWO-UNIT 
DWELLING (ZD4) - LONDON LANDING (STEVESTON). 

P. l.D. 024-669-750 
Lot 4 Section 18 Block 3 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
LMP44643 

Bylaw 9028 2 

16.4.7 

16.4.8 

16.4.9 

The north-east yard is 1.5 m. 

5. minimum rear yard is 6.0 roo 

balconies, bay windows, and 
building may into the for a 

of not more thall 0.6 m. 

Permitted Heights 

1. maximum height principal buildings is J m, but containing not more 
2 habitable storeys. 

2. height structm'es is m. 

Subdivision Provisionsl.Minimum Lot Size 

1. minimum lot area is 500.0 m2
. 

2. are no minimum frontage, lot width or lot depth requirements. 

--... --.... & 

1. and shall be according to provisions of 

16.4.10 On-site Parking & Loading 

1. vehicle and 
set out in 

parking and 
7.0. 

shaH be provided 

16.4.11 Other Regulations 

3841061 

I. 

2. Zoning Map of of Richmond, part of 
Riclunond Zoning 8500, is amended by repealing zoning 
designation of the following area and by designating it HERlT AGE TWO-UNIT 
DWELLING (ZD4) LONDON LANDING (STEVESTON). 

024-669-750 
4 Section 18 

LMP44643 
3 North 6 West New District 

CNCL - 416



Bylaw 9028 Page 3 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 
9028". 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

OTHER CONDITIONS SA TISFlED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

384 106 1 

erN OF 
RJCHMOND 

APPROVED 

f)( 
APPROVED 
by Dir1!c!cr 

a' 

Bylaw 9028 

FIRST ~i"LJJl 

A 

)84\061 

Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond 
9028", 

WAS HELD ON 

SATISFIED 

Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

CNCL - 417



City of 
Richmond 

To: Planning Committee 

From: Wayne Craig 
Director of Development 

Report to Committee 
Planning and Development Department 

Date: July 4, 2013 

File: RZ 11-566630 

Re: Application by Dava Developments Ltd. for Rezoning at 2671 , 2711 , 2811 , 2831 , 
2851,2911,2931 , 2951 , 2971 and 2991 No. 3 Road from Light Industrial (IL) to 
Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA) 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That Official Conununity Plan Bylaws 71 00 and 9000, Amendment Bylaw 9041 , to faci litate 
the construction of commercial uses on the subject site, by: 

a) In Schedule 1, amending the existing land use designation in Attachment 1 (City of 
Richmond 2041 ocp Land Use Map) to redesignate the block bounded by River Road, 
No.3 Road, Bridgeport Road, and the rear lane, including the subject site, from "Park" to 
"Commercial"; and 

b) In Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), amending the ex isting land use designation in the 
Generalized Land Use Map (203 1), Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Vi llage (203 1), 
and reference maps throughout the Plan to redesignate the block bounded by River Road, 
No.3 Road, Bridgeport Road, and the rear lane, including the subject site, from "Park" to 
"Urban Centre T5 (45 m)"; to introduce the extens ion of minor Douglas Street from 
No.3 Road to River Road; and to amend the area designated for park purposes within the 
Bridgeport Village area; together with related minor map and text amendments; 

be introduced and given first reading. 

2. That Bylaw 904 1, having .been considered in conjunction with: 

• the City's Financial Plan and Capital Program; 
• the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and Liquid Waste Management 

Plans; 

is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in accordance with 
Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act. 

3. That Bylaw 9041 , having been considered in accordance with OCP Bylaw Preparation 
Consultation Policy 5043 , is hereby deemed not to require further consultation. 
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Staff Recommendation 

1. That Official Community Plan Bylaws 7100 and 9000, Amendment Bylaw 9041, to facilitate 
the construction of corrunercial uses on the subject site, by: 

a) In Schedule 1, amending the existing land use designation in Attachment 1 (City of 
Richmond 2041 OCP Land Use Map) to redesignate the block botmded by River Road, 
No.3 Road, Bridgeport Road, and the rear lane, including the subject site, from "Park" to 
"Corrunercial"~ and 

b) In Schedule 2.10 (City Centre), amending the existing land use designation in the 
Generalized Land Use Map (2031), Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031), 
and reference maps throughout the Plan to redesignate the block bounded by River Road, 
No.3 Road, Bridgeport Road, and the rear lane, including the subject site, from "Park" to 
"Urban Centre T5 (45 m)"; to introduce the extension of minor Douglas Street from 
No.3 Road to River Road; and to amend the area designated for park purposes within the 
Bridgeport Village area; together with related minor map and text amendments; 

be introduced and given first reading. 

2. That Bylaw 9041, having .been considered in conjunction with: 

• the City's Financial Plan and Capital Program; 
• the Greater Vancouver Regional District Solid Waste and Liquid Waste Management 

Plans; 

is hereby deemed to be consistent with said program and plans, in accordance with 
Section 882(3)(a) of the Local Government Act. 

J. That Bylaw 904], having been considered in accordance with OCP Bylaw Preparation 
Consul1ation Policy 5043, is hereby deemed not to require further consultation. 
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4. That Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9042, which makes minor 
amendments to the" CA" zone specific to 2671, 2711 , 2811, 2831, 285 1, 29 11, 2931,2951, 
2971 and 2991 No.3 Road and rezones that property from "Light Industrial (IL)" to "Auto
Oriented Commercial (CA)", be introduced and given first reading. 

5. That Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Amendment Bylaw 8479, be 
abandoned. 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Dava Developments Ltd. has applied to the City offuchmond to rezone 2671, 2711 , 2811, 283 1, 
2851, 2911, 2931, 2951 , 2971and 2991 No.3 Road in the City Centre's Bridgeport Village from 
Light Industrial (IL) to Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA) to pennit the construction of a low rise 
low density commercial development (Attachments t & 2). More specifically, the proposed 
rezoning provides for the subdivision of the subject site into two (2) lots separated by a new 
public street (Douglas Street) and the construction of two commercial two-storey buildings 
totalling approximately 2,360 m2 (25,400 tt''). 

The application includes amendments to the 2041 Official Community Plan (OCP) and City 
Centre Area Plan (CCAP) to amend the land use designation of the entire block bounded by 
Bridgeport Road to the south, No.3 Road to the east, River Road to the north, and a rear lane to 
the west and to amend the area designated for park purposes within the Bridgeport Village area. 
The block includes the subject site and the neighbouring site to the north at 2651 No.3 Road 
(Attach ment 3). 

The application also includes a recommendation to abandon Richmond Official Community Plan 
Bylaw 7100, Amendment Bylaw 8479, to relocate the CCAP park designation from the entire 
block noted above, eastward to Smith Street. The Bylaw received first reading on April 14, 
2009, but fai led to receive support at the Public Hearing on June 21, 2010, and is rendered 
obsolete as a resu lt of the subject rezoning application and associated OCP amendments. 

Findings of Fact 

A Development Application Data Sheet providing details about the development proposal is 
attached (Attachment 4). 

Surrounding Development 

The subject site is situated in the Bridgeport Village - a transitional City Centre area des ignated 
for medium-density, mid and high-rise, business, entertainment, hospitality, arts, transportation 
hub uses. The Bridgeport Village also includes a pedestrian-oriented retail high street along No. 
3 Road and an industrial reserve east of Great Canadian Way. The subject shallow site is vacant, 
but contains a significant London Plane tree and the Canada Line overhead guide way, 
supporting columns and associated substation. Development in the vicinity of the subject site 
includes: 

To the North: a strata-titled one-storey light industrial building zoned Light Industrial (IL). 
Further north, across River Road, is the casino parking structure. 

To the East: across No.3 Road, is a mix of low rise industrial uses zoned Light Industrial (IL). 

To the South: across Bridgeport Road, a rezoning application is under review (RZ 13-628557) 
for a mid-rise mixed-use development at 8320, 8340, 8440 Bridgeport Road and 8311, 
835 1 Sea Island Way. 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

Dava Developments Ltd. has appLied to the City of Richmond to rezone 2671,2711,2811,2831, 
2851,2911,2931,2951, 297land 2991 No.3 Road in the City Centre's Bridgeport Village from 
Light Industrial (lL) to Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA) to permit the construction of a low rise 
low density commercial development (Attachments 1 & 2). More specificaJly, the proposed 
rezoning provides for the subdivision o[the subject site into two (2) lots separated by a new 
public street (Douglas Street) and the construction of two commercial two-storey buildings 
totalling approximately 2,360 m2 (25,400 fI?). 

The application includes amendments to the 2041 Official COlnmunit)' Plan (OCP) and City 
Centre Area Plan (CCAP) to amend the land use designation of the entire block bounded by 
Bridgeport Road to the south, No.3 Road to the east, River Road to the north, and a rear lane to 
the west and to amend the area designated for park purposes within the Bridgeport Village area. 
The block includes the subject site and the neighbouring site to the north at 2651 No.3 Road 
(Attachment 3). 

The application also includes a recommendation to abandon Richmond Official Community Plan 
Bylaw 7100., Amendment Bylaw 8479, to relocate the CCAP park designation from the entire 
block noted above, eastward to Smith Street. The Bylaw received first reading on April 14, 
2009, but failed to receive support at the Public Hearing on June 21, 20lO, and is rendered 
obsolete as a result of the subject rezoning application and associated OCP amendments. 

Findings of Fact 

A Development Application Data Sheet providing details about the development proposal is 
attached (Attachment 4). 

Surrounding Development 

The subject site is situated in the Bridgeport ViHage - a transitional City Centre area designated 
for medium-density, mid and high-rise, business, entertainment, hospitality, arts, transportation 
hub uses. The Bridgeport Village also includes a pedestrian-oriented retail high street along No. 
3 Road and an industrial reserve east of Great Canadian Way. The subject shallow site is vacant, 
but contains a significant London Plane tree and the Canada Line overhead guide way, 
supporting columns and associated substation. Development in the vicinity of the subject site 
includes: 

To the North: a strata~titled one-storey light industrial building zoned Light Industrial (IL). 
Further north, across River Road, is the caslno parking structure. 

To the East: across No.3 Road, is a mix of low rise industrial uses zoned Light 1ndustrial (lL). 

To the South: across Bridgeport Road, a rezoning application is under review (RZ 13 ~628557) 
for a mid-rise mixed-use development at 8320, 8340, 8440 Bridgeport Road and 8311, 
835) Sea Island Way. 
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To the West: across the rear lane, is a mix of low rise industrial uses zoned Light Industrial (IL). 
Further west, across River Road, a rezoning application is under review (RZ 12-598 104) for a 
multi -phase mixed-use development cfup to 4 mi ll ion square feet offlaor space on the land and 
foreshore at Duck Island (River Road); 8351 River Road and 8411, 8431, 8451 West Road. 

Related Policies & Studies 

Development of the subject site is affected by the City Centre Area Plan (CCAP) and r~lated 
policies (e.g. Aircraft Noise Sensitive Development). An overview ofthese policies is provided 
in the "Analysis" section of this report. 

Consultation & Public Input 

a) Ministry of Transportation & Infrastructure (MOTI): Consultation with MOTI is required 
due to the proximity of Bridgeport Road, a roadway under Provincial jurisdiction. MOTI 
staff have reviewed the proposal on a preliminary basis and final MOTI approval is required 
prior to rezoning adoption. 

b) Ministry of Environment (MOE): Thc Ministry of Environment (MOE) has issued 
instruments indicating that the subject site is not contaminated in that standards for 
commercial land use have been met. 

c) South Coast British Columbia Transportation Authority (TransLink): The applicant has 
entered into a fomlal review process with Translink regarding the development proposal and 
associated Servicing Agreement for public road and infrastructure works. Translink staff 
have advised that fonnal comments will be provided to the City when the review is complete. 
Final confinnation that Translink does not have concerns associated with the development 
proposal is required prior to rezoning adoption. 

d) School District: This application was not referred to School District No. 38 (Richmond) 
because it does not include any residential uses . According to OCP Bylaw Preparation 
Consultation Policy 5043, which was adopted by Council and agreed to by the 
School District, residential developments which generate less than 50 school aged children 
do not need to be referred to the School District (e.g., typically around 295 multiple-family 
housing units). This application does not include any dwell ing units as new residential uses 
are prohibited in tlus CCAP high aircraft noise area. 

e) Neighbours: The applicant has consulted with its neighbours along No.3 Road and across the 
rear lane, regarding the subject development and the proposal to block the lane connection to 
Bridgeport Road. No concerns have been received. 

f) General Public: Signage is posted on-site to notify the public of the subject application. At 
the time of writing this report, no correspondence regarding the subject application had been 
received. The statutory Public Hearing will provide local property owners and other 
interested parties with additional opportunity to comment. 
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To the West: across the rear lane, is a mix of low rise industrial uses zoned Light Industrial (1L). 
Further wes.t, across River Road, a rezoning application is under review (RZ 12-598104) for a 
multi-phase mixed-use development of up to 4 million square feet offioor space on the land and 
foreshore at Duck Island (River Road); 835l River Road and 8411, 8431, 8451 West Road. 

Related Policies & Studies 

Development of the subject site is affected by the City Centre Area Plan (CCAP) and related 
policies (e. g. Aircrafl Noise Sensitive Development). An overview of these policies is provided 
in the "Analysis" section of this report. 

Consultation & Public Input 

a) Ministry of Transportatioo & Infrastructure (MOTI): Consultation with MOIL is required 
due to the proximity of Bridgeport Road, a roadway tmder Provincial jurisdiction. MOTI 
staff have reviewed the proposal 01) a preliminary basis and fmal MOTf approval is required 
prior to rezoning adoption. 

b) Ministry ofEnvironm.ent (MOE): 'TI1e Ministry of Environroent (MOE) has issued 
instruments indicating that the subject site is not contaminated in that standards for 
commercial land use have been met. 

c) South Coast British Columbia Transportation Authority (TransLink): The applicant bas 
entered into a fonnal review process with Translink regarding the development proposal and 
associated Servicing Agreement for public road and infrastructure works. Translink staff 
have advised that fonnal conunents will be provided to the City when ti1e review is complete. 
Final confirmation that Translink does not have concerns associated with the development 
proposal is required prior to rezoning adoption. 

d) School District: Tllis application was not referred to School District No. 38 (Richmond) 
because it does not include any residential uses. According to OCP Bylaw Preparation 
Consultation Policy 5043, which was adopted by Council and agreed to by the 
School District, residential developments which generate less than 50 school aged children 
do not need to be referred to the School District (e.g., typically around 295 multiple-family 
housing units). This application does not include any dwelling units as new residential uses 
are prohibited in this CCAP high aircraft noise area. 

e) Neighbours: The applicant has consulted with its neighbours along No.3 Road and across the 
rear lane, regarding the subject development and the proposal to block the lane connection to 
Bridgeport Road. No concerns have been received. 

f) General Public: Signage is posted on~site to notify the public of the subject application. At 
the time of writing this report, no correspondence regarding the subject application had been 
received. The statutory Public Hearing will provide local property owners and other 
interested parties with additional opporhmity to comment. 
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Staff Comments 

Based on staffs review of the subject application, including the developer's preliminary 
Transportation Impact Analysis (TIA), staff are supportive of the subject rezoning, provided that 
the developer fully satisfies the Rezoning Considerations (Attachment 5). 

Analysis 

Dava Developments Ltd. has applied to the City of Richmond to rezone the subject 6,246.6 m2 

(1.54 ac) shallow site fronting onto No.3 Road that was part of the Canada Line land assembly, 
and sold fo r private development after the Canada Line construction was completed. The 
Canada Line alignment is located along the rear of the property and crosses over the northern 
portion of the property and then over No.3 Road. The Light Industrial (IL) zoned land is vacant 
save for the Canada Line overhead guideway, supporting columns and associated substation. 
The purpose of the OCP amendments and rezoning is to penn it the subdivision of the subject site 
into two (2) lots separated by a new public street (Douglas Street) and the construction oftwo (2) 
commercial two-storey buildings totalling approximately 2,360 m2 (25,400 ft2) (Attachment 6). 
The subject development is notable for the challenges of developing in such close proximity to 
the Canada Line and is a gateway to the development lands west of No. 3 Road along the river. 

The CCAJ> designates the Bridgeport Village for medium-density, mid- and high-rise, business, 
entertainment, hospitality, arts, transportation hub uses along with an industrial reserve east of 
Great Canadian Way and pedestrian-oriented retail high street along No.3 Road. 

The CCAP designates the entire block bounded by Bridgeport Road to the south, No. 3 Road to 
the east, River Road to the north, and a rear lane to the west, as a Neighbourhood Park (Future to 
2031). The park designation applies to the subject site and the neighbouring site to the north at 
265 1 No.3 Road. 

In 2009, staff recommended relocating the park designation from No.3 Road eastward to Smith 
Street. The associated Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Amendment Bylaw 
8479, Received First Reading on April 14, 2009, but failed to receive support at the Public 
Hearing on June 21, 2010. In response to the 2009 proposal, at the Public Hearing on JlUle 21, 
2010 Council indicated that: 

• The proposed park location on Smith Street would place unreasonable hardship on existing 
small businesses. 

• It was premature to locate the park until development of the area had progressed to a point 
where the City can better understand local park needs and, based on that, where park space 
should be located. 

Staff recommend that Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Amendment 
Bylaw 8479, be abandoned. The Bylaw failed to receive support at the Public Hearing on 
June 21, 2010, and is rendered obsolete as a result of the subject rezoning application. 
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Based on Council's comments, staff recommend that the existing park designation along the west 
side of No. 3 Road be replaced with an "orange diamond" to indicate "Neighbourhood Park 
(Future to 2013) - Configuration & Location to be Determined". An "orange diamond" would 
be added to the Bridgeport Village map in the vicinity of No. 3 Road. The configuration, 
location and timing of the park will depend on the level oflocal development activity and related 
park demand. 

The current "Park" designation along the west side ofNa. 3 Road will be removed and the 
affected lots will be designated as per the existing designation of adjacent lands to the north, 
south, east and west: 

• To "Commercial" in the City of Richmond 2041 OCP Land Use Map. 

• To "Urban Centre '1'5 (45 m)" (2 FAR) and "Village CentTe Bonus" (\ FAR) in the CCAP. 

The CCAP is also proposed to be amended to extend a portion of Douglas Street as a minor 
street through the site, particularly from No.3 Road to River Road. This road will be 
instmmental in servicing the future development potential of the waterfront lands to the west. 

StaWs review of the proposed development shows it to be consistent with City policies and 
supportive CCAP objectives for the Bridgeport Village, as indicated below: 

a) Sustainable Development: 

• District Ellergy Utility (DEU): The small low density site is not requiIed to be "DEU
ready" as the estimated heating demand (primary demand would be cooling) would be 
too low to make it economical at this time. 

• Leaderl·hip ill Energy alld Ell vironmelltal Design (LEED) : The CCAP requires that all 
rezoning applications greater than 2,000 m2 in size demonstrate compliance with LEED 
Silver (equivalency) or better, paying particular attention to features significant to 
Riclunond (e.g., green roofs, urban agTiculture, DEU, storm water management/quality). 
The developer has agreed to comply with this policy and will demonstrate this at 
Development Pennit stage. 

• Tree Protection: Richmond's Tree Protection Bylaw is intended to sustain a viable urban 
forest by protecting trees with a minimum diameter of20 cm dbh (i.e. 1.4 m above grade) 
from being unnecessarily removed and setting replanting requirements. The developer's 
proposal satisfies the City policy, as they have agreed to save the only existing tree on the 
site, the significant London Plane at the intersection of No. 3 Road and Bridgeport Road. 
The tree is large (approximately 1.2 m dbh), in excellent health and a highly visible 
location. Confi rmation ofa contract with a registered Arborist for the protection of the 
tree is a requirement ofrezoning. The Arbonst needs to be involved in any planned work 
within the trees' dripline. 
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Based on Counci 1 's comments, staff recommend that the existing park designation along the west 
side of No. 3 Road be replaced with an "orange diamond" to indicate ''Neighbourhood Park 
(Future to 2013) - Configuration & Location to be Detennined", An "orange diamond" would 
be added to the Bridgeport Village map in the vicinity of No. 3 Road. The configuration, 
location and timing of the park will depend on the level of local development activi ty and related 
park demand. 

The current "Park" designation along the west side of No. 3 Road will be removed and the 
affected lots v·rill be designated as per the existing designation of adjacent lands to the north, 
south, east and west: 

• To "Commercial" in the City of Richmond 2041 OCP Land Use Map. 

• To "Urban Centre T5 (45 m)" (2 FAR) and "Village Centre Bonus" (I FAR) in the CCAP. 

The CCAP is also proposed to be amended to extend a portion of Douglas Street as a minor 
street tluough the site, particularly from NO.3 Road to River Road. This road will be 
instrumental in servicing the future development potential of the waterfront lands to the west. 

Staffs review of the proposed development shows it to be consistent with City policies and 
supportive CCAP objectives for the Bridgeport Village, as indicated below: 

a) Sustainable DeVelopment: 

• District Energy Utility (DEl!): The small low density site is not Tequired to be "DEU
ready" as the estimated healing demand (primary demand would be cooling) would be 
too low to make it economical at this time. 

• Leadership in Energy alld Environmental Design (LEED): The CCAP requires that all 
rezoning applications greater than 2,000 m2 in size demonstrate compJiance with LEED 
Sliver (equivalency) or better, paying particular attention to features significant to 
Riclunond (e.g., green roofs, urban agriculture, DEU, storm water management/quality). 
The developer has agreed 10 comply with this policy and will demonstrate this at 
Development Permit stage. 

• Tree Protection: Richmond's Tree Protection Bylaw is intended to sustain a viable urban 
forest by protecting trees with a minimum diameter of20 em dbh (i.e. 1.4 m above grade) 
from being unnecessarily removed and set1ing replanting requirements. The developer's 
proposal satisfies the City policy, as they have agreed to save the only existing tree on the 
site, the significant London Plane at the intersection of No. 3 Road and Bridgeport Road. 
The tree is large (approximately 1.2 m dbh), in excellent health and a highly visible 
location. Confinnation of a contract with a registered Arborist for the protection of the 
tTee is a requirement of rezoning. TIle Arborist needs to be involved in any planned work 
within the trees' dripline. 
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• Floo" Managemellt Strategy: In accordance with the City's Flood Plain Designation and 
Protection Bylaw 8204, the commercial development will have a minimum elevation of 
0.3 m above the crown of the fronting street to maintain accessibility and commercial 
vibrancy along this shallow site. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant is a 
requirement of rezoning. 

• A ircraft Noise Sellsitive Development (ANSD): The subject site is situated within ANSD 
"Area Ja", which prohibits new ANSD uses (e.g. residential , child care), and requires that 
a restrictive covenant he registered on title, including infomtation to address aircraft 
noise mitigation and public awareness. The proposed development complies with the 
policy. Registration of an aircraft noise indemnity covenant is a requirement ofrezoning. 

b) Public Art: The deve loper has agreed to participate in the City's Public Art Program. A 
voluntary contribution of approximately $12,156, based on $0.41 per buildable square foot, 
to the City's Public Art fund as a condition of rezoning. 

c) Infrastructure Improvements: The City requires the coordinated design and construction of 
private development and City infrastructure with the aim of implementing cost-effective 
solutions to serving the needs of Richmond's rapidly growing City Centre. In light of this, 
staff recommend and the developer has agreed to the following: 

• Road Network Improvements: the developer shall be responsib le for road dedications 
and statutory right-or-ways (e.g., new Douglas Road, No.3 Road widening, functional 
rear lane); the design and construction of: new Douglas Road, a functional rear lane, 
extension of bike routes and pedestrian walkways, pre-ducling for a signal at No.3 Road 
and Douglas Street; and traffic signal improvements for an added advanced southbound 
left tum signal phase at No.3 Road and Sea Island Way. 

• Engineering Improvements: The developer shall be responsible for the design and 
construction of required storm sewer upgrade, pre-ducting for private utilities, servicing 
of road works, coordination of works with MOTI, Kinder Morgan and Translink, and 
related improvements, as determined to the satisfaction of the City. 

• The developer is required to enter into a Servicing Agreement for the design and 
construction of the required road network and engineering works prior to rezoning 
adoption. Opportunities for Development Cost Cbarge (DCC) credits will be reviewed 
as pan of the SA. 

d) Form of Development: The developer proposes to construct a two-storeY,low density, 
commercial development, including ground level retai l on a prominent site located in the 
Bridgeport Village. The site will be subdivided by the new Douglas Street. The site includes 
significant Canada Line infrastructure, including a substation, and guideway with supporting 
columns running along the west edge of the site and crossing over the north edge of the site. 
The developer's proposed fonn of development generally conforms to the CCAP and its 
Development Permit (DP) guidelines although at a significantly lower density to address the 
constraints and opportunities of its site. 
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.. FLood lI/lanagemeIFt Sirategy: In accordance with the City's Flood Plain Designation and 
Protection Bylaw 8204, the commercial development will have a minimum elevation of 
0.3 m above the crown of the fronting street to maintain accessibility and commercial 
vibrancy along this shaJlow site. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant is a 
requirement of rezoning. 

.. Aircraft Noise Sensilive Deyelopmenl (ANSD): The subject site is situated within ANSD 
"Area Ja", which prohibits new ANSD uses (e.g. residential, child and requires that 
a restrictive covenant be registered on title, including information to address aircraft 
noise mitigation and public awareness. proposed development complies with the 
policy. Rcg1slration of an aircraft noise indemnity covenant is a requirement of rezoning. 

b) Public Art: The developer has agreed to participate jn the City's Public Ali Program. A 
vol untary cOn[rl bution of approximately $12,156, based on $0.41 per buj ldable square foot, 
to the City's Public Art fund as a condition of rezoning. 

c) The City requires the coordinated 
private City infrastructure with the aim of' cost-effective 
solutions to serving tbe needs of Richmond's rapidly blTowing City Centre. In light of tllis, 
51aff recommend and the developer has agreed to the fotlowi ng: 

• Road Network Improvements: the developer shall be responsible for road dedications 
and statutory right-of-ways (e.g., new Douglas Road, No.3 Road widening, functional 
rear lane); the . and construction of: new Douglas Road, a functional rear lane, 
extension of bike routes and pedestrian wallevv'ays, pre-duering for a signal at No.3 Road 
and Douglas Street; and traffic signal improvements for an added advanced southbound 
left tum signal phase at No.3 Road and Sea Island Way. 

.. Engineering Improvements: The developer shaH be responsible for the design and 
construction of required storm sewer upgrade, pre-ducting for private utilities, servicing 
of road works, coord ination of works WI th MOTT, Kinder Morgan Rnd T ranslink, and 
related improvements, as determined to the satisfaction of the City. 

.. The developer is required to enter into a Servicing Agreement for the design and 
construction of the required road network and engineering prior to rezoning 
adoption. Opportunities for Development Cost Cbarge (DCC) will be reviewed 
as part of the SA. 

d) [-onn of Development: The developer proposes to construct a two-storey, low density, 
commercial development, including blTound level retail on a prominent site located in the 
Bridgeport Village. The site will be subdivided by the new Douglas Street. The site includes 
significant Canada Line infrastructure, including a substation, and guideway with suppOlting 
columns nmning along the west edge of the site and crossing over the north edge of the site. 
The developer's proposed form of development generaHy confonns to the CCAP and its 
Development Permit (DP) guidelines although at a significantly lower density to address the 
constraints and opportuni ties of its si te. 
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July 4, 2013 - 8 - RZ 11-566630 

Development Permit COP) approval to the satisfaction of the Director of Development for the 
proposal is required prior to rezoning adoption. At OP stage, among other things, the 
following will be addressed: 

• Detailed architectural, landscaping and open space design. 

• Explore opportunities to create vibrant rctail streetscape that contribute to the animation, 
pedestrian-amenity, and commercial success of the development and its surroundings. 

• Refine decorative rooftop concept, taking into consideration how the low two-storey 
rooftop will be viewed from Canada Line trains and future potential surrounding tallcr 
development. 

• Demonstration af LEED Silver (equivalency) or better. 

• Identified minimum 6.7 m internal drive aisle width triggers a variance that is supported 
by Transportation based on the modest size of the development and associated amount of 
traffic generated. 

• Vehicle and bicycle parking; truck loading; garbage, recycling and food scraps storage 
and collection; and private utility servicing. 

e) Zoning Bylaw Amendment The CCAP identifies new roads that are to be secured as 
voluntary developer contributions via Richmond's development approval processes. In cases 
where such roads are not el igible for financial compensation via the Development Cost 
Charge (DCC) program, such as in the case for the subject application, the CCAP permits 
those roads to be dedicated without any reduction to the developer's buildable floor area. In 
order to implement thi s CCAP policy in respect to the new portion of Douglas Street west of 
No.3 Road, as part of the subject rezoning, minor amendments are proposed to the CA zone 
specific to the subject site to allow for a higher density after road dedication. 

1) Community Planning: As per CCAP policy, the developer proposes to voluntari ly contribute 
approximately $7,412, based on $0.25 per buildable square foot, to the City's community 
planning reserve fund. 

Financial Impact or Economic Impact 

None. 
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Conclusion 

The subject development is consistent with Riclunond ' s objectives for the Bridgeport Vi llage, as 
set out in the City Centre Area Plan ceCAP) and proposed OCP amendments. The proposed 
low-rise project, pedestrian-oriented streetscapes, intersection improvements, Douglas Road 
extension and frontage improvements fo r pedestrians, bicycles, and vehicles will assist in making 
Bridgeport Village a transit-oriented, urban community_ On this basis, staff recommend support 
for the subject rezoning and related bylaws. 

Sara Badyal, M. Arch, MCIP, RPP 
Planner 2 

SB:kt 

Attachments 
1. Location Map 
2. Aerial Photograph 

/' 

T rry Crowe 
Manager, Policy Planning 

3. City Centre Area Plan Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031) 
4. Development Application Data Sheet 
5. Rezoning Considerations 
6. Development Concept 
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The subject development is consistent with Richmond's objectives for the Bridgeport Village, as 
set out in the City Centre Area Plan (CCAP) and proposed OCP amendments. The proposed 
low-rise project, pedestrian-oriented streetscapes, intersection improvements, Douglas Road 
extension and frontage improvements for pedestrians, bicycles, and vehicles will assist in making 
Bridgeport Village a transit-oriented, urban community. On this basis, staff recommend support 
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RZ 11-566630 Attachment 3 
City Centre Area Plan, Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031) 
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RZ 11-566630 Attachment 3 
City Centre Area Plan, Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031) 

Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2013) 
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City of 
Richmond 

Development Application Data Sheet 
Development Appl icat ions Division 

RZ 11 ·566630 Attachment 4 

Address: 2671 , 2711 , 2811 , 2831 , 2851 , 291 1, 2931 , 2951, 2971 and 2991 NO.3 Road 

Applicant Dava Developments Ltd. 

Planning Area(s) : Bridgeport Village (City Centre) 

I Existing Proposed 

Owner: 
675249 B.C. Ltd ., Same Inc. No. BC0675249 

North Parcel : 2,555.6 m 
Site Size (m2

) : 6,246.6 m2 South Parcel: 2,953.5 m2 

Road Dedication: 737.6 m2 

Land Uses: Vacant Commercial 

OCP Designation: Park Commercial 

Area Plan Designation: Park Urban Centre T5 (4Sm) 

Zoning: Light Industrial (I Ll Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA) 

Number of Units: Nil 
Two (2) two-storey multi-unit 
commercial bUildinQs 

Bylaw Requirement Proposed I Variance 
North Parcel : 0.37 FAR 

None 
Floor Area Ratio: Max. 0.5 FAR South Parcel : 0.54 FAR 

Total Net: 0,46 FAR permitted 

Lot Coverage - Building: Max. 50% 
North Parcel: 20% None South Parcel : 32% 

Setbacks: No.3 Road 3m 
Bridgeport Road 10 m 

Douglas Street Min. 3.0 m 3m None 
Rear Lane 18 m 

North Rear Yard 22 m 

Height: 
45 m for Hotels 

12 m None 
12 m 

Off-street Parking Spaces: 84 84 None 

3898754 

City of 
Richmond 

Development Application Data Sheet 
Development Division 

Site Size (mil): 
6,246.6 

Land Uses: Vacant Commercial 

Park Commercial 

nation: Park Urban Centre T5 
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Number of Units: Nil 
Two (2) [WQ-SIOlrev 

Bylaw Requirement I Proposed Variance 
North Parcel: 0.37 

None 
Area Ratio: Max. 0.5 FAR South Parcel: 0.54 

permitted 
Total Net: OA6 

h Parcel: 
None 

Parcel: 
NO.3 Road 3m 

Bridgeport Road 10 m 
Douglas Street Min. 3.0 m 3m None 

Rear Lane 18 m 
North Rear Yard m 

45 m for Hotels 
12 m None 

12 m 
Off-street Parking Spaces: 84 
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City of 
Richmond 

Attachment 5 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Division 

6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond, Be V6Y 2C1 

Address: 2671,2711 , 2811 , 2831 ,2851,2911 , 2931 , 2951 , 2971 
and 2991 No, 3 Road 

File No.: RZ 11 -566630 

Prior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9042, tbe developer is 
required to complete the following: 
1. Final Adoption of OCP Amendment Bylaw 9041. 

2. Provincial Ministry of Transportation & infrastructure Approval. 

3. Confirmation that there are no South Coast British Columbia Transportation Authority (TransLink) concerns 
regarding the proposed development and Servicing Agreement. 

4. Consolidation of all the lots into two development parce ls. 

5. Road dedication: 

a) Douglas Street - 20 m wide road dedication required a long the entire south property line of2811 No.3 Road 

b) Comer cuts requ ired: 

(1) 4m x 4m comer cuts at the northwest and southwest comers of No. 3 Road and future Douglas Street. 

(2) 3m x 3m comer cuts at the northeast and southeast comers offuture Douglas Street and the rear lane. 

(3) 4m x 4m corner cut required at the No.3 Road and Bridgeport Road intersection, measured from the new 
PROP line as identified in 6(a) bclow. 

6. The granting of statutory PROP rights-of-way, City maintenance and liability: 

a) No.3 Road - 3 m wide PROP required along entire the NO.3 Road frontage for a new 3 m wide sidewalk. 

b) Rear Lane - Provide the necessary PROP within the development site to upgrade to a functional lane (e.g. 
approximately 6m where feasible). 

7. Registration of a flood indenmity covenant on title. 

8. Registration of an aircraft noise indemnity covenant on title. 

9. City acceptance of the developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $45,531 for sanitary sewer upgrades and $ 14,550 for 
pump station upgrades (2253-1 0-000-14912-0000), resulting from the impact of the increase in density from the 
City'S 204 1 OCP related to the site, on the sanitary system's capacity for future developments within the catchment. 

10. City acceptance of the developer's offer to vo luntarily contribute $0.41 per buildable square foot (e.g. $12, \56) to the 
City'S public art reserve fund (7750-80-000-00000-0000). 

II. City acceptance of the developer's offer to voluntari ly contri bute $0.25 per buildable square foot (e.g. $7,412) to the 
City's community planning reserve fund. 

12. Submission of a Contract entered into between the applicant and a Certified Arborist for superv ision of anyon-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, includ ing: 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. 

13. 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. 

14. The submission and processing of a Development Pennit* completed to a level deemed acceptable by the Director of 
Development. 

15. Enter into a Servicing Agreement* for the design and construction of road network improvements, engineering 
infrastructure improvements, including, but not be limited to: 

a) The protection and retention of the existing London Plane tree. 

b) No.3 Road frontage improvements - Upgrade with new 3 m wide sidewalk at its ultimate location in the new 3 m 
wide PROP, landscaped boulevard behind the existing cu rb, and pre-ducting for private utilities. 
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City of 
Richmond 

Attachment 5 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Applications Division 

6911 NO.3 Road, Richmond, BC V6Y 2C1 

Address: 2671,2711,2811,2831,2851,2911,2931,2951,2971 
and 2991 NO.3 Road 

File No.: RZ 11-566630 

Prior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9042, the developer is 
required to complete the following: 

1. Final Adoption ofOCP Amendment Bylaw 9041. 

2. Provincial Ministry of Transportation & Jnfrastructure ApprovaL 

3. Confinllalion that there are no SOllth Coast British Columbia Transportation Autllority (TransLink) concerns 
regarding the proposed development and Servicing Agreement. 

4, Consolidation of all the lots into two development parcels. 

5. Road dedication: 

Cl) Douglas Street - 20 m wide road dedication required along tbe entire south property line of2811 No.3 Road 

b) Corner cuts required: 

(I) 4m X 4m corner cuts at the norl'hwest and southwest comers of No. 3 Road and future Douglas Street. 

(2) 3m x 3m comer cuts at the northeast and southeast comers of future Douglas Street and the rear lane. 

(3) 4m x 4m corner cut required at the NO.3 Road and Bridgeport Road intersection, measured from the new 
PROP line as identified in 6(a) below. 

6. The granting of statutory PROP rights-of-way, City maintenance and liability: 

a) No.3 Road - 3 m ,,vide PROP required along entire the No.3 Road frontage for a new 3 m wide sidewalk. 

b) Rear Lane - Provide the necessary PROP within the development site to upgrade to a functional lane (e.g. 
approximately 6m where feasible). 

7. Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on title. 

8. Registration of an aircraft noise indemnity covenant on title. 

9. City acceptance oflhe developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $45,531 for sanitary sewer upgrades and $14,550 for 
pump station upgrades (2253-10-000-14912-0000), resulting from the impact of the increase in density from the 
City's 204] OCP related to the site, on the sanitary system's capacity for future developments within the catcluneot. 

10. City acceptance of the developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $0.41 per buildable square foot (e.g. $12,156) to the 
City's public art reserve fund (7750-80-000-00000-0000). 

II. City acceptance oftlle developer's offer to voluntarily contribute $0.25 per buildable square foot (e.g. $7,412) 10 the 
City's community planning reserve fund. 

12. Submission of a Contract entered into between the applicant and a Certified Arborist for supervision of anyon-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 
Arboristto submit a post-construction assessment report to the City for review. 

13. lnstallation of appropriate tree protection fencing arollnd all trees to be retained as part of tbe development prior to 
any construction activities, including building demolition, occurring on-site. 

14. The submission and processing of a Development Perm [t* completed to a level deemed acceptable by the Director of 
Development. 

]5. Enter into a Servicing Agreement* for the design and constmction of road network improvements, engineering 
infTastructure improvements, including, but not be limited to: 

a) The protection and retention of the existing London Plane tree. 

b) No.3 Road frontage improvements - Upgrade with new 3 m wide sidewalk at its ultimate location in the new 3 m 
wide PROP, Jandscaped boulevard behlnd the existing curb, and pre-ducting for prlvate utilities. 
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c) Bridgeport Road frontage improvements - Upgraded with new 2.5 III wide sidewalk at the existing property line, 
and landscaped boulevard between sidewalk and existing curb. 

d) Douglas Street - New road w ith 20 m wide road cross-section, between NO. 3 Road and the north-south lane, 
flanked with 2.5 m wide sidewalks, 1.35 m landscaped boulevards, and complete with signal pre-dueting at 
No.3 Road and Douglas Street. 

e) Rear Lane - Upgrade to a functional lane (e.g. approximately 6 m where feasible with appropriate drainage and 
lighting), with traffic barrier to close the existing connection to Bridgeport Road in close proxim ity to No.3 Road. 

f) Signal Upgrade - Added advanced southbound left tum signal phase at No.3 Road and Sea Island Way. 

g) Storm Sewer Upgrades: 

(I) Upgrade existing stonn sewer along the No 3 Road frontage from 675 mm to 750 mm diameter (between 
manholes STMH9200 & STM92 12). 

(2) U pgrade existing stonn sewer along the Bridgeport Road frontage from 200 mm diameter (between manholes 
STMH9l 84 & STM9l79). If servicing road drainage only, upgrade to 450 mm diameter. If servicing 
properties, upgrade to the greater of 600 mm diameter or OCP size. 

h) Capacity analysis calculations and detail design. 

i) The developer is responsible for contacti ng the fo llowing for any permits, requirements and approvals: 

(I) MOTl, for works on Bridgeport Road within their jurisdiction. 

(2) Kinder Morgan, for works in close proximity (less than 100 m) to the j et fuel line. 

(3) TrallsLink, for works in close proximity to the Canada Line guideway. 

(4) Private utility companies, for rights-of-ways requ ired on the development si te for their equipment (i.e. vistas, 
kiosks, transfonners, etc.). The developer is required to contact the private utility companies to learn of their 
requ irements and incorporate the equipment into their onsite design. 

Prior to Building Pcrmit* Issuance, the developer must complete the following requirements : 
I. Incorporation of sustainability measures in Building Penni! (BP) plans as detennined via the Rezoning and/or 

Development Pennit processes. 

2. Submission offire flow calculations signed and sealed by a professional engineer based on the Fire Underwriter 
Survey to confinn that there is adequate available water flow. 

3. Submiss ion of a Construction Parking and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportation Division, including: 
parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, app lication for any lane closures, and construction traffic controls as 
per Traffic Control Manual for works on Roadways (by MOTl) and MMCD Traffic Regulation Section 0 1570. 

4. Obtain a Bu ilding Permit (BP) fo r any construction hoarding. Ifrequired to temporarily occupy a public street, the a ir 
space above a pub lic street, or any part thereof, additional City approvals and associated fees may be required. 

Note: 

• 
• 

This requires a separate application. 

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements are to be drawn not only as personal covenants 
of the property owner but also as covenants pursuant to Section 2 19 of the Land Title Act. 

All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, charges and encumbrances as is 
considered advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall, unless the 
Director of Development detennines otherwise, be fully registered in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the bylaw. 

The preceding agreements shall provide security to the City including indemnities, warranties, equitable/rent charges, letters of 
credit and withholding pennits, as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a 
fonn and content satisfactory to the Director of Development. 

• Additional legal agreements, as detennined via the subject development's Servicing Agreement(s) and/or Development Pennit(s), 
and/or Building Pennit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be required including, but not limited to, site 
investigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de-watering, drilling. underpinning, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading, 
ground densification or other activities that may result in settlement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and 
private utility infrastructure. 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 9041 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaws 7100 and 9000 
Amendment Bylaw 9041 (11 -566630) 

2651 , 2671,2711,2811,2831,2851,2911,2931,2951,2971 
and 2991 No.3 Road 

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

1. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 9000 is amended by repealing the existing land 
use designation in Attachment I (City of Ridunond 2041 OCP Land Use Map) to 
Schedule 1 thereof of the following area and by designating it "Commercial". 

3905665 

P.LD. 001 ·826· 182 
Strata Lot 1 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata Plan 
NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
P.l.D.001 ·826· 191 
Strata Lot 2 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata Plan 
NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
P.W.001·826-204 
Strata Lot 3 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata Plan 
NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Form 1 
P.W.001 ·826-212 
Strata Lot 4 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata Plan 
NW l 539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
P.W.001-826·221 
Strata Lot 5 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata Plan 
NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
P.W.001-826·239 
Strata Lot 6 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata Plan 
NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn I 
P.W.003-811 ·301 
Lot "C" Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
1555 
P.W. 003·894· 126 
Lot 15 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
1555 

1 

3905665 

City of 
Richmond law 9041 

Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaws 7100 and 9000 
Amendment Bylaw 9041 (11-566630) 

15 2811,2831,2851,2911,2931, 
and 2991 No.3 Road 

l<Jc,nm,ona in open meeting assembled, enacts as 

nrn,,,nn '<J,U,",,",'LU CODllnmuty Plan Bylaw 9000 is amended by 
Attachment I (City of Richmond I 

of the follovving area and by ~~J'''''''~ 

21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New 
"'''','''T .... ' ... vvith an interest in the common 
of the Strata Lot as shown on Form 1 

91 

to 

Strata Plan 
to writ 

2 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Sh-ata Plan 
vvith an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 

of the Strata Lot as shown on Form I 

21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New 
with an interest in the common 

Strata Lot as shown on Form I 

Strata Plan 
to the unit 

New Westminster Strata Plan 
to the unit 

with an interest in 
of the Strata Lot as shown on 

'-'~'""WV' 21 Btock 5 North 

common 
I 

6 
together vvith an interest in the common 
of the Strata Lot as shown on Form 1 

003~811~301 

Section 21 Block 5 North 6 

003~894~ 126 

AXU"",''' .. District Strata Pian 
in proportion to the unit 

New Westminster District Plan 

15 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
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P.I.D.018- 192- 181 
Lot E Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan LMP9768 
P.LD.003-736-415 
Lot 8 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
1555 
P.LD.003-491-552 
Lot "A" Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
19077 
P.I.D.024-019-984 
Lot 1 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan LMP36622 
P.I.D.004-209-028 
Lot 220 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 56728 
P.I.D.003-748-499 
Lot 3 Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 1555 
P.I .D.003-748-421 
Lot 2 Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 1555 
P.I.D.003-748-391 
Lot 1 Except: Part on Bylaw Plan 57721, Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 
6 West New Westminster District Plan 1555 

2. Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw 7100, Schedule 2.10 (City Centre Area Plan) 
is amended by: 

a) Repealing the existing land use designation in the Generalized Land Use Map (2031) 
thereof the following area, and by designating it "Urban Centre T5". 

P.1 .D.001 -826-182 
Strata Lot 1 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Form 1 
P.I.D.001-826-191 
Strata Lot 2 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
P.I.D.001 -826-204 
Strata Lot 3 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Form 1 
P.I.D.001 -826-212 
Strata Lot 4 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NWI539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Form I 

Bylaw 9041 Page 2 

2. 

PJ.D. Ot8~1 181 
Lot E Section 21 5 North 6 West New 
P .1.0. 003-736-415 
Lot 8 Block 75 .... "'''''-''''1 .• 21 5 NOlih Range 6 New Plan 
1555 
P.1.D. 003-491 
Lot "A" Sections Block 5 North Range 6 West New wesrrnmsl:er District Plan 
19077 
P.l.D.024-019-984 
LOll Seclion 21 5 North Range 6 West New Plan LMP36622 
P.I.D.004-209-028 
Lot 220 21 5 North Range 6 West New . Plan 56728 
p .I.D. 003~ 748-499 
Lot 3 Block 
Plan I 
P.LD. 
Lot 2 
Plan ] 
P.LD. 
Lot 1 Li •• _.~_. 

Richmond 
is amended by: 

a) 

~ec:uo11S 21 Block 5 North 6 New WestmJnster District 

22 Block 5 North 6 Westminster District 

Plan 5772 t} Block 
District Plan 1555 

21 Block 5 North Range 

Community Plan Bylaw 7100, 10 (City Centre Area Plan) 

land use designation the 
and by designating it "Urban 

Land Use Map (2031) 
TS". 

6 New Westminster District Strata 
an in proportion to the unit 
as 

6 District 
with an interest in the common in proportion to the unit 
Lot as shown on Form 1 

Westminster District Strata 
nr" .... .,.'1"I"" in proportion to the unit 

21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
rron.",,, ... ,,..," with an interest in the common in proportion to the unit 

Lot as shown 00 1 
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P.l .D. 001 -826-221 
Strata Lot 5 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
P.I.D. 00 1-826-239 
Strata Lot 6 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn I 
P.I.D. 003-81 1-301 
Lot "e" Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 1555 
P.l .D.003-894-126 
Lot 15 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 1555 
P.l.D.018- 192-181 
Lot E Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
LMP9768 
P.l.D.003-736-415 
Lot 8 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
1555 
P.l .D. 003-491 -552 
Lot "A" Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 19077 
P.l. D.024-019-984 
Lot 1 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
LMP36622 
P.LD.004-209-028 
Lot 220 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 56728 
P.LD.003-748-499 
Lot 3 Block 75 Sections 2 1 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster 
District Plan 1555 
P.LD. 003-748-421 
Lot 2 Block 75 Sections 2 1 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster 
District Plan 1555 
P.I.D. 003-748-391 
Lot I Except: Part on Bylaw Plan 57721, Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North 
Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 1555 

b) In the Generalized Land Use Map (2031) thereof, designating along the south property 
line of28l1 No.3 Road, through 8500 River Road, and along common property lines of 
8431 and 845 1 West Road, and 8480 and 8500 River Road "Proposed Streets". 

Bylaw 9041 Page 3 

P.1.D.001-826-221 
Strata Lot 5 Section 21 Block 5 North 6 Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common \""\'·"' .... ,.,..M, in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shOl.,vn on Form 1 
P.I.D.001-826-239 
Strata Lot 6 Section 21 Block 5 North 6 New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW 1539 together with an interest in the common to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
PJ.D.003-811-301 
Lot "C" Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North 
Plan 1555 
P.LD.003-894-126 

6 

Lot 15 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North 6 
Plan 1555 
P.LD.018-192-181 
Lot E Section 21 Block 5 North 
LMP9768 
PJ.D. 003-736-415 
Lot 8 Block 75 Section 21 
1555 
P.I.D.003-491-552 

"An Sections and 22 
1 
024-019-984 

5 

1 Section 21 Block 5 North 
LMP36622 
P.l.D. 004-209-028 

6 

6 

5 6 

6 West 

Lot 220 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New 
P.LD.003-748-499 
Lot 3 Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North 
District Plan 1555 
P.l.D.003-748-421 

New 

6 

Lot 2 Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 New 
District Plan 1555 
P.LD.003-748-391 
Lot 1 Except: Part on Bylaw Plan 57721, Block 75 
Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 1555 

21 

b) In the Generalized Land Use Map (2031) thereof, aeslgnanrlg 
line of2811 No.3 Road, through 8500 River Road, 
8431 and 8451 West Road, and 8480 and 8500 

Plan 

56728 

5 North 
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c) Repealing the existing land use designation in the Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport 
Village (2031) thereof the following area, and by designating it "Urban Centre T5 
(45 m)". 

P.l.D. 001 -826-182 
Strata Lot 1 Section 2 1 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Form 1 
P.l.D.001-826-191 
Strata Lot 2 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Form 1 
P.l.D. 001 -826-204 
Strata Lot 3 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
P.l.D.001 -826-212 
Strata Lot 4 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement ofthe Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
P.I.D.001 -826-221 
Strata Lot 5 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW1539 together witll an interest in the common property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Fonn 1 
P.I.D.001 -826-239 
Strata Lot 6 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Strata 
Plan NW 1539 together with an interest in the conunon property in proportion to the unit 
entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on Ponn 1 
P.I.D.003-811-301 
Lot "C" Block 75 Section 2 1 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 1555 
P.I.D.003-894-126 
Lot 15 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 1555 
P.l.D.018- 192- 181 
Lot E Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
LMP9768 
P.I.D.003-736-415 
Lot 8 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
1555 
P.l.D.003-491 -552 
Lot "A" Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 19077 
P.l.D.024-019-984 
Lot 1 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
LMP36622 

Bylaw 9041 Page 4 

c) the existing land use designation in the Use Map: Bridgeport 
'&"""""h it "Urban Centre T5 (2031) thereof the following area, and by 

(45 m)". 

182 
6 New Westminster District SlT8ta 

propOltion to the unit 

6 New Westminster District Strata 
nrr.nP.rhl in proportion to the unit 

6 District Strata 
together with an interest in the common , ....... ,"'''''.,-, 

"~HA_'H of the Strata Lot as shown on J 
001-826-212 

4 Section 21 Block 5 North 6 District Strata 

Lot 5 Section 21 Block 5 North 6 New Westminster District Strata 
NWI together with an interest in the common property in proportion to the tmit 

entitlement of the Strata Lot as shown on I 
00J-826-239 

together with an interest in 
Strata Lot as shown on 
I 

75 21 5 

Lot E Section 21 Block 5 North 
LMP9768 
PJ.D,003-736-415 
Lot 8 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North 
1 
PJ.D. 003-491~552 

5 North 

6 New Westminster District Strata 
common property in proportion to the unit 

1 

6 

6 West New Westminster 

6 Westminster District Plan 

6 West New Westminster District Plan 

..l'-C .. LlJ:;;'-' 6 West New Westminster District 

6 New Westminster District Plan 
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P.l.D. 004-209-028 
Lot 220 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 56728 
P.l.D. 003-748-499 
Lot 3 Block 75 Sections 2 1 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster 
District Plan 1555 
P.I.D.003-748-421 
Lot 2 Block 75 Sections 2 1 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster 
District Plan 1555 
P.I.D.003-748-391 
Lot I Except: Part on Bylaw Plan 57721, Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North 
Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 1555 

d) In the Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031) thereof, designating along the 
south property line of 2811 No. 3 Road, through 8500 River Road, and along common 
property lines of8431 and 8451 West Road, and 8480 and 8500 River Road "Proposed 
Streets", 

e) In the Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031) thereof, designating a portion 
of the intersection of Beckwith Road and Sexsmith Road "Park - Configuration & 
location to be determined". 

f) Making various text and graphic amendments to ensure consistency with the 
Generalized Land Use Map (2031) and Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village 
(2031) as amended. 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaws 7100 and 
9000, Amendment Bylaw 9041". 

FIRST READ1NG 

PUBLIC HEARING 

SECOND READ1NG 

THIRD READ1NG 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SA TlSFlED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY"" 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

IV 
APPROVED 
by Manager 
D< SoIic~D< 

~ 
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P.LD. 004-209-028 
Lot 220 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 56728 
P.I.D.003-748-499 
Lot 3 Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster 
District Plan 1555 
P.I.D.003-748-421 
Lot 2 Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster 
District Plan 1555 
P.l.D.003-748-391 
Lot 1 Except: Part on Bylaw Plan 57721, Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North 
Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 1555 

d) In the Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031) thereof, designating along the 
south property line of 2811 NO.3 Road, through 8500 River Road, and along COnunOD 
property lines of 8431 and 8451 West Road, and 8480 and 8500 River Road "Proposed 
Streets". 

e) In the Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village (2031) thereof, designating a portion 
of the intersection of Beckwith Road and Sexsmith Road "Park - Configuration & 
location to be determined". 

t) Making various text and graphic amendments to ensure consistency with the 
Generalized Land Use Map (2031) and Specific Land Use Map: Bridgeport Village 
(2031) as amended. 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaws 7100 and 
9000, Amendment Bylaw 9041". 

FIRST READING 

PUBLIC I-IEARJNG 

SECOND READING 

TIDRD READING 

OTI-IER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORA IE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

IV 
APPROVED 
by Maollger 
ar Sollcltar 

~ 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 9042 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 9042 (11-566630) 

2671 , 2711 , 2811,2831 , 2851 , 2911 , 2931 , 2951 , 2971 
and 2991 NO.3 Road 

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

J. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended by: 

1.1. Inserting Section 10.3.4.4 as follows: 

"4. Notwithstanding Sections 10.3.4.1 and 10.3.4.2, the maximum noor area ratio for 
the net site area of the site located within the City Centre shown on Figure I 
below shall be 0.5, provided that the owner dedicates not less than 700 m2 of the 
site as road. 

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the 
following area and by designating it AUTO-ORIENT E D COMMERCIAL (CAl . 

3905666 

P.I.D.003·811 ·301 
Lot "C" Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
1555 
P.W.003·894-126 
Lot 15 Block 7S Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
1555 

City of 
Richmond Bylaw 9042 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 9042 (11-566630) 

2671,2711,2811, 1,2851,2911,2931 , ,2971 
and 2991 No.3 Road 

Council of the City of Riclunond, meeting assembled, enacts as follows: 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw as amended, IS further amended 

1 1. Inserting Section 10.3.4.4 as foUows: 

"4. Notwithstanding ;)eC~l1011S I and 10.3.4.2, 
located within the City 

provided that the owner dedicates 

<U<.I,'U.LlI.UH< floor area ratio for 
the net site area 
below shall be 
site as road. 

Figure 1 

shown on Figure 1 
than 700 m2 of the 

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies 

3905666 

Zoning Bylaw 8500, is by repealing the designation of the 
following area it AUTO-O~NTED C01\IMERClAL (CA). 

P.T.D.003-811-301 
Lot Block ~ecoon 21 

P.I.D.003-894-126 
Lot 15 BJock 
1555 

5 North Range 6 Westminster District Plan 

Block 5 North Range 6 West Westminster District Plan 
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P.LD.018-192-181 
Lot E Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan LMP9768 
P.LD.003-736-415 
Lot 8 Block 75 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
1555 
P.LD.003-491 -552 
Lot "A" Sections 2 1 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 
19077 
P.l.D.024-019-984 
Lot 1 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan LMP36622 
P.LD. 004-209-028 
Lot 220 Section 21 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 56728 
P.l.D. 003-748-499 
Lot 3 Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 1555 
P.I.D.003-748-421 
Lot 2 Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster District 
Plan 1555 . 
P.I.D.003-748-391 
Lot 1 Except: Part on Bylaw Plan 57721, Block 75 Sections 21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 
6 West New Westminster District Plan 1555 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9042". 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

MINISTRY OF TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE APPROVAL 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SATISFIED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

K 
APPROVED 
by Director 
or SoIk;ltor 

"»' 

Bylaw 9042 

19077 

3. 

A 

MlNISTRY 
INFRASTRUCTURE 

MAYOR 

2 

~~_A"'~ 6 West New Westminster District Plan 

5 North Range 6 West New Westminster .LJxo'u.,,,,. 

Block 5 North Range 6 West New Westminster 

6 West New Westminster DistIict Plan 

6 West New Westminster District 

Block 5 North Range 6 West New we,snnmSl:eI '-'Xu"",''', 

21 and 22 Block 5 North Range 6 West New 

on Bylaw Plan 57721, Block 75 Sections 21 and 5 
District Plan 1555 

be as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9042". 

ON 

AND 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

K 
APPROVED 
by Dlreo!or 
'" $<lllcl"'r 
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City of 
Richmond 

To: Planning Committee 

From: Wayne Craig 
Director of Development 

Report to Committee 
Fast Track Application 

Planning and Development Department 

Date: July 3, 2013 

File: RZ 13-634617 

Re: Application by Rocky Sethi for Rezoning at 10591 No.1 Road from Single 
Detached (RS1E) to Coach Houses (RCH1) 

Staff Recommendation 

That Riclunond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9045, for the rezoning of 
10591 No.1 Road from "Single De1ached (RS 1 E)" to "Coach Houses (RCH 1)", be introduced 
and gi ven flrst reading. 

CL:kt 
Atl. 

ROUTEOTO: 

pment 

Affordable Housing 

3903682 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE CONC2;:E~:; MANAGER 

~ 
1/ / 

( 

Page I of9 

City of 
Richmond 

Planning Committee 

Wayne Craig 
Director of Development 

Report to Committee 
Fast Track Appl n 

Planning and Development 

Date: July 3,2013 

File: RZ 1 ... ru . ..J"'Tu 7 

Application by Rocky Sethi for Rezoning at 10591 No.1 Road from Slnnl&> 

Recommendation 

Zoning Bylaw 8500, 
l Road from "Single 

reading. 

Affordable Housing 

~903682 

.......... ''"',,, .. ','-'.-.. ,u ByJaw 9045, for the rp7i\nU\ 

to "Coach Houses introduced 

CONCURRENCE 

MANAGER 
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July 3, 2013 

Item 
Applicant 
Location 

Development Data Sheet 

Zoning 

2041 OCP 
Land Use Map Designation 

Steveston Area Plan 
Land Use Map Designation 

Other Designations 

Affordable Housing 
Strategy Response 

Flood Management 

Surrounding Development 

Rezoning Considerations 

3903682 

- 2 - RZ 13-634617 
Fast Track Application 

Staff Report 

Details 
Rockv Sethi 
10591 No. 1 Road - See Attachment 1 
See Attachment 2 

Existing - Single Detached (RS1/E) 

Proposed - Coach Houses (RCH1) 

Neighbourhood Residential Complies "y 0 N 

Single-Family Complies 0Y 0 N 

The 2041 Arterial Road Policy identifies the Complies 0Y 0 N 
subject site for redevelopment to Compact 
Lots or Coach Houses, with rear lane 
access 

The Affordable Housing Strategy requires a Complies lilY oN 

secondary suite or coach house on 50% of 
new lots, or a cash -in-lieu contribution of 
$1.00/ft2 of total building area toward the 
City's Affordable Housing Reserve Fund for 
single-family rezoning applications. 

This proposal to permit a subdivision to 
create two (2) lots, each with a principal 
single detached dwelling and accessory 
coach house above a detached garage, 
conforms to the Affordable Housing 
Strategy. 

Registration of a fiood indemnity covenant on Title is required prior 
to rezoning approval. 

North & South: Older-character single detached dwellings on a 
large lots zoned ~Single Detached (RS1/E)" . 

East: Directly across No.1 Road are older character single 
detached dwellings on medium-sized lots that are under Land Use 
Contract 148. 

West: Across the rear lane that parallels No. 1 Road, is a newer 
single detached dwelling on a large lot zoned ~Single Detached 
(RS1/E) that fronts Sorrel Driven. 

See Attachment 3 

July 3,2013 

Item 
Applicant 
Location 
Development Data Sheet 

Zoning 

2041 OCP 
Land Use Map Designation 

Steveston Area Plan 
Land Use Map Designation 

Other Designations 

Affordable Housing 
Strategy Response 

Flood Management 

Surrounding Development 

Rezoning Considerations 

3903682 

- 2 - RZ 13-634617 
Fast Track Application 

Staff Report 

Details 
Rocky Sethi 
10591 NO.1 Road - See Attachment 1 
See Attachment 2 

Existing - Single Detached (RS1/E) 

Proposed - Coach Houses (RCH 1) 

Neighbourhood Residential Complies 0Y 0 N 

S in9 le-F am ily Complies 0YON 

The 2041 Arterial Road Policy identifies the Complies 0Y 0 N 

subject site for redevelopment to Compact 
Lots or Coach Houses, with rear lane 
access 

The Affordable Housing Strategy requires a Complies G1IYoN 

secondary suite or coach house on 50% of 
new lots, or a cash-in-lieu contribution of 
$1.00/ft' of total building area toward the 
City's Affordable Housing Reserve Fund for 
single-family rezoning applications. 

This proposal to permit a subdivision to 
create two (2) lots, each with a principal 
single detached dwelling and accessory 
coach house above a detached garage, 
conforms to the Affordable Housing 
Strategy. 

Registration of a flood indemnity covenant on Tille is required prior 
to rezoning approval. 

North & South: Older-character single detached dwellings on a 
large lots zoned "Single Detached (RS1/E)". 

East: Directly across No.1 Road are older character single 
detached dwellings on medium-sized lots that are under Land Use 
Contract 148. 

West: Across the rear lane that parallels No.1 Road, is a newer 
single detached dwelling on a large lot zoned "Single Detached 
(RS1/E) that fronts Sorrel Drive". 

See Attachment 3 
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July 3, 2013 

Staff Comments 

Background 

- 3 - RZ 13-634617 
Fast Track Application 

This rezoning application is to enable the creation of two (2) cornpacliots (approximately 9 rn 
wide, and 337 m in area), each with a principal single detached dwelling and accessory coach 
house above a detached garage, with vehicle access from the existing rear lane. Potential exists 
for other lots on the west side oftrus block of No. 1 Road to redevelop in the same manner. 

This is the first rezoning application under the new "Coach Houses (RCH 1)" sub-zone to be 
brought before Counci l for consideration. City Council amended the "Coach Houses (ReH)" 
zone in March 0[2013 to address concerns associated with the design of coach houses that were 
being constructed on the rear of lots fronting arterial roads. Improvements introduced with the 
RCHI sub-zone included: 

• A reduction in the maximum coach house building height, to control the bulk mass. 

• An increase to the minimum lot depth and area requirements, to enable better site 
plruming and design. 

• An increase in the building separation space between the coach house building and the 
principal single detached dwelling. 

• New provisions regulating a 1 st storey sloping roof and requiring stairs to be enclosed 
within the coach house building, to improve the aesthetics of the coach house and to 
reduce the bulky design. 

• New provisions associated with required parking, private outdoor space, landscaping, and 
screemng. 

At the same time that the RCHI sub-zone was introduced, a new procedure was introduced as 
part of the rezoning application review process to enable staff and Council to have an idea of the 
proposed exterior design of a coach house at the rezoning stage, and to discourage speculative 
rezoning applications. The new procedure requires the applicant to: 

• Submit building permit-like drawings to Planning Committee to ensure that Council is 
satisfied with the proposed exterior design of the coach house building. 

• Apply for and have a building permit ready for issuance for the coach house building 
prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw. 

The review process for this rezoning application at 10591 No.1 Road has followed the new 
procedure and the applicant submitted building permit-like drawings for the coach house 
building. Staff conducted a review of the coach house drawings for consistency with the new 
RCHl sub-zone and, while not required, staff also reviewed the drawings for consistency with 
the new Development Permit guidelines for coach houses in the Edgemere neighbourhood. 

The proposed plans respond to the new zone, the coach house guidelines, and the design 
concerns expressed by Council through: 

• A reduction in the coach house building height; 

• The enclosure of entry stairs to the coach house; 
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Staff Comments 

Background 

RZ 13-634617 
Fast Track Application 

This rezoning application is to enable the creation of tlNo (2) compact lots (approximately 9 m 
wide, and 337 m in area), each with a principal single detached dwelling and accessory coach 
house above a detached garage, with vehicle access from the existing rear lane. Potential exists 
for other lots on the west side of this block of No. 1 Road to redevelop in the same manner. 

This is the fust rezoning application tmder the new "Coach Houses (RCB 1 Y' sub~zone to be 
brought before Council for consideration. City Council amended the "Coach Houses (RCH)" 
zone in March of 2013 to address concerns associated with the design of coach houses that were 
being constructed on the rear of Jots fronting arterial roads. Improvements introduced with the 
RCB] sub-zone included: 

• A reduction in the maximum coach house building height, to control the bulk mass. 

• An increase to the minimum lot depth and area requirements, to enable better site 
planning and design. 

• An increase in the building separation space between the coach house building and the 
principal single detached dwelling, 

• New provisions regulating a I S! storey sloping roof and requiring stairs to be enclosed 
within the coach house building, to improve the aesthetics of the coach house and to 
reduce the bulky design. 

• New provisions associ.ated with required parking, private outdoor space, landscaping, and 
screerung. 

At the same time that the RCH 1 sub-zone was introduced, a new procedure was introduced as 
part of the rezoning application review process to enable staff and Council to have an idea of the 
proposed exterior design of a coach house at the rezoning stage, and to discourage speculative 
rezoning applications. The new procedure requires the applicant to: 

• Submit building permit-like drawings to Planning Committee to ensure that Council is 
satisfied with the proposed exterior design of the coach house building. 

• Apply for and have a building permit ready for issuance for the coach house building 
prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw. 

The review process for this rezoning application at 10591 No. 1 Road has followed the new 
procedure and the applicant submitted building permit-Like drawings for the coach house 
building. Staff conducted a review of the coach house drawings for consistency with the new 
ReB I sub-zone and, while not requiTed, staff also reviewed the drawings fOT consistency with 
the new Development Permit guidelines for coach houses in the Edgemere neighbourhood. 

The proposed plans respond to the new zone, the coach house guidelines, and the design 
concerns expressed by Cotmcil through: 

• A reduction in the coach house building height; 

• The enclosure of entry stairs to the coach house; 
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July 3, 2013 -4- RZ 13-634617 
Fast Track Application 

• The provision of a private outdoor space on-site in the rear yard between the coach house 
and the principal dwelling that exceeds the minimum zoning requirement; 

• Improved building articulation; 

• Differentiation of building materials to provide visual interest and to clearly define the 1st 

and 2nd storeys of the coach house; 

• Locating the balcony for the coach house facing the lane; and, 

• Screening of the on-site garbage and recycling storage area; 

The proposed drawings included in Attachment 4 have satisfactorily addressed the staff 
comments identified as part of the rezoning application review process. 

Prior to rezon ing approval, the applicant must apply for and have a building permit ready for 
issuance for the coach house building (proposed building permit plans must comply with zoning 
and all other relevant City regulations). The process exists to ensure coordination between 
Building Approvals and Planning staff to ensure that building permit plans are consistent with 
those viewed by Council at rezoning stage. 

As mentioned in the Trees & Landscaping section (below), prior to rezoning approval the 
applicant must provide a Landscape Plan prepared by a Registered Landscape Architect (along 
with a landscaping security), to enhance the proposed future yards and to demonstrate 
consistency with the new landscaping and screening provisions of the RCH1 zone. 

Proposed RCH I Zone Amendment 

As part of this rezoning application, staff propose two minor amendments to the RCHI zone to: 

• include a provision for a lane-facing balcony of a coach house to project 0.6 m into the 
rear yard to enable facade ruticulation and visual interest; and 

• clarify the intent of Section 8.3.7.8 of the zone, with respect to the maximum height to 
the top of the roof of the 1st storey ofa coach house facing the single detached housing 
building. 

Trees & Landscaping 

A tree survey submitted by the applicant shows the location of: 

• Three (3) bylaw-sized trees on-site. 

• One (l) bylaw-sized tree and two (2) undersized trees on the neighbouring site to the 
south at 10611 No. I Road. 

A Certified Arborist's Report was submitted by the applicant, which identifies tree species, 
assesses the condition of trees, and provides reconunendations on tree retention and removal 
relative to the proposed development. The City's Tree Preservation Coordinator has reviewed 
the Arborist's Report, conducted a Visual Tree Assessment (VTA), and concurs with the Report 
recommendations to: 

• To protect Trees # 2, 3, and 4 at 10611 No.1 Road. 

• Remove Trees # 1 and 5 due to poor fonn and structure. 
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July 3, 2013 -5- RZ 13-634617 
Fast Track Application 

• Remove Tree # 6 due to conflict with the coach house building envelope. Although the 
tree is in good condition, it would require special measures to retain it and this is not 
warranted due to its location within the coach house building envelope and the potential 
impacts with retention. 

The Tree Retention Plan is reflected in Attachment S, and includes a li st aftrce species 
proposed to be removed and retained. 

Tree Protection Fencing must be installed on-site around the driplines of off-site Trees # 2, 3, 
and 4 that encroach into the subject site. Tree Protection Fencing must be install ed to City 
standard in accordance with the City's Tree Protection Bulletin (TREE-03) prior to demolition of 
the ex isting dwell ing and must remain in place until construction and landscaping on the future 
lots is completed. 

Prior to final adoption of the rezoning bylaw, the applicant is required to submit a contract with a 
certified Arborist to supervise anyon-site works within the Tree Protection Zone of off-site 
Trees # 2, 3, and 4 at 106 11 No. 1 Road. Thc Contract must include the scope of work to be 
conducted, the proposed number of monitoring inspections at specified stages of construction, 
and a provision for the Arbori st to submit a post-construction impact assessment report to the 
City for review. 

Based on the 2: 1 replacement ratio goal in the OCP, a total of six (6) replacement trees are 
required to be planted and maintained on the future lots (sizes are identified in Attachment 3). 
To ensure that the replacement trees are planted on-site, and that the yards of the future lots are 
enhanced, the applicant must submit a Landscape Plan, prepared by a Registered Landscape 
Architect, along with a Landscaping Security (based on 100% of the cost estimate provided by 
the Landscape Architect, including install ation costs). The Landscape Plan must be submitted 
prior to rezoning adoption. A variety of sui table native and non-native replacement trees must be 
incorporated into thc required Landscape Plan for the site, ensuring a visually rich urban 
envirorunent and diverse habitat for urban wi ldlife. 

Site Servicing & Vehicle Access 

There are no servicing concerns or requirements with rezoning. 

Vehicle access to No. 1 Road is not pennitted in accordance with Residential Lot (Vehicular) 
Access Regulation - Bylaw 7222. Vehicle access to the lots at development stage wi1l be from 
the existing rear lane. 

Subdivision 

At Subdivision stage, the app licant is required to pay Development Cost Charges (City and 
GVS & DD), Engineering Improvement Charge for future lane upgrading, School Site 
Acquisition Charge, Address Assignment Fee, and Servicing Costs. 
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July 3, 20 13 

Conclusion 

- 6 - RZ 13-634617 
Fast Track Application 

This rezoning application is to permit subdivision afan existing large lot into two (2) smaller 
lots, each with a principal single detached dwelling and a coach house above a detached garage, 
with vehicle access to the existing rear lanc. Other lots on the west side of this block of 
No. 1 Road have the potential to redevelop in the same manner. 

This rezoning application complies with all applicable policies and land use designations 
contained within the OCP, and the building permit-l ike drawings submitted by the applicant have 
satisfactorily addressed the staff comments identified as part of the rezoning application review 
process. 

Prior to rezoning adoption, the applicant must apply for and have a building permit ready for 
issuance for the coach house building (proposed building permit plans must comply with zoning 
and all other relevant City regulations). 

The list of rezoning considerations is included in Attachment 3, which has been agreed to by the 
applicant (signed concurrence on file). 

On this basis, staff recommends support for the application. 

C 
tJ0ho L/-~ 

ynt la USSler 
Planning Technician 
604-276-4108 
CL:ki 
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Conclusion 

~ 6 ~ RZ 13~6346l7 
Fast Track Application 

This rezoning application is to permit subdivision ofan existing large lot into two (2) smaUer 
lots, each with a principal single detached dwelling and a coach house above a detached garage, 
with vehicle access to the existing rear lane. Other lots on the west side of this block of 
No. I Road have the potential to redevelop in the same manner. 

This rezoning application complies With all applicable policies and land use designations 
contained within the OCP, and the building permit-like drawi.ngs submitted by the applicant have 
satisfactorily addressed the staff comments identified as part of the rezoning application review 
process. 

Prior to rezoning adoption, the applicant must apply for and have a building pennit ready for 
issuance for the coach house building (proposed building permit plans must comply with zoni.ng 
and all other relevant City regulations). 

The list of rezoning considerations is included in Attachment 3, which has been agreed to by the 
applicant (signed concurrence on file). 

On this basis, staff recommends support for the application. 

tZV-
Cynthia Lussier 
Planning Technician 
604-276-4108 
eLkt 
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City of 
Richmond 

Development Application Data Sheet 
Fast Track Application 

Development Applications Division 

RZ 13-634617 Attachment 2 

Address: 10591 No.1 Road 

Applicant: Rocky Se1hi 

Da1e Received: April 15, 2013 Fast Track Compliance: May 24, 2013 

I EXisting Proposed 

Owner Rockinder J Sethi To be determined 

Kanchangeet B Sethi 

Site Size (m2
) 674 m' (7,255 ft') Two (2) lots - each approx 

337 m' (3 627 ft') 
Land Uses One (1) single detached dwelling Two (2) residential lots, each with 

a single detached dwelling and a 
coach house above a detached 
garage, with rear lane access. 

2041 OCP Neighbourhood Residential No change 
Land Use Map Designation 

Steveston Area Plan Single-Family No change 
Land Use Map Designation 

Other Designations The 2041 Arterial Road Policy No change 
identifies the subject site for 
redevelopment to Compact Lots or 
Coach Houses, with rear lane 
access 

Zoning Single Detached (RS1/E) Coach Houses (RCH1) 

On Future 

I Bylaw Requirement I Proposed I Variance 
Subdivided Lots 

Floor Area Ratio Max. 0.6 Max. 0.6 none permitted 

Lot Coverage - Building Max. 45% Max. 45% none 

Lot Coverage - Building, 
structures, and non-porous Max. 70% Max. 70% none 
surfaces 

Lot Coverage - Landscaping Min. 20% Min. 20% none 

Setback - Front Yard (m) Min. 6.0 m Min. 6.0 m none 

Prindpa! dwelling Min. l .2m Principal dweUing Min. 1.2 m 
Setback - Side Yards (m) Coach house - 0.6 m for lots of Coach house - 0.6 m for lots none 

less than 10.0 m of less than 10.0 m 
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ityof 
Richmond 

Development Application Data heet 
Track Appl ication 

Development Applications Division 

Applicant: ---,..c...;;..;.-,-,--~~~ ________________________ _ 

Date Fast Track Compliance: 
~~~~~~~~~-- --~--~~-----------

Owner 

Ex.isting Proposea 
Rockinder J Sethi 

Kanchangeet B Sethi 

To determined 

~~~~~~~~~~~~- ------------

Site Size 

land Uses 

20410CP 
land Use 

Steveston Area Plan 
Land Use Map 

Other 

h approx 

One (1) single detached dwelling 

Neighbourhood Residential 

Single-Family No 

The 2041 Arterial Road Policy No 
identifies the subject site for 
redevelopment to Compact or 
Coach Houses, with rear lane 
access 

On Future I . I I' Subdivided Loots Bylaw Requirement Proposed Variance 

Max. 0.6 Max. 0,6 none 

Building Max. 45% Max. 45% none 

- Building, 
and non-porous Max, 70% Max. 70% none 

- Landscaping Min. 20% Min. 20% none 

Min, 6.0 m Min. 6.0 m none 

Principal dwelling - Min. 1.2 m dwelling - Min, 1.2 m 
(m) Coach house - 0,6 m for lois of house - 0.6 m for lois none 

less than 10.0 m of less Ihan 10.0 m 
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On Future 
I 

Bylaw Requirement 
I 

Proposed 
I 

Variance 
Subdivided Lots 

Principal dwelling - Mirl. 6.0 m Principal dwelling - Min. 6.0 m 
Setback - Rear Yard (m) Coach house - Min. 1.2 m and Coach house - Min. 1.2 m and none 

max. 10.0m max.10.0m 

Building Separation Space 
between Principal Dwelling & Min. 4.5 m Min. 4.5m 
Coach House (m) 

Principal dwelling 2 Y> storeys Principal dwelling 2Y> 

Height (m) 
or 9.0 m storeys or 9.0 m none Coach house - 2 storeys or Coach house - 2 storeys or 
6.0 m whichever is less 6.0 m whichever is less 

Lot Size Min. 315 m2 Two (2) lots each 
aoorox. 337 m2 none 

Lot Width Min. 9.0 m 
Two (2) lots each 

approx. 9.14 m none 

Other: Tree replacement compensation required for loss of bylaw-sized trees. 
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Min. 4.5 m 

PrinCipal dwelling - 2 % storeys 
or 9.0 m 
Coach house - 2 storeys or 

Min. 9.0 m 

none 

Min. 4.5 m 

Principal - 2 Y. 
or9.0 m 

house 2 storeys or none 

none 

none 
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City of 
Richmond 

Address: 10591 No.1 Road 

ATTACHMENT 3 

Rezoning Considerations 
Development Appl ications Division 

6911 NO. 3 Road, Richmond , Be V6Y 2C1 

File No.: RZ 13-634617 

Pr ior to final adoption of Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9045, the developer is 
required to complete the following: 

I. Submit 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 Landscape Plan should: 
• comply with the Compact Lot Development Requirements in the 2041 ocr Arterial Road Policy and should not 

include hedges along the front property line; 
• include a mix of suitable coniferous and deciduous native and non-native replacement trees, which ensure a 

visually rich urban env ironment and diverse habitat for urban wild life; 
• include the dimensions oftTee protection fencing in accordance with the City's Tree Protection Bulletin 

(TREE-03); and 
• include the six (6) required replacement trees with the following minimum sizes: 

No. of Replacement Trees Minimum Caliper of Deciduous Tree Minimum Height of Coniferous Tree 

2 11 em 8m 

2 8 em 
or 

4m 

2 8em 3.5 m 

If required replacement trees cannot be accommodated on-site, a cash-in-lieu contribution in the amount of $500ltree 
to the City's Tree Compensation Fund for off-site planting is required. 

2. Submit a Contract entered into between the app licant and a Certified Arborist for supervision of anyon-site works 
conducted within the tree protection zone of Trees # 2, 3, and 4 located on the neighbouring lot to the south at 10611 
No. I Road. 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. 

3. Apply for and have a Building Permit ready for issuance for the coach house building. 

4. Register a flood indemnity covenant on title. 

At Demolition stagc* the developer must complete the fo llowing requirements: 
• Install Tree Protection Fencing on-site around the driplines of ofT-site Trees # 2, 3, and 4 that encroach into the 

subject site. Tree Protection Fencing must be installed to City standard in accordance with the City's Tree 
Protection Bulletin (TREE-03) and must remain in place until construction and landscaping on the future lots is 
completed. 

At Subdivision stage*! the developer must complete the fo llowing requirements: 
• Pay Development Cost Charges (City and GYS & DD), Engineering Improvement Charge for future lane 

upgrading, School Site Acquisition Charge, Address Assignment Fee, and Servicing Costs. 
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At Building permil stage*, thc developer must complete the following requirements: 
• Submit a Construction Park ing and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportation Division. The 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. 

• Obtain a Building Pennit (BP) for any construction hoard ing. If construction hoard ing is required to temporarily 
occupy a public street, the air space above a public street, or any part thereof, add itional City approvals and 
associated fees may be required as part ofthc Building Permit. For additional information, contact the Building 
Approvals Division at 604-276-4285. 

Note: 

• 
• 

This requires a separate application. 

Where the Director of Dcvelopment deems appropriate, the preceding agreements arc to bc 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 rcgistered 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, equitablclrem charges, leiters of 
credit and withholding pennits, as deemed nccessary or advisable by thc Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a 
fonn and content satisfactory to the Director of Development. 

• Additional legal agreements, as detennined via the subject development's Servicing Agreement(s) and/or Development Pennit(s). 
and/or Bui lding Permit(s) to the satisfaction of the Director of Engineering may be required including, but not limited to, sile 
invcstigation, testing, monitoring, site preparation, de-watering, drilling, underpinning, anchoring. shoring, piling, pre-loading, 
ground densification or other activi ties that may result in sett lement, displacement, subsidence, damage or nuisance to City and 
private utility infrastructurc. 

[signed original on file] 

Signed Date 

3903682 Page 2 of2 

At Building permit stage"', the developer must complete the following requirements: 
• Submit a Construction Parking and Traffic Management Plan to the Transportation Division. The Plall shall 

include location for parking for services, deliveries, workers, loading, application for any lane closures, and 
proper cons\rucrion traffic controls as per Traffic Control Manual for works on Roadways (by Ministry of 
Transportation) and MJvlCD Traffic Regulation Section 01570. 

.. Obtain a Building Permit (BP) for any construction hOMding. If construction hoarding is required to temporarily 
occupy a public the air space above a public or any part additional City approvals and 
associined fees may be required as part oftbe Building Pennit. ror addilional information, contact the Building 
Approvals Division at 604-276-4285. 

Note: 

.. 
This requires a separate l1ppiicalion. 

Where the Director of Development deems appropriate, the preceding agreements arc to bc drawn )lot only as personal covenlints 
of the property owner but also as covenants pursuant to Sect ion 219 of the Land Title Ac!'. 

A Il agreements to be registered in the Land Title Office shall have priority over all such liens, cbarges al1d encumbrances as is 
considcl'cd advisable by tbe Director of Development. A 1\ agreemcnt~ TO be in the Land Title Office shall, unless the 
Direcror of Development detennines otherwise, be fully in the Land Title Office prior to enactment of the appropriate 
bylaw. 

The preceding 
crediT and wi! 

ar"l'mipnt<: shall provide security to the City including indemni! eqllitable/reol charges, leiters of 

form and content 'HUh""' ..... "". 

as deemed necessary or advisable by the Director of Development. All agreements shall be in a 
to the Director of Development. 

• Additional as determined via Ihe subjcci Agrccmenl(s) and/or Development Pennil(s), 
and/or Building Perm il(s) to the satisfaction of the Director may be required including, but [lot limited 10, site 

monitoring, site preparation, anchoring, shoring, piling, pre-loading, 
ground densi_ficalion or other activities thaI may result in settlement, displacemelll, subsidence. damage or nuisance to City and 

uti I it)' infrastrucrure. 

[signed original on file] 

Date 

39036S2 Page 2 of2 CNCL - 460



'. '. '. 

ATIACHMENT4 

1<1"'1 'I "1" , !~~t'." 
)))0 C) 

h ~' 
1 .. 4, ~ ! I 

I I 
f ..... I 
r. ,t , .' 1 

llli pt 
I ' , I 
I I ; 
I . I I - I 1 

, I ' i , . - • 

• 

I 
CNCL - 461



~ 

q , 

CD 

~ 

~ 

CD 

.. 2J.1O" 

, 1(;'11 Ig gL ~G~'Q 
. , , .. --- -, , , , , ... : ., 

"" -- U L ---------""""'" -
""'= -

----------------

,,~ 

,I 
.,; ,. ,.. 10-(, 

COACH HOUSE - UPPER FLOOR PLAN 
",oIee 114-· 1.(l" 
«:ling height 7 -()' i"""'ed lIP to 10'-01 
pr<>p:>oed lloor "'ee· 4N6 sqll 
(,Iair openi"ll e,du.1OO .:&8 ><Jt.) 

<led """'" 828 "1-~. 

l~'('· 

~~--
---.--

,~ 

2 Q;It ggrgge 

1 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

~~~~----------1 
~.l~ I 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

- rr---- J 

EJ 
9 
~ 

". 
COACH HOUSE - GROUND flOOR PLAN 
ocoIe: 11" · r.<r 
cd;r.g helgf.!.S-.. :r 
propo>ed Iloo. Ofe<1 725 ><+11 
gorogo orea.l.fRb >q~ 

• ' , ' , , , 
' , u. 

3"_10" 

NO" 

1 

1\ 
""" -
-----
-----
-----
-----
---~ 

1\ --,~~ 
,., 

, 

--""" , , 

. 

~ 

~ 

, 

--

• :;; 

~I 
,,,,, .... \ 

--

CD 
CNCL - 462



!I • 

CNCL - 463



I/. ~ .' 
r ' .. 41 ! I I •• ~ . 

• .... ~ I 
r.,1 .: 

I 
I· I f 
1'1 
! I 
I ! I' 
- I " ,l.Il 

CNCL - 464



I~ 
I" 

<, '. ~ '. ~ 
II 
8! 

""'<~ ~ 
~ 

" '" "' • ' . , , 
", z ". 

"I'~ r-- "E 
« ~ 

"'. ~ 
~ 

Tree Species Proposed to be Removed 

Tree # 1 - Cypress (Chamaecyparis sp.) 

T ree # 5 - Hemlock (Tsuga heterophyl/a) 

T ree # 6 - Cedar (Thuja ocddentalis sp.) 

' •. , 

AITACHMENT 5 

"E 
III ~ 

~ 
~ 

Tree Species at 10611 No. 1 Road to be Retained 

Tree # 2 - Fig (Ficus sp.) 

Tree # 3 -Apple (Malus sp.) 

Tree # 4 - Japanese Maple (Acerpalmatum sp.) 

0 198'1 

• 
" " • 
g 
u 
z 
0 -z z 
0 , 

~ 

0 
~ 

~ -'" 
'" " ~ 

~ 
o 

'" .; 
z 

~ IO
P

O
G

R
A

P
H

IC
 

SU
R

VE
Y 

AN
D 

PR
O

PO
SE

D
 

SU
BD

JY
IS

IO
N

 
O

f 
LQ

I 
60

3 
SE

C
TI

O
N

 
34

 
BL

O
C

K 
4 

NO
RT

H 
RA

NG
E 

7 
W

ES
T 

PL
AN

 
4

2
8

9
0

 
-
t 

__
 \ 

NS
TE

R 
D

IS
TR

IC
T 

7?~
 0

\ 
~
 

~NE
W=:

:JL
W.W

~ES
~T~

MI~
_>0

!..
1..

.0.
.'-

'--
ttl

 

~
~
 

@
 

\ 6
' 

#
1

0
5

9
1

 
N

O
. 

I 
RO

.A
.D

. 

R
IC

H
M

O
N

D
. 

B.
C

, 

--
l 

--
l 

--
l 

P.
I.D

 
0

0
3

-9
7

0
-5

0
7

 
-
i 

ro 
ill

 
(i;

 
m

 

w.'
 

ll
.I

l.
E

W
l;

 

(e
) 

O
an

o
tc

lO
 

co
r;

I'
fI

f"
~'

OU
'9

 

(0
) 

d
C

lI1
0\

e:
-:

 
d(

lc
id

u'
O

iJ
L!

i 

Q
 

6a
n(

j'
~t

'l
 

p
o

w
er

 
po

le
 

o 
dO

flo
ot

tlF
J 

ro
un

d 
cQ

lc
il 

m
 

de
n.

~l
El

l!
!l

 
'H

at
h,

 
m

at
er

 

CO
 

d
en

at
es

 
c!

&
o

fl
o

u
l 

lS
 

d~
rt

Ol
oQ

 
la

m
p 

st
cl

'lr
jo

; 

©
 c

o
p

yr
ig

h
t 

J.
 

C
, 

T
om

 
a

n
d

 
A

ss
o

cl
o

 
C

aM
d

o
 

o
n

d
 

B
.C

. 
lo

n
d

 

1
1

5
 

-
B

8
3

3
 

O
dl

in
 

C
r 

R
ic

h
m

o
n

d
, 

€l
.C

. 
V

6X
 

)7
 

T
 al

e
p

h
o

n
o

: 
2

1
4

-8
9

2
B

 

F
o.

, 
2

1
4

-8
9

2
9

 
E

-m
a

il
: 

o'
l1

ce
<

!lJ
cl

am
,c

. 
W

O
h'

3i
lQ

: 
w

w
w

.j
ct

om
.c

on
 

Jo
b 

N
o.

 
51

05
 

F
B

-2
25

 
P

9
J-

S
4

 
D

ro
w

n 
B

y,
 

11
1 

ro 'll
: m
 

I (
)
 

ro
 

C
. '" ~ ;1
 

..s:
 

"
,'

 

0 2 ~ :;:
, ill"
 

~'
 ~ --
l ro ro
 * .J>, I '- '" "

0
 '" :J (l

) '" (l
) S '" "0 CD

 
)
; 

I'
) ~ "0
 

Q
,l §"
 
~
 § ¥l 

DW
G

 
N

o.
 

5
1

0
5

-T
O

P
O

 

C
ll 

'" 
~
 

'1
t 

U
l 

U
l 

.....
 

"t
l 

I 
I 

II>
 

0 
::r:

 
0 

roO
 

'" 
-<

 
II

I 
3 

"0
 

1
]
 

ill
 

0"
 

0 
0 

I/
l 

x-
CI

> 
"t

l 

~
 

-0
 

0 II
I 

;?
 

I'D
 

r2 
c.

 
'3 

g: 
'" 

(l
; 

::
r 

co
 

0
-

II
I 

0 
II>

 
iii

 
~
 

;u
 

.g 
m

 
~.
 

ro 
::

,. 
3 

~
 
~
 

0 0::
 

~
 

(I
I 

C
I. 

• 

-
l 

-l
 

--
l 

ro 
ro 

@
 

II>
 

(]
) 

<I
I 

<
j,

 
'1

t 
U

l 
w

 
'" 

"'C
 

I 
I 

ro 0 
):>

 
1

1
 

iii
 

T
I 

<0
' 

'" 
-0

 
1ii

" 
~ 

~
 

~ 
.....

 
<:

: 
<:

> 

'" 
en

 
1:

 
~
 

.... .....
 

'" i:;
 

Z
 P 

'-
.....

 
;0

 
0 !to

 
C

. 0"
 

0
-

II
) 

;0
 

@
 [ :J
 

It>
 

::J
. 

~
 

, 
"'~

 
0'

l-
X

''' 
" 

," 
I 'J

,' 
'Y

 
i:

 
x 

f 
i 

• 
• 

" 
1'.1

 
I 

I 
"
e
 

l-s
o'

 0
0'

 
32

 
x,'Y

.. 
, 

I 
." 
~
 

u 
_

_
 _

 

rY'
 .t

~1 
/~

 /"
, 

0
' 
~
 

, 
--

--
--

1 
\ C

lI 

5
9

4
 

.,;:.
<P

 

."
10

 
CO

.f
1'

~'
.)

~ 
i 

1.
10

 
C

on
c'

)l
l 

.I
S

 
C

O
M

.)
 I,

 
I 

-
-
-
-
J

b
·' 

\ 

l'
 

o 

x'
l' 

A
 

C
ar

p<
l1

1 

r ':
~* 

I
n 

o 
.
,
 

.5 
" 

90
' 

0
0

' 
2

7
 

.
c
,
/
 

I 
1\

..
..

..
 

2 
, 

W
 

01
 i

'"O
 

36
,8

8 
11

05
91

 
:
' 

Z
 

c 
" 
'
"
 

2-
S

TO
R

E
Y

 
c)

'\ 
• 

... 
!f

 "
 

,,~ .
... ;;

;l 
",'

 
" 

oW<
w~ 

""
,'

 

33
7 

m
' 

....
J 

I 
"t'

""
 fT

1 
x

" 
u

1 
V

1
m

 
B

 
;;:

:'.
' 

I 
I 

,'I
> 

"
,
.
.
.
 

\ 
'I

 
M

,
'
 

.,.
.. 

, 
' 

'
"
 

r 
-
-

. 
'
-
,
 

" 
3

3
7

 
m

' 
\ 

I 
f
/
 

. 
, 

'l'
 

<§
' 

\.
 

,t·
 

..:!
" 

"
"
 

" 
'i 

r 
",

 I)' 
.~

' 
f 

'""
" 

I \
 I

 
--~

-',
., 

.-,
' 

"3
6

,6
2

3
 

,9
 

• 
-
-

i 
,,,\

,.>r
~ ~

., 
r/

 
"'.

 
,.-

-, 
/" 

SO
. 

0
0

 
2 

f 
x,~

 
-

1 t· ,
" 

-
" 

," 
\ t 

,'
<

>
, 

x-

\ 
(
4

x
ln

..
)
,-

15
 

C
an

e.
) 

J 
,"

/1
 

" 
\\~

Q\'
1'd

): 
i 

"'1
1 

!~~9
~~)~

11j{
 1

 ~i~
ll)

 r
<-

)' 
\;~

~; 
cv 

6
0

4
 

.... ' 
, 

t
:
:
\
 

,.;r
 

\.,
It.

 
,"

 
/ 

"~
'~
:c
a 

tt~
 

:;\ 
We

i--
i-

~ 
O'

l 
?

:)
 

liQ
IE

: 
-
C
~
 

~
 

~ ~ 4
0-~

'o\
 

;;z
.. 

IJJ
:> 

V
 

@
 (i

\ 

B
 til f

fi 
SC

AL
E:

 
1 :

20
0 

:tt
 

o 
5 

10
 

Ii
i 

A
LL

 
D

IS
T

A
N

C
E

S 
A

R
E 

iN
 

ll
E

T
R

E
S

 
A

N
D

 
D

EC
IM

A
I.S

 
'l'

IlE
R

.E
O

F
 

U
N

I..
E

S
S

 
O

'l'H
E

R
W

lS
E

 
IN

D
IC

A
'l'

E
D

 

('
 

, I I f'~
 

[ , t~
~ 

, I 
0 

I 
« 

g 
I,

' 
0 

~r
 

0:
: 

0
,
 

..-
i I 

• 
u

l 
0 

f~
n<
 

Z
 

, I "
 f , I 

I,
"~

 
, t'~ I Y

 
C

ER
Tl

F1
ED

 
C

O
R

R
EC

T:
 

LO
T 

O
IM

fN
S

IO
N

 
AC

C
O

R
D

IN
G

 
TO

 
Fl

E
lJ

) 
Sl

IR
V

EY
. 

JO
flN

S
Q

N
 

C
. 

T
A

ll.
 

Il
.C

.l
.S

. 

M
AR

C
H

 
1

9
th

. 
20

1:
5 

II 
:>

 ~ n 
II 
~ ~ Z

 
....

..:j
 

V
>

 

CNCL - 465



City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 9045 (RZ 13-634617) 

10591 No. 1 Road 

Bylaw 9045 

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

1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 is amended by: 

1. Inserting the following new subsection directly after Section 8.3.6.11: 

" 12. An unenclosed and uncovered balcony ofa detached coach house in the RCHI 
zone, located so as to face the lane on a mid block lot and the lane or side street 
on a corner lot, may project 0.6 m into the rear yard." 

II. Replacing Section 8.3.7.8, with the following: 

"8. The maximum height to the top of the roof of the first storey of a coach house 
facing the building separation space between the single detached housing and 
the coach house in the RCH 1 zone shall be 4.0 m above grade." 

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and fonns part of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the 
following area and by designating it COACH HOUSES (RCH!). 

P.l.D. 003-970-507 
Lot 603 Section 34 Block 4 North Range 7 West New Westminster District Plan 42890 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9045" 
FIRST READING CITY OF 

RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

I (1J b
Y 

4 

THIRD READING 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SA TISFlED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3906944 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

APPROVED 
by DlJ'9Clor 
or Solicitor 

~ 

City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 9045 (RZ 13-634617) 

10591 No. 1 Road 

Bylaw 9045 

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

1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 is amended by: 

I. Inserting tbe following new subsection directly after Section 8.3.6.11: 

"12. An unenclosed and uncovered balcony of a detached coach house in the RCHI 
zone, located so as to face the lane on a mid block Jot and the lane or side street 
on a corner lot, may project 0.6 m into the rear yard." 

u. Replacing Section 8.3.7.8, with the following: 

"8. The maximum height to the top of the roof of the first storey of a coach house 
facing the build.ing separation space between the single detached bousing and 
the coach house in the RCHl zone shall be 4.0 m above grade." 

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Riclunond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing tbe existing zoning designation of the 
following area and by designating it COACH HOUSES (RCHl). 

P.I.D. 003-970-507 
Lot 603 Section 34 Block 4 North Range 7 West New Westminster District Plan 42890 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 9045". r---::=-:---1 

FIRST READING R~~~:D 
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SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

OTI-ffiR REQUIREMENTS SA TISFlED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

3906944 

CORPORATE OFFICER 

APPROVED 
by DI .... ctor 
Of Sollc!lo{ 
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To: 

City of 
Richmond 

Report to Committee 

Date: June 28, 2013 

From: 

Public Works & Transportation Committee 

Victor Wei, P. Eng. File: 12-827S-02/2013-Vol 
Director, Transportation 01 

Glenn McLaughlin 
Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager 

Re: APPLICATION BY GARDEN CITY CABS TO PASSENGER TRANSPORTATION 
BOARD 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That a letter be sent to the Chair of the Passenger Transportation Board of BC: 

• expressing the City's concern with the potential erosion of taxicab service within 
Richmond should the application from Garden City Cabs be approved in whole; and 

• requesting that the application be approved in part with the number of additional five 
accessible vehicles to be associated only with the specific service area of Richmond 
including Vancouver International Airport, with all other fleet vehicles continuing to be 
excluded from servicing YVR. 

2. Should the Passenger Transportation Board approve an increase in the number of accessible 
and conventional taxicabs, that staff be directed to bring forward a bylaw amendment to the 
Business Licence Bylaw to increase the number of licensed Vehicle for Hire vehicles 
regulated under the Vehicle for Hire Bylaw. 

c::: c:==::'?~:r:: 
Victor Wei, P. Eng. 
Director , Transportation 
(604-2 7 6-4131 ) 

Att.4 

3900474 

l ;' /!r..! 
I Y IL (uC'v ~ie r . 

W. Glenn McLauglrlin 
Chief Licence Inspector & Risk Manager 

v (604-276-4136) 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 

REVIEWED BY CAO 
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June 28, 2013 - 2 - File: 12-827S-02/2013-Vol 01 

Staff Report 

Origin 

The City received notice (see Attachment 1) on June 14,2013 from legal counsel for Garden 
City Cabs that the company has applied to the provincial Passenger Transportation Board (PTB) 
to add a total of nine taxicab licences, of which five vehicles would serve Vancouver 
International Airport (YVR) on a full-time basis. The application process allows an opportunity 
for the City to provide comments to the PTB. This report recommends that the City advise the 
PTB of its concerns with the potential negative impacts to taxicab service within Richmond 
should the application be approved in whole, which could allow the company in the future to 
allocate more of its fleet to serve YVR without requiring further PTB approval or input from the 
City. 

Analysis 

1. City Regulation of Taxicabs 

The City regulates the number oftaxicabs in Richmond through the Business Licence Bylaw. 
Increasing the number of licensed taxis in Richmond would require an amendment to this Bylaw. 
The City defaults to the review and diligence of the PTB in the determination of the demand for 
additional taxi licenses but retains the ability and authority to make its own determination to 
issue the required Business Licence to permit their respective operation in the city. 

2. Current Licence Conditions of Garden City Cabs 

Following a lengthy hearing held during December 2007 through March 2008 regarding an 
application by Garden City Cabs to begin new taxicab operations in Richmond, the PTB granted 
authorization in June 2008 for the company to operate a maximum of 30 vehicles, of which 12 
must be accessible, with a specific restriction to its service area that precludes the transportation 
of passengers originating from Vancouver International Airport (YVR). The operating 
restriction was a key factor in the PTB' s decision to grant authorization: 

"In addition, the applicant clearly and repeatedly stated its intent to operate within, and to 
serve, the City of Richmond, to the exclusion of YVR. The panel's determination of public 
need in consideration of this application is based on this operating configuration, and the 
terms and conditions of licence will reflect such a restriction. " 

3. Application by Garden City Cabs 

The Municipal Notice indicates that of the nine additional requested vehicles, four would be for 
conventional vehicles that would service Richmond excluding YVR, which is consistent with its 
existing licence conditions. The five accessible vehicles would service the main terminal of 
YVR, which would require a change to its existing licence conditions to permit the transportation 
of passengers originating from points within the City of Richmond including YVR. 

However, the Application Summary published by PTB in the June 12,2013 edition of its Weekly 
Bulletin (see Attachment 2) states that the application is to: 

3900474 
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June 28, 2013 - 3 - File: 12-8275-02/2013-Vol 01 

• Change the Originating areafor Service 1 by removing "excluding the Vancouver 
International Airport" 

• Add 9 vehicles (4 conventional & 5 accessible). New fleet size would be 39 vehicles of 
which 22 may be conventional; all others must be accessible taxis. 

There is no indication in the Application Summary that the change to the originating area by 
removing "excluding YVR" is to apply only to the five additional accessible vehicles as 
indicated on the Municipal Notice. Staff sought clarification of this issue with the PTB who 
advised that Garden City Cabs indicated in its application materials that it was "applying to add 
the right to pick up fares at the Vancouver International Airport and to add 9 vehicles - 4 
conventional; 5 accessible." The application summary that appeared in the Weekly Bulletin was 
based on that information. PTB staff further advised that "Garden City later expanded on its 
application, indicating that YVR is prepared to allow 5 accessible taxis to pick up at YVR and 
that "Garden City plans to add 5 accessible taxis that will work full time at the YVR terminals."" 

In a letter to staff (see Attachment 3), legal counsel for Garden City Cabs reiterated that, should 
the application be approved, the intent of the company is to operate only the five additional 
accessible vehicles at YVR with the remaining 30 vehicles continuing to operate in Richmond 
excluding YVR. Legal counsel for Garden City Cabs also provided staff with an extract of its 
letter sent to the PTB in response to objections filed by nine metro Vancouver taxi companies to 
the application by Garden City Cabs (see Attachment 4). This extract indicates that Garden 
City Cabs would be willing to accept a specific licence restriction limiting the company's 
origination of fares at YVR to the five additional accessible vehicles being sought. 

4. YVR Regulation of Taxicabs 

The Vancouver Airport Authority (V AA) licences taxis to line up 
at the airport for passenger pick-ups through a contracting process 
with individual companies. As shown in Table 1, a total of 16 
companies with 525 taxicabs are licensed to operate at YVR 
including the other two taxicab companies based in Richmond: 
Kimber Cabs and Richmond Taxi. Currently, 18 of Kimber Cab's 
total of21 vehicles and 74 of Richmond Taxi's total of83 
vehicles may operate at YVR. 

Per the operating conditions of the contracts with V AA, each 
vehicle must execute a minimum of 45 trips monthly, which is 
verified through the use of transponders in the vehicles. 
Richmond Taxi and Kimber Cabs are the only companies that 
may serve the south terminal and both are required to supply a 
minimum of four and one vehicles respectively at the curb with 
mandatory use and access to a GPS system. 

V AA staff advise that the process to add new companies and/or 

Table 1: Taxi Companies 
o that Iperate at YVR 

Taxi Company Licences 
Bonny's 81 
Black Top 5 
Coquitlam 30 
Delta Sunshine 54 
Guildford 17 
Kimber 18 
MacLure's 29 
Newton-Whalley 16 
North Shore 31 
Richmond Taxi 74 
Royal City_ 9 
Sunshine 28 
Surdell Kennedy 40 
Vancouver 3 
White Rock 28 
Yellow 62 
Total 525 

issue additional licences to operate at YVR is undertaken relatively infrequently and typically 
occurs as part of the renewal process of the 5-year term agreements with the taxicab companies. 
During the most recent renewals of the agreements, no additional licences were added in 2008 and 
the June 2013 renewal will increase the number of additional licences by five to 530 should the 
application by Garden City Cabs be approved. 
3900474 
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With respect to the Garden City Cabs application to operate five accessible vehicles at YVR, V AA 
staff advise that the application is supported for the following reasons: 

• the company's geographical proximity to the airport allows for faster customer response should 
there be a sudden demand for more taxicabs at the airport; 

• a high percentage of customer outbound trips are destined for Richmond and a local company is 
viewed as having better knowledge of the area and thus better service levels; 

• taxicab account holders expect to be able to access all local taxi companies (i.e., all those based 
in Richmond) when departing the airport; 

• business peaks at YVR are different from those within Richmond such that a local company can 
serve both markets; and 

• the company is well-established with a good reputation and, in terms of equitable access, a local 
company in particular should not be excluded from operating at YVR. 

5. PTB Consideration of Application 

PTB staff advise that a panel of the Board reviews all the application materials prior to making a 
decision. The Board may approve, in whole or in part, or refuse an application. If the 
application were approved in whole, then the service area exclusion would be removed and 
Garden City Cabs could allocate its vehicles as it chooses, subject to any agreements with third 
parties such as V AA. 

If the application were approved in part, the Board would set different terms and conditions of 
licence from those that were published. For example, the Board has, in the past, specified the 
number of vehicles that may be associated with a specific service area or tied its approval of 
additional vehicles to a specific contract, including an airport contract. 

6. Staff Comments 

If the application was approved by the PTB in whole, then all 39 vehicles in Garden City Cabs' 
fleet would be permitted to service the airport subject to VAA granting the additional licences. 
Notwithstanding Garden City Cabs' stated current commitment to operate only the five 
additional accessible vehicles at YVR, the complete removal of the service area restriction would 
allow the company in the future to allocate more of its fleet to serve YVR (assuming V AA issues 
more licences) without requiring PTB approval or input from the City. This potential scenario 
could be detrimental to taxicab service within Richmond as there would be fewer vehicles 
available to serve the community. 

The application is supportable, for the reasons stated by V AA staff in Section 4 and the potential 
increase in taxis to serve the community, on the condition that the removal of the service area 
restriction is applied only to the new additional accessible vehicles as indicated by legal counsel 
for Garden City Cabs in Attachment 4. Accordingly, staff recommend that the City provide a 
submission to the PTB regarding the application by Garden City Cabs that: 

• expresses the City'S concern with the potential erosion of taxicab service within Richmond 
should the application from Garden City Cabs be approved in whole; and 

• requests that the application be approved in part with the five additional accessible vehicles 
to be associated only with the specific service area of Richmond including YVR, with all 

3900474 
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other fleet vehicles (i.e., the original 30 vehicles plus the additional four conventional 
vehicles) continuing to be excluded from servicing YVR. 

The effect of the application being approved in part as proposed above would ensure that any 
future efforts of Garden City Cabs to allocate more taxis to serve YVR would require an 
application to the PTB and thus municipal consultation and input into the approval process. 

Should the Passenger Transportation Board approve the application, staff would bring forward a 
bylaw amendment to the Business Licence Bylaw to increase the number of licensed Vehicle for 
Hire vehicles regulated under the Vehicle for Hire Bylaw. 

Financial Impact 

None. 

Conclusion 

The submission of City comments to the Passenger Transportation Board with respect to the 
application by Garden City Cabs for additional vehicles as well as the ability to serve YVR would 
assist the Board in considering the potential negative impacts to taxicab service levels within 
Richmond during its decision process. 

oan Caravan 
Transportation Planner 
(604-276-4035) 

JC:lce 
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Attachment 1 

Municipal Notice I Taxi Applications PTBoardForm4 
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(b) includ~copj~$ofthe forrnsiB tli~irappliciltion package. 

Note: '.· ... The.,.passeng~r;~an;~ort~tlpn··~o~rd sends'applicanfia CO~ybfahy:·~.~gat,Je'c~rn~eni~·'ti··.··.:.i:} 
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NOTICE 

To: Chief Administrative Officer 

City of Richmond June 12, 2013 

Name of Municipality Date 

Please be advised that the Licensee or New Applicant listed on page 2 of this Notice is 
applying to the Passenger Transportation Board to provide taxi service in your 
municipality. 

A municipality may send comments about this application or taxi services in general to 
the Passenger Transportation Board by: 

Fax: (250) 953-3788 

E-mail: 

Mail: 

ptboard@gov.bc.ca 

PO Box 9850 STN PROV GOVT 
Victoria British Columbia V8W 9T5 

We recommend that municipalities comment within 30 days of receipt of this notice. 
This should ensure that comments are received on time. 

After an applicant sends its municipal notices and submits its application, the Board 
publishes the application in the Board's "Weekly Bulletin." Bulletins are published on 
Wednesdays. They may be viewed online at: http://www.th.gov.bc.ca/ptb/bulletins.htm. 
The Board will consider any comments received up until 15 days after publication in the 
"Weekly Bulletin". 

PT Board Form 4 Mtlllicipal Notice February 2012 Page 1 of 2 

PDV Forms I\\ckafSl~ 
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To confirm whether the comment period is still open, municipal representatives can call 
the Board office at 250-953-3777 or email ptboard@gov.bc.ca. 

Part 1: To be completed by PT Licensees 
_licensee _ _ _____ - __ __ _ - _ ____ __ 

Legal Name: Garden City Cabs of Richmond Ltd. 

Trade Name: Garden City Cabs 
------~----------------------------------------

PT Licence Number: 71373 -----------------------------------------------
Fleet Size (Taxis only) 

Current Number of Conventional Taxis: 

Current Number of Accessible Taxis 

Numb~rof·A~~liIQn\lICOn\f~ntid'~~1 Tal!iSRE1qUeste~:·····. 
Nu~~er of i~diticihaIAJc~sSI~I~_r~Xis~~~~~st~d·. < 

18 

12 

Operating Area (check one) - - - -

119 I operate in this municipality (current licence prevents pick up of passengers at Vancouver 
I nternational Airport) 

D I am applying to operate in this municipality _____________ _ 

My total originating area is: City of Richmond - if application approved, Garden City Cabs 

will be permitted to add 5 accessible cabs to its fleet that will pick up passengers at the YVR Main Terminal 
and 4 conventional taxIs that will pick up passengers In the City of Richmond proper. 

Part 2: To be completed by new applicants 
Applica nt - - - -

Legal Name: 

Trade Name: 

Fleet Size Requested 

Number of Conventional Taxis: 

Number of Accessible Taxis: 

~ Operating Area - ' 

The originating area I'm applying for is: 
(please list a/l municipalities and areas) 

PTBoardForm4 M\micipal Notice February 2012 Page 2 012 

PDV Forms P,1cki\ge 
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Attachment 2 

• • pa'7'7enger 
rRA NSPORTA nON BOA no 202-9Q()8l ANSHAROSTREET' PO BOX 9950STN PI?OVGOVT • itlCTORIA BC V8W9TS 

Application # 

Trade Name (s) 

Principals 

Address 

Current Licence 

Application 
Summary 

Application Summary 
Taxi · Amendment to Licence 

109-13 I Applicant I Garden City Cabs of Richmond Ltd. 

Garden City Cabs 

HUNDAL, Surinderjit S. PUREWAL, Amrik S. 
RANDHAWA, Paramjit S. WAHLLA, )oginder S. 
148 - 2633 Viking Way, Richmond BC V6V 3B6 

71373 (copy attached) 

• Change Originating ar ea for Service 1 by removing "excluding the 
Vancouver International Airport" 

• Add 9 vehicles (4 conventional & 5 accessible). New fleet size 
would be 39 vehicles of which 22 may be conventional; all others 
must be accessible taxis. 

TIle applicant seeks the following new terms and conditions of licence. 

Special 
Authorization: Passenger Directed Vehicle (PDV) 

Terms & Conditions: 

Maximum Fleet 39 motor vehicles of which a maxi mum of 22 may be conventional taxis. All 
Size: other vehicles are accessible taxis. 

Vehicle Mix At all times, the licensee must operate a fleet of vehicles with where the mix of 
Requirements: vehicles is at a minimum ratio of 3 to 1 conventional taxis to accessible taxis. 

Minimum A minimum of two wheel chair accessible vehicles in the fleet must be available 
Operating to serve passengers originating in the City of Richmond 24 hours a day, 7 days a 

ReQuirement: week. 

Flip Seat Passengers may be seated in moveable "flip seats" or "let down seats" that are 
Authorizati on : installed behind the driver in accordance with Division 10.07(5) of the Motor 

Vehicle Act Regulations. 

Service Priority Persons with mobility aids who require the accessible taxi for transportation 
Limitation: purposes are priority clients for the dispatch of accessible taxiS. The applicant 

must at all times use a dispatch and reservation system that dispatches 
accessible taxis on a priority basiS to clients who have a need for accessible 
vehicles. 

Specialty The accessible taxis must be operated in accordance with the Motor Vehicle 
Vehicles: Act Regulations including Division 10 (motor c8ITiers) and Division 44 (mobility 
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aid accessible taxi standards), as amended from time to time, and in accordance 
with any other applicable equipment regulations and standards. 

Eco-Friendly Any additional conventional taxis approved for this licence on or after May 16, 
Taxis: 2007 and for which a passenger transportation identifier is issued, must be 

operated as . eco-friendly taxis' as defined by Board Policy Guidelines in effect at 
the time the vehicle is issued a passenger transportation identifier. 

Vehicle A driver and not less than 2 and not more than 7 passengers. 
Capacity: 

Service 1: The following terms and conditions apply to Service 1. 

Originating Area: Transportation of passengers may only originate from points within the City of 
Richmond. 

Destination Area: Transportation of passengers may terminate at any point in British Columbia and 
beyond the British Columbia border when engaged in an extra-provincial 
undertaking. 

Return Trips: The same passengers may only be returned from where their return trip 
terminates in the destination area to any point within the originating area when 
the return trip is arranged by the time the originating trip terminates. 

Reverse Trips: Transportation of passengers may only originate from the destination area when 
the transportation terminates within the originating area and the cost of the 
reverse trip is billed to an active account held by the licence holder that was 
established before the trip was arranged. 

Express (i) Vehicles must be equipped with a meter that calculates fares on a time and 
Authorizations: distance basis . 

(ii) Vehicles may be equipped with a top light. 

(iii) The operator of the vehicle may, from within the originating area only, pick up 
passengers who hail or flag the motor vehicle from the street. 

Taxi Bill of a) A Taxi Bill of Rights issued by the Ministry of Transportation (''Taxi Bill of 
Rights: Rights") must be affixed to an interior rear-seat, side window o.f each taxicab 

operated under the licence. 

b) The Taxi Bill of Rights must at all times be displayed in an upright position 
with the complete text intact and visible to passengers. 

c) Licensees may only display a current Taxi Bill of Rights. 

Taxi Taxi camera equipment may only be installed and operated in vehicles when the 
Cameras: licensee is in compliance with applicable taxi camera rules, standards and 

orders of the Passenger Transportation Board. 

Share 1. For a period of five years following the initial licence issuance, no share 
Restriction: or shares of Garden City Cabs of Richmond Ltd. can be transferred 

without the prior written consent of the Passenger Transportation 
Board. 

2. For a period of four years following the initial licence issuance Garden 

3900474 
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City Cabs of Richmond Ltd. must, at the time of licence renewal, submit 
a notarized list of all its current shareholders and officers to the 
Registrar of Passenger Transportation. 

Transfer of a This special authorization may not be assigned or transferred except with 
licence: the approval of the Board pursuant to section 30 of the Passenger 

Transportation Act. 

For office use only 
Publication of June 12,2013 
Application: 

Deadline for June 27, 2013 
Submissions: 

Poge3 Application Sunnnary Pas ..... gtT TrIIrnp<!rtation Beard 
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Tobin S. Robbins 

T604891.1194 
F 1 866591.8103 
trobbins@heenan,ca 

1055 West Hastings Street 
Suite 2200 
Vancouver, British Columbia 
Canada V6E 2E9 

heenanblaikie.com 

BY E-MAIL (vwei@richmond.ca) 

June 27, 2013 

City of Richmond 
6911 No.3 Road 
Richmond, BC V6Y 2CI 

Attachment 3 

Heenan Blaikie 

01 Counsel 
The Right Honoura~e Pierre Elliott Trudeau, P.C., C.C., C.H., O.C., FRSC (1984·2000) 
The Right Honoura~e Jean Chretien, P.C., C.C., a.M., O.C. 
The Honourable Donald J. Johnston, P.C., a.c., o.c. 
Donald R. Munroe, O. C. 
Pierre Marc Johnson, G.O.O., FRSC 
The Honourable Michel Bastarache, C.C. 
The Honourable Rane Dussault, O.C., 0.0" FRSC, Ad. E. 
Peter M. Blaikie, O.C. 
Andre Bureau, O.C., 0.0. 

Our Reference: 047781-0008 

Attention: Victor Wei, P.Eng., Director, Transportation 
Glen McLaughlin, Chief Licence Officer & Risk Manager 

Re: Passenger Transportation Application 109-13 
Garden City Cabs of Richmond Ltd. 

Dear Sirs: 

I act for Garden City Cabs of Richmond Ltd. ("Garden City') on its application for nine 
additional taxi licences to its current fleet of 3 0 vehicles. In that capacity, I was copied on a letter 
from the BC Passenger Transportation Board ("PT Board") to tlle City of Richmond dated June 
26,2013. That letter was in response to one from the City dated June 25, 2013. 

As noted on page 1 of the response from the PT Board, if Application 109-13 is approved, 
Garden City intends to add five accessible taxis to its fleet that will operate full time at 
Vancouver International Airport ("YVR"). Support for Garden City's application is by way of a 
letter dated April 29, 2013 from the Vancouver Airport Authority ("Airport Authority") to 
Garden City. The letter has been submitted to the PT Board as part of Garden City's application 
package. A copy is enclosed as Appendix A. 

The letter from the Airport Authority indicates that,- subject to approval of the PT Board, it 
intends to enter into a contract with Garden City to operate five accessible taxis at YVR. For 
your information, this contract will be on the same terms as the new contracts between the 
existing 16 Metro Vancouver taxi companies and Airport Authority that were signed and 
submitted by each of the 16 companies to Airport Authority management on June 26, 2013. All 
the new airport taxi contracts are for a minimum term ending on December 3 1, 2017. 

In terms of the number of taxis that the Airport Authority will contractually permit to sit in the 
taxi queues at YVR, the only change between the current contracts with the 16 taxi companies 
and the new contracts with 17 taxi companies (including Garden City) is that the maximum YVR 
taxi fleet will increase to 530 taxis from the current maximum of 525. The additional five 
vehicles will be accessible taxis to be operated by Garden City. 

Heenan Blaikie UP, an Alberta Umited Uabilily Partner.;hip 
Lawyer.; I PalentandTrade-marl<Agenls 
Vancouver Vrotoria Calgary Montreal Toronto Ottawa Quebec Sherbrooke Trois-Rive.... 
Pais Singapore 
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Page 2 

In its Manual of Operational Policies, at OPill.9 (copy attached as Appendix B), the PT Board 
deftnes Vancouver International Airport for purposes of the terms and conditions of taxi company 
operating licences as "... the international, domestic or south terminals of the Airport, together 
with all Canada Line statio)1s located on Sea Island. It does not refer to other businesses and 
organizations on Sea Island in the Municipality of Richmond." 

Should the PT Board approve Garden City's application to remove the YVR operating exclusion 
from its Passenger Transportation Licence and add ftve additional accessible vehicles to its fleet, 
Garden City intends to immediately sign a contract with the Airport Authority to operate these 
ftve vehicles on a full-time basis at YVR. Under the terms of the contract, it is only these five 
vehicles that will be permitted to sit in the taxi queues in order to pick up passengers at any of the 
domestic, international or south terminals. 

Further, under the terms of Garden City's contract with the Airport Authority, the existing 30 
vehicles in Garden City's fleet will not be permitted to sit in the taxi queues at any of the three 
terminals. Garden City's existing fleet will continue to operate as it does currently originating 
fares from customers in the City of Richmond, excluding YVR. The very limited circumstances 
where any ofthe 30 vehicles in Garden City's current fleet is able to pick up a fare at YVR, will 
not change if Application 109-13 is granted. The "reverse trip" must originate at YVR, terminate 
elsewhere in Richmond and the cost of the trip must be billed to a Garden City active account 
customer. 

Finally, Application 109-13, if approved in its entirety, would allow Garden City to add four 
additional conventional taxis to its current fleet of 18 conventional vehicles. These four 
additional vehicles will not be part of the contract with the Airport Authority and at no time will 
any of them be permitted to sit in the taxi queues at YVR. 

My client hopes that this letter will provide assurance to the City of Richmond that if the YVR 
service exclusion is removed from the Company's PT Licence, Garden City only intends to 
operate the five additional accessible vehicles being applied for under Application 109-13, and no 
other vehicles, in the Airport Authority managed taxi queues at YVR. 

Yours truly, 

TSRlmm 
Encls. 

cc: B.C.,Passenger Transportation Board 
Attention: Jan Broocke, Director and Secretary to the Board 

Client 
HBdaes - 14225325vl 

Heenan Blaikie 
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April 29, 2013 

VANCOUVER 
AIRPORT 
AUTHORITY 

Garden City Cabs 
148 - 2633 Viking Way 
Richmond, BC 
V6V3B6· 

Attachment 3 Cont'd 

APPENDIX A 

Please accept this letter as confirmation that the Vancouver Airport Authority 
supports Garden City Cabs application to alter their existing condition of license to 
include pickup rights from the Vancouver Airport. 

The Authority intends to include Garden City Cabs (pending approval from the 
Passenger Transportation Board) as an addition to our existing 16 taxi operators 
under terms currently being finalized on a new taxi agreement at the airport. 

The Authority is in receipt of an offer from the existing 16 taxi companies that 
includes the addition of 5 Wheelchair Accessible Taxis ryvATs) to our eXisting 525 
licensed fleet. If approved by the PTB, Garden City would begin service when a fully 
executed agreement is in operation. 

Please advise the PTB that they can contact us if they have any further questions or 
if we can be of assistance in any way. 

Sincerely yours, 

Susan Stiene 
Director, Commercial Services 

P.O. BOX 23750 
AIRPORT POSTAL OUTLET 
RICHMOND. Be CANADA V7B lY7 
WWW.YVR.CA 

TEt..EPHONE bD~.276.6500 
FACSIMILi: 60.4.276.6505 
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. 'Passenger Transportation Board - Operational Policies Page 20 of32 

Policy 

Effective Date 

OP III.9 

Purpose 

Legislation 

Context 

Policy 

Note 

Effective Date 

APPEN]}fXB 

verbally or by motion. 

Unless otherwise approved by the Board, authorization to pick up 
passengers who hail or flag a motor vehicle from the street will be applied t 

taxi services. 

November 10, 
2004 

Revised May 28, 2008 

Definition of Vancouver International Airport 

To clarify the term "Vancouver International Airport" (YVR) as it is used in 
some terms and conditions of licence. 

The Passenger Transportation Act, section 28(2)(a), enables to the Board t( 

establish terms and conditions of licence on Special Authorization licences. 

Some taxi and limousine licences permit or prohibit the origination or 

destination of passengers at the "Vancouver International Airport" (YVR). 

YVR is located on Sea Island, In .the CIty of Richmond. FacilitIes at the alrpo 
proper Include two parallel east-west runways and one cross-wind runway. 

Connected International and Domestic terminals serve destinations In 

Canada, the United States and around the world. The South Terminal serve 
smaller communities across British Columbia. As well, 3 Canada Line statior 

are located on Sea Island to serve Vancouver International Airport. 

There are also about 360 businesses and organizations located on Sea islan 

as well as airline maintenance, helicopter and executive aircraft facilities, 

and a fioatplane base. 

For the purposes of terms and conditions of licence, unless otherwise 

specified, a reference to the "Vancouver International Airport" should be 
read as referring to the international, domestic or south terminals of the 

Airport, together with all Canada Line stations located on Sea Island. It doe 
not refer to other businesses and organizations on Sea Island in the 

Municipality of Richmond. 

This policy ciarification is only applicable to terms and conditions of licences 
approved by the Passenger Transportation .Board. Ground transportation at 
YVR is managed by the Vancouver Airport Authority (YVRA) which may havi 
additional requirements or regulations governing the pick up and drop off o· 
passengers at the Airport. 

June 24, 2009 Revised 

http://www.th.gov.bc.ca/ptb/operationa1....Policies.htm 11/15/2011 
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Excerpt of Letter from Legal Counsel for Garden City Cabs 
to Passenger Transportation Board 

Attachment 4 

There are three reasons that GCCR is planning, if Application 109-13 is approved, to place five 
new (additional) accessible vehicles at YVR. First, the Airport Authority requires the additional 
vehicles to be accessible. Accessible vehicles, though more expensive to operate than eco
friendly taxis, serve a dual purpose, wheelchair bound passengers can be easily transported when 
the need arises and at other times, these vehicles can transport a larger number of passengers and 
more luggage. 

Second, to properly service GCCR's current level of business in the City of Richmond, the 
Company does not have sufficient excess vehicle capacity during periods of the day and week to 
be in a position to divert five vehicles on a full time basis to operate at YVR. 

Third, in a letter to the PT Board dated June 25, 2013, the City of Richmond expressed a concern 
about GCCR potentially moving vehicles to YVR and away from servicing taxi users elsewhere 
in the City of Richmond. This concern has arisen because objector Kimber Cabs Ltd. has for 
many years diverted all 18 vehicles in its fleet to full-time operation at YVR. Kimber offers no 
dispatch and little or no taxi service in Richmond. 

To allay the City of Richmond's concern, GCCR has advised Victor Wei, the City's Director of 
Transportation, and by this submission is advising the PT Board, of its willingness to accept a 
specific licence restriction limiting GCCR's origination of fares at YVR, except by way of the 
"reverse trips" provision in the Company's current PT licence, to the five additional accessible 
vehicles being applied for in Application 109-13. 

3900474 
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To: 

From: 

Re: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

John Irving, P. Eng., MPA 
Director Engineering 

Hamilton Child Care Centre Project 

Staff Recommendation 

Report to Committee 

Date: June 27,2013 

File: 06-2052-25-
DCHA1NoI01 

That the approved project description be revised to include construction methods other than 
modular building as acceptable construction methodologies for the Hamilton Child Care facility. 

~ 
John Irving, P. Eng., MPA 
Director Engineering 
(604-276-4140) 

ROUTED To: 

Community Social Development 

REVIEWED BY DIRECTORS 

3872940 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE RENCE OF GENERAL MANAGER 
"""""""""~-'"""'""7 

INITIALS: REVIEWED BY CAO 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

As part of Rezoning Agreement RZ 09-484669 with Translink, to develop a Bus Operations and 
Maintenance Facility in the Hamilton Area, the City negotiated the transfer of 2.43 acres plus a 
monetary contribution of approximately $1,770,000 for community amenities. In June 2010, 
Council endorsed the use of these lands (at 23591 Westminster Highway) and funds for the 
establishment of a City owned child care facility. The report and Council approved project scope 
was specific that the facility was to be of modular construction. 

The purpose of this report is to seek Council approval for staff to also consider construction of 
the child care facility using wood frame construction. 

Analysis 

Past child care Needs Assessments have shown that there exists a strong need for this type of 
facility in the Hamilton area. The contemplated facility design is nearing completion and will be 
approximately 3,400 fF in order to accommodate 33 child care spaces. The anticipated facility 
delivery timeframe is July 2014 and the approved project budget is $1,770,000. 

In June 2010, Council approved the rezoning report which included a stipulation that the child 
care facility would be of modular construction. 

Through the course of the child care facility design, it was found that there is now very limited 
competition in the modular building construction industry. Specifically, one of the two local 
fabricators of modular buildings are no longer in business, leaving only one to provide pricing to 
construct this facility and complete delivery within the defined timeframe. 

An alternative construction method for the child care facility is using standard wood-frame 
construction (completed on the site as opposed to in a fabrication shop). Wood-frame 
construction is a well established industry standard for facilities which are the size and type of 
the proposed child care facility. It is typical of what would be used for residential houses, 
townhouse complexes, etc., throughout the Province. 

It is anticipated that construction using the wood-frame methodology will reflect cost savings 
and be favourable to the project schedule, without compromising the end-user's needs. 
Accordingly, it is recommended that construction of the child care facility not be limited to 
modular, in order to ensure that best value can be realized. 

Financial Impact 

None. 
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Conclusion 

Through the rezoning process the City negotiated funding to complete construction of a new 
Hamilton child care facility through modular construction. As there is limited local modular 
construction suppliers, standard wood-frame construction should also be considered. Wood 
frame construction is a well established industry practice which is likely to provide project cost 
savings on this child care facility project. 

Jim V. Young, P. Eng. 
Senior Manager 
(604-247-4610) 

JY:tvvv 
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To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Public Works and Transportation Committee 

John Irving, P.Eng. MPA 
Director, Engineering 

Report to Committee 

Date: June 14,2013 

File: 10-6340-01/2013-Vol 
01 

Re: No.2 Road Drainage Box Culvert Replacement Funding 

Staff Recommendation 

That $251,500 of Drainage Utility Reserve funding be approved for the No.2 Road Drainage 
Box Culvert Replacement, and that the 2013 - 2017 Five Year Financial Plan Bylaw be amended 
accordingly. 

/7 

John Irving, p,En5 
Director, Engineering 
(604-276-4140) 

ROUTED To: 

Finance Division 
Sewerage & Drainage 

REVIEWED BY DIRECTORS 

3893782 

REPORT CONCURRENCE 

CONCURRENCE COe~ENCEOc&rNERAL MANAGER 

~ 
, ~' > 

~. (-------. 

~ ,~ ••• ,-•••••• , __ ••• ».> •••••••••••••••••••• , ........ __ ::s 
INITIALS: REVIEWED BY CAO 

I"~) b 

CNCL - 485



June 14,2013 - 2 -

Staff Report 

Origin 

In February 2013, sinkholes appeared in the gravel boulevard adjacent to 11400 No.2 Road. 
Further investigation revealed significant cracks and settlement in the old box culvert. Staff 
immediately proceeded to have an engineering design completed and requested quotations from 
the contracting community to complete the work. 

The purpose of this report is to request a resolution of Council to amend the 2013 - 2017 Five 
Year Financial Plan Bylaw to include the No.2 Road Drainage Box Culvert Replacement and 
request the associated funding. 

Analysis 

Recently, monitoring of the box culvert showed continued deterioration and an immediate repair 
response was now necessary to ensure damage from the sinkholes did not continue further and 
compromise public health and safety. Therefore, in accordance with Procurement Policy 3104 a 
contractor has now been retained to carry out emergency repair works in order to return the 
drainage service to normal. 

The estimated cost of the repair is $251,500 based on quotations that staff received from 
contractors. There is sufficient Drainage Utility Reserve funding available to fund the $251,500 
project cost. 

Financial Impact 

The financial impact will be $251,500 funded from the Drainage Utility Reserve. This 
adjustment will be reflected in the amendment of the 2013-2017 Five Year Financial Plan 
Bylaw. 

Conclusion 

Given the emergency nature of the repair and the need for an immediate response, staff 
recommends that the 2013 - 2017 Five Year Financial Plan Bylaw be amended to include the No.2 
Road Drainage Box Culvert Replacement and the associated cost of $251 ,500 be provided through 
the Drainage Utility Reserve funding. 

Anthony Fu, P.Eng. 
Project Engineer 
Engineering Design & Construction 
(4905) 
AF:af 
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Tom Stewart, AScT. 
Director, Public Works Operations 

Report to Committee 

Date: June 24, 2013 

File: 10-6370-10-05/2013-
Vol 01 

Re: Options for Food Scraps and Organics Collection Services for Multi-Family 
Dwellings and Commercial Businesses 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That a pilot program for food scraps and organics collection services for multi-family 
dwellings and commercial businesses, as outlined in Option 1 of the staff report dated 
June 24, 2013 from the Director - Public Works Operations, be approved. 

2. That the Chief Administrative Officer and General Manager, Engineering & Public Works 
be authorized to negotiate and execute an amendment to Contract T.2988, Residential Solid 
Waste & Recycling Collection Services, to service, acquire, store, assemble, label, deliver, 
replace and undertake related tasks for the carts, kitchen containers and related items 
associated with this temporary pilot program. 

3. That an amendment to the City's Five Year Financial Plan (2013-2017) to include capital 
costs of $200,000 and operating costs of $120,000 for undertaking a pilot program for 
food scraps and organics collection services for Multi-Family Dwellings and Commercial 
Businesses, with funding from the City's general solid waste and recycling provision, be 
brought forwar for Council consideration. 

Tom Stewart, AScT. 
Director, Public Works Operations 
(604-233-3301) 

ROUTED To: 

Finance Division 

REVIEWED BY DIRECTORS 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

At their September 24,2012 meeting, Council approved new and enhanced levels of service for 
residential food scraps and organics recycling collection services via the 'Green Cart' program
which commenced June 1,2013. This service is geared to single-family and ground level 
townhome dwellings, but does not include multi-level multi-family or apartment-style dwellings. 
As such, Council requested that staff review and report on potential options for food scraps and 
organics collection services for residents in multi-family dwellings and commercial businesses. 
This report responds to Council's request. 

Analysis 

Background 

The June 1,2013 launch ofthe new 'Green Cart' program expanded food scraps/organics 
collection service to over 11,000 townhome dwellings. When combined with existing service to 
single-family dwellings, food scraps/organics recycling collection service is now available to 
approximately 60% of total residential dwellings in Richmond, or over 40,000 units. The next 
logical progression is to expand food scraps and organics recycling collection to residents in 
multi-level multi-family dwellings in order to make this service available to 100% of residents in 
Richmond. This is an important next step to ensure all residents in Richmond have access to 
food scraps/organics recycling services by 2015, when a ban on all compostable organics is 
contemplated in the Metro Vancouver Integrated Solid Waste and Resource Management Plan. 

Service to multi-family developments is challenging for a number of reasons including: space 
limitations for recycling containers; lack of quality control regarding materials being placed in 
communal containers (since it cannot be determined which resident placed non-acceptable 
materials in them) this also complicates the ability for targeted education; and reduced ability 
to motivate residents through limitations on garbage disposal since dumpster-style containers are 
traditionally used for garbage. Many commercial businesses have similar challenges and may 
not be familiar with pending disposal bans on compostable organics. To help expand food 
scraps/organics recycling to these sectors in a manner which addresses key challenges and 
adequately prepares residents and businesses for the upcoming disposal ban in 2015, this report 
explores options which could be pursued by the City. 

Options 

Three options are presented in detail for Council's consideration as follows. 

Option 1: Pilot Program (Recommended) 

A program modelled somewhat after the "Green Cart" program could be undertaken at 
approximately 100 sites/buildings (comprising approximately 5,000 units) and including a 
variety of multi-family, and mixed use developments. Several smaller-style commercial strip 
malls (four to six) could also be incorporated into the pilot, at the option of the business and/or 
property manager. The pilot would be based on communally situated carts of a size suitable to 
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the unique requirements of each complex. Individual in-suite collection containers (i.e. 'kitchen 
containers') would be provided for convenient, temporary storage of scraps which can then be 
emptied into the communal carts. A variety of approaches could be tested at various sites 
including: 

• carts lined with City-provided, approved compostable plastic liner bags vs. unlined carts 
where cart cleaning services may be provided; 

• scraps wrapped in paper-only based materials vs. encouraging residents to collect scraps 
in any style plastic bag which the resident would then empty into the communal cart/s -- a 
convenient disposal receptacle would be provided to discard the emptied plastic bags 
into; 

• an option for building managers to temporarily remove their garbage dumpsterls and 
instead use city-provided garbage carts (serviced by the City) to address space 
challenges, evaluate garbage disposal cost reduction opportunities, and provide additional 
incentives to residents to reduce garbage (i.e. reduced capacity for garbage disposal and 
increased capacity for food scraps/organics recycling); 

• varied approaches to education such as door-to-door only vs. lobby information sessions 
coupled with individual building/site recycling champions. 

The approach under this option would be somewhat fluid in order to work with individual 
building representatives/strata councils to customize the program as much as possible to promote 
participation and gain valuable information from which to model a full-scale program. Issues 
such as contamination levels, logistical issues, quantity and type of materials collected, estimated 
diversion and resident feedback would be measured. 

Staff propose that the program be implemented in a transitional manner commencing in the fall, 
2013 and run through the end of 20 14 as the trial period. Collection services could be provided 
under an agreement with the City'S existing recycling and waste collection service provider, 
Sierra Waste Services. The key terms of the agreement are outlined in Attachment 1. A 
progress report could be provided after approximately six months as part of starting to formulate 
recommendations for a permanent, full-scale program. 

The estimated cost of this option is $200,000 for capital start up costs, plus monthly operating 
costs ranging from $25,000 to $40,000, depending on quantities of materials collected. 
Operating costs in 2013 would not exceed $120,000, based on a projected October, 2013 
implementation. Total costs in 2014 (based on full year costs) would range from approximately 
$330,000 to $450,000, depending on whether the multi-family dwellings elect to use City service 
for garbage collection in addition to organics. Should this option be approved, staff recommend 
that the cost of the program be funded from the sanitation and recycling provision. Due to the 
nature of the program being a pilot, service is typically provided at no cost to residents for the 
duration of the program since it is designed to gather information and data to assist the City in 
formulating future program design options. Any commercial business participants would be 
assessed servicing fees on a cost-recovery basis. 
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Option 2: Issue Request for Proposals for a Full-Scale Program 

Under this option, a request for proposals would be issued to the market place to design, develop, 
implement, manage and monitor/evaluate performance of a food scraps/organics collection 
program for all multi-level multi-family dwellings -- including the option for commercial 
businesses to opt into the program on a cost-recovery basis. This would allow the City to test the 
marketplace and gather a variety of proposed approaches from which to implement a program. 

The benefits of this option are that it will result in full-scale implementation at commencement 
of the contract, i.e. likely late Spring, 2014. The disadvantages are that it does not provide the 
option for the City to test different collection models and approaches nor seek public 
consultation on program design parameters prior to implementing the service on a permanent 
basis. For these reasons, this Option is not recommended. 

Option 3: Mandate Food Scraps/Organics Recycling Only 

With this option, the City mandates recycling of food scraps/organics but has no involvement in 
developing the program or providing service to residents in multi-level multi-family dwellings or 
commercial businesses. This leaves the program and service level design entirely at the 
discretion of each individual complex where they would contract privately/make their own 
servicing arrangements independent of the City. The City'S role would become one of education 
and enforcement only. 

This option is not considered to deliver best value to residents due to the 'piecemeal' nature of 
the individual servicing approaches. It does not provide City support to residents and may be 
perceived as a service inequity since these services are provided by the City to residents in 
single-family homes and townhomes. The City would also not be able to gather participation 
and diversion data under this option in order to measure progress toward our goals. For these 
reasons, this option is not recommended. 

Next Steps 

Should Council approve the recommended Option 1 - Pilot Program, next steps would include: 

1. Enter into an amendment agreement under T.2988 to provide food scraps/organics 
recycling collection service for the duration of the pilot with the City's existing service 
provider, Sierra Waste Services. 

2. Finalize the pilot scope including complexes and commercial businesses to be included, 
including engagement of building/property managers. 

3. Engage contract and other resources to finalize program design, scope and outreach 
materials. 

4. Commence program launch in the Fall (estimated October, 2013). 

Financial Impact 

The capital/start-up cost of the proposed pilot program is $200,000, which is comprised of 
$109,800 in contractual costs plus $90,200 for external consultant support and development and 
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delivery of communications outreach materials. Should Council approve this program, costs for 
a full year of operations (in 2014) would range between $330,000 - $450,000, depending on the 
quantities of materials collected. This includes annual contractual operating costs of 
approximately $200,000, plus other costs ranging between $130,000-$250,000 for processing 
and disposal costs (volume dependent), program administration and education. For 2013 the 
annual pro-rated operating costs are $120,000. 

It is proposed to fund the cost of the program from the general solid waste and recycling 
provision. Service to commercial sites would be on a cost-recovery basis. The service would be 
provided at no cost to multi-family dwelling owners/residents during the pilot phase. Staff note 
that a key purpose of the pilot is to help assess overall potential gains or cost offsets for multi
family dwellings in their overall waste management costs, i.e. potential savings in garbage 
disposal costs. 

Conclusion 

Food scraps and organics collection services is currently being provided to all single-family and 
ground level townhome dwellings representing 60% of all residential dwellings in Richmond. 
Residents in multi-level multi-family dwellings currently do not have organics recycling services 
provided by the City. 

As part of advancing toward 70% waste diversion by 2015, the Metro Vancouver region is 
intending to ban all compostable organics from disposal in 2015. To help all residents and 
commercial businesses prepare for the upcoming disposal ban, this report proposes a pilot 
program to test approaches and strategies for food scraps/organics collection commencing Fall, 
2013. Information from this program will be key to developing a successful model for a 
potential full scale program implementation. 

/ 
Suzanne cra 
Manager, Fleet & Environmental Programs 
(604-233-3338) 

SJB: 
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Attachment 1 

Project start up and customer service support to assist with final scope definition and program implementation 

tasks, including the following~i~te:t;m!!is~:~~·~~~~~~~~==~~==:"=~~==~~~~=~~=~ 
, "Acquisition of coiIectioltcarts,~ . 

kitchen containers, disposal 
containers and cart liners as 
directed by the City 

o 80 litre 
o 120litre 
o 240 litre 
o 360 litre 

Liners 
Disposal containers 
Kitchen containers 

; Total (exclusive of taxes) 
. i) Assembly and-delivery of cartS 
; kitchen containers to central site 

ii) Delivery ofkitchen containers 

o Range from 
$40-$80/cart 

l 0 At Cost 
o At Cost 

$ 7,500.00 
$ 7,500.00 
$30,000.00 

$80,000.00 
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To: Public Works and Transportation Committee 

From: Tom Stewart, AScT. 
Director, Public Works Operations 

Report to Committee 

Date: June 24, 2013 

File: 10-6370-01 12013-Vol 
01 

Re: 2012 Update: Recycling and Solid Waste Management - Proposed Increased 
Service Levels 

Staff Recommendation 

1. That the annual Report 2012: Recycling and Solid Waste Management - Expanding 
Services to Achieve Our Goals be endorsed and made available to the community through 
the City's website and other communication medium. 

2. That dry-cell batteries (up to 5 kgs) and cell phones be added to the scope of materials 
accepted at the City's Recycling Depot and that the Chief Administrator Officer and General 
Manager, Engineering and Public Works be authorized to negotiate and execute an 
agreement with Call2Recycle Canada, Inc. on the terms and conditions set out in the report 
from the Director, Public Works Operations dated June 24, 2013, including specifically that 
the City grant an indemnity to Ca1l2Recycle Canada, Inc. for any losses they may suffer in 
connection with the agreement. 

3. That used books be added to the scope of materials accepted at the City's Recycling Depot 
and that the Chief Administrator Officer and General Manager, Engineering and Public 
Works be authorized to negotiate and execute an agreement with Discover Books Ltd. on 
the terms and conditions set outin the report from the Director, Public Works Operations 
dated June 24,2013. 

4. That polystyrene foam (Styrofoam) be added to the scope of materials accepted at the City's 
Recycling Depot. 

Tom Stewart, AScT. 
Director, Public Works Operations 
(604-233-3301) 

Att.1 
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Staff Report 

Origin 

The City has established a waste diversion target of70% by 2015, aspiring to 80% by 2020 in 
accordance with the regional Integrated Solid Waste and Resource Management Plan 
(lSWRMP). The City offers a number of waste reduction and recycling programs to the 
community in working toward these targets. To track progress on these programs and report 
back to the community, the annual Report 2012: Recycling and Solid Waste Management
Expanding Services to Achieve Our Goals is presented (Attachment 1). This report highlights 
Richmond's comprehensive programs and results achieved in 2012, as well as provides insights 
into upcoming initiatives. 

Further, the City is continually reviewing opportunities to expand our services through new 
initiatives such as product stewardship programs and through growth in recycling commodity 
markets. To that end, this report outlines items for Council's consideration which could be 
added to the scope of materials accepted at the City Recycling Depot. 

Analysis 

Report 2012 Overview 

As highlighted in Report 2012 Chapters 1 3, key recycling and solid waste management actions 
centered on establishing foundational elements for expanding organics recycling services (i.e. the 
Green Cart program), including to multi-family town home residences, in 2013. Expanding the 
scope of materials accepted at the Recycling Depot and enhancing recycling in public spaces and 
at public events was another focus area. Continued community engagement to promote 
recycling through workshops, displays, theatrical productions at elementary schools, the REaDY 
Summit, and youth involvement via the Green Ambassador volunteer program was another 
important aspect to the activities undertaken during 2012. 

Key results included 61 % waste diversion from single-family residences with over 9,300 tonnes 
of traditional recyclables collected through the Blue Box and Blue Cart programs and over 
15,000 tonnes of yard trimmings and food scraps collected through curbside and drop off 
programs. These and other results are described in more detail in Report 2012. 

An overview of planned and future considerations, such as continued expansion of organics 
service to high-rise, multi-family residences, expanded recycling of demolition waste and 
options to encourage increased recycling through disincentives on garbage disposal (such as 
transitioning to bi-weekly collection service and/or pay-as-you-throw pricing incentives), is 
discussed in Chapter 4 - Towards Our Goals. 

Chapter 5 is included as a handy reference guide for residents and outlines specific locations and 
details on where and how to dispose of a wide variety of household items. It also includes 
detailed information on the wide variety of materials accepted in the City's various recycling 
programs. 
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As part of sharing the results of our progress in 2012, staff recommends that the annual Report 
2012: Recycling and Solid Waste Management - Expanding Services to Achieve Our Goals be . 
posted on the City's website and made available through various communications tools including 
social media channels and as part of other community outreach initiatives. 

Expanded Services at Recycling Depot 

As part of the ongoing review in making recycling services more convenient and accessible for 
residents, the City regularly evaluates new stewardship programs and monitors growth in 
recycling commodity markets with a view toward expanding the range of materials accepted. 

In relation to the Recycling Depot, the City has been in contact with the product steward 
representative for used consumer batteries and cell phones, with an offer for the City to collect 
these materials where compensation is provided by the steward. In addition, Discover Books has 
requested that the City consider installing a used book container at the Recycling Depot. In each 
case, an agreement would be entered into and the key terms are highlighted below. In addition to 
these items, staff are also recommending that polystyrene foam (i.e. Styrofoam) also be added as 
a material accepted at the Recycling Depot on an ongoing basis. These materials can be 
handled/managed within existing staff resources allocated to the Recycling Depot. 

Consumer Batteries and Cell Phones - are captured under Schedule 3, Electronic and Electrical 
Product Category, of the BC Environmental Management Act - Recycling Regulation. Materials 
collected under this program include dry-cell batteries weighing less than 5 kg each (including 
nickel cadmium, nickel metal hydride, lithium ion, nickel zinc, small sealed lead, single-use 
batteries - like alkaline) and all types of cell phones with or without the cell phone battery (but 
not cell phone chargers). Batteries and cell phones are recycled and used to create other types of 
materials, including new batteries and stainless steel products. 

Ca1l2Recycle Canada, Inc. is an approved steward for this program and has offered the City to 
act as a collection site. Key details of the agreement include: 

3877881 

The City accepts the materials at no charge from consumers in accordance with 
required collection standards and guidelines. The City invoices Call2Recycle 
Canada, Inc. (on a quarterly basis) a material handling fee of $0.3 8 per kilogram 
of materials received (approximately $100/drum) plus shipping costs. Materials 
are shipped to Toxco Waste Management in Trail, B.C.; 

The City is responsible for costs associated with managing contaminants above 
5% by weight; 

The agreement term is one year, with automatic renewals in successive one year 
terms unless terminated by either party. The agreement may be terminated upon 
90 days written notice by either party, or in 60 days in cases where any breaches 
to the agreement have not been remedied by either party; 

The City must maintain minimum insurance coverages. 
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The City has title to the collected materials until they are shipped to Call2Recycle 
Canada Inc. 

Each party grants the other party an indemnity from liability associated with 
negligent acts/omissions or wilful misconduct in the performance of duties under 
the agreement. These indemnifications survive the expiration, termination or 
cancellation of the agreement. 

Recommendation: It is recommended that dry-cell batteries and cell phones be added to the 
scope of materials accepted at the City's Recycling Depot and that the City enter into an 
agreement with Call2Recycle Canada, Inc. in respect to these materials. The effective date will 
coincide with agreement execution and timeframe requirements for operational site set up, i.e. 
expected within two to three months of Council approval. 

Book Bin - Discover Books Ltd. has requested to place one of their bins at the Recycling Depot 
to collect used books. Discover Books Ltd. works with schools, libraries and charity 
organizations to promote various reading programs. They will sell and reuse books, and recycle 
those that are in poor condition or are damaged. In making the service available at the Recycling 
Depot, this would allow the City to enhance convenient recycling services for residents, 
contribute toward increased waste diversion, and promote education through reuse and recycling 
of books. 

To accommodate this service, the City can enter into a partnering agreement with Discover 
Books Ltd. which would allow placement of the bin on City land at no cost to Discover Books 
Ltd. In accordance with the Community Charter, this partnering arrangement must first be 
advertised before the City is able to allow Discover Books Ltd. to use City land (i.e. Recycling 
Depot) for free. Key details of the agreement include: 

3877881 

Discover Books Ltd. provides the collection container/book bin, transports and 
empties the contents on a weekly basis, cleans the area around the book bin and 
maintains the book bin in a presentable manner (free of graffiti or rust). 

Discover Books Ltd. takes responsibility for handling/management of all books 
and provides records and statistics to the City including items such as tonnage, 
books re-used, recycled or disposed, and the names of approved organizations 
receiving books. 

No fees will be paid by Discover Books Ltd. to the City for the placement of bins 
on City land. Similarly, no fees will be paid by the City for the service provided 
by Discover Books Ltd. 

Discover Books Ltd. grants indemnity to the City of Richmond for its errors, 
omissions or acts and maintains insurance satisfactory to the City and naming the 
City as an additional insured. 

Agreement term is one year, with automatic renewals unless terminated by either 
party. The agreement can be terminated upon 10 days prior written notice by 
either party. 
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Recommendation: It is recommended that used books be added to the scope of materials 
accepted at the City's Recycling Depot and that the City enter into a partnering agreement with 
Discover Books Ltd. The effective date will coincide with agreement execution and timeframe 
requirements for operational site set up, i.e. expected within two to three months of Council 
approval. 

Polystyrene Foam (Styrotoam) - The City has, for the last several years, offered temporary 
(approximately one month duration) collection of polystyrene foam (Styrofoam) to coincide with 
the Christmas season. Until this time, collection has been limited due to the lack of sufficient, 
suitable recycling markets for this material. Given improvements in the local market capacity, 
staff is recommending that polystyrene foam be added as an item accepted on an on-going basis 
at the City's Recycling Depot. 

Items that would be accepted under this program include: white Styrofoam blocks and bagged 
packing peanuts, electronics packing (i.e. foam sheets), foam food containers (cleaned clam 
shells, meat trays, plates, egg cartons). All Styrofoam must be clean and free of contaminants. 
Expanding foam, coloured foam, foam insulation, painted foam, etc. are not accepted. The 
Styrofoam is repurposed into consumer items such as picture frames, crown mouldings, paving 
stones and parking lot curbing. 

A large (40-50 cubic yard) bin would be installed at the Recycling Depot for residents to deposit 
foam materials. Acceptable quantities would be limited to coincide with operational capacity 
issues (approximately one cubic yard per person per day). The bin would be transported by a 
contracted service provider to suitable recycler/s in the region. Total costs vary based on 
volumes received for bin transportation and recycling charges. Transportation charges are 
approximately $175/per pick up/drop off. Recycling charges are approximately $100 per 
container. Based on an estimate of one container emptied twice weekly, total annual costs would 
be approximately $28,600, plus applicable taxes. Costs in 2013 are estimated at approximately 
$9,500 based on a September implementation timeline, and will be accommodated with the 2013 
Sanitation and Recycling Utility budget. Appropriate amounts will be included in the 2014 and 
future budgets to coincide with service level requirements. 

Recommendation: It is recommended that polystyrene foam be added to the scope of materials 
accepted at the City's Recycling Depot. The effective date will coincide with requirements for 
operational site set up, i.e. expected in September, 2013. 

New and Future Planned Initiatives 

Two new key initiatives were introduced in 2013 - the Green Cart and Large Item Pick Up 
programs - which both launched on June 3rd

. Early indications are that the Green Cart program 
is making significant progress toward our 70% waste diversion goal. A significant number of 
residents are also taking advantage of the Large Item Pick Up program, an indication of how 
well received this new level of service has been. Further details will be provided under a 
separate report once further data and trending is better established. 

In addition, the City is continuously reviewing options for new programs and initiatives to 
maximize diversion as we strive toward 70% waste diversion by 2015. As outlined in Report 
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2012 Chapter 4 (pages 38 and 39), the City is looking at opportunities to leverage and/or modify 
existing programs as well as consider new initiatives to drive further reduction. Key highlights 
include: 

o Recycling Depot service expansion to an Eco Centre model, where maximum 
convenience is provided to the public by being able to deliver a much broader range of 
materials to this conveniently located facility, i.e. 'one stop dropping'. 

o Expansion of organics collection to multi-family and, potentially, commercial properties. 
A pilot program based on a centralized collection model will be proposed to help 
formulate options for full scale implementation of organics collection from high-rise, 
multi-family dwellings. 

o Garbage collection service level review where provision of carts for garbage collection 
and a review of service levels will be evaluated. This review will include consideration 
ofbi-weekly garbage collection and/or pay-as-you-throw financial incentives as tools to 
drive further reduction in garbage disposal, while also serving to promote increased 
recycling and waste diversion. 

o Review opportunities to expand the range of materials collected in residential recycling 
programs as a result of the new stewardship program for packaging and printed paper 
(i.e. Multi-Material B.C.) 

Information on these programs will be presented to Council for consideration as they are 
developed. 

Financial Impact 

The addition of consumer batteries and cell phones will result in revenues to the City of$0.38 
per kg or approximately $100 per drum. Total revenues will depend on quantities of material 
received, but are estimated to be less than $5,000 annually. 

Costs associated with accepting polystyrene foam are based on $175 per container service (dump 
and return) and $100 per load. Total annual costs will vary based on the volume of material 
received, but are estimated to be approximately $30,000. Costs in 2013, based on a September, 
2013 start-up are estimated at $9,500 and will be accommodated within the existing Sanitation 
and Recycling Utility Budget. Required allocations will be included in the 2014 and future 
Sanitation and Recycling Utility budget submissions to reflect total annual costs. 

Conclusion 

The City offers a wide range of recycling and solid waste management services to the 
community as part of responsible environmental stewardship and contributing toward regional 
waste diversion targets. Program performance and the year's highlights are captured in Report 
2012: Recycling and Solid Waste Management - Expanding Services to Achieve Our Goals. 
Report 2012 also provides one-stop information on program details and drop off locations for 
convenient disposal of many common household items. To promote the results of our residents' 
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efforts in recycling and waste diversion, it is recommended that Report 2012 be made available 
to the community through the City's website and other communications medium. 

To provide further opportunities as part of expanding our recycling efforts, it is recommended 
that additional materials be added to the scope of materials accepted at the City's Recycling 
Depot including consumer batteries and cell phones; used books and polystyrene foam 
(Styrofoam). 

Suzanne 
Manager, Fleet & Environmental Programs 
(604-233-3338) 
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Attachment 1 
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EXPANDING SERVICES TO ACHIEVE OUR GOALS 

Let's trim our waste! ~~mond 
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202 HEPOR i • EXPM,l)I~m SEHVICES 10 ACJi·HEv !:. OUR GOALS 

ANNUAL OUTLOOK 
EXPANDED AND ENHANCED SERVICES 

TOGETHER, WE'RE MAKING 
CHANGE HAPPEN 
nll~ City's proactive appwacn to deliver nelN and enhanced services makes 
it eas,r and convenient to recycle in Richmond. 

As a member municipality in the Metro VanCOllver region, the Cit>j of Richmond 
is committed to actions in the regional lntegratOO: Solid Wall!:! and Re5ouroe 
Management pJom (JSWRMP) conmming waste reduction, reuse and r~j(!ling. The 
IW/RMP contains a nlJmber of strategies designed to meet regional waste diversion 
goals. of 70% Il'I 201 5, aspiring to 80% di·.rersioo 1l'I20;ro. These linclude ~arbag:e 
disposal bans on many materials that can be rocyded, slICh as yard trimmings. paper 
products, tin and aluminium cans and rigid plastic containers w ith codes &&&&. 
To h~p residents comply ..... ith thew bans, the City is conlinua l~' lfeviewing and 
expanding its seniices to ensure residents ha ... e COflverilE'nt access to reCl/cling 
programs. Durin.>! 2012. the City spent considerable effort e1laluating strategies to help 
residents comply .".~th th~ upcoming 201 5 dispo5a1 ban on rood scraps/organic;;. To 
that end, City Council <llJPI'oved expansion of food scrapslorganics collection servirn ito 
more· than 11 ,000 townhom~ residanlial units to o:JmmEnc~ in JunE 2013. In addition, 
(oulldl approved prcwision of Green Carts to resident,> in :Single-family homes to 
promote greater reC)l( li~ of food scraps in secure contain~rs. The ne>,v Gree:n Cart 
program is an enhanced' service with customized cart Si1E<5., 00 vlJeight Illmits thanks to 
automated lifting dev.ices on co11ection truth, whoo[s for ea5)' manoouvE'rlrlg of carts, 
and attached lids .. Cdl~(lion of materials from Groon Ca.m starts in June 2013. 1n 2013, 
Oity COlJocil w ill ,consider options for providing food scraps/organics collediofi service 
frnr reskle:nts in multi-ievEi mu[ti-fami!y dswlopments. as well as incenmres for ~fard 
trim mings dfOp-off. 

A Ifeliiie-.'lof opporrunnties for increased recyding. Yo'.aste diversion and litter prevention 
contributed to the development ot the IbI!W Larg~ Item Flick Up program, which was 
apprOVEd Il'I Coundl in 2012 and sta ts in June 2013. This ne'w cur'bside collection 
service provides residents. in singl~fami~j homes and to'lllfloomes who rocei'le City 
garbage collection and.1i:J Blue Box service with curbside collection of upro foor 
I.arge hooSEhold items ~ach year. 

The City also expanded the materials accepted al the R2C)'dirlg D~.pDt, located at 
5555 Lynas l ane to include exercise and oobOy ,machines, light bulbs, sewing/knitting 
and textile machines and powl!r tools. This helps our resIDIlnts ha'll'e greater access 
to Olll!-stop ''dropping' for disposing of hard-to·mcycle items. The City crmnflues to 
look at opportunmes to ocO?pt other malPrials at its. ReC1'Cling Depot. Items beirlg 
coMidered ill 2013 iocluaie baUeriE'5, Styrofoam and! books. 

To increaSE> reqding ""hile on the go.. the City's suu.:essful Go! R9()de public 
space~ recydilllg program demoostrat~d that conveniEntly placed rocycling bins lin 
public spaces. can help to decreaSE garbage by 35%. Go!Recydf! hiM have been 
rolled out to City facilities to 'increase access to recyding and are in StEVestOil Villag~ 
and Hugh Boyd Pa.ri::. In 2013. fhese recycling rontain~rs will be expanded to new 
sitE'S in \'i3.rious streetscape:s. parks, t rails, and other arms a5 existing containers 
require replammen!. 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

OM NUAL OU f LOOI( ,,3 ..... II ....... 

3877881 
CNCL - 505



June 24,2013 - 14 -

3877881 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 
CITY OF RICiii-1oo b 

Lefs get to 70% waste diversion together, by trimming our waste 
through recycling, reduced consumption and reuse of products. 

As part of cont inuing to promote recycling in public spares, 
in l Ol l the City worked VI<ith its student Green. Ambassadors 
to set up recycling at 16 different {!l/en!s. GfI!En Am bassador 
volunteers contributed nearly 4,0 00 hours to help support 
recyclil"lg at these ~'ents. The City Green Ambassador 
program has grown to 20 0 (up from 128 in 2{J1 1). This 
important community engagement program helps to 
promote environmental stewardship with youth 11), in\lcll; ing 
them in grassroots recyciil"lg efforts. In 1013. the City is 
working to laurn::h an "Event Recycling Guide" which ·, .... ill 
prCP/ide wastelrecyd ing guide~nes to event organizers, as 
we~ as make containers a'iaiJable for loaning out 10 promote 
recyclil"lg at public eJ/ents as part of public spaces reqrcli l"lg. 

Throogh the City's many waste rooocfion, re-use and 
recycli l"lg programs, resident~ in singBe-ifamily homes are 
now diverting 61% of household '~.\ilste from landfi lls. With 
incmased empha.sis on food scraps recydil"lg and through its 
continued partnerships with produCErs, tile Dty is expecting 
recyclil"lg rates to ,increa.se even higher. and in 2013, tile 
City will be evaluating oppCftunities to expand live· range of 
materials ilia\: can be collected thi-ough the Hlue Box and 
BII.lfl: Cart re.:yding prGglrams. 

In summary, in 2011 Richmond movoo forw'ard Vlqm 
signlf icarU impro\'Ernents to its rocyding and wa5'te 
maoogernent prGgrams. These programs are ifllB[praJ tn 
ilirnie'lli!lJg tile Ciily"s vision for sustaim bility and iI.s kE~t goal 
to be a ~ Recyclif"lg Smart City." O'i1N the past 20 years. the 
City ha·s seen t remoodoU15 success wiIh iI.s !"''1l5te, dilrersioo 
throogh recyding and slJstainable 1'.laste manag.ement. 
Riclvnnoo will cootillIJ!! to capitali:m 011 its successful 
programs b-t eJ{ploJing new oprons for eJ{pandil"lg prog rams 
to reduce and reojde, aoo i::rl' l~reragif1g OiJIl'DrWniIiEs 
throogtJ rww parilnershiptS i"lllld outread. in t he cammunily. 
The City"s commil.ment to delMering exc~lellCe ill recycling 
services is the foundation lor RidJmooo and its residents 
to achie'le the City's goal to dill·ert 10% of its waste from 
-disposal b)' 2015. 

THREE EASY STEPS 

RichmorKI can achieve its targets with tile 
help of community comm.i1meflt to these 
three easy steps to reduce waste: 
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OUR GOALS 

3877881 

R ic~mond 's ovt>rall goa ls are to be a Rocyding Smart City and divert 70% of its waste from 
disposal h~' 2015. To support t~est> goals, Richmond is focused O f} pro'~idi ng will/en ient recycling 
program, and s~rvice.s and working in pa rtnership with the com muIlity to ilJocreas~ recycling and 
achieve was e reduction targets. As part of conti uous improvement, Ricnmofld has established 
objecti1/es to build on its success in 2013,. and details on the next steps to achieve these goals 
are summarized ifl Towards our Goat, on page 35. 

1 

3 

6 

9 

IlKJ'ease waste diversillll by expanding and 
improving food scraps and yard trilmlings recyding 

to include 'Green Cartll'l a new 5II!I'ltia! for townhomes 
with City Garbage 301110£ Blue Box SErW:e and as an 

enhaIKEd seJVire for sing!e.fanily homes - serving 
more than 40,000 residents - starts June,. 1013. 

2 

Reduce!litterand add IIeview Em ( mtre 

Emure an .residents have access to recyding 
food scraps by 21)15 by evaluating options to exparnd food 
scrapsiofganics req'djrng tn al residents in. mul ti-family 
residerntial bUildings amI potentially coml'i1f'rcial recyd iD:!l by 

IDlidUdi1ig.a pilot ,program. R£\'iew opportunity incentives 
for multi-faniIY'Iard trimmings. drop off. 

l'naell5ediversion and 
~etKe for residents 4 concept ill expand recyding 5 improve cOOlleniem:e 'by 
by providil1!1 a large Item and alkl aJIl'lIeniEA!:f by expanding the· range of materiafs 
Pid Up program for mrbside a!Il!pl:ing a wjdeJ range accepred at the Recyding Depot 
collettion of \a£!ll! household of materials. (e.!I. Datreries, booh, etcl 
items for more than 40,0110 

l5idents - stilts June, 2013. 

Enhance pubUc spaas facrease demolition 
8 

1lK!rea5e reqding and waste 

reqdillg by mnlinuing 7 materials retyding diversion iJo/evalualillg <IPlions to 

to Elpand reqd'mg through policy or other options re!;lrict garbage mllecticm, e.g. by 

lIIIltil8ler5 to slJeetsGJpe.S, including selVires that S'UJppod redliitingseMce frequency (bi-wee:kly 

Gty facilities ami recyding enhanced recycling practices. pjd:~UJl) and/or introducing 

at CDmmtIllity events. 

_ re.ase participation jn recyding through pub6c 

education and community ootreach on recyding 

with targeted wolbbops and community booths 
and through partnerships wi1h S.U.cCE's's. 

and the Ricbmoocll Chinese Community Society. 

10 

Pil}'-a&-yoo-tliroor prO!Jl'.ams. 

leve-la!le partnership funding 

Dwo;tunity under the new po!e.nlial' 
i'toduct Stewardsliip plan fllr pad:aging 

and Pfinled paper recydin:!l. 
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OUR TOP ACCOMPLISHMENTS IN 2012 

3877881 

The following are some of the ke:\f Clccomplishments in 2012: 

'" ... • -;t '.. k. • 

(ompleted assessment of Green Cart Pilot Program, whkh 
resulted in exceUl!nt insights and information used 10 Gllat!? 
expi!ndlld GH!.£n Cart program recommendations. Project 
successes ilKluded diverting 22% of food scraps and organks 
dllring the [JiIot period - mellent waste divefsion! This led to 
CounDl appro'lill to expand service to approximately 11.00() 
townholill!S aM enhance service to single-family homes by 
providili!! a Green Cart and kitchell cootamer in 20B. 

Obtained Comxil approval to introduce a nlI\II Large Item 
Pick Up program in 1013 to provide curb5ide colli!dio[l of 
large housOOooo items for more thar. 40,000 fesideMS. 

'Expanded colle.clion S1!"'ice at the City's Recp:ling Depot to acc~t 
4!~rtis<.! iIItd liooby machines (e.g. treadmill>.. Ellip~~6'iJoss tramm., 
q din@ mamines), ig!lts (e.g. hJlogen and incandesOOM, &ght elllkMj! 
diode (LIDi, high int,msilj' di5charge (HID) a\(l aliter mercuf)' contailllllg 
!lamps, 5e1'Aing. l llitlillg andlf'.Xlile machines, -mil JlCIiV!!; tools 
(e.g. grinders, jrg1>3W5, trilMlBlS, heat guru, etel 

Enga."ed 200 rngh sch.ool students liS GreBIl ft..mbassadors wllo 
vo&int1!erElli more than 3,!l90 hOlils, inooding 3Sstct<ll!KU i t6e'1'l<llis. 

Expanded Go!Recyde ptIb1ic sp.lces reC)'Cling pra.]rarn kUDWing, 
r!¥.'ie'l\' ami aSSl!SSlTIent of pilot program. IlIStalkld E>E c!llltainers 
in 13 City iadities. Pilot prQl~ram SlIccgsse; iru!JudElli ilKreas9d 
fol'qrcJmg ami rBlioced Cl'mal waste generatiol1, with a 41% 
doo£ase irn f@cydable containers in tlte garbage at SWI£!>1an 
~~Jlage and a J5% rElliIiCOOA In O1leraJl waste in the piloted areas. 
The soccessful "Go!Reqr.:12' branding witl De;'! key identifil!r 
going for'Nard. 

Serviced /lllail)' 4,500 containers and approximately 
\,681 acres o! parkland il£ld Ci.t)' spaces each wl!ek, 
with sl!lVioos to high-profil!! arll'as being providl!d S2\!!!!! 
days per vo!l!ek. 

implemented 1l£'II Recyriing! Communicaiioos campaigll 
"Let's tIim oor 'Ii<lst!!!" to S!Jpport the City's SlI$taillabllity 
target til be a 'R~qding! 5ma rt City" and achie--'l? the 
City 's goa] to dr.'l'rt 70% & our IVil5te by 201S. 

Responded to lOOIethan 7,100 SIlllIkereqlll!5ts relatoo 
to gariNlge ~OO !J2C)DTIng via me EnvirollIllBlltaLPiograms 
Inform'iilOOll Line. Sold more mil 196 COOiIpost bins, 9,700 
Garbage Jags: aOO 4{fl Garbage Disposal Vaucher.s out of 
tiM? Uti's lileq'l:ling Depot aOO other Oty faciliti£..5. 

Enhan(~ Public EducaiOOn and Communitl Outrll3Co ',"nn 
foOOS!!d prcgJal!lilm' iI!!I 011 !J2C)liing, comp~1illg amivmste 
f~d\J'nioo\!ro~5hop6 .;md WlIlffilllni!)' E'l'ent bot,ths. 

Collaborated with lite Richmond smoal 90Me and the OJuid 
SU2llki Foolllibticn to hrutthe {ity's tirst anntEllflchl:lllOlld Earth 
[)ilI!' routll5>JJllmit (ii:[~iW Summit) to iooe.ase ,,'Itilreness 00 

en\'iIonmental sus!;;inabillity iilIlCllg yau1h. ElIgcagl!d students .wd 
s.!~ in "My Smoal 'ipiiriJes" oontHt to address lilttllring, vandatfim, 
and grafliti amd prGfOOtl! oWOJlUnifll!S to· b ep me communi!}' 
sJli3~ Iint! dNn, 'A'ilh ii!fJi!£ds gOing to 9ridge and '10 (N~eI 1 
elemol'ntary sdt'llols. 
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THANK YOU RICHMOND RESIDENTS 
Our than 5 and apprecia ti on go to Richmolld residents for 
feqciing and reducing '.'.'aste in our community. 

Rimmond corrtinu~s to mewe taward its ta rget:; for recycli flg and I'oIlls:!J? dr.'f!rsion 
thanks to the recycling done by residents. RE'5idents in single-fa mily homes have 
demoomated tremeOOoU5 leadership in recycli flg by mll~imizing their Bille Box 
and Grellfl Can recycling services, and their efforts are notoo in the 61% waste 
dr.'ersion achi.~;'f!d i fl 2m2. 

Richmond residllflts also contribute diroctly to the improvement and expansioo 
of servia?S by participa "ng in pilot projEds and sharing input 00 services in the 
comrnu iIy. Ifl 2012, special thanh go to the residents who partiCipateIi in the 
Green Ca t Pilot Project and to residents who shared input on Greefl Cans. 
We learned some important details alJout food scraps rocyding requiremBlts. 
d LlrirIg the pilot pfOgram and from residents who use Greoo Can. 111 re:sponse 
we developed a new Green Cart program tailored to residents that was 
approved by Council to start i fl June 20B. This indudes custom cart sizes. 
aitam",j lids. wheel, and semi-automa!ed colledioo to elirnioote weig ht limits 
and impro','e mafloeLl1lerability, aoo a complimentary kitChoo contaifler 1':Jf 
COf1vroirot transfer of food scraps to the Green Cart. 

We· ~'allJe aoo aPPleciate· our residents as our primary partner in achieving oor 
goal to be a Recyd ing SmaI t City-with 70% of our VlIaS!e di\tertOO from the 
landfi ll . Than!: you for recycling, for reducing waste arld lor shariflg ideas and 
input for COrl 'nllOu5 improvement. 
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!PROGRAMS AND SERVICES 
EXPANDING SERVICES TO MAKE RECYCLING EASY AND CONVENIENT 

Richmond residents have consistentl)' demonstra ted a 
commit ment to recycling and have successfully d ivert ed 
more than half of their waste. Richmond is expanding the 
oppor tunities for residents to recycle by creating nev·/ and 
enhanced progrClrY1S for recycling at home and when on the 
go in the community. As nev>,i programs become availab le, 
residents are encouraged to expand their personal recycling 
to include food scraps and large household items. Residents 
can also drop off a growing list of recyclable items at the 
Cit y's Recycling Depot and other d rop-off facili ties. 

Working in par tnership v.Jith residents, product st evvardship 
groups and businesses is essential to Jong~term success 
in sustainab le waste management. By maximizing use o f 
recycl ing services, Richmond residents can divert 70% 
of the communit )t's waste from the landfill by 2015 . 

.......... ............ ~ ••... .......................... .............. . ............................ 

3877881 

R~5 i&.! nl5 in singlHlimiiyooll1es arE 
·conlinuiJll]! to ilrjpfO'le !heir rE!qlcling 
and <ICe now diverting aplIf(l((imate!y 
£i 1 !I(, ·of IbN wast!!. 

o PROGRAMSA D SERVICES 9 .......... . 
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RICHMOND RECYCLING ANID WASTE MANAGEMENT 
Richmond delivers a wide range of recycling and waste management services for residents 
to en!".ure that all waste is managed eHective~y and eUiciently and adheres to sustainability 
principles. The following are the key recycling and waste mana.gement servkes offered 
through the City of Richmond. 

BlUE BOX. 
Weekly ru,bsiOO rolledion foJ recycling ·p.aper and n!!'W~i nt, glass, rigid plastic contii l'lEfs coded 
&&&-1::" ami tin and aluminium containers. This program is provided to more than 40,200 
msidential units in single-family homes aJ1Jd to'llll1lhornes. For details on this progl<lm, !9Ee p'3ge 42. 

BLUE CART 
Weekly rocydingcol!ection for paper and newsp 'nt, glass, riQlid plastic containers ro:I.ed &&&&, 
and tin ami aluminium containers. This program. is pravided to more than 28 .100 multt-family units. 
for details on this progl<lm. see page 43. 

GREEN CAN I GREEN CARr-
Curbside collection for recydirtg foods scraps aoo yard trimmings. These programs are provided to 
residents in single-family homes and some townhomes. For details on this progl<lJfl, see page 44. 

*N{!W and e.nhanmd Green Cart program to la'Unch in June 2013. 

RECYCLING DEPOT 
Drop-off sen.-ice fOI prooocts ranging from yard trimmif)!)S ami oollSeMld items, to hazardous materials 
and t ake-bad: progl<lm products_ Thkserv.ice is avairable to a11 residents and in limited quanlilli!s for 
commercial operators. The Depot also sells compost bins. Illin barrels, G.arbage Tags, and Garbage 
Disposal Vouchers for use at the VancOlNer Landfill. For deta ils on this prografI\, see pa!}f' 48. 
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61% WASTE 
DNERS10 N! • fOOO5I::1W5IYARO 

lRlMMlllGS (lO,54K671ONNES) 

• BLUE BOX (6}12.91 TOO'1IE5) 

• 1II00ClI% llEFOi [l.U2.9nCM4ES} 

• !lOME WMNlsnm:; & 
YARD TRL'.IMlfllG5 D~Oi' OfF 
!l,£16.15 TONIiIES) 

• GARBAGE {15,059.8HOO"lIESI 

Re:s.ide'llts in single-family homes recycled 
or reduced J1~ar[y 24,000 tonnes in 2OU, 
m n~arry61% of total estimated waste 
generated through a n1JJllber of recycling 
and wa~e reduction oppmtunities, 
induding mrbside and Recydtng De,pot 
collection, as weD as composting programs. 

GO! RECYCLE PUBLIC SPACES AND EVENT RECYCLING 
Recycling b-ins in the community malee it easy to recyclE on the go, sum as in pe~i:s. 
at community centres, in the Steveston businESS district and at the Canada tim! 
stations and Ridlmood central bus stop. 

COMPOSTING 
Support for re5idential composting through the sale> of compost bins, a 'composlil1l!J 
garden aoo related workshops. These serviCl!sare available to all resOClents. .. For more 
information visit w ..... w. r.irnmond,ca/recyc1e. 

CURBSIDE GARBAGE COLlECTION 
Curbside collection of garbage, not including oonned items sud! as ha~rdous 
wa,ste and' materials Ihat can be rocyded . This ser\lke is ililailable to re5idEnts if} 
singLe-famil:y homes and some townhomes. "New larg!:!ltem !'i!:k Up prog~am for 
QJrbsidE collection of up to four large household items to launch in June 2013. 

EXTRA GARBAGE DISPOSAL 
Garbage disposal tags and vouchers for tn!:!. Vam:ou'.er- landfi1 l pfUlili® optioos 
fm residents when they need to dispose of additiomll garbage Of large items. 

COMMUNITY AND SCHOOl ENGAGEMENT 
Through pa tnerships with students, teachers afld the Sdlool Di~trict, Rimmood 
sponsors edlJlcatiooal shows, ilWafeness programs and vdIunteer -opportuflitfes 
to increase uOOef5tanding of recycling and the berJefits of redUcing \I\'ij,sill!_ 

DID YOU KNOW? 
Plastic takes ooe m. lian Yl!ilfS to brl!ilk down in 
a landfill, .... fIereas ra)'ded plastic can be used 
to make buttles, doming, CilfP!!t pia1ic tables, 
drainage WI!S, bags, trash cans, piiI'leling 
flower pots and pallets. 
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RESIDENTIAL RECYCLING PROGRAMS 
Vilith weekl~r mllectiofl services, drop-off programs, public spaces 
rec~diJ'jg and mmmurtil)' take back programs, it's easy aoo convenient 
to recycle in Richmond. Ricnmond offers resid ents a range of ser~rices 
to suppmt recycling at home and 0 1'1 the go. 

BBJE BOX RECYCLING iP,ROGRAM 
The Blue :!lox Recycli flg Program providescoJlllelliellt collocOOll serVices in the 
community. Residents in single-family homes and .some tOWilhome complel@!> 
115e City.prolJided blul< boxes, blue hags and yeEow bag, to rec~cle newspaper, 
paper Pfoducts and cardboard a10119 ..... ith tin, aluminium, and glass food and 
,rigid plastic contaioors <&&&B,}). More It. m 40,200 residentia.! units are 
5erviald with week}j collection under this program. 

In 2012, more' than 7.1 00 tonnes of materials were recyded in the Blue Box 
program. Of this. 45% was mixed paper, 40% was newspaper arn:l "5% was 
co-m ingled cOlltainers. 

H!!ms that {an be recycled through this pfOgram are listed ifl lhe 
Tips and' Resollrces section of this publication and at \v\vwIkhmond.Gllrecyde. 

BLUE BOX RECYCLING MIX 

'. tli~Hl PM'ER (m~. B IDI{NES~ 
• NEI'5PAl'EB (l84101 ION/1m 
• CONT/drIERS (11I13236 TOtIN5} 
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BLUE CART RECYCLING PROGRAM 
Propl!! who live in multi.family complexes can recyde the 
same prooLJds 35 residents who use the Blue !J;ox program 
through the City's Blue Cart Recycling Program. The City 
provides recycling carts for a mini recycling depot at ooch 
complex. whim is generally located in the garbage enclosure 
or other ,convenient location. This service is m rrently availabk! 
to over 28.100 multicfamily units, and the City has information 
tools such as Blue cart decals, posters aoo !brochures that 
are offered to silrntas and property managers to h21p raise 
awar'e lless and increase partidpa1lon. 

In 201 2, nearty 2,200 tonne; of materials lIIrere, recycled 
throLlgh the Blue Cart Recyding Progr.lm. 

For 1I detai12d list of itl!llls that (an be recycled through to@ 
Blue Cart ~ng program see the T\ps and Resourc2s socliOil 
Dr visit vlWW.ridmtand.mJm yCie. 

+ 

2/162.51 TONNES 7~159.49TONNES 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Residents c.an pick up a complimentary Blue Box 
and Yellow and Blue Bag supplies at the Richmond 

• Recycling Depot and City Hall, -or order them onlin!! 
at www.rlchmond.calrecyclec 

Residents In multi-family rompiexes with BIll!! Cart 
5Brvlrn can pid LIP an ioooor colledion oog at 
llidJmooo R@Cyding Depot or order a 'bag online 
at www.richmond.calrecyde. 

= 9,322 TONNES 
RECYCLED IN 2012 
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RECYCLING DEPOT PROGRAM 
Tne Recycling D€pot i~ located at 5555 lynas Lane and is open from 9:00 a.m. - 6:1 5 p.m., 
Wedl1esday to Sunday for drop off of a broad lange of materials. The Depot also sells compost 
bins, rain barrels, Ga rbage Tags and Garbage Dispos.al lioudlers. The Recycling Dep{)t is 
a Product Stewardship (Take Back) collection site for small appltances, psints, SDlvents, 
{lammab~e liquids, pesticides and fluorescent lam ps. 

RECYCLING OEPOT SEHVICES 
This facility aCGlpB a, wide range of materials indudiflg cardboard. yard and garden trimmings, mixoo 
paper, newspapEr~ aoo now also ilccepts lighting fix tures, flurn-escent lights ilnd cooking oil. The facility 
also accepts largE appliances (e.g. fridges, 5tO'''''5,. \l\f,3shing machine-s). metal items (e .. g. bike frnmes. 
barbecues, lalMl lTlO'WE'rn. glass hottles, jars, tin and aluminium cans. paints, pesticides and soo.'ents. 
For a detailed list of items me pages 48 - SO. The Recycling Depot is (Yo'moo and oPf!ra!ed by the City 
of IOChinooo. wi!I1 1' .... 0 full-time staff and additional staff SlJpport ill ihe .SlJmmer months to manage 
increased recydirtg volumes. Staff on site are available to an5!i'.'ef questions and provide assistance 
with u!lloadirlg a~'/kw1lJ[d or heavy jtems. 

DEPOT RECYCLING: BREAKDOWN OF MAT ERIALS COLLECTED IN 2 012 

• YAAD TBIMM1!l(;S tI.(.04.~1 m rmES) 

• 'SC~AIP MUM [150.92 TGf·mES) 

• MIXED F)\I'ER 0il1l..501ONNES) 
• (};RD Bo.~lID 1100.11 TONNE5) 
• N['II5l?!UIoJTJlMfi~llJlJES [lB>l1!6 TOMlES) 

• CCMMlEIl5 4!l1!1.E'.l TGfIINI:S) 
• PfIIh."'OCTSIlWAROSHI? U3B.45-TONNES} 

TOTAL TONNAGE = 3)0142.95 

In 2012, 3,142.95 tonne:s 01 
recydabl€ materials w,en' collected 
at the Recycling O,ePDt. This 
indlJdes yard trim ming,s., scrap 
m,etal, mixed paper products and 
rigid plastic containers, For mOl'e 
informatioo 011 drop-off prog rams 
for yard trimmings,. se.e ,paye 17. 
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2012 REPORT - EXPANDING SERVICES TO AOi IEVE OUR GOALS 

DEPOT RE'CVCL ING: MATERIALS AND AMOUNTS COLLECTED 
THROUGH TAKE SACK PROGRAMS 

PAINT AEROSOLS 
139)28 EQUIVALfNT UTRfS 2,275 EQUIVALOO UTR~S 

SOLVENTS & 
PESTICIDES 
11.:m EQUIVAlfNT UTilfS 

SMALL 
APPLIANCES 
(ni.'rm nCTO:m JD11;l 
~~{1 TO~ 1 ~1 ES 

CFLS 
65 BOXES 

4' TUBES 
l~S BOXES 

B' TUBES 
5280XES 
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FOR SALE AT THE RECYCLING OEPOT 
Residents .C1Ifi purcna$>;! too following items from the D!l\ptlt 

• Compost Ibins - $25 ~ad1 
• Rain bGrre1s - $10 e<l:m ami $16 w-dter diYerter d!!',ice 
• Extra Garbage Tags - $2 eaoh 
• Garbage Disposal Vouchers - '$5 each fur rudlmondi 

residents and \'ilI LJe is $20 at f~ VanCOlJUl!!T landfill 

NEWIN 2012 
tn 201 2, Rimmond eJq:Ianded its free drop-off pmogram to indude: 
• Exerci,e and habbry maohine:s ~_g_ ueadmills, cycling marnnI1l!!si; 
• Lights and lighting fixtlJres (e .. g. halogen and inoam:ie!iCE!flt, light 

emitting diode {I..m }. high intensitJj .clisdlarge (HID) 1I.Ilri oilier 
mercury ,containing laITij)s); 

• Sewing, I1nitting and textile ma:chine!f, 10M 
• Power tools ~.g . grillrlers, jigsaw5, tfimmers:, heat guns, ·etc) 

For 11 futl list onl:e rn~ diat am be reqc[~llt the Recycling ~ot, 
please s~nps andlW>oufa>s. 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

'( 
fats, oils and gfea,e stlOuld !WIer be 
diSJlosed dawll sinks, drains or garlrurators 
as tne matenialnarden:s and b'IJilds up 
on thf! inS1ide of sewage lines, ca'IJsing 
'block.3ges. This can lead to bre<ll::s and 
sewage spills or 1J" 'erfTOWS. Recycle food 
scraps and wea$>;! in your Green Cafili' 
Cart, and take used cooki TlQl oils aoo liquid 
fats in a sealer! container to thf! Recycling 
Dej)Dt (5555lynas Lane.. open WedTl~day 
to 9unday from 9:00 <Lm_ to 6:15 p_mJ 
for rreedisposa1. 
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CITY O F RICHMOND 

COMPOSTING PROGRAMS, 
Composting is a~jm pfe and orgallk process that can reduce 
household waste by up to 400/0- significandy reducing the amount 
of waste that goes to the landfill. Fruit and v€'getable peelillgs, 
along with grass, leaves and otner yard trimmings can be added 
to a compost bin. in addition, composted matter produces a vf!:ry 
nutlient-rkh soil to keep lawns and gardens hea lthy. 

BACKYARD COMPOST BIN DISTRIBUTION PROGRAM 
The City of Richmonclsuppons compostil1g by provIding free coIDpostillg 
workshop, from January to November, whkih indude information all 
backyard and worm composling and hO'\l\' to harve5t rnmpost. The City 
offers compost bins for sa~ at the Rec~al ing Ol!pOtfor $25 each_ Ba¢;.ard 
cornposting is the most effective Wi'i'j to di5poSl!ol fruit and !l'e!}etahle 
peelings, I1gg5oo115, coffee grounds, fill:ers, tea bags ami yard trimming 
materials. Since this p rogram started in 1992, ImDre 1!tlilnlO,470 coml!KJ5t 
bins have been distributed. fli'5u[ting in annual waste reduction of more 
than 3,600 tonne>. 

Aclditiooal tips and infimllaliorl 001 c.omPO!I"ling are provided 
in the Tips and ReSOllKes section and al '\lIIHlI1.rlmmoOO.ClI/'l!qcl,,_ 

COMPOST DEMONSTRATION GARDEN 
To help residents hmn about OOckyard composling,. the City offers a 
Compost De.monstrationaIea in the Terra Nova Rural Park Centm located 
at 2631 Westminster Highway jus,t west of No·.1 Road. it is op!!n from 
dawn to dusk year-round, ami is supplemooted: by workshops. Residents 
are encouraged to take a self-guided tour to leam about different types 
of compost bins and the benefits at compostillg. 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

The Compost Hotllflie at 604-736-2250 
off9fs tips and advice on how to compost 
and use too nutrient-ridi sciil produced 
for home gardens.. Com p.ost from yard 
tr'imrnif1g!5 drop-off prograrns and through 
tile Green Cart and Green Can col!ection 
Plrograms are said fur use in the 
landscaping indU5try. 
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2012 REPORT . EXPANDING SER vICES TO AO-i IEVE OlJR GOALS 

!Richmond residents are generating their own compost to 
enrich their garden soi l. With over 1 0,470 bins sold, home 
composting helps to divert more than 3,600 tonnes of organic 
materials from the garbage disposal system each year. 

YARD TRIMMINGS DROP -OFF PROGRAMS 
ECOWAST£ INDUSTRIES 

3877881 

The City offers residents the option to drop off unlim' ed quantities 01 yard and 
garden trimmings for free at Ecowaste Industries located at 151 11 Tnangle Road. 
Proof of Richmond residency is required. 

Visit eCOlllasle.com orcali604-177-141 0 ror hours of opl!ral iOfi and directioos. 

RECYCLING DEPOT 
Residents may drop off limited quafltities of yard and garden trimmings (up to 
1 cubic yard) at the City's Recycling Depot. A fee of $20 applies for earn additioflill 
cubic yard . Commercial operators may also use the Recydiflg DSiJiO! for droppiflg off 
of trimmings for a fee of $20 per ea.ch cubit: yard. The Recycling DSiJiOt i:s located at 
5555 Lynas Lane and is open from 9:00 a.m. - 6:15 p.m .. Wednesday to Sunday. 

For II detailed list of all items that can be recydl!d at the Depot., 
plea5!! refer to the Tips and Resources s{)ctiCl'fl on page 48. 

DROP OFF T ONNA G.E 2012 

In 2012, more than 5,300 
torlfi~ of yard lJimmings 
WE.'re collected at the 
Recycling Depot and 
through the Ecowaste 
reside[ltial ami commercial 
drop-off service. 

RECYCLING DEPOT EroWASTE INDuSTRIES 

DiD YOU KNOW? 
Coolpostilg is a great ~ to tum WilSIe 
int(J> a valllilble rl!5Ourc1!.. The mmposting 
qde takes foo:I scraps ilIld yard trimmilgs 
iIId itI'ffi IhQm into nutril!nt-fich soilllSEd 
in the landscapin;J iOOustry. 

-.-
TOTAL TONNAGE DIVERTED 
Fr·/OM LANDFIL L. 
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CINO RICH MOND 

GREEN CAN AND GREEN CART 
RECYCLING PROGRAMS 
Through Richmond's Green (an and Pilot Green Cart programs, more th<l n 
10,500 tonnes of food scraps and yard tri mmings were collected in 2012, 
and total garbage volumes collected from single-family homes went dow'n 
b,' nearl,' 400 tannes. Food SHaps and ~!a rd tfimmings represent about 40% 
of household waste, and about 20% of the total waste going to land!ills. 
Reqtding these materials will take Richmond closer toward its goal to 
divert 70% 01 its waste from the landfill . 

GREEN CAN AND GREEN CART 
.Food scraps and yard trimmings recyding represent a major opporwni!y to i:lCrease 
recycling and help turn waste into iii valuable reIDurCIl trwough composting to produce 
r;utrillnt-ridi lIDli. Richmond residents in single-family homes ha1lll had curbside 
collEction of food scraps and ya d trimmings 'hiOlJgh the GreE!f1 Call pl'ogram Sioce 
2010, and th.eir annual recycling lfOing their Gre"" Can has consistently increased. 

TIPPIN:G, FEES, CURRENiT AND,IPROJECTED'. 'PE.RT·ONNE 

$I!>I 

$.137 

$101 $107 lOB 
$-97 

I I I 
$.82 

I $6-fl 'S]I 

I 
$OS 

I I 
,P' ~'i' ","'> .~Q .p~ rp<)' .(}''''' ~. .~ -~ 1$':< 

' \--' 'V 'V 
.,,1.) '].0 .. {,) 'VI.} 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Recycling food scraps and ')liird 
trimmings is becomil1g iooeasingly 
important as the cost oHipping 
fee·s .at the landfm contil1UE to rise. 
Regional tipping fees are expected 
to increase to more than '$l50f 
tonne in 101 7 - more than dooble 
the cost since 2007. 
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2012 REPORT. ,EXPANDI G SERVICES TO ACHIEVE OUR GOALS 

GREEN CART PILOT PROGRAMi 

Yard trimmings and food scraps recycling is steadily increasing 
since the introduction of the food scraps ffitycling program. 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

n.29 kg AVERAGE COLLECTED 
PER MONTH, PER TOWNHOUSE 

GREEN CART PILOT PROJECT 4 
COLLECTED NEARLY TONNES 

GREEN CART PILOT PROJECT 
Recognizing the need to expand this recycling service to town homes, the City of Richmond 
launched a Green Cart PIlot Project to determine program options for delivering food scraps and 
yard trimmings recycling as a new service to town home residents. The pilot project was launched 
in 2011, and in 1012 a full revi ew and assessment of the project was completed to assist with the 
development of recommendations for an expanded program that would indude townhomes. 
Green Cart collection service continued for the pilot group in 1012, with a total of nearly 400 tonnes 
of recycling collected from only those in the pilot group, or an estimated 22% of townhomes total 
waste. A revi~ of this pilot project led to a Council-approved program to expand yard trimmings 
and food scraps recycling to all townhomes w ith City garbage and/or Blue Box services. 

IN2012! 

0,548.67 ONNES 
OF FOOD SCRAPS = & YARD TRIMMINGS 
DIVERTED FROM 
LANDFILL! 

10,149.16 TONNES 399.51 TONNES 

. 'to')"".... . r , t:'I,~;·;i' ..... ~:)2'~ '(- ::" .... 1>(. : .. ".~ ... • ~ 

" ~ ',. ' " ,.' . , '. .' " .. '. ~ :'~ . " . PROGRA~ AND S~RVICES . . ~ 19 .... +0 ... 

" "'_ I ' _ ~: ; ~ ~'~ •••• : " ~ ~,~;; • • - • '>-
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CIlY OF RICHMOND 

RICHMOND LAUNCHES NEW 
GREEN! CART PROGRAM 
Buildillg on th~· successful Gre·en Can program and input from the Green Cart 
prlot proj&t, in 2012, Richmond Coundl approved a new, expanded 
Green Cart program to start in June 2013. 

2012: ASSESSING OPTIONS FOR RICHMOND"S 
NEW GREEN CART PROGRAM 
Richmond completed a fuU review aoo assessment of the outcomes and experience; tram 
the G r€En Cart pilot project The projed resulted in all average of 11 .29 kg of Green Carl: 
recyding collection pE!" townhOOle per mooth . . As well, residents in the project shared 
their input on how a n~ Green Cart program coold be. dB'ieklped for ·other fuI.·JMomes. 
Resident~ who shared their input an the pilot program prOllided positive feedback aM 
78% indicatEd their garbage was reduced by 50 - 70%, and 84% indicated thE!¥were, 
plating their carts GlUt for week~' coIlection.1U wel~ the pilot program helped to d;'III!!r~ 
about 22% of too total estimated townhome waste being ·geneJaied. 

In th£ir feedback, residents irwolved ill the pilot program noted cart siZ.ES wem too big 
for the limited space at townhmne complexes and that it ~\I'OU It! be helpful to ha'.,e a bin 
for the km:hen to transfer 100d :scraps. to the Callis. The study alw determined Ulilt sturdy 
bins with aHarned 1m would be an added detemmt to rodents or other wildlife. 

DEVELOPING IRICHMOND'S NEW GREEN CART PROGRAM 
Richmond has developed an enhanced ,Green Cart ser; ice to make it easia aoo roore 
cooI'enient to reo,;de food so aps and \'<IlfcJ t rimmings: This enhanced program starts in 
June 2013, is designed based on input from residents and addresses concerns aoout th!! 
Green Can program, such as weigh! restrictiol16, preferences for whee4s and the need fu. 
attachEd lids .. The Green Cart pl'Ogrilm is an en'hanced 5eMce for single-family residents, 
and is a ne-... ' 5f!F'lice to more than 11,000 townhome ullits with the· City's garbage 
collection andlor Blue Box service. Ill' expanding this recycling sef'll:ice. Richmond 
is supporting resid.:mts in food ~crap5 recycling well ahead of the. anticipated ban 
on food scraps dispc;sal scheduled for 2015. 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 
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2012 REPORT . EXPANDING SERV ICES TO ACH IEVE OUR GOALS 

ACHIEVING AN ENHANCED LEVEl OF SERVICE 
• Residents are able to 'Select .a prefmed cart size 
• Green Carts are easi!.!f to use thanks to: 

- Wheels that make it easy for residents to move 
- Attached and secure lids 
- Sturdy and rodent/animal rMiistant design 

• l arger cart capacity helPs reduce tile nee<! for purchasing paper yard waste bagis 
• There will be no weight limits (1.vilhill cart capacity limitatioos) for Green Carts 

due to the U5e of aulDmate<! tippers for coIlectioo. Green Carts are easy for 
collectors to spot, whiGh re<!uces the Chance of missed colloc!ioo 

• Comp/imootary kitd um containers am:! information I:iit:s on the new progl<lm 
will be provided to residents as part of the new program irnplgmootatiofll 

'CARTS[ZEOPTIONS~SINGLE·FAMILV· HOMESANDTOWNHO.MES 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Green Cans can continue to be use<! for 
excess food scraps and yard trimmfng5, and 
p<aper yard waste bags aoo tie<! bundles of 
yard trimmings are also accepted. (The 20 kg 
(44 Ibllimit vilil! continue to apply to Greoo 
Cans, yard waste bags and tied bundles.) 

SlNGlHAlrflLY TOWtlOOMES The Greell Cart program 
wiU serve more than 
40,000 homes - 60% of 
an Richmond residents 

3877881 

EX.TRA LARGE 
~60 litres 

LARGE 
240 Uws 

STANDARD 

M.EDIUM. 
120 1i1n!s 

SM.ALl. 
80 litr~!i 

SMALL COMPACT 
80 Iltres 46.S 111n!s 

STANDARD 

- to prolJide convenient 
a((f'~S to yard trimmings 
and food sa~s l'ecycl1ng. 
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CITY 0 RICH~10NO 

GARBAGE COLLECTION SERVICES 
Weekly curb~de collection of garbage provide~ residents with a cOlwenient servicE! 
for waste disposal. The new Large Item Pick Up program approved by Council provides 
an enha need level of serlrice. 

GARBAGE (Ol LECTION 
The City of Richmond provides weekly garbage collection services for allsiTl9le-family homes aM some 
towllhome d£1lelopmeflts. In providing these senoces, the City has aimed ro strike a realistic ba lance 
between rneetillg its reqrding goals while enab~ng residents to ha~'e reasooable means to dispose of 
garbage by implemell -Ilg a two·can limit each week fur curbside collectioo . Additional garbage cans 
may be pu t out, but each extra m llminer or bag must display 11 tag !hal can be purchased at City fad litie!> 
for $2 each. Certain items, such as hazardom waste mat€fi als and those items that call be recycled, 
are prohibifBd from ga,bagE billS (SeE the chart 00 page 46 . or more informatkm 0 11 prohibited items). 

GARBAGE DISPOSAL OVER THE YEARS 

I I I 
As conscierlitioLlS recvders, 
reSidents have drasticarJy 
reduced the a mournt or 
garbage disposerl 55nc€ 1990_ 

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

. , • • • 0 _: ~ +: ~ . .22 0 ~ " • ~ o. 0, 0 '~'. : ':"-. .~ '. 

387788 1 
CNCL - 524



June 24, 2013 - 33 -

2012REI>ORT . EXPANDING SERV ICES TO Aa-I IE:VE OUR GOALS 
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( URBSIDE COLLECTION FOR 
LARGE HOUSEHOLD HEMS 
As part of its review of services and goals for continuous 
improvl:!ment, Richmond identified an opportunity to add a 
new larg" Item Pid Up prO~fam to ma!:e it more convenient 
for residents 10 recycle large household items. In 2012, 
Richmond reviewed program requiremeIlts and contract 
options and de'leklpedthe new Lar~e Item Pick Up program 
for up to four large items per year starting' in June 2013. This 
program will be pfovided to residents in sirng~-tam ily homes 
ami townhomes with the City's garbage colloclion and/or Blue 
!lOY.. program. This rur.bside m ilectioIl5eMce makes it easier 
for residents who do not na.'€ access to a ve-hiole to dispose of 
large items. Residents Will be able to contact the City's service 
provider to a.rrange for collection of up to foor large items per 
YGaf. All iour large items can .be picked up at the same time, 
or ill varyj rn~ burn dies for a tota~ of four ite:ms. Co ectioIl will 
bean resident's garmgelrecycling coUection day. 

Items accepted in this, program include furniture, appliances 
ami sma ll household goods. Restrictions wI11 apply to items 
that can be reasonably handled from curbside. If residents 
have mare than fOlJr large items to dispose, they can purchase 
a Gartlage Disposal, Voucher for $5 from any City fad]ity and 
use the voucher to dispose of up to $20 worth of garbage 
items at the Vancouver Landfill . 

FOr more i~formali ol1 on th~ nl!W program, see TIps 3Jld Rl!50IUCl!5 

or visit www.richmond.Cl!lfecyde. 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Richmond Residents may p4Jrc:hase a 
Garbage Disposal VOOrner for S5 at aD City 
farilities and these vouchers are good for 
$20 at thl!! Vancouver landfill. There is a 
limit of one per household per year. 
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CI TYO~ RICH~iOND 

LITTER COLLECTION SERVICES 
Maintaining a litter-free cit;' is a key focus area to ensure residents can enjoy 
dean parks and public spaces. The Cit~' of Richmol1d has made efforts to 
ensure that there are garbage cans, and in man~' cases reqoding options, 
in public spaces throughout the city. 
In addition. City crews work s€!\fI">J1 daJ'S a 1,\Il9!!& to colleoct litter from parks, srnool 
grounds, roadsides, sidewalks and bcule-.rards. They empty garbag<!and recyding 
from approximately 4,500 City litter and recycling recepta-deos in tne community 
earn \'oIQek. am! assisl: with removing graffiti from Oty garbag!! ca lli. As well, thf?J' 
collect ill·egall,'-dumped materials found 00 City prClljJerty and p!'olJide sa·feo dispo;;al 
ancl rec~dirog of theose items. Together, these measures help to support a safe 
and appealing community. 

4,000 LOADS :g6t~~ RECYO.ABLES 

FROM 41:00 APPROXlMATiELY . ~ . CITY LfTJER & RECYCLING 
RECEPTACLES 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 
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2012 REPOr~T . EXPANDINGSEfl VICES TO ACHIEVE OUflGOALS 

Recycl ing is most successful when it's simple and convenient. 
For commercial buildings and multi-famHy complexes, recycling 
can be made easier by design. Hichmond has developed guidelines 
to help ensure commercial bui ldings and mufti-family complexes are 
designed with accessible, centralized and well-organized recycling 
facilities. Meeting these standards helps Richmond take recyclIng 
to a new level by creating new opportunities to trim our waste 
and turn recyclable materials into resources. 

COMMERCIAL BUILDING 
GUIDELINES 
Effective garbage and recycling managQlTl!mt at cam me rcia I 
buikling~ is most sucG!ssJul woon thf!W' fadlit i~ are iflmgrated 
linlo the ·design ami operatioru of the building or 5ite .. To 
support this, the City of Ridlmom:! has dwoopoo commercial 
buikling guidelinS5 that are outlined in the Cit]· of Richmond 
Design Coosideratioru fur Commerdal l'rOp!'rtie5: Recycling 
and Garbage. These guidelines assist d~igners and d!!:·,elopers 
of commercial buildIngs in three k~' areas: 

• too desigfl of storage facilities for garbage and reqding; 
• selection of cofltainers fur garbag:e 0100 re~ling : am:! 
• planning of alXess: for both tenants and collection 

service providers. 

These guidelines help commercial property a ••• ·ners .bty giving 
. general advice for meeiing Cit~' regulations imd suggesling 
goals for effoctiv., garbage and rec~rdiJl!ll programs .. This 
,information is pro\lided as a, ffi.source and soould be usoo 
with. not in place of. ail applicable building cod~. City 
standards and other relllVarrt :Iegiilitioo. 

F!lr mDrE illformatioll, visit VlwlI'/.r'immood.ca/«!cycie. 

DID YOU KNOW? 
Th~ City's ·Partnl!l$ fur Bewtiilcation Program" irwites communitl 
participation in adoplioo initiatives fur streets and other :itewardship 
programs. Visit 'o'I'IWi·.richmond.calparks for mOO! information. 

3877881 

MULTI-FAMILY BUILDING 
GUID'ELINES 
All multi-family residential and mixed-use buildings in 
Richmond require adequate storage fOI garbage amI recycling, 
and tooS!'! storage areas must meet Building CodQ Regulations:. 
At t1u~ same·mQ. garbage afld recycling colloction at 
multi-famil :~ ami mixed-use buildings is an afea where 
these is potentia1for future exparuioo and imprcrlement. 

As an lmportant foum:!a,t iOll, the City of ruduoornd has 
del/eloped Mulli-family Building Guideflnes to help support 
coosisten! standards at all buildings. The guide:li 11125 ioclude 
information such as basic service requirements, ·container 
access for residents and coIloction, and maxi mum coota:ine
size. too informat ion is providoo as a corwenierrt source 
of information, amlllropert'l OI.'IIIlers am. {esponsible 
for ensu~ing they meet all applicable building cades • 
City st:andards and other relevan1Iegisl.3!ion. 

Foo more information, visit www_richmondxafrecycle_ 
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C ITY OF RICHMOND 

JlT HOME: t1R ON THE tiO., RECfnE! 

GO! 
RECVClE 

GO! RECYCLE 
PUBLIC SPACES RECYClING 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Riohmond'~ ne'\¥ public spates recycii fl9 prog;ram is approved for continued 
growth following a le'/iew and assessment of its highly successful 
G{)! Recyde pilot project to increase the number of re-cycling bins available 
throughout the community. With these reqrdrng bins ill place, residents 
and visit{)rs make positive choices \0 reqde beverage containers and other 
materials thanh t{) the wllvenienl bin locations. 
Folia-wing j3 full £l!!.rigIN of the pjlot program, Couocil accepted too pilot program as 
the mode'l to be used to IlXPilrnl publk spaces rtlC~!c1ing in a graduated marmer to. 
City iadlifies, at Gly e~'oots. and ~:> other City properties, includiflg streeiscapes, 
opoo spaces and Jl'<1Irh ., As p-art of thE p-ub4ic spaces r~--yding program exp-aruion 
in 2012, the COTltiillers and promotiofl<ll biandif}g/sigooge were used to expand 
recy'tfing sen/i=ro the cammunity at City · acilmes. A total of 68 containers were 
installed in 13 City facilities to eruLlre easy access to recyding services by residents 
wheTl participating in activities at these facilities, 3.5 well as to demorutriiite 
re<5pon<-ble feq'Ciilllg iiirld waste maoogement leadership_ As well, Richmond 
worh d with ~olullteer5 and rommunity partners to set-up recycliTlQ at more 
tilan30 IWeTlI5_ A total 01 3,891 Gre,m Ambassador hours were recorded in 
2011'12 school year irwolving more thaTl 20 0 Green Ambassabors. 

Building on the success of these proglams, Richmood is now' de\'eloping an 
expar.ded program to extend public spaces recycling to include bo.th indoor 
and ·o tdoor locations, such as communi~' facilitie<5, parks and streetscapes, 
The program \1IIi!1 be implemented in a graduated fashion . 

• ~ < ' w _ • • _ .~ .:. ". • . ' " 
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20l2REPORT . EXPANDING SERVICES TO ACHIEVE OUR GOALS 

EVENT RECYCLING PROGRAM 
IN DEVELOPMENT 

With the success of the Go! Recyde program in public spa{es, 
Richmond identified an opportunity to improve recycling by 
providi ng a program .tnat ~uppoft, recyclinq stations at event>. 

As part of its ev€flt management and !;'€flue requirements, eveTit 
organizers are responsihle for recyoling and waste ml'lIllagement 
during events, including litter pick-up and ensurjn~r there ale 
adequate T130ilitles to rolled reqrding and garbage. The Ot'l ·crl 
Richmond is exp/oringoptions to provide services to support toose 
requirements, including the potential use of short-term roota15 of 
garbage and recycling bins, signage and 0C0lIeclioo services. As 'Nell, 
the Oty is in too process of devel.opiflg an EV€flt Rocyding Guide (hat 
will 355i5t event organizersYlith .assessing their recycling requirements 
and the operational 3Spects of ,*,tling up recycling stations. 

By providing convenient resources, such as hin rootals and a "how 
to· guide for event rocyding, t he (Jty's objocli\l'e is to make it easy 
fo r evoot organizers to keQj) the venue dean and recydabl@s out of 
the landfill. Common materia1s generated at events: such as bottles 
and cans, paper, cardboard, pliastic mntainerswith code &~&tij 
are banned from the garoog@ and must 00 recycl@d. Rocyd in!;l at 
evEnts helps tum waste into r!1SOUfCeS afi1d supports Richmond 's 
goal to divert 70% of waste from landfi lls by 2015. 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Recruit volunteers to maA-3ge the recyding 
stations to ensure proper disposal of waste and 
mqdables. !deally, staff all ,ecycling stations 
at all times, If this is not possible, assign a 
~f1oater' to ched: each area periodically. 

.. , . : - . . 
. ". . .• '.' •. • PROGR»tS AND SERVIQ;S . :0 ••••••••• 
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2012 REPO~' • EXPANDING SERVICES '1'0 ACliJEVE OUR GO/\LS 

OUT EACHAND 
CUSTO R SERVIC 
SUPPORTING AWARENESS AND EDUCATION 

Richmond res idents have multip le opportunit ies to Jearn more 
about how to reduce, reuse and J'ecycle thanks to the extensive 
public education and community outreach offered throughout 
the year. Richm ond hosts free workShops, part icipates in 
community events and vvorks "vith students to raise a'¥'Ilareness 
about recycl ing. Participants benefit from new ideas and 
other t ips on topics ranging from backyard composting to 
waste reduct ion tactics. The City also provides res idents 
w ith mult ip le opt ions to connect with staff to learn more 
about programs, services and the best way to manage waste. 
Together, Richmond and local res idents are expanding their 
understanding of how to make Richmond a ,Recycl ing Smart 
City where recycl ing is a vi/ay of life. 

3877881 

fb2ached IllOII!1tian 4,3{I[}p!!~, 
supported l ,&"Q(! !>Ilr<lent ~oluflteer 
hours. and Mgag~d tbousaOOs 
of residents. 
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CUSTOMER SERVICE 
Richmond is focused on de l iv~fing exceptional customer service and 
off!:!f, a number of tools tl} respond to customer needs and priorities. 

The Envirol1mflfita l Programs InfQ(maficm Line staff assisted QJstomers on mQ(1l' than 
7,100 calls in 1012. armvering questions, assisting w ith requests relating to glllbage 
and recyclillg and prOViding gUidance on where to go for additional information 
and resources. Richmond also assists QJstomers di edlyat the Recycling Dll'p.ot. 
and throogh its outreach programs in the community. 

At the Depot. staff provide assistance with where and hew ro rlK)fde usiflg its 
drop-off options, answer questions about City programs and services ami sell 
products such as compost bins aoo /Gin barrels a~ well as Garbage Tags and 
Garbage DispDsal Vouchers. Through outreach, ruchroond goes into tile community 
to conniKt .... 'ith residflfits to sham inrormaoon and respond to questions. 

2012 Cmtomer Service Highlights: 
CUSTOMER 96 COMPOST 

BINS SOLD SERVICE CAllS 

, 
GA:RBAGE TAGS 

401 GARBAGE 
DJsPOSAl VOllCIiERS 

. . .. . \ " ~ '. , 

...... 6+ •• 30 . . ,\' " 
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.2012 RtPORI • EXPANDING SERVICES 10 /,Oi IEVE OUR GOJl.LS 

Richmond has extended its community outreach to include 
information displays at shopping centres and community 
centres. With the launch of the new Green Cart program, 
these new displays provided residents with more detailed 
information and an opportunity to view new carts to help 
with selecting their preferred cart size. These, information 
displays also offer proactive communication opportunities 
to share information and provide tips to increase recycHng 
and reduce waste . 

• •••• +4 ••••••••••••••••• +++t.~.+ •••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 
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NEW IN 2012! 
WEBSITE UPDATES 
The City recently updated its website, indud ing implO'Jed navigati.on tor information on recycling 
and waste management Richmond also expanded its social media use via Richmond's Fa.cebook 
p.3ge to plovide timely updates and links to resources. 

RE·COLLECT APP 
In additiOll to its wEibsite updates arid social posts, Richmond offers a free ~p that provides re.gular 
reminders about recycling and garbage collection da)'S for residents in single family homes. Re.sidents 
can .set up how- the',fwant to recePle rerniriders, which are available 'by email, wt message, Twttier 
or a phone call. The tool is simple and oosy to use. Please visit I'iww.richmood.Gllrecyde to sign up. 

ENHANCED COMMUNICATIONS 
Along with its commitmrnt to continuous implO'.lI!ment of programs and services, the City has expanded 
and enhancEd its communication and information materials to increase awareness of the importance of 
recyd ing as well as how to maximize all of tile City's recycling and waste management programs. With 
lts new "Let's trim our waste]" campaign, the City ha'5 expanded its information materials induding new 
brochures on its \r"rious services, and Chinese translatioo of these materials. These expanded materials also 
include a number .of targeted communications to raise awarenes:; a[)out the new Green Car! arid l arge 
Item Pick Up pro-yra.ms. A:5 well, the City has developed flew infOlmaficm displays to support community 
outreach and has created new ri?Cjiding guides in both English arid Chinese, with tips arid resources 
on how to recyCle in Richmond. 
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Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 
e l l Y OF RICHMOND 

GREAT CANADIAN SHORELINE CLEAN-UP 
Jointly led by the VancoLNer .Aquarium and World Wldlife Founlda,lloo, fue Great Canadian Siloreline Cleall-Up 
focuses on educating and empowering people to make a diff",ence Iilrollgfl community dean-up events. 
A5 p.art of this iniliamre, Erwironrru!ntal Programs partnered with Parks to SllppOft 10 commLJ!1ity dean-up. 
!WOOts on the City's waterfront invclving 300 volunteers .. The groops leading loose activilies ildude the Gulf 
of Georgia Canner),. WorkSafe !lC, Richmond CtJinese fvangeliGal Free Ctrurch, Richmond Capstan Alliance 
Cf'ILJrch, Buddha's Light int",national Association, Iglesia Ni Christo Church of Christ, Sellfair Minor Hockey, 
too Rotaract C'lub of Richmond, f!icol1 Canada, and Richmooo's Greoo ArTlbassadors. 

SCHOOL PARTNERSHIPS 
In 2012 the CIIy hostlld dean-Up }u-ur Actshews.at >eight mff",enl smools. The show, which promotlls 
sparkling dean communities: througfl re5ponsible acoons to avoid littering, gimfiiti and Wlrnialism. reachi!d 
865 elementary smool students aoo 35 tllachEfs. These schools pariidpatOO in the ~Make rudlmoJ1I1J 
Sparkle" cootllst, which ewluates thme school:; mD51 imwoved and UIDJie lMih the least amount of li~. 
Winners lin .2012 were Bridge and McNeeiy Elementary Schools. (Congrarulatioo5 to these studEnts for 
modeling community leadership in making their smeol gJOuOOs sparkle. 

Zero .Heroos is a smool pmdudion delivEfed on bEilall of the City to teach youth about re<:yding and 
solid waste reduction. Approximately 3,456 elerru!ntary sludents and 140 trodlers were· treated to this 
DreamHider p'IOduction ,in 2m2, which promotes environmentli stewardship in a fun and engaging 
intllractWe theatrical presentation . 

RICHMOND HOSTS FI.RST ANrmAl EARTH DAY SUMMIT 
Richmond staff collaborated with the Richmooo 5cOOoI Board and the David SuzLki Fourdaoon 
to support High School Green Teams in hosting the City's first annual summit calk!d "Richrnood Earth 
Day Youth Summit" (REaDY Summit) at 5k!ves.tonllondon I·ligh School. 

The sLlmmlt wassuccp..ssfLA in increasing awareness oi I!:mvironmental sustaillability, fostllring conlimli3i interest 
in rllcyding and ri!duong waste, and raising awareness 00 sustaioobilit'l iss LIES iden1ified by 00'1 yoLllh. 
Approximately 20 workshops ranging from recycling and waste reduction to a climate rnJlllge showdown 
and energy and water conservaoon WEfe offe.red, The Green Ambassadors spent approximately 2,000 hours 
to support this successful outreach ilifutive. OlrEf 3>60 delegates atteooed, induding 100 Richmond Green 
Ambassadors from eight Richmond high smools. 
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2012 REPOR'J • EXPI\NDING :;EJ~vICES 10 ACHieVE OUR GOALS 

CHRISTMAS TREE RECYCLING 
The> City hosted its annual Christmas Tree Rocyding service at Garry Point. Thanks to the partidipatiDn 
of residents Woo brought tneir tree-5 in for recyding, Richmond colleded ;mel chipped 13.600 kilograms 
of chips and sent them to Harvest Power for composting. 

COMMUNITY WORKSHOPS 
Richmond's free community workshops prO\!ide education and t ips that support recycling and waste 
reduction techniques. The following is a, summary Cif workshops that fo.aJs on helping residents taw.<lrru 
tne City's goal for 10% waste di'll!fsion. 

For information on the ... ;ortsilops. email esounead l@ricilmond.ca. To attend -ree \';ort:shops offered by 
_ ne City, visit rirnmond.calregister or call 604-276-4300 and press "2" at tne j)1ornpt niJlooda'1 to f riday 
rom 8:30 a.m. to 5:30 p.rnJ to register. 

COMMUNITY WORKSHOPS 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Ba(jkyaro and Worm {omposting WIi£1her a nome or an 'expE!!i£IKed (ompCllt crelrtGf, pal'lir.:\plImtS learn how to 
H£4d Se\f1lJl m es effeai·.1:!I)' con'J1:!rt mganic food and yam \llM'te inlO ;m lXganic soil condi1io1ill!!: 

5eorond Hand t o First Rate Tum seconci haIIII item;; wto amaziD!! treasures. Participi!f1ts Ie;;: part',. idBil5, how tD ffililI'M! great kids 
fll1IdM~1! and ooCOfiating items and trirh and tips to drMS from b!!ad to toe all fCf und'~r $3(1. 

Harvest Compost Participants ~m snme si'llp l ~ rofTjpostha"'~stingtl?d:l1l iqu(>5 and how to use oompost to iooeasethe 
H£4d r'f!(!' health of soil arid plants A compastirog eJqlert also prollilil!;;a;ses~mE!!lt of finished cCft\llosting samples 

pro'lllled by participants. 

Eco-deaning HOIll~made houS!!hold ckaners ·.IM w!!ll sa',ll! mooey and are less hilll1ilful to people, animals 
HHrli'M::l! and J:he; llII\~ronmi!lIt Wim a ff!w easy steps. parti '[Pants Ie to Ml! aflllllIse eco4lOOndt, de3ll£/s. 

Em·cleaning redoces 1:1'111 use oltOllicbousmc&l it>21llS and the course indIJIi2s tips onROI/Ho-feCI>:!!! 
and safely o~ 01 mese harmful m:a1erials. 
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R SOURGOALS 
NEXT STEPS FOR SUSTAINABLE WASTE MANAGEMENT 

n e natlor at trend towards susta nabte \'\'aste rnanagernent 
IS driv ing inr ovatior , polICY changes anel rle .... .; partnershIps 
at a nationa l, prov 'nciat. reglona! and loca l leve '. The NatIona l 
Zero Vv'aste CouncH is explonng opt ions to engage Ca nadians 
to fe-think ".'· .... 'aste. Th's Includes in fluer cing Industry and 
producers ar d char ~fng consumer behaVIours . . b..t a reg'onal 
leve!, the City has endorsed the integrated Solid ~o/a5le and 
Resource Ma.nagement Plan as a foundation for future Vlaste 
management. .And In our cornmunity, R chrnond is expand ing 
and 'rnproVtng recychng services and res idents are using 
these serv'ces to divert v.taste. 

Together, vile are rnakmg change happen today, as v,/eU as 
looking tovvards the future. There are increasing oPPclrtunit ies 
for mnovafon, sud as feverag ing waste as a resource as liveU 
as PO! cies tr at er gage industry and producers to m in'mize 
waste and facirtate recycli ng. As ind ividuals, 'vve can vl/ork 
together to share persona responsibil ity to reduce and 
recycle Vofaste. 

These rneasur-es v,/ln create a p latform that suppo rts 
Richmond's viSio n for a sustamable future as a 
RecycHng Smart City . 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 
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Our goal is 70% diiusm 
by 201 5. 
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STR~ EGIES FOR 70% D VERSION BY 2015 
To a:h'e','e its goa'£, Richmond ;s fO:t,5ed 011 rnaxi'Tli2irg use cl ex.ist'n;; req'ciirg ser\,k025, 
expardil1g reCYCling ser\fi:€~ to new custOfr.er gr('<Up~, and redJCiflljwaste at the ~0urce 
th rou~h reduced pac aging and consumpfofl 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

OVer the next three ye-ars, Richmood needs to dp/e{t additional waste to achiEve its goa I for 70% diversion. 
Residents in 5ingle-famirj home-s are already dive{ting 61'% of their %35te as the!'1 were among the first to 
rernive a range of recycling servicEs. RIchmond has continued to expand services to othe{ customel' groups, 
SLJCh as re-sidents in tovvnl1OOlEs and multi-famil>1 complexes. and is e~ploring options to support recycling 
in the busine-ss and industria!lcommercial sectors. 

Richmond's plan for enhandng and expanding feGd ing and waste management services includes established 
deliverablEs for 2013 and a work plan for 2014 and 2015 tllat includes ~plOfing new seI'vice options, 
addressingj changes in policy and legislative rEquirements and enhaocing existing programs to a.ccommodate 
increased recycling. 

) ~, ,~,~ ''''..,. ~ I, """~.w.~. ~:<-...,', ~ 

...... 1t .... 36 ~ " ' . . , .-
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NEW tN 2013 
IMPLEMENTATION OF NEW GREEN CART PROGRAM - JUNE 2013 
Richmomd's new Green cart program is an enhanced ,ervice. for resid,mfli and sing re~family homes and 
a new service to to ..... nhomes with the Citfsgarbage colleclion and/or Blue.1k»: service. By expanding too 
service to townhomes, Richmond is reachifl!l more thant 1,000 new home5with this recycling coUection 
service and ernurirng residents have access to food scrilJl5 recyclifl!l well in advance .of the antidpated 
disposal ban on food scraps in 2015. 

The program builds on the success of Green Can recycling and addresses challengeswJfh the existing program 
to make it even easier and more CO!l'llenient to recycle fo.od scraps and yard trimmings. The program offers 
a range of cart sizes that residents can select based on their recydling ru!eds. Too larger carts haw wheels, 
making them easy to mo~, there are 00 weight limits tn.,nl::s to automated lifts on the trocks and th~' come 
withattadhed lids:. As well, the large size redoces the need for pllrchasing extra paper yard waste hags. 
Residents can continoo to use their G Teen Cam, paper yard waste bags and bundled yard trimmings 
to supplement their Green Cart wmen needed, such as dllring spring and fall olean up. 

IMPLEMENTATION OF NEW lARGE ITEM PICK UP PROGRAM - JUNE 2013 
Starting in June, Ri,"hmond's new Large ltEm JIlek Up program will pfO'lide a coovenient curbside 
collection service for up to four large house4lo1d items per 'lear, jndudifIQ mattresses, furniture and 
appliances. This new sef'lice is a\failable to sjragle-tamily homes afild townham.es with City garbage 
collection and/or Rlue Box recycling service. 

The large Item Pick Up program adds con'lenience for residents, partirularl)' those wIlo do oot hav~ large 
vehicles to dispose of items. It is also antid,patea that lhis nWJI program w~ll 5tJPport recyding of many 
large household items that would otherwise g'O to the landfill, and will' help to redtJm Pfoblems, with 
mega1 dumping in the community. 

COMMUNITY AWARENESS AND EDUCATION 
Richmond will corrtirllJe to encour,age recycling at horoo and on the go in the commuriity by providing 
infOimation and et!ucatiooal ootreach. The City's feC1;ding Pfomo~ion camp<ri!Jn, "l et's trim ourwaste' " 
is designed to increase understanding of why fecy(~ ing ami wast!! reductiOIl lis important, s-aiseawareness: 
about thQ various rec;rling programs and services all<liiabiG from the Gt>J and its pa:rtners in the community, 
and provide instructions on how to use recycling servk.es effectively to redlUce and dil1ert waste. 

ThH:! commu nications in'lOlve a mix of tactics ranging from direct communication to res'idents and outreach 
programs through event booths and workshops, to general :infonnaoon sharing through! adllertisifIQ in 
both English and Chinese nl'M'.spilpers. Richmond i5 abo expanding its public reiatioflls throogh incr!!1lM'd 
partnerships in the community, s.uch the Richmond School Distrid, S.U.cCESS. and other local 
organizations who work directly with cultural and interest groups in toommmuriity. 

'd) 
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With City recycling programs in place for the majority of residents, 
Richmond has significantly cut its waste going to landfi ll and the 
new and enhanced programs being implemented in 2013 \\/iII 

further extend res ident recycling of food scraps, yard trimmings and 
large household items. Achieving 70% diversion involves more than 
maximizing existing services - It vvi ll take expanded programs and 
a shared commitment by reSidents, businesses, and commercial 
and industrial sectors working together to divert waste. 

~ ••••••• t ••••••••••• ~.~++ •••• t •••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 

OTHER PLANNED INITIATIVES 
AND FUTURE CONSIDERA: IONS 
Ricnrrord i~ er,p . orin~ oprons to reach ne·.', (ustOfT'er gro:Jps, 1'2~'Erage ex'stirg p'Ogfilr'15 ir ew 
\Nays a1d create new p'ograf'lS (hat serve the co rTi'n~ 'l ity ,,./1., con~idHa:bn to b'J g€ t, reSOl!rce:s 
dr.d feas;bi'itj' for ilTlple:lT'entat:oll There are a r umbe~ of S i~1ifica'lt req'ch::lI\vaste management 
i-t ifatives t ~ at are active, planned or na rb::d 0$ a potential futJ re corsi·::ie:ra:ion hat are des'gred 
to e~parld the reac~ 0' rEcr:::11:j programs ard a"ip , .... ~h eme 9 11~ reqL ·r€ments and egis ition 
affecthg W3s:e rmf1agement. 

EXPAND1NG SERVICES 
[co Centres 
t CO Centres are. an initiative under the Integrated Solid Waste and Rf!50UKe Mamt~mmt f!tim to pr 'de 
a one-stop centre for a multitud 2 of recyding services. Staff are working with Metro Vanool.wer to 
rfWie"" 1he issue of equity for communities that host regional ttansfer stations lNoore Metro Va:ncoover 
intends to prOYide enhanced recyding services versus. those municipalitiecs who provide P£!C)'ciillg services 
independently at municipally-oWTled recycling depot sites. 

As part of a future consideration for this type of service. Richmood is-exploring options lilat ino1ude 
a possible expansion of the City's existing Recycling Depot into a larger facil ity that aa:epts a much 
broader range of materia l.s and offers additiooal services (re-use centre, educatioo faciiil'j. Q1c.). 

IWview ·of New/l:xpanded Programs fo r Recyding Depot 
Staff continually review the range of servicecs at the Ro:cyding Depot to consider wheth.er new pro.ducts 
may be added. For example, residential I ignt fixturecs and exercise equipment were recently added to the 
range 0 materials accepted. Otln~r ilems being considered include bool::s, Styrofw m and batteriecs. 

Review of Organics Collection Options for Multi-family and Commerdal 
in accordance w ith Council directiorl, staff are reviewing opt ions to de\ll:!lop a pilot proJect to ooIloct food 
scraps and yard trimming5 from multi-family buiklings, residentiallrommercial mixed use, ami commercial 
businesses. CerltraJized col!ectiorl is erwisioned a5 Iikel~' the most practical approach. The results of the 
pilot project would be used to nelp formulate collect ion models and approacnecs for tile multi-family 
and commercial business sectors. 

~,~~%~~~~t1?Y~1tf~7~~~i~~~:(l~~I::~.;~' ;·~~;~$'~~~;~~";.~f{~:,.~~~~~r4tJ!I: ;'~'~~)~.;':. ~~. ~~~ ~·~·;{Z :~~'L 'J:~\~:, '~ '~ .. ' ~ ,~~pl 
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2012 REPORT . EXPANDING SERVICES TO ACHIEVE ourl GOALS 

Potential Expansion of Municipal Recycling Services 
With a goal to increase the types of materials that can be conveniently recycled in Richmond, staff will 
review opportunities to expand the range of materials collected in the City's Blue Box, multi-family and 
Recycling Depot programs. This expansion of materials is determined in part by the availability of recycling 
facilities and partners who accept these materials as well as implications related to recycling additional 
packaging materials under the new stewardship program for packaging and printed paper, scheduled 
to commence in May 2014. 

Introduce Carts for Curbside Garbage Collection 
Information from the Green Cart program expansion will be used to evaluate the potential for 
introducing City-provided carts for garbage collection and options to encourage greater recycling . 

ALIGNMENT WITH EMERGING REQUIREMENTS AND LEGISLATION 
Packaging and Printed Paper/Multi-material BC (MMBC) Stewardship Plan 
There is currently work underway at the provincial level that would result in industry assuming responsibility 
for packaging and printed paper recycling collection. Richmond is evaluating how this change would 
impact the City's Blue Box, multi-family and Recycling Depot programs and how the City can leverage 
this program to enhance service to residents. 

Demolition Materials Recycling 
Metro Vancouver has developed a model bylaw for review and potential implementation by municipalities 
to require recycling/solid waste management plans for new construction/demolitions. The intention 
is to require recycling and appropriate disposal of waste generated through demolition activities. 
Staff plan to review the model bylaw for potential implementation in Richmond. 

Garbage Collection Service Level Review 
Staff will review existing service levels for garbage collection, e.g. weekly collection versus bi-weekly 
collection or pay-as-you-throw costing incentives. Changes in the frequency of garbage collection 
have been implemented in other municipalities with a goal to improve recycling participation levels. 
The review is focused on ensuring effective waste management and customer service while facilitating 
and encouraging recycling. 
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2012 REPORT. EXPANDI NG SERVICES TO ACHIEVE OUR GOALS 
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TI·PS AND RESOURCES 
EASY STEPS TO INCREASE RECYCUNG 
AND REDUCE WASTE 
In Richmond, we care about our commun ity, and we are 
working together to trim our waste. The City works w ith 
residents and commun ity partners to make .it easy and 
conven ient to reuse and recycle at horne and on the go. 
It's a ll about making recycling a way of li fe. This at~a-glance 
resource on the various types of recycl ing programs and 
serv ices ava ilable through the City of Richmond is a valuabJe 
gu ide to support be ing recyc ling smart in Richmond. The 
Tips and Resources include high lights such as how and 
where to recyc Ie, what to do with hazardous waste 
and where to find addit iona l information. 

Resources also Include contact information and locations 
for Richmond services and commun ity partners involved in 
take back col lect ion through product stewardsh ip programs. 
Together these tips and resources he lp to support maximum 
recycl ing with minimum contamination in the waste 
going to the landfi ll. 

Richmond's EmiilOOmrotal Program staff 
.share irnClJll3tion on Ups ami resources 
b~ phone, through outrnadl evm1s and 
on the website. 

e nPSAND RESOURCES ·41 ..... . ...... . 
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CITY OF RICHMOND 

BLUE BOX 
;In Richmond, recyclable materials from Blue Boxes, Blue Bags and Yellow Bags are collected from 
single-family homes and some town home complexes on the same day that garbage is collected. 

The residential 20 13 RRcyding and GarbageCoIledion Schedule is available at www.richmond.cafrecycie 
or call 604-276-4010 to request a copy. Recyclable materials are banned from the garbage. 

ACCEPTED 

HOWlO Plaa. items in Blue Bag 
RECYCU; 

WHEN x Othertwes ofpapar 
SORTING. )( String 

DO NOT )( Plastic or papar bags 

INCLUDE 

Set out Time 
Before 7:30 a.m. on collecnoo day. 

Report a Missed Collection 
Call 604-216-40 10 or email 
garbageancl-eqclirgCrichmond.ca. 

'" 1 00% nil" papar 
· v Glassy paper 
'" Junk mail 
.; Magazines & catalogues 
'" .papar and are;;! baKes 
'" .Papar egg cart<lns 

. ,; Vilndowen""lopes 

Pia.., in Yellow Bag 

oRem<Jl'l! all food scraps 
• Rem<Jl'l! plastic liners 
• Rem<Jl'l! metal attachments 
• llatren 

'· x . Bathroom uti!lSlJ!! paper 
· )( Carbon paper 
it .Orirkbox ... 
it Metallic gft IM'lIP 

, it Milk cart<lns 
· j( Papar dips 
X Papar oowels 
X Waxed paper 

How 10 Get a Blue Box. 
Blue Bag or Yellow Bag 

'" Small pieces of dean '" Glass fcad lie 
CDlTUJla1E!d cardb:Janl bMnge containers 

" Clean emugated Plastic bardes 
ca-dboard bllXI'S " Aluminill11 food I!o bMrage 

'" One bundle per 'M!ek cans, foil and plates 

NoiPc: o..ersired~'<I! " lin ca'l5 

amounts can be dropped oil " Rigid plas1ic containers 
at the City Re:yciirg Depot WthClldng&&&& 

Set at oub with Blue Box PI""e in Blue Box 
• ~at1En and place in o ReIllO\/1! lids 

YeDawll\Jg; a • Rinse clean 
• ~at1En and bundle, • ReIllO\/1! labels 

1D3ltxlltx4in • Flatten 
(90onx oocm x10cm) 

x plasticer,""" x Aerosol call5 
coated cardboard X Contai1elS ..tthcode~ 

X Urrflattened bcoes X CEfilmia (pla1I!5Icups) 
lit IJrirking ~asses 
X FlClM!r pats 
X Milk CMtons 
X Other plas1ics (plastic film 

and grocery bags;) 
X S1jfllfoam 

City Recyding Dep Dt 
5555 Ll'1i1S Lane 

There is no charge for MIN or repacement blLR 
baxes,. ~ue bi'gs or )'EIlow b<.;is. 

Wednesday to sunday (Ca;ed on 
MCtldays, TuesdaY' r. Statutory Holidays) 
9:00 a.m. to 6:15 p.m. 

For odditklnal bllYp-s and bags call 
604-116.J010, orderthem online at 
www.riclrnand.calrecycJe. or pidt them 
up at the fdlo"';ng locatklns: 

City HaD 
6911 Ilo. 3 fllIad 
Monday to Friday (Closed en 5aturda:/S, 
Sundays & Sta1JJtory Holidil'fS) 
8:15 a.m. to 5:00 p.m . 

....... " ••• 42 
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BLUE CART 
Ail vertically stacking multi-family dwellings and some townhome complexes have a recycling 
depot c.onsisting of a number of blue recycling carts. They are generally located ,in the garbage 
mom or other convenient location. For information about the recycling depot ,location in your 
building, contact your building manager or property manager. 

The carts are emptied once a week. Statutory holidays do not generally affect the co'liectio n; 
however, Christmas Day may delay collection by one day if it falls on a weekday. 

HOW TO 
RECYCLE 

SORTING. 
DO NOT I INCLUDE 

I 

L, 

place itl!lm in 
Nl>wsprm BIu"Cart 

I x Othert}l'es <>f paper 
x String I x fiaslic IX" paper bags 

Cllrt Emptying 
Sam. carts are retrie> .. d from tl-eir ';t •• ho __ re~ 
slX"Re are broog,t out to a coll.ction .",a. 

(arts 'brought out must be at the crllectioo 
arE<! before 7:30 a.m. 

Report 8 Missed Collection 
(a1l604·lJ~·4010 or email 
garbagean!h.:yclirgliDrirhmond.ca. 

" lCD'lbflne lEper 
" Glossy ,paper 
" Empty pua bcxo!s 
" Junbnail 
" Magazines ,. catalcglP-5 

" Off"" pap'''' 
" Paper boxes 
" Paper .gg car!lJns 
" lMndaN onVliI""e5 

place in Paper 
Prod.ds BIg .. Caft 

• .FemCM! al food scraJlS 
• .P.emm .. paS1ic liners 
• R?mm .. metal attadrnents 
• Fatten 

x Ibthroom and U!iSU!! paper 
X Carbon paper 
l( Drinklxm>s 
X M'talliqjfnmp 
X. Milk cartenS 
X Paper dips 
X. Paper _.as ' 
x. Waxed paper 

place in Paper Products 
Btue Cart or place in amite 
Corrugated CiIr1IIoard 
~cyd1ng oontaiflff 
• Rat1En 
• Cut tD 1 ft x 1ft (30cm ~ 30cml 

:.:x plastic Qr",~x coate:! ca-dboanl 
. X Unflattened ba.es 

" Aluminium food JIo bewrage 
cans, fuiI and plall!S 

" lin cans 
" Glass food & beoerage oon

tainers 
" ~gid plastic: CIIntaine<s 
withaxling~ 

Place in Colltainen 
BbN. Cart 

• ~nse dean 
• R?mCM! lids 
• R?mm .. lab.ls 
• Flatteo 

X Aerosol cans 
x CooIiinelS ~th axle &eli?> 
x Ceramics (plate .. cups) 
x Orinlcing glasses 
lC Flower p:rts 
l< Milk car!lJns 
X Other plastics (plamdilm 

j and grocelY bag,) 
x Styrofoam 

How to Get an Indoor Collection Bag 
for Blue Cart Recycling 

City Recycling Depot 
5555 LIm, lale 
'Nednesdayto SlJ1day (dooed m 
.kndays, Tuesdays & Slatutory Holiday.;) 
9;00 a,m. to 6:15 p.m . 

There is no charge for new or ",placement 
blue cart recycling bags, For add1ional bags 
cal 004·276·4010, ordenhem online at 
www.ricrrnond.calhcl.d •• or pO:: them 
up at the fdlo\\;ng locatioo~ 

(ityHaO 
6911 '10. 3 ~ad 
M:f1day to friday (C\:.sed on Saturdays, 
Sunday.; & Statutay HcJidoysl 
8:15 a.m. to 5:00 p.m. 

o TIPS AND RESOI.IRCES 43 ••••••••• 
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CITY Of' Ri CHMON D 

FOUR EASY STEPS 
FOR USING YOUR 
GREEN CART 

O· Cclloct food scraps in your 
Iilimen cnntair'o!!f. 

~. &nipt! li11a~rial5 NIllll your kitchen 
V wlitalneJ IIlto ~l;}lll Gre4!11 Cart 

e f'ia<<': yarn trili11/1Dil'lgs Inrn Gr.:!en Cart 
iilong with your food maps. (E:rtra 
~.Irimmjlilgs W I go in large paper 
bags Dr OOiIib al labeled Greim Canst 
'PI83se oo~~ that plastic b;;g; induding 
rompostab~'biodegradabl e p1a5tic bags 
are NOT a({j!;pt~& 

'F'Jare your Green (alit a~ ilia (urn along 
with oolirruitt>d (lJIl'I'F yard mmmings 
h;;g; andior Green Cans, Bille Sax am>:! 
giKba>[l!! by 7:30 a.m .. 00 yoor regular 
co:llectilm cay. 

Yard Trimmings Drop-off lo(ations 
llid'unond le;i ntI can drop off j"ald Irimmlng; 
(see· a~av, 10J materials aCrej>ll!d) at Ir" f.o llowing 
Iocaliar6, free cl clmge with proof of residency. 

Charge will be applied Ie arriO"" a.emed 10 be 
cpi! ra~r'1l l", cornm",cial I"Jrp"'"'. 

••• •• .. + ... 44 
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GREEN CART 
The Green Cart program ~tarting in June 2013 makes it easy and convenient 
to recycle food 9craps and yard trimmings . The nev, Green Carts are an 
enhanced >erltice for residents in sirogle-family homes and it's a new recycling 
service fur townhomes with City garbage coliectiDn andlor Blue 8DX service. 
Green Carts make it easiQr to rQcyciQ with grro! /lew benefits for residents, .. including 
no weight limits, wooels make them easy to move, sOOJrw lids help with odour and 
pest management and custom sizes. 

You can combine your food sera 1'5 and yard trimmings together ;in the Green Cart 
Any additional materials that won't fi t into thQ cart can be placed in GrQ!!n Cans, 
paper yard 'I;aste bags. or tied bundlQ5. Please note that Groon Carts stay 
with the property. If residents move to another house in Richmond, tht!'j will havll 
a Green Cart at that location. If there is no cart, please call 604-170-40;0. 

WKAT TO DO WtTH GREEN CANS 
• Continue to USQ existing Green Cans: to rec)'c1e food scraps and yard 

trimmings. (Program restrictions. apply sudl as weight limit container size, 
dearly displayed decals, etc.) 

• Remove the "Green Can" decal and Use' t e containEr as a garba!JE am 
• Bring Green Cans to the City's ReC'jcling Depot at 555:5 L'I'nas ILane 

(Wednesday to Sunday from 9 :0 0 a.m. to 6:15 p.m) curing 2013 
for reuse or recyCling 

WHAT IS 
ACCEPTED 

./ Fruit 
-./ B,"ad~ past;. rke ,j!; ~n •• 
./ ( cflee 9roooo$ & fi lttEr~ 
>I f .. hl!! scraps & f~od smpir,g' 

.,/ fILlN'" 
>I Gra5S dip"",g; 

.. ./ tea~~ 

./ Mo.3~ ""cltry, rim, !lh. lhihh & bn = 
-./ Egg;tr.;,1; 

. ./ ot1J", Q"!Ianiq'ald ",alErial, 
.,/ !i!alllts Ii!i';hjj or decdrd.;e>rll 
v ifulmt trirrilllinas 
.,/ tit", ~ r..oogil! p,u"inliS 

WHEN 
SORTING, 
DO NOT 
INCLUDE 

./ PapE! t.~N.I~r,.plOill'l'lc'"" 
,I Pil2a deli'ruy hOlO!!> 
" \'e9"ta\'/",. 
,I t •• bag, 
" 0.3ir1' proou;:t; 

\I< (<lffeeru~~ 
)( u.ril: (If St"jrDfcam DIIps. m!!at troIJS 

or take""t ","taine" 
J{ GrEe" 01 liquids 
:x Pet fee» Ilf kiVlj' littg· 
" plaslic bag.;. bia~"9raMle "r 

cc.."""rtaHe bags 
x. Pi3!.1ic Ir\mipS 

Ecowaste ~llId ustries 
15111 ViIilliarr" Road 
OPEn MllntW( 10 frid'l' bom 7:00 a.m. to· ~:3a p.m. 
{la;tlocd in at 5:30 p.m.) 
Vi,,! OOlI'ies' e.(D1ll C( t:all 504-2J7·14ID 
for a.tailed informaoon. 

x rr!5ea;i!d plams 
x Garoon 1lGe5,t tlle",,!!r pots 
'" PJUrin~ cr,'", 4 indh6 (10 em) 

in rliarmts 
x ilDd<s, dirt cooo 
x Wl.llJd product! 

City Recyding Depot 
~55'j qua; lar., 
Wednesd"tIOSur,jar(Clr,sed 0 ", 

Monday!'.. i ll!!!days & StatLllDI}' ffo liday,} 
!l:OOa..lll. [<1 6:15 p.m. 

t .l>4:nargrdnr droPFing uM amOL"l1! S less than o~e 
ruM )'DId (a GIl , 't a:~ on wagan or miri'.'all load). 
Larg. lIl'alE are [l1arged a fee of $20 pi!r cubic yard . 

CNCL - 546



June 24, 2013 - 55 -

2012 REI'ORi • EXPANDING SERViCES 1'0 ACHIEVE OUR GOALS 

HOME COMPOSTING 
Home mmposting tums your food scraps and yard 
trimming5 into nutrienHirn !;Oil that can be spread 
on lawns and fiowerbeds·. 

BACKYARD COMPOSTBtN 
"Gilrden Gourmet" compost bins are 3'1ililable to Richmond residents at t ile 
Rgcyd ing Depot for $25 plus ta.x .. Tho:;, bin dimensions aro:;, 36 inches (90 errv 
high, 22 inches (56 an) wide and 22 incOOs (56 an) deep. They are suitable 
to; residential backyard compostiflg of grass, leaves. vegetable t rimmings, 
fruit trimmings and ·otner miscellanoous organic garden t rimmings. 

3877881 

COMPOSHNG WORKSHOPS 
To le<lrn about. composting, attend a Richmond composting 
workshop. which are held from January to NOVEmber. Visit 
www.richroond.cafregistlN for workshop dates and locations or call 
Parh & Recreation at 604·276-4300 and press 'Z' from Monday 
Ito Friday between 8:30 a.m. to 5:30 p.m. 

COMPOST HOTlINE 
The· Compost Hotline offas support and tips for best ptactices in .nome 
composting. It is operal!!d by City F<lrmer; which has fQ5Barched and 
promoted too bQ5t methods of urban composting since 1978.. 

Compost Hotlin.e 
Phone: 604-736-2250 
Email: compostilotline@telus.net 

COMPOST DEMONSTRATION GARDEN 
A compost demonstration garden is located at 
2631 \Vestminster Highwa'j in the Terra Nova Rural Park. 
Compo~ting demonstration units are on. display for viewing 
year-roond. from dawn to dusk. 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

mBROWN& 
. GtlEEN 

•••• • •• • • : ...;. 

C9 'r:J~ 
TIME " '~ -4 ..... 'r' AIR 

" MOISTURE 

Nitrogen Rim 
Green Materials: 
• PLANT i RIMMh'IGS 
• mUir & VEIiEiABlEPEELlllGS 
• FRESH GR/ISS ClIFI'INGS 
• COFFEE GROOImS & TEA tUNES 

HOW TO COMPOST 

Carbon Rich 
Brown Materials: 
• Dll" LEAVES 
• SAiVDU~t 
• STRA'II' 
• SHREDDHHt l:WSPAPER 

( lli'PI!iGS 

IJSIjGA BA<XYAIUI (ilMl'OSt IlIH. STARrWmtA GOOD 
LAYER OF ((WISE OR~ MmIlAl. SIlOI AS SlRAW, 
lfAVES OIl PRUN!!fCi.AT 11lE BOTroM m AllOW AIR 
TOOliCUlAlE.. 

ADO A GOOO lAYER Of NIlROGEN-IIJCH GREDI MfJ.lElIIAI. 
FOllClltED BY 011£ LAYER OF CAIUION-R1CH IIIIOWN 
MATERIAl. UNTl. lHE BIN IS RJLL 

{jIVE ITtlt.IE-l~ 12-18 t.«l1fTH5,lMTERIAlATTIIE BDTItIM 
AND MIDDlE OF llIE BIN SROUID BE (<JMPOtSTID. USE THIS 
TRROOGAOOi YOUR GMDEIi.IISETHE UN-COMPOSillI 
W1.TERlAI. 10 SIAJ!J A NEW BATOtcHIPPlNG 011 CHOf"l'ItlG 
THE lMTERIAl CAtlINCRfASE THE SPEED OF mE PROCESS, 
REGUlAR ABWIOfIlSmrosU(CESSRIL COMPOSUIfG. 

• TIPSAND RESOLJ~CES 45 •• • •••••• 

CNCL - 547



June 24, 2013 - 56 -

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

CI1Y OF RICHMOND 

GARBAGE COLLECTION 
CURBSIDE COLL£CTlON SERVICE 

Two Can limit 
GalWge is caBected ",,,,,.11 fur allsingle·filmily 
resirl!!nls and ,S{J",.lcmnPD"'. compl,,,,,. 

Galeage pid up in Ilkhmcnd i> limited tD twa 
cor.lainers (cans 01 bags) per \\\i!ek lar each acdriSs 
or s~rvice. A $2 tag ia eqrI I'd lor each 2rlditiona[ 
(amlainer ~r Eqllivalent. 

How lIig is a "Can"? 
for tr.-e purposes pf garbage pith; in Ricr.mar.d. 
,,3ch o! the fallening relXesents one Gm: 
• A garbage can with !ill 
• Standard sile: 19 inches x 21 inches 

(~8 em x S6 em) 
• Maximum !il' anC'o\,.m: 24 inchEs x 32 inrlles 

(61 an ~ 81 on) 
• 1m eqLfNilient mnt3i""r should 1>01 

meed 3 rubic foot (100 l) 

How Big IS a ·Bag~? 
• Sianaaid size: 1~ inchen 36 inches 

(61U1l x9 1mr) 
• Maximum !ize allc"iled: 30 ioches ,x 48 inches 

[16 em x 120(11) 
• An equival€!1t ilem should nDt exceEd 

3 feet x lleet (91 em x 600ml 

Preparing Garbage for Colledion 
loose goamage must be sOOJ,.~ p.acbd in pla;lic 
ba~s. This iodurl!!s a,hes. b tty lilter. disposal 
diapers. varulfm dearier sweepings and elmr loose 
hOl!Sehold garbage. 

To redL'Ce ~ttel ar.d damage by animals. place hags 
ar.d othEI 9arOa9" in pla'tic (ar"',,4re~1 pOS'Sible. 
Garbage must be pachd in plas.!ic bali' and Ih!!n 
pl""e'rl in cans \'/ilh .. cure lid,. loose' plastic ba!?S 
mu,tomt ·l'",henlilted. 
Al l garbage mm! be placed at ClJrbside befme 
1:30 a.m. an collecliorn d'ay 1m 00 e.arlkr than 
$:00 p.m. thE do)' bel!)!e. Do not place receptacle, 
or ethel items on the rQad. 

Re!ident$ are re,por.sible fm c1eanin@ up any lOOSE 

mat1!lials the ha"e boon scattered Q'\IEr the grolmd 
by animals. " ~r.d or "andali"". 

Ext ra Item Disposa l Options 
Purchase' Galoage Tags m Garbage Dfspa~a l 
Vouchers t~, dispose 01 ex~a garb3g1i!. 

$2 Garbage Tags 
Garbage Tali' are . 'ldilabl£ fm pUICha .. at all 
( ity facilities. 0"" Garbage Tag is ,,"od for an 
arMmar",1 !Iarbagli! bag !)! <an. 

Garbage Disposal Vouchers 
Itidlrn»nd residents mi1lJ purchase a galbage 
dispo,,31 vOIrcr<l'r fer $5 at a~ (jly f.acilities. 
j hese Vlluchers are '~oDd for $20 iil111e Vancou'I!!r 
Landfi ll. and . r~ ""lid anylirr<!!. The/.,. Ii",ite!! til 
~ne pOI h"" .. hold. V"lSi!\\,wl.ricr."ond.cafrEcyr:le 
lor a list of ( ity F3~; selling Saroogli! Tags 
and Galha~e Disposal VoucJ-~". 

The following it~ms are not accepted in the garbage: 

MATERIAL HOW TO RECYCLE OR DISPOSE 

x OEMOUllON WASTE 

x DIRT. ROCK. CONCRlITE OR BRICItS 

x DRYWALL 

x GARBAGE THAT IS TOO BIG 
OR MAY DAMAGE TRUCK 

x HAZARDOUS WASTE 

• ( beck MellO Va['l:Ol/\l.r·! , .... '!!b5lte atw/I\Y.rnetro\lar.:oover.r.rg.!b,,1dmlatl 
Ill! Gil tire ACfI( ReCJ:Cli~ tmlline at 6M·~ECYCIf (7'32-11'253), 

• T;m, to the Vanroum taooFilat ~OO nnd StIe!!t. Dell .. fM~ml!l1l 112 smet Ylilh paitflnad of gacba!!cl 
CIl f<llffi>ste Indus!ri5. Visit eWN3~W.OD'" or call1lilM·177·1410 for acrep.\em items & hollltS. 

• Tab! !/3riragelo tire(jty ~f\ranOO"IEf l andfill at 540l 12nd Street Oel! • . 
See E.tr.!: Item DfspCl5.1 Gpooos-

x PROVINCIAl PRODUCT STEWARDSH,IP • ViR! bcsti'l'ollrri;,rom Of call604·RKYOE. 

COLLECI10N (TAKE-BACK) ITEMS 

x REC'trCLABLES(DUIE BOX 8. BLUE CART) • Flat'2 in apprcpriatE reo/cling r.ceptaoo unle;sit h wntamina1ed br food 1>T 011-.,,- Vli!~ 

X UNWRAPPED, OR LOOSE GARBAGE 

x YARD IRIMMI:NGS 

• Must be ill !llamage bag or can. 

• Flare in Grwl1 Carts M paper Y3rd ',mte bags. 
• If ooe' mIlie )'31d or IES>" drOI' off at ilecycling ~@t unlimiiEd .rne(J~ts tan be d'r!!>pped off 

at Ecrmaste IM!JStries with prool of residenty. 
• Cmr:k Gr.eI!I1 Cart .roion fur restrirtions and a«epted' materials on lPag~ 44 . 

........... 46 
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20.12 REPORT . EXPANDING SERVICES TO ACHiEVE OUR GOALS 

LARGE ITEM PICK UP 
CURBSIDE COLLECTION FOR LARGE HOUSEHOLD ITEMS 
Starting in June 2013, your neV',' Large Item Pick Up prog ram will provide a convenient curb~ide collection service for 
up to fOlJr large household items per year, including mattresses, fumitlJre and appliance5, Tnis new service is a11ailable 
to single-family homes and townhomes with City garbage collection and/or Blue Box recycling service. 

HOW THE PROGRAM WORKS 
• Residents contact the Cily's service provider, Sierra Waste Sevice.s Ltd Customer Sel\lice at 604-270-4722 

to arrange for collection of up to four items per year. Residents can bundle these four items as follows: 

o 1 itM! 'Picked up 
4 separate times 

e 2 ite.ms picked up 
2 times 

9' ';I items picked up 
1 time and 1 Item 
another time 

o 4 items picked up 
all at ().nC!! 

• The collection limit is four large items per year - there is no carry forward if residents do not use 
the service in a given year. 

• large items will be picked up on the same day as 9-3rbagelrecyding. Residents must make arrangements 
for i%k up by 5:00 p.m. on the Thursday pricf to the j~low1ng week's roIle.coon da~'. 

• If the large item is a refrigerator, freezer, icebox or other container that is equipped with a latch 
or locking device, the doorllatch must be removed and placed beside 
the large .item for safely reasons. 

• To help keep our neighbourhoods tidy, residents must remove allY large items that were not collectEd 
by 9:00 p.m. on their scheduled collecOOn day. Large items will not be collected if they are: 
- Tagged as ooing inappropriate or unaoceptable, or 
- No! sdJeduled for pick-up by 5:00 p.m. on the Thursday prior to the collection day. CaJ{ 604-2704722 

to confirm thf. next cofloction day option. 

• Residents can continue to purchase a Garbage Disposal Voucher for $5 from any City facility ami 
use the voucher to dispose of up to '$20 worth oj garbage items at fue Vancou .... er Landfill . 

FCl! more information visit W\vw.richmona.calfecyde or c;~U bnviJOIlJllootal f'rograms at 60~-.216-4{)10. 

UST OF ITEMS ACCEPTED 

The follO'lving glJide provides a list of examples of accepted items for pick up along ."itn examples 
of what cannot be collected throlJgn th is program due to safety concerns. 

-

ACCEPTED NOT ACCEPTED 

..r F,.-lii!ur. ("-9. IDUOOes. coHee lables. <h3irs, d"sks,. d,.",.r.!; TV st;mm. cab1neis; d"'lIEr~ 
t3hres. f-•. rtd,.~ trills. igh cbairs, emrJlcinment (~"I.rs) 

..r Pt>rli311~; fe.g. stm'l!S, di;lwml!er~ \\1lG1!ets "mliCiT drYEJ>. bot \\'"a.~., !anl:~ r.~ . geratllf', 
fr ~'eZer;. rniam'l'ttVEs, cooler;} 

". 5mall hlJU",luM goo.3. ,'ihKh must be in bexE< or bur.dl. d , !lid ar~ , ,,,emallie ,il'2 
(on-e oox or lll"m:r..., is equal to one aj Ihe reoi~ns foor ai>ttF.<! Cerns) 

". Barboo.;,; (r"I1"""" lava red btiq""tt"'s cni!.r ... prop3r'" t3Bij 
..r IYJ!!lJD1 hrmirure (~ . !j. dBirs, P300 lallies. palio li1IIluelilasl 
". :Wag"l lIainin~ El1juiplTl<nt [a9. lrecdm . eiliplic;;I" St300n31)' bike~. m ir Irm lm, I\"'i~hn'.!ls} 
v Elfftlicl""lr.molim 
./ MaW",,,,, !indt>dir.g hetrlbnard and frarri.!} 
If.to:Th, itml(s) ",,"st be aHeto be sa f.¥~an<iJ:d fmrn rurooid: ira C(,rn to qlcelily lor r.dl~n 

" CarbOOies IlfJlart> 
-x roeestumps. 
-x C" pet; 
x ltJrn~ dem. an or ""me rer",VB~!Yl rnall!ri3ls 

' x J.ta:zard!)m, W3~e 

x Fropane li!nks 
x fIfeS 
.x Gasmm'i'Ef.s 

llilti!: Iulms that ctntain ar.y a2aTlIow; liquid; soo. .", 
. lias. cil. EtC. will r.nt be a<ropled . 
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RECYCLING DEPOT 
The City of Richmond Recycling Oepot is 'located at 5555 Lynas Lane and ,is open from Wednesday through Sunday 
from 9:00 a.m. to 6:15 p.m. The depot accepts large appliances, 'large metal items and yard trimmings, as well as 
recyclables normally placed at curbside. 

Residents are encouraged to use the curbside recydables collection for rigid plastic codes &&&&., nll" .... spnnt and mixed 
paper. Businesses are encouraged to subscnbe to onsite collection services if a large quantity of recydables is produced. 
Rgsidents and small business operators can drop off 1 cubic yard of rgcydables and 3 large appliances at thg depot per day. 

In addition, the dgpot is iii Product Stewardship (Take Back) Collection site for paint, solvents, flammable liquids, pestiddes, 
lights,l ighting fixtures and small appliances. 

FOR SALE AT THE RECYCLING DEPOT 
Rgsidents can purchase the folloWing items from the Dgpot: 
• Compost bins - $25 each 
• Rain barrels - $20 and $16 for water diverter device 
• ~xtra Ga rbag e Tags - $2 each 
• Garbage Disposal Vouchers (cost is $5 for Richmond residents 

and value is $20 at thg VanCOUVE!r Landfill) 

./Ne ... "",,, .I C.",all!. pap" IDe • 

./ Noo-g11lS9j flyelS ¥' E....eapes 
and insens ./ Junkmail 

./ .Noll-glouy il15l!rls 
¥' 0If1<e "",.IS 

" Pacbged food bcao!s 
." Paper .gg car1rn5 
./ Paperbirl. books 
./ Telephcne books 

HOW TO Piace in News .... illt bin place in 

RECYCLE • Do not bag or oondk! Mixed Paper bin 

• REmal'e 041 food scraps 
• ~CNeplaS1ic In.1S & tabs 
• ~l7re rnetal attachments 
• Flatten 

WHEN x G~paper j( Bathroom tiswe 
SORTING. x Mi .. d paper products x Corrugill.d rardboa-d 

DONaT x P-<4'erbadc Ix>::h x Drirlclxoi.,s 

INCLUDE 
x Shopping bags X Juice bcao!s 
x Packing "",or x M.tallic ~ft .... p 

x Milk car1rn5 
X Paper toNels 
X Plastic bags 

. X lissu. paper 
X WaXl!dpaper 

.t Clean pizza bOXE!S 

Plare in Co ... ga ..... plare in Maga";ne bin 
cardbo .... d bin • REfTlDl'e pastic em'elS 
• Aatten 
• Discard Sl)roIoam 

S.plaS1ic packaging 

J( P1aS1ic or waa!d X Drinking bOXE!S 
CIli!I!!d cardboard X MmI paper 

J( Styrdoam padca~ng J( IlEWSpaper 
matEria J( Paperback boots 

x unftatt.ned bmes xWarJed"",,, 

............. 49 
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WHAT IS '" Rigid plastic >/ Glass battles Jl.food ., Aluminum foil ,/ Cookil'llJ oil ,/ Br.nches &Iimbs 
ACCEPTED ' ecntainelS v.ilh ja-s (de;l" '" cclou-ed) >/ dean aluminium ., Animalfat ~grease ,/ Trees I!I shrubs 

eodil'llJ~ pie plates 
Note: 1I1s program is 

'" Grass Jl.leaI'es 
., BE.'/I!Iage containers ., Food Jl. beoImge rans Drop-off LinUt< I< Char91!< 
'" Dairy mntaine", limited to hrdrngenated 

Richmond residents ran trop off and nCfl-hytrogenat>ed & mil~jugs 
food-based oils ""d ooe cuoic)'nl free at the City's 

01 Dl!tf:lgent III 
fatony llecyding Depot Ch..-ged $20 

shnpoo Ixtdes J'Ef cubic yaid if rNff limit. 
'" Food mnliine", Commercial opera:las are 

mallled $20 J'Ef cubic yard. 

HOWTO PiW ! in Plastics place In CI"ar Glau pla",e in Ti. Il • Bring moong oil P!ace in .. rea marked 

RECYCLE Containen bin or Coloured Glass AI_iniu .. Cam bin and animal fatslgrease Trees Il Shrubs or 

- Rime bin • Ri'r1Se in food rans or other Grass &, leaves bin 

• RenHm Ikls a- GfIs '. Rinse • Rem",,,, labels ~ita~e comane", • limb;ltrunks up 10 4 'inches 
• Remer", labels • ReIl1O'",and • Flatten cans • Upto 2. 5-litr • (10 em) in damet>erony 

(if JX!"'ible) discard raps containers are aOCl!pted • De-bag all matErial at the 
• Flatten depot 

WHEN X Aerosol cans II Aquariums II Aerosol cans X Vehicle oil a- fluids X AsJ:h3lt a- concre1e 
SORTING, x Milk cartons X. Ceramics (pateskups) J( Fuel rans X. Soil andrb" Dirt 
DO NOT - le Mota oil containers j( Drinkil'llJ glasses x Paint cans II large limbs 

INCLUDE 
. x OtherplastiG x F1uoresanttubes l( Lumber on'xllxl proD.Jets 

J( plastic bags X Hoadights j( f'tasticbags 
J( Styrofoam :x U!#bulbs X Rocks <.-stones 
X PlastidUm X Mirrc<5 x sod. 

lc Stumps 
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./ Domestic pesticides ./ Bike frames ./ Kitrhen col61lertop ./ Fluorestl!nt tWes (moight, 
Max. size: 10 l {2.6 gal v Clea'l 45 gal drums v f'B'sonal care QJM<I, U. cirrula~ squ;;re 

./ Flammable aeFOSIOI. (one end open) ./ Floor cleaning etc.) 
Max. ,;n: 660 g J 24 [lZ v Clea'l automotive ./ Weight measurement v UVand genniddallil1lps 

./ FliI1Imable liquids parts ./ Garment care ./ Incandesoent and halogen 
Max. size: IOU 2.6 gal v Clean barbecues v Sto'll!S v Air treatment bulbs 

" Gasdine ./ lalm chairs . "Washing machines 01 TIme measurement ./ Ccrnpact fluomCBlIlights 
Max. size: 15 l f 6.5 gal : r./ la1Ml """",,rs 'dryers .. Designated 'll!ry (CFts) 

" I-irusEhcId paints v Sheet J SClilp metal !l1Iall m.ms 0/ Ught emitting diedes 
Ma:<.s~e: 18.9 Ll4.9 ga~ ." S1I!el coat hangers (LEOs) 
lull or empty) ' . 0/ S1I!el or lead piping 0/ Ultra High Performance 

" Paint aeroSlOI5 (UHP) lamps ~laoement 
Max. ,;ze: 660 g J 24 CIl,. projeaor lamps) 
lull or empty) ./ High-intEn,;1!' dsdharge 

lamps (HU») 

HOW TO • In original ./.ace in ":rea Plaia! in a,ea marked • RefTlO'/'ealifood residue, • Ha'lde fuorescent lights 
RECYCLE containers bearing the marked La.ge Refrige.ators .. liqUids or vaaJlIlI bags carel!Jly 

' flammable ' symbol Metallte .. l a. bin Freen. s 0' hmacM • vrnp lights in paper or 
• In apjXO'l'l!d Underwriters • RefOO'/'e non-metal 6 Hot Water T .. k. p/acelhem in original 

laboratCfies 01 Canada attachmenls 0' L"'lIe Appliance. packaging 
(ULO containers • Re""",,", fuel tank • Remo'll! door from Nate: Maximum limit lor 

• In original cootainers • Drain out 9=line fridges and leare retum at en! time is a total 
shC1lling skLJI & aossb::oes freon systems d 16 tubes and 16 bulbs 
& Pest Control Product complete 
(PCP) numbers 

• 
WHEN l( Brushes. rags & JdIEn l( Computer monitors . )( large or small x Pjlp/iances po_ ed l( Broken or punatsed CFts 
SORTING. X Caulking tubes x Heliumtarb fumkure (wuche!; bygasdine orfiuQfeSIl!nttubes 

DO NOT )( Cosmetics. health & beauty l( Propane & 100 tarb sofas. mattre"es. x lWiiana! de-i:ing far 

INCLUDE 
x Diesel, !Jt'Il<lne or butane x Tele\isions boxsprings) oommerdalrondustrial use 
x Fertilizer j( P9p/ianas stil 
)( Insea repellents, oontainng food residue,. 

disinleaants & liquids or YaClJum bags 
pet J:flXIU<l5 

x Non-flammable glues 
& a:lhesi·",s 

l( Pro:IUClSthat an! 1""l;;,g 
or improperlY sealed 

l( Praduc1s that can't 
be identifoed 

.......... 50 
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COMMUNITY RESOURCES 
AND PARTNERS 
METRO VANCOUVER RECYClES
REUSE: AND RECYCLE IN THE REGION 
A convenient web tool called Metro Vancouver Recycles ma!::es it easy 
to .connect with people who could use products you don't neoo, or 
to find options for recycling products that carulOt be induded in your 
curbside mllection,. visit metro'lancouverrecydes.org. 

There are also convenient lirlks to online Sl!JVices if you want to sell or give 
away goods. The foDClwing are just 1I few I!XlImples in the Metro VancollVef 
region: 

weRec.yde 
i!'hone app (available, from i!'hone App Store 
and at metrovanc:oU'lerrecycles,.org) 

Metro VancolIYer Recycting Directory 
metrO'r.mcouverrecydes.org 

RCBC COMMUNITY RESOURCES 
Recyding Hotline 
Monday to Friday, 9 a.m. to 4 pJm. 
Phorne: 604-RKYCl£ (604-732-9 2:53) 
Email: hotline@rcbc.bc.ca 
ReiK Rocydepooia at rcbc.bc.cafrecydepedia 
Smart !'hone App: BC Recydepedia App 

IMefroVan Reuses 
ibc.reuses.com 

IRichmond Siha res 
richnlOndshares.bc.ca 

(availilbl>!! at iPhone App Store, and Android' Market) 

RCBC MATERIALS EXCHANGE PROGRAM (MEX) 
The IKIK MEX program is a completely self-serve web-based program 
comprised of Residential Reuse Programs and the BC Industria! 
Materials EJlchange (BC IMEX) and is ayailable. at bueuses.mm 

PRODUCT STEWARDSHIP PROGRAMS 

Many electronics prooucts can be reused bY 
, others and there are convenient servi= to 
sEll th2lil1 or 'give !hem away. You can also 
g"M! thEm to a number 01 org'anizations wno 
accept oor;ated equipment to redis1:riDute in 
the community. Please mntilct these ageocie5 
in advance to Msure tht!'J' will accept speafic . 
items for donation. 

BC Erectrollk~ MatEria! Exffiang~c ibcemex.ClI 
Free Ge@k Vancouver: freegoobraliCOUI'eLorg 

The City of Richrnolid wOfks with loca! companies and organizatioas like Product Care and t flCOrp 
to support Be's Product Ste1il/tlfCiship Programs., 

n ilese programs are 'often called tiike back program5 or Extended Producer Responsibility ([ J>R) programs, and tllEy are 
based on ~e principle. thatwho!Wer designs, produces, sells or uses a product IS also responsible for minimizing that 
product's emr.ironmlmlal impact. The. key partidpants in these pmg rams are the BC government, local gOIfl'1ffllnents, 
producers. retailers and COfISLlmer s who bril"lg their products to designated collection sit>!!S wben trney are at their eoo 
of life. The cost of tPiese Pfograms is covered trj consum!!rs and producers, sometiimes in the form of a deposit or [£ltY 
that is cihargl!d at the lime of purchase. In the case of beve.rage corntainers, thee,e are refu;nd:53l1al1aMe when they ar>!! 
returm d at a coll'ectioo site. 

Take beiok programs are important 3s !hey e>:pand the opporturlitiesfor recycling beyond the mrbside collection 
selVices. there are mal1'l household items that ,can be recycled through businesses and orgaflizatioflS in the community 
who participate, in Be's P'roduct stewardship Program, Many of these items are also considered hazardous waste. ami 
they are restricted from garbage a5 theyar>!! not accepted at the landfill. ThE! take beick programs helps to ensure that 
tPiese expiroo or end-of-Ilfe products will be disposed ,of safely, and recycled where possible. 

- "i{~' . ; ", A 

· 1 
~ 
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DID YOU KNOW? 
Bike tirl!5 can be r~ch!d simply by dropping 
them off for free at a number of parti::ipating bi~.e 
retailers across Be. The program inck!dl!5 all types 
of bike tires and tubes, except for tubular tires, 
which are attached to spadal rims by glue and are 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

not commonly used i!Ilymor~. This industr}·-
led rl!cydilg program is funded by TIre 
SIe'Nard.ship Be and you can locate the nearest 
drop-off location at tireste'Narolilipbc.calbike. 
php or {all 1-866-759-0488. 

PRODUCT STEWARDSHIP PROGRAM CATEGORIES 
The fo llowing categories highlight the products that (all be retumed to retailers and other community partners. 
For a list of drop-off locations for each category, please see the Tips and Resources 5Rction. 

TAKE BACK PROGRAMS WHAT IS INCLUDED STEWARDSHIP AGENCY 

BATlERIES 

BEVIRAGE corUAINERS 

CiULPHONES 

ELECT.RONICS 

HOllli?hald batt.eIies 

MobileJwire!£5s OO>«:I!S that coonect to a 
~Ilular 01 P3Jling r~twoJi;, indttding all cell 
~Oll!!s. 5l1lart ~ooes. weless personal digital 
assisllmts (POAsl. e);!£mal air QJds and pttgl!1S, 

liS IY~! I as (ilil pMoo batlems and 3ccessoril!5, 

including' headsets and chargers 

Tel!!visioos and computer aile! prirrterprooucts 
sud! as desltop comput@rs, display d!.'~ . 
portabIJ! (laptop) compUters, desktop printers . 
lilld:fax machines and computer accl!Ssories 

. lik!! k@)board's, priillting de>iices, 1Jad:. balls 
and mice 

CalilReqde 

Contact 
cailoecyd!!.ca 
1-888-224-9764 
i1fc:@call2Ie~.ca 

Drop off site locator 
1-8]7-113-1925 

· EnOlIp Pm (Callada) 

Contact 
retum'it.catlocatioos 

· 1-8()O":n~767 or 604-473-2400 
enOlrp@lI!lIcmpilic.com . 

N0te: Bl!v~rage ·cootilimers nke P'''P and juice cailS aOO 
oot&s caJl 00 r~d with the Blue Box (l( BID!! Can 01 

can hi! dropped off at Richmood's Rl!~ Depot as part 
· 01 the Ci!y's I~QJdlllg seivit.:es.IIl!'i@rage cootain~rs (i!.I1 

alsobe rerurnoo for a irJund 00 the d'epcsitata 1llIll100r 
· of Retum:1t Depots locations in Richmond. 

Canadian \\i'iIell!Ss Tel£<.."OOImumcations Association 

Contad 
R~:,{eILca 
Hl88-797-174() 
ilfc:@rerytle.myceILca 

EnOlIp Padfir. (C1!!IiIda) 

Contact 
relum·itca/e!ectronics 
1-8oo-nO-976.7 

••••• " .... 52: 
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MEDICATION All expired Dr leftover prescription 
medication, IlOn-prescriptioo medicatioo 
3fld mineral stIj)plements, anli-fungal 
andanti-bacrl!fial creams 

PAINTS. SOLVENTS. Paints, 5(}~~mls. ~ i!Ild gasolioo 
PESTICIDES AND GASOliNE 

SMALL APPUANtES 
AND POWER TOOLS 

TIRES 

THERM(}STATS 

Kiil:hen (ountmop appliances (e..g. toastws, 
micr.aWillfe5, roff~e makers and food 
processors). electric bathroom 9(ak!s, hair d'Pfl!rs, 
Gl fJl@t cl!!aners. vacuum dwn~rs, portable tans, 
pG'Io1lr tools, sewing aJld exerdse mamilles 

Car tira>, truck Iirl!s amI some agricultural and 
~rr5kjdder tires 

Mercury-cootc.i ing and riloclmaic WI:ITtOsia1s 

USED OIL AND ANTIFREEZE M(}tOl oi, oil lilters, empty oil coJJtainers, 
antifreeze and used antifreeze c.oniainers 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Health Prool!cts Stw.'<lrciship Associa,1ion 

Contact 
medicatiOJlsJclem.Gl 
613-723-7162 
infc@medrcationslerurn.ca 

Proouct Care Association 

Contact 
Jl(l):fllctGlre.orgIBC -PainH'mgram 

EleciroRecy(le is a AOOilfofil, pImijoce-oMd'e, small ~l.ertJiGll 
appliaoclHKYding Ilfogram iII SL and the first cHIS md 
in Canada throl.l!Jh Ih2 Canadian Eledl:i::al SlEward>1iljl 
Assodabi (CESA} \\tth th;> ~ of Be's Product Care 
Assodatiol!l 

Contact 
el0ctr0r2C}'iI!!.Gl< 
HlO0-667-4321 

fire St!!wardship BC (rSBC) 

Contact 
tsbc.Gl< 
H l66-759-G48B 

DIDYOU KNOW? 
Recyd!!d tires are uwd in products 
sum as alhletic trids, playground 
safety surfaces, synihetic turf fie lds 
iWld roofing products. 

Heating, Reg-igerit1ion and Air CundiOO1ling Institutte 
of Cm~d'a in pilrtnffihip 'l'Jiih the Canadian Institute 
ad I' lum~ and Hea~ and deli'IllrM bo,. 
Summl'mll1 lrr..paCl. 

Contact 
5111ilchtheSt3tGl 
416-911-2448 (extBl} 
koort@summerhilrgioup.Gl 

BC Usoo Oil Managl!ment Assada1ion 

C.ontact 
usedoilreq(dil:ig.comfiK 
6().4-703-1 g13t.D 
rd~dger@._doilI@<..-yd'lTIg.(a 
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HAZARDOUS WASTE AND OTHER 
DISPOSAL ITEMS 
The careless handling of h:azardous products can cause s€riolJ5 injury as well as 
damage to the ellvironment l-Iazardous products that aIe dumped in sewers 
or green spilCes can injure livestock, wildl ife and plant life. Careful a rid often 
specialized disposal is essential for these materials . 

There are certain materials that Metro Vancouver disposal fad lities do not accept. 
either because there are already disposal programs set up for these items, or because 
they are hazardous to waste collection workers. the public and the envi ronmen!. 

M. disposal sites. garbage iloads are inspected for barmed and prohibitoo materials. 
Loads that arr.ive at the disposal sites containing prohibited materials are assessed 
a $50 minimum surcharge, plus the cos! of remm'1ll. d ean-up or remooiation. 
Loads ccntainiflg banned material's afe as5essed a 50% tipping fee surcharge. 

Many common hazardous household and automotive products must be recyded or 
disposed through special depots. Disposal sites and take back collection options for 
hazardous and banned matefiais aT>! Ilstfld on the following pages. PI>!ase not>! that 
this information is prm<ided as a . .refenmce for your ronvenience; however. it is not 
guaranteed. Please ca'lI firs! to confirm that too site is still open to accept these 
take-back products and to check houfs of operation. 

P[ea.se visit \\I\vw.rit hmond.ca/rocyde for more .information. 

BANNED/PROHISrTED FROM LANDFILL 

EXAMPlES OF MATBllAlS 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

Ilfrese refer to th!! fljlS and R_(~Sf!cOOn 1of\\la1'5 tDsare:ly dispow 01 these ma!mot; or call RC!lC at.r04·RfCYUiE {731-925Jj. 

J< AsOOstos x Gj'jJlIJ.m 
II Alliomobi~ bodies amI parts x H.!IZardous waste 
Ji( BallBf~ x. IMIt fill materials induofm:!! sai~ sod, gravel. 
x Barrel> or drums in l!x<eS5 of 205 r~rflS coru:rnte and ~It in quantilfes >l'l'OOeGing 

{45 g.a!klnsl {l. 5· rubic metrflS per load 
Ji( (J<}an or treated Yloo:! E1.Ce;!OIli!l x Lead aoo batteries 

2.5 mi!lres in k!nglil Ji( Liquids and sludge 
Ji( Eiectrooks and ~ciri::i!I IKOOtlm -( limited) x Mattresses 
.x Fluoresm-m ight;; 

BANNED MATERIALS THAT CAN BE RECYCLED 

Ji( Corrugated cardboard 
" R8l)'dable p;lper 

........ + ... 54 
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x Containers ma@ of glass, metal or banned 
r8l)'ded pbsli< B:l&B~{!:> 

x Oil rnntam."!5,.oilfiltBfs, paint produru, 
wb¥enls and Ilammilihle liqllids 

x HOll5elOOld or COO'lfIlercial applianCllS 
x Pl!stio:idi! products 
x pharmaa!uliG3ls 
x Propane tanks 
x: lherm.oot!lls 
l( rl es 

x gever~ containers {all eK£P! milk G3rtcasj 
x Vim! and gardm trimmi!llJ5 
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®®®lW 
To spot hazardous waste. 10<»: fur the words 
Danger. Waming. or Caution 011 the. product 
label. and any of the symbols shovvn above. 

DB: Olsposal bani • A.fiMlls chargeil 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

SG80 Pall'Nood Way 

Canadian lire 3500 No. 3 Road 

CEf!igilld futm-Canada ~fli I fRnci, RlJad 

(alvell Mol"" ltd. -\\:iIkS''''I9''" 13611 Sm"IIv.-ooo pl3ce 

7!l!11 No_ t R03d 

604-219-9563 

604-213-2910 

604-111-3620 

604-213-3922 

604'111-·1105 

6001.-273-6068 

lub""iorM 
MeIrC(1 Autc SEMC~ l td. 

Mr.lune 

RainbCi'1 Aut!> Smice 

10991 NIl. ~ RI>.d 604-951-6flfil 

1ll!\ - ron AIi!:G!oora Re>ad 604-17G- 1~ 

9 120 Westmir.:;ter Hig~.way ti04-213-5B23 

14.2· H7W.RivEf ROod 6Q4-216-2B20 

For a c"lJllll~ list ·",f anlifreez. m ,oontaillEf' accepted. 
vhlt http://u:;ed<>ilrecyclir,g_cllII1i,,,.,,q,cor call OOtI-RECyaE. 

t , . •• I: c·· 

Oty', H.et:!l<!ingUEpol %5~ il}'!la. lanE 

l\tC<"1II1l00 BDtiJ. & I!etllm.fl o.pot t 10 -11Q20 licr~ \'13j 

.OKSottieD.!",! a lS1{ apst. Way 

504-176-<1010 

004·21S-!I!58S 

REcgic<1al f!&ydin~ BJ(lt) Vulcan WoJ 1ilJ~ ·n6-g270 

Fl!\1 a cOOlp!ete Ii£! of ,mall app!iaocES .a""'l' lod, ""itelEJtlI"rec;~ca mdll 
61l4-RKYUE. 

'Ile;l~tI'L 

fill '!!.. " 5\,01' 102 - 5300 Ifa. 3 Read 6011-131-9172 

: iJlllll~ B~'i1le &it~~~i" lio- 1 10IDi;;1I;;"s!1I~'w.; .: 604.17s:,[lSSS 
OK !J,Jttl. ~otB'Sl Cap!JlanWlIY &1l4-lM~8 

:Ral~j,'s Piri:i'i-Pull ,( 12mi;i;,iifuili RMi ' 604-3i5:1B23 
13300\\J!cariW31' 

: for il compl.t~ IistW 6ud\'ovil!Jarf..<t>I1"'"",; ~~uipn1Ef1~ t€IEplJOOE? 
: BOO IElephD"" ans-mg sY;Il!Ir..s<lr.d lele>iisioijam,pteC, phial' \isl! 
; re1!Jm'it.:~ru'E!&!IoOO 0/ u.J ~-<l73 ·14.oo_ ' . . . 

Pl2ase note: DIIlp-off 1000tioJls may change without noticI!. Please can iniJividual locations to confirm addr= and hours of operation, 

.. t ... • .. 
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Kallire (Richmllld Cen1n!) 

Ralpfi" Pick-n-1'I.l1I 

Ps,;iionall1.eC)!:ling • 13300 Vulcan Wa1 

- 66-

Note: All retailloGnions aCCl!pI a u~ car battery fir eath new ooe purthased. 
For a list of ccllettilll s~ j:lease visit _.reqclem~ca 

DROP-OFF LOCATION 
BattEries Included 
Canadianli ... 

Dr Battery 

Future Shop 
Home oEpot 

London Drugs 

. '135 - 13!100 May<Il!st Way 

101 - 5300 140.3 Rca:I 
2700 SwedE!'! Way 

5971 No. 3 Road 
310B - 11666 Sl>!\'estcn 604-448-4852 
Higl-way 

Staples 

110 - l71!O s.....denWay 
For a rnmplere list a batteries aa:ejXed, j:leasevlsit call2req:1Bca cr 
call H!8B-114-91&1. 
For a rnmplete list d mile phones drop off IoGnK:o~ 
,;sit call2rEqdBcall::cator 

CARBON MONOXIDE (CO), SMOKE AND 
COMBINATION SMOKE AND CO ALARMSD. 

Landon Drugs 5!J1 1 No. 3 Road 

3200 - 11666 Sl>!\'est"" 
Higf-rNay 

For a rnmplete list d alarms accepted. j:leaoe ,;~it 
prrxhxtcare.aglSrrm-1>Jarms or call6rJ4-RECYCLE 

08: Disposal ban I " A fee Is charged 

• • 
604-448-481 1 

604-448-4852 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

To eras. information from 1Qur device, irdudng text messa>].s, 00_ and personal £Ies, use Cal Pherre Data ErasHsiYj 
r;qdemycell.carrecydirg,)Wr-d .. ~ce ;wabble fur free. 

Visit reqd.ml""lI.cacr call 1-888-797-1740 fur a list of rnlloction si1lE!s. 
Pre-paid mail-baddabel to n.tun cellular phooettrough Canada Pta 
is ""ailaole ttrough .-.qdBT1j'<ElI.c:allabel. 
Mobile phones are also am¢Ed by all CalilRecytIe location .. 
yisit calilreq:1Bcallocati"". 

ADDRESS 

Best Buy 

Futune Shop 

I-mNOOd BottIi! 110 Re1Um-k Depot 

OK Battle Deprrt 

604-231-9771 

110 -11020 H:lIseshoeWily 604-275-.0585 

Ralp,'s Fla:-n-pl1l 

&151 (apstanWay 

12011 Mit<hell Rca:I 
llajjionaiRecytlng 13300 Vulcan way 
Ccmputes iJr Schools - 106 - 6741 Cariroo Road, 
computerson!,rla...use Burnaby 

Free G"",k'kncollllB' - 1820 Pandora St~ 
computers on!,rla reuse VanCC<JI'er 

Land"" Drugs - <OOlpute", orly 5971 140. 3 Road 

3200 - 11 tiliti Ste\'eston 
Highway 

604-244-0008 
604-325-8323 ., 

604-175-8270 

604-194-6886 

&14-879-4335 

604-448-4&11 

To erase data from !-ard drM! orpl-rjsiGll destruction,ple .... ";sit 
retum-it.caiEIeelrori<:SlretyelingldatasecurityJ\tloebsite. 

For a complete li51:01 computer>, rnmputEr merrilo:<>li<e}boardlmire and D1her 
peri.oeral~ printo". SGnro«s, fax machine and copyhg equipmE!'!t aC~iXed. 
pie",. ";sit retum-it.calaeelr",,;;sl or callti04-473-14ll0. 

Please note: Drop-olf locations may change wlthout notlce. Please call, Individual locations to confirm address and, hours of operation • 

••••••••• 56 
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2012 REPORT .E:XPAIltOIl\.'G SERVICES 10 ACHIEVE OUR GOALS 

Rec:yt:ling Depot 

hlJ"'oo:l Bd1Ie & RS:um·h ~ 

OK Me Depot 

REgional Recycling 13300VulcanWay 

FIRE EXTINGUISHERS 

DROP-OFF LOCATION ADDRESS 

ID4·27ti·Bl]O 

Contact Rec:yt:ling CDuool ci BC at 004-RECYCLE for more iniomlation, 

R.AMMABLE UQUIOS DD; PESTICIDES -, 
SOLVENTS-. GASOLINEDD 
(Gasoline must be in apprlM!d ULC mntiner) 

! ' 9IIIUH, • • 

citY's RE;cydm9 Depot .' 5555ljllBs La"" 
llilt 'm; .~ 

. . 1i{J4·116-4010 

'For a a:rnplete 'list 01 f1ammabl, liqud .. ga~li""'l"'51idde5 and ,.,~"'nts 
a«epted, pl,ase ·.;st product<:ae.org/oc·P.aint·Progam Dr rail ID4·RECYClE. 

DB: Disposal ban 1 • A fee Is chargCld 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

.,l;ttlilllilmlfj(ttll • . l •• 

:, Hmo EnVironmental ' .' .:1' 1&1 ·13511 VuIGnVt'aj 

Ilewalt3 Corporation • 9· 74!l3 Pro~Way, 
Ladner 

1i{J4·952·llID 
1i{J4·940·9655 

) " ~ "'-',;'''' '. . 

. ' .' I , . ' . 
City 01 Vancouwr landllil • 
(MiillimlR 111 sheet .... 1h 
a paid bad 01 gamagel 

' . J ' 
5400 7lnd StJ'i!el, Delta 

Ecawaste IndU51ries ltd. • 15111Triangle Road 

Fairway Disposal • 11560 Twigg Place 
NewWestGypslJ11 REqdirg' 3!lVUc:an Street, 

Ni!wWestmin<ll!r 

DROP-OFF LOCATION 

, . 
1i{J4.lJ73·7D00 

1i{J4·W·1410 

1i{J4·327· 7100 

1i{J4·534-9925 

City's Recyjirg Depot 

umadan lire 

' HomeOepct 

11388 Ste'Ie5ton Highway 1i{J4-171-&i51 

2700 S..m.n'Nay 604-303·1300 

lDndoo Dn.gs 5911 No.3 Road 1i{J4-448-<1811 

3200 ·11666 Ste'I....ron 1i{J4448-<1851 
Hi!tJ"""J 

For a complete list of fllX'nscmt lamps =epted. 
please visit produw:are.orgni;Jhts or call ID4·RECYCLE. 

Pleas!! note: Drop-off locations may change without Inotice. Please calli lndillidual, locations to confirm addre;s and,nours of operation. 

o TIPS AND RESOURCES 51 • • • • ••••• 
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Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 
CITY OF RICHMOND 

Working together with the City of Richmond, producers, retailers 
and residents can divert hazardous waste and other special disposal 
items from the landfill. Producers and retailers who support product 
stewardship and related take-back programs assist with recycling 
and proper disposal, and residents can use these programs to help 
turn waste into resources. 

WBRlCATING (USED)OIL-.,;, OIL FlLTERS-, 
PLASTIC OIL CONTAINERS 

DROP-OFF LOCATION ADDRESS 
I'£truS I'I.Jtorrnti>'e 1~ - 4180 fob. 3 Road 61l4-273-4141 

hid d Riallfaxl 5680 ParkWocd\Vay 604-279-9603 

CiJ1adianlire 39XJ tlo,31bld 61l4-273-2939 

11388 Ste~stDn Hig,waoj 61l4-271-6651 

Cerlg.ro Petro-Canada 4011 FrarXis Ibld 61l4-2n-3620 

crlN'il MotDIs L1d- \C:lIbwagen 13611 Smallwood place 61l4-21B912 

E= Service Statioo (~undelll 7991 Na, 1 Ibld 61l4-2n-110S 

JagJarland Ru.'Efof Richmond 5660 Parkwocd Way 604-273-0068 

Lube\\IJrld 10!l91 No. 4 Road 61l4-9S1-6602 

Metr"" AutlJ Service Ltd. 104 -1JIJl7 AleYandra Road 61l4-270-1668 

Mr.Lwe 9120 VI~!lrril15ler HghNa)' 61l4-273-5!I23 

OK lire SeAice Centre 5831 Minoru 8aule\li!rd 61l4-2Jll-S171 

Rainlxm Auto Se-liice 142 -·117SS RiI..-I!<J,d 61l4-17o-1B1O 

Richrn:Jnd I'£tr. 4211 Ila,3 Ibld 61l4-2Jll-8!199 

Sky Auto Serliices 110-5791 Miooru E'oJa<ard 61l4-233-1B1B 

For a cOfllJletelist c.f lui:ficating cil, oil filters and jOlastic cil comaners 
arceJ:ted,. v~it .... WN.weooilr.qtling,oom or cal 604-RECYCLE, 

MATTRESSES AND BOXSPRINGS -

I mH1 i!tji I <,:;e 'M,i. 
CitydWnaiui.,.rLandfill · .5.n:112nd Street, Delta 

ADDRESS I£:M!I. 
. 604-S73~7000 • 

Richrn:Jnd's Large ~ffi1 PickUpPrograml Centad Sierra Waste at 
604-2.70-4721. FteasE note some restrktionsa>l'iy, S.eF"ge 47, 

DB: Disposal ban I * A feels charged 

• 
. DROP-OFFlOCATlON ' .. ' 

: Best BlIJ ; 700 - 5300 No. 3Raad 4-173-m 5 OJ 

Futur. Shop 102 - 5300 No. 3 Road &lot-132-9771 

:~ !!Ctt!e_&<R#rri-~~~11D-l10io ~~s/1iJ!~ jL&l4-l?~~sa5 .1 
OK Bottle DEpot · 8151 C",!lan'Mrj &lot-1M-OOOS 

: RalJlh'sPidc:n~I'\A !. j 201 j MiitheU Roaf 1: &i4~3iS:8323 '~ 
Regional Reqdng 13300VulcanWay 604-2.7&8270 

IronlMXld Bolde & Re1un-1t ~oc 

OK Bottle Depot 

Bh.ndell RelUrn-lt Centre 

Richmond Rerum-It 
Bottle Depot 

StevestDn Bottle Depct 

Reiional Rl!qding 

604-274-I!I99 

135 - 8171 Westminster fill4-232-5555 
Hig,way . 

1-IBlO Tritl!sRa,d tiIl4-141-9117 

13:l()O Vulcan way 604-276-B170 

Future Shop 102 - 5300 No. 3 Road &14-232-977 2 

I1riMitxI Bade lit ile'ttJm-t Depot 110 - 11020 HOISI!shoe~ 

OK Batlle DEpot 

Ralph's pidc.n-Pull 

RE<;Iionai P.E<.ytlng 

S1S1 C",!lanWitI 

11011 Mitchell ROad 

13300 Vulcan Way 

&l4-144-000s 

&14-32508323 

&14-21&8170 

Please note: Drop-off loca.ti.cn·! may cha ng e without notice, Pl ease can Individual locations 10 (onfinn add'ress and hours of operation . 

.... ... ..... .. sa 
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2012 REPORT • EXPAt-IOI t-..'G SERVICES TO ACH IEVE OUR GOALS 

DROP-OFF LOCATION 
. City:s Rs::yding Depot 

Rono 004-273-4006 

Fa a romplell! list 01 point "" !>'int o .. mol CllntainEfs acapl<!d, 
plea>e visit proDJrlI:are,ugJtJC-Paint-Frngram or c:al1 604-RECYCLE. 

All pharmacies ir.reJted leltcmrorClUtda1lld prestripliondn.g~ 
non-prescription me:licatillll~ herhe I'fodu<l~ minora S1Jpplement~ 
"itamin supplements and throat IaZOi!r>jjes fur sale disposal. 
For a 1& of pharmacies amVor drugs, medcations, herball'fodocts and mineral 
supplements acapted, \isft modicatioosrotlrn.caibritish_cdumbia_en.!*Jp 
or call 004-RECYCLE. 

Note: Please 00 n!1l wag, these fterns cia..., the .rain 
or throw them in the garbag .. 

. VI'estal<l.51 plastic Regding ~c 3 - 2480 s~n Road .' 

Example of items 0I00!p1lld indude nulSa)' potsItrllys. shrink wrap, shopping 
I:<igs, btbble IMap, strappng, !Ie. \l1sft westcoastplasti::reqdir>jj,o::rn fu a 
complete list cf iKCeptable matEfial~ 

DROP-OFF LOCATION 

DROP-OFF LOCATION ADDRESS 
city of VanrolM!!' Landfill 5400 l ind Street, Delta 

DB: Disposal ba n I · A fee Is charged 

DROP-OFF LOCATlO~1 
city's Reqoding Depoot 

i1:<mood I!ottIe "" Retum~t Depot 
OK BattieDep!1l 

Regional Reqcling 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

8151 CapstanWay 

13300 \;\Jkan Way 

ti04-175-05ll5 

fi04-244-mOOS 

604-176-8270 

STYROFOAM - MOLDED PACKAGING 

DROP-OFF LOCATION • I • ' I~j(n~i 
P.lansDm'ille plastics (BC) ltd 1S40156Avenue, SlIT!}' ti04-5J4.861.ti 

[nndon Drugs customers ran return the moiJlded packaging Styraloam from 
their applianCE,. computer and BCCeS!I.Xies products to any London Drugs store 
wfth proof of purchase. 

Westcoast plastic R.cycling Inc 3 - 2400 sholl P<:e:l 

STYROFOAM CHIPS (PEANUTS) 

"ljt,liJm#,mi@!.)IM . I' . 
The UPS !ita. . •. 1~5 -!K)40 Blundell P<:e:l 

<,. ., . 

604-241-1664 

. ' 186 -.811.D NO.2 Road .• ti04-3Q4.0D17 .· .. 

Packa!;ing Depot 6360 Kingsway;. Bumal:tt 604-451-1106 

5514 Carrilie Street. 604-325-9966 
VanrollM 

Westcoast plasti[ R.cycling 10.: 

PI ease note: Drop-ofl ilocations may change without notice. P.lease can individuallocBtI Dns to confi rm address andi h au r.; of operation. 

o TIPS AND RESOURCES S9 ••••••••• 
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CITY OF R1CHMONO 

DROP-OFF LOCATION 
Ma-e... Shere! Ltd. 

For a cample1l! 1& of1h.rrnoslats acrEpted, ";sit 
switdrth.s1at.c;or.ngld~ofI.php orGlI1-~1&922-2448 ext 232. 

AcISlJS f1l.Jtorrotive Ltd. 140·4280 No. 3 !ked 604-213-4141 

3500 No.3 Read 

(,",ra"!!! 004·2.16·1966 

(QSb:01MdI!!5.le 

Express Lube IHune Centre 1840 No.3 Read 004-1.78·1018 

Rl1.l'Itain"!!! 8971 Bridgl!lXl'l Road 004-213·3151 

!<'aITire 6551 Ila. 3 Read oo4·2Q7·1203 

1633 No.5 Read 6O~-278·9181 

Ml!I:ro Tires lld. 1231 j Mitdlell Road oo4·783-4e5 

MidNay "!!!craft 170·2151 No. 5 !ked oo4-1.16..!l558 

OK"re Store 5831 Minoru Boulewrd 004-218·5171 

150 . 8531 Capstan Way oo4·218·37n 

1 . 11711 No.5 Read 004.277-4169 

Riduoond (oontryTire llB!lO MaIDrin. Way 604-141·5555 

ReadTlJ'lner5 Dial A "!!! Ltd. 11386 Railway Avenue 004-114-11473 

Sh:lItstcp Auto SerI'ia! 1125 I Bri:!geport Read 604·244.()1l64 

Si!J1.ture M.lda 131100 sm.llwood PIaG! 004·278·3185 

~TlCOO>'er landfoll 5400 12nd Street, Delta 604..!l73·70oo 
(P"""T'9'fl1i!#t~ IMthI 
""""'-trirnslimitd10) 

Note: Pli retail b:ations aCXEpl • usod tire fur a I'WI one purchasod. 
for a ca""lete list oIti"'" alXl!~, 'lisit Islx.cur call ·I·866·7 59.0483. 

08.: Disposal ban I " A me Is charged 

Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 

434 East Cdumbi. street,. 6G4·524·3611 
New Westminster 

cmamCyde 1010 (orrmen:ial Dri~ 61)4..253·3731 

Kissing (r[MI' Cydery 

La EfCicletta Pro Shop 

~na!u'll!r 

233V1'est Bro.dway; 
~na!u'll!r 

Fcc more inloonaticn on ihe program, ";sit tsbc.caJbiiE.j:hp 
or call1-866-759-048S 

IiliIilit'.lliIlf&1m:,i, •.••. 
City's l!eqding Dep:t 5555 Lynas lane 

Irmwood lI.TIle s.ll!;tum·~Dep:t 110·11020 H~Way 

OK Bottle Depot 8151 C",51a"1Way 

Regional AeC)'ding 

Ralj:h's Pick·n·f,,"1 

13300 Vulc,n Way 

12011 Mitdlell Road 

61)4..812·2424 

61)4..216·4010 

604·27 5·0585 

61)4..244-0008 

604·216·8270 

61)4..32 5·8323 

TOYS (E'LEClRONlC aELEC11tJCAL) INCLUDING 
VIDEO GAMING SYSTEMS a ACCESSORIES D. 

.6I)4..m·1335 

fut ure Shop 102 · 5300 Ilo.3 Rood 61)4..232-9721 

Irm.wood 1kttI. s. .ll!;tum.~Depot 110·11020 Hor.."ro,Way .604.215,0585 · 

OK Bottle DeFOt 8151 C",51a"1Way 61)4..244·0008 

Ralj:h's pkk'n·PuIl 12011 Mitd-..II Road ' 604.3i5.8323 · 

Regional AeC)'ding '13300 Vulcan Way 61)4..216·8270 

!'Iease note: Drop-off I acations may mange wlthowt n otloo. Pl'ease Cll n Indivldua'llloCllflonslo confl rrn a ddress and hours of opefllflon . 

.......... 60 
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Attachment 1 (Cont'd) 
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July 17, 2013 

To: Richmond City Council and City Clerk's Office 

The Interim Management Board for Bristol Court (8020, 8040, 8060, 8080 Ryan Road, 
Richmond, Be) respectfully request time on the agenda of the next Council meeting on Monday 
July 22, 2013 at 7:00 pm. 

We represent concerned leaseholders in this complex of 11 0 units. Without prior consent and 
relevant disclosure to the leaseholders, the management company Westsea Construction Ltd. 
initiated an extensive Remedial Work to the buildings. Westsea also imposes a payment plan on 
their term with a short notice and no consultation with the leaseholders. The terms will create 
extreme financial hardship on many leaseholders who are primarily seniors and/or people on a 
low or fixed-income stream. Without ass istance these Richmond residents are looking at 
potentially losing their homes. We are bringing this to Council ' s attention as Council has 
identified the needs of seniors in the community and affordable housing as priorities in 
Council's TERM GOALS 2011 - 2014 for Community Social Services. 

We seek Counci l's assistance in 

• Reviewing the building permit application in stream. We ask the pennit can not be issued 
until approval from the Interim Management Board is provided; and 

• Liaising with other levels of government or agencies who share an interest in affordable 
housing and can provide options, financially or other, to the leaseholders. 

Your sincerely, 

The Interim Management Board for Bristol Court 

, ..--oc----

·' :if RICH' 
. DATE 01, 

;::> 

JUL 1 7 1013 
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City of 
Richmond 

Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 
Amendment Bylaw 8946 (RZ 11-593705) 

7680 and 7720 Alderbridge Way 

Bylaw 8946 

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

1. Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, as amended, is further amended by inserting Section 9.4.4.7 as 
follows: 

"7. Notwithstanding Section 9.4.4.3, for the RCL2 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 2.252, provided that the owner: 

a) complies with the conditions set out in either paragraph 9.4.4.3(a) or (b); and 

b) creates a lot with an area of not less than 1,139 m2 within the site as park. 

Figure 1 

2. The Zoning Map of the City of Richmond, which accompanies and forms part of Richmond 
Zoning Bylaw 8500, is amended by repealing the existing zoning designation of the following 
area and by designating it RESIDENTIAL I LIMITED COMMERCIAL (RCL2). 

P.I.D.001-183-222 
Lot 1 Section 5 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 69080 

P.W.001-183-23 1 
Lot 2 Section 5 Block 4 North Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 69080 

3. This Bylaw may be cited as "Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500, Amendment Bylaw 8946" , 

36585(16 
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Bylaw 8946 

FIRST READING 

A PUBLIC HEARING WAS HELD ON 

SECOND READING 

THIRD READING 

OTHER REQUIREMENTS SA TISFlED 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR 

Page 2 

OCT 2 2 2012 ,~'" 
RICHMOND 

NOV 1 9 2012 

NOV 1 9 2012. 

APPROVED 

1IIt7rtv 
APPROVED 
byDnclor 

NOV 1 9 2012 

JUl , I 7. ZU1J 
rt 

CORPORATE OFFICER 
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City of 
Richmond 

Bylaw 9032 

Arts, Culture and Heritage Capital Reserve Fund 
Establishment Bylaw No. 9032 

WHEREAS: 

A. Section 188(1 ) of the Community Charter authorizes Council to estab li sh a reserve fund 
for a specified purpose and direct that money be placed to the credit of the reserve fund; 

B. Council wishes to establish a reserve fund for the purposes of supporting capital costs 
related to arts, culture and heritage fac ilities, properties and acti vities, 

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as follows: 

1. The Arts, Culture and Heritage Capital Reserve Fund is hereby established. 

2. Any and all amounts in the Arts, Culture and Heritage Capital Reserve Fund, including any 
interest earned and accrued, may be used and expended solely for capital costs for anyone or 
morc of the following purposes (whether or not undertaken by the City); 

(a) the development of arts, cultural or heritage faci lities; 

(b) the restoration of heritage properties; 

(c) the renovation or restorat ion of facilities or properties that are or will be used for arts, 
cultural and heritage activities. 

3. If any section, subsection, paragraph, clause or phrase of this bylaw is fo r any reason held to 
be invalid by the decision of a court of competent jurisdiction, such decision does not affect 
the validity of the remaining portions of this bylaw. 

3S482&<i 
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4. This Bylaw is cited as "Arts, Culture and Heritage Capital Reserve Fund Establishment 
Bylaw No. 9032". 

FIRST READING JULa 21113 

SECOND READING JUl a , 2013 

THIRD READING JIll 8, 2013 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3848264 

,~~ 

RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
lor content by 

otiginaijnll 

~o~t 

APPROVED 
lor l"9atily 
by Solicitor 

hj--
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 9033 

Inter-municipal Business Licence Agreement Bylaw No. 9033 

A By-law to enter into an agreement among the City of Bumaby, the Corporation of Delta, the 
City of New Westminster, the City of Richmond. the City of Surrey. and the City of Vancouver 

(the "Participating Municipalities") regarding an Inter-municipal Business Licence Scheme 

THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF RICHMOND. in public meeting, enacts as follows: 

I. Council hereby authorizes the City to enter into an Agreement with the City of Burnaby, 
the Corporation of Delta, the City of New Westminster, the City of Richmond, the City of 
Surrey, and the City of Vancouver, in substantiaHy the Conn and substance of the 
Agreement attached to this Bylaw as Schedule A, and also authorizes the Chief 
Administrative Officer and the General Manager, Corporate and Financial Services to 
execute the Agreement on behalf of the City, and to deliver it to the Participating 
Municipalities on such tenns and conditions as the Chief Administrative Officer and the 
General Manager, Corporate and Financial Services deem fit. 

2. This Bylaw is cited as ' 'Inter-municipal Business Licence Agreement Bylaw No. 9033". 

FIRST READING JUN 24 2013 CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 

SECOND READING JUN 2 Ul13 for conlon! by 
oriliinatl"", 

THIRD READING JUN 24 2013 ~ . 7u' 
APPROVED 
for legality 

ADOPTED by Solkilor 

/v1.-. 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3881624 
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Bylaw 9033 Page 2 

Schedule A 

Inter-municipal Business Licence Agreement 

WHEREAS the City of Burnaby, the Corporation of Delta, the City of New Westminster, the 
City of Richmond, the City of Surrey, and the City of Vancouver (hereinafter the "Participating 
Municipalities") wish to pennit certain categories of Businesses to operate across their 
jurisdictional boundaries while minimizing the need to obtain a separate municipal business 
licence in each jurisdiction; 

NOW THEREFORE the City of Burnaby, the Corporation of Delta, the City of New 
Westminster, the City of Richmond, the City of Surrey, and the City of Vancouver agree as 
follows: 

1. The Participating Municipalities agree to establish an inter-municipal business licence 
scheme among the Participating Municipalities, pursuant to section 14 of the Community 
Charter and section 192.1 of the Vancouver Charter. 

2. The Participating Municipalities will request their respective municipal Councils to each 
ratify this Agreement and enact a bylaw to implement the inter-municipal business 
licence scheme effective October 1, 2013. 

3. The term of this Agreement and the inter-municipal business licence scheme will be 
October I, 2013 to December 31, 2015. 

4. In this Agreement: 

3887624 

"Business" has the meaning in the Community Charter; 

"Community Charter" means the Community Charter, S.B.C. 2003, c. 26; 

"Inter-municipal Business" means a trades contractor or othcr professional related to the 
construction industry that provides a service or product other than from their Premises; 

"Inter-municipal Business Licence" means a business licence which authorizes an 
Inter-municipal Business to be carried on within the jurisdictional boundaries of any or 
all of the Participating Municipalities; 

"Inter-municipal Business Licence Bylaw" means the bylaw adopted by the Council of 
each Participating Municipality to implement the inter-municipal business licence 
scheme contemplated by this Agreement; 

"Municipal Business Licence" means a licence or permit, other than an Inter-municipal 
Business Licence, issued by a Participating Municipality that authorizes a Business to be 
carried on within the jurisdictional boundaries of that Participating Municipality; 
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"Participating Municipality" means anyone of the "Participating Municipalities"; 

"Person" has the meaning in the Interpretation Act, S.Re. 1996, c. 238; 

"Premises" means one or more fixed or pennanent locations where the Person ordinarily 
carries on Business; 

"Principal Municipality" means the Participating Municipality where a Business IS 

located or has Premises; and 

"Vancouver Charter" means the Vancouver Charter, S.B.C. 1953 c. 55. 

5. Subject to the provisions of the Inter-municipal Business Licence Bylaw, the 
Participating Municipalities will pennit a Person who has obtained an Inter-municipal 
Business Licence to carry on Business within any Participatlng Municipality for the terrn 
authorized by the Inter-municipal Business Licence without obtaining a Municipal 
Business Licence in the other Participating Municipalities. 

6. A Principal Municipality may issue an Inter-municipal Business Licence to an applicant 
if the applicant is an Inter-municipal Business and meets the requirements of the Inter
municipal Business Licence Bylaw, in addition to the requirements of the Principal 
Municipality's bylaw that applies to a Municipal Business Licence. 

7. Notwithstanding that a Person may hold an fntermunicipal Business Licence that would 
make it unnecessary to obtain a Municipal Business Licence in other Participating 
Municipalities, the Person must still comply with all other regulations of any municipal 
business licence bylaw or regulation in addition to any other bylaws that may apply 
within any jurisdiction in which the Person carries on Business. 

8. An fnter-municipal Business Licence must be issued by the Participating Municipality in 
which the applicant maintains Premises. 

9. The Participating Municipalities will require that the holder of an fnter-municipal 
Business Licence also obtain a Municipal Business Licence for Premises that are 
maintained by the licence holder within the jurisdiction of the Participating Municipality. 

10. The Inter-municipal Business Licence fee is $250 and is payable to the Principal 
Municipality. 

11. The Inter-municipal Business Licence fee is separate from and in addition to any 
Municipal Business Licence fee that may be required by a Participating Municipality. 

12. Despite paragraphs 17(a) and (b), the Inter-municipal Business Licence fee will not be 
pro-rated. 

3887624 
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13. The Participating Municipalities will distribute revenue generated from Inter-municipal 
Business Licence fees amongst all Participating Municipalities based on the revenue 
sharing formula referred to in Schedule 1 to this Agreement. 

14. The Participating Municipalities will review the inter-municipal business licence scheme 
and the revenue sharing formula established by this Agreement from time to time and 
may alter the formula in Schedule 1 by written agreement of all Participating 
Municipalities. 

15. The first distribution of revenue generated from Inter-municipal Business Licence fees 
will take place fo llowing the nine month period of October 1, 2013 to June 30, 2014. 

16. After June 30, 2014, each subsequent distribution of revenue generated from Inter
municipal Business Licence fees will take place folIowing each subsequent six month 
period. 

17. The length of term of an Inter-municipal Business Licence is twelve (12) months, except 
that: 

(a) at the option of a Participating Municipality, the length of term of the initial 
Inter-municipal Business Licence issued to an Inter-municipal Business in that 
municipality may be less than twelve (12) months in order to harmonize the 
expiry date of the Inter-municipal Business Licence with the expiry date of the 
Municipal Business Licence; and 

(b) any Inter-municipal Business Licence issued on or after January 1, 2015 will 
expire on December 31, 2015. 

18. An Inter-municipal Business Licence will be valid within the jurisdictional boundaries of 
alI of the Participating Municipalities until its tenn expires, unless the Inter-municipal 
Business Licence is suspended or cancelled or a Participating Municipality withdraws 
from the inter-municipal business licence scheme among the Participating Municipalities 
in accordance the Inter-municipal Business Licence Bylaw. 

19. Each Participating Municipality will share a database of Inter-municipal Business 
Licences, which will be available for the use of all Participating Municipalities. 

20. Each Participating Municipality which issues an Inter-municipal Business Licence will 
promptly update the shared database after the issuance of that licence. 

21. A Participating Municipality may exercise the authority of the Principal Municipality 
and suspend an Inter-municipal Business Licence in relation to conduct by the holder 
within the Participating Municipality which would give rise to the power to suspend a 
business licence under the Community Charter or Vancouver Charter or under the 
business licence bylaw of the PartiCipating Municipality. The suspension will be in 
effect throughout all of the Participating MuniCipalities and it will be unlawful for the 

3887624 
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holder to carryon the Business authori zed by the infer-municipal Business Licence in any 
Participating Municipality for the period of the suspension. 

22. A Participating Municipality may exercise the authority of the Principal Municipality 
and cancel an Inter-municipal Business Licence in relation to conduct by the holder 
within the Participaling Municipality which would give rise to the power to cancel a 
business licence under the Community Charter or Vancouver Charter or the business 
licence bylaw of the Participating Municipality. The cancellation wi ll be in effect 
throughout all of the Participating Municipalities. 

23. The cancellation of an Inter-municipal Business Licence under section 22 will not affect 
the authority of a Participating Municipality to issue a business licence, other than an 
Inter-municipal Business Licence, to the holder of the cancelled Inter-municipal Business 
Licence. 

24. Nothing in lhis Agreement affects the authority of a Participating Municipality to 
suspend or cancel any business licence issued by that municipality or to enact regulations 
in respect of any category of Business under section 15 of the Community Charter or 
sections 272, 273, 279A, 279A. 1, 279B, and 279C of the Vancouver Charter. 

25. A Participating Municipality may, by notice in writing to each of the other Participating 
Municipalities, withdraw from the inter-municipal business licence scheme among the 
Participating Municipalities, and the notice must: 

(a) set out the date on which the withdrawing municipality will no longer recognize 
the validity within its boundaries of Inter-municipal Business Licences, which 
date must be at least six months from the date of the notice; and 

(b) include a certified copy of the municipal Council resolution or bylaw authorizing 
the municipality's withdrawal from the Inter-municipal Business Licence scheme. 

26. Prior to the effective date of a withdrawal under section 25 of this Agreement, the 
remaining Participating Municipalities wi ll review and enter into an agreement to amend 
the revenue distribution formula set-out in· Schedule I of this Agreement. 

27. Nothing contained or implied in this Agreement shall fetter in any way the discretion of 
the Council of the Parlicipating Municipalities. Further, nothing contained or implied in 
this Agreement shall prejudice or affect the Participating Municipalities' rights, powers, 
duties or obligation in the exercise of its functions pursuant to the Community Charter, 
Vancouver Charter, or the Local Government Act, as amended or replaced from time to 
time, or act to fetter or otherwise affect the Participating Municipalities ' discretion, and 
the rights, powers, duties and obligations under all public and private statutes, bylaws, 
orders and regulations, which may be, if each Participating Municipality so elects, as 
fully and effectively exercised as if thi s Agreement had not been executed and delivered 
by the Participating Municipalities. 

3887624 
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SIGNED AND DELIVERED on behalf of the Participating Municipalities, the Councils of 
each of which has, by bylaw, ratified this Agreement and authorized their signatures to sign on 
behalf of the respective Councils, on the dates indicated below. 

CITY OF BURNABY 

Mayor 

Clerk 

Date 

CORPORATION OF DELTA 

Mayor 

Clerk 

Date 

CITY OF NEW WESTMINSTER 

Mayor 

Clerk 

Date 

CITY OF RICHMOND 

Chief 
Administrative 
Officer 

General Manager, 
Corporate and 
Financial Services 

Date 
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CITY OF SURREY 

Mayor 

Clerk 

Date 

CITY OF VANCOUVER 

Director of Legal 
Services 

Date 
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Schedule 1 

The revenue generated from Inter-municipal Business Licence fees will be distributed based on 
the following revenue sharing formula: 

P31·ticipating Municipality 
% share of revenue generated 
from bIter-municipal Business 

Licence fees 

City of Burnaby 14.37% 
Corporation of Delta 9.67% 
City of New Westminster 9.34% 
City of Richmond 18.86% 
City of Surrey 23 .46% 
City of Vancouver 24.30% 

Total 100% 
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CNCL - 578



City of 
RiChmond 

(5640 Hollybridge Way) Bylaw No. 9039 

The Council of the City of Richmond enacts as fo llows: 

Bylaw 9039 

1. The Mayor and City Clerk for the City of Richmond are authorized to execute and deliver a 
housing agreement, substantially in the foml set out in Schedule A to this Bylaw, with the 
owner of the lands legaUy described as: 

PID: 006·096· 115 Lot 109, Section 5, Block 4, North Range 6, 
West New Westminster District Plan 46385 

2. This Bylaw is cited as "Housing Agreement (5640 HoUybridge Way) Bylaw No. 9039". 

FIRST READING Jau 'l.Gn aN OF 
RICHMOND 

A.PPROVED 

SECOND READING JUlS. 2013 lor content by . orIgln.ling 

THIRD READING JU[,B, lOl3 m 
APPROVED 
fwl~ty 

ADOPTED "' .... -
ff 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

3179736 
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ATIACHMENT I 

Schedule A 

To I-lousing Agreement (Cressey Gilbert Holdings Ltd. Inc. No. BC 0915877) Bylaw No. 9039 

HOUSING AGREEMENT BETWEEN CRESSEY GILBERT HOLDINGS LTD. (INC. 
NO. BC 09 15877) AND THE CITY OF RICIllVlOND 

38797~8 
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HOUSING AGREEMENT 

AFFORDABLE HOUSING SPECIAL DEVELOPMENT CIRCUMSTANCE 
(Section 905 Local Government Act) 

THIS AGREEMENT is dated for reference ___ __ ~' 2013, 

BETWEEN: 

AND: 

WHEREAS: 

CRESSEY GILBERT HOLDINGS LTD. (Inc. No. BC0915877). a 
corporation pursuant to the Business Corporations Act and having an 
address at 800 - 925 West Georgia Street, Vancouver, British 
Columbia, V6G 3L2 

(the ·Owner") 

CITY OF RICHMOND, a municipal corporation pursuant to the 
Local Government Act and having its offices at 6911 No.3 Road, 
Richmond, Bri tish Columbia, V6Y 2C1 

(the "City") 

A. Section 905 of the Local Government Act permits the City to enter into and, by legal 
notation on title to lands, housing agreements which may include, without limitation, 
conditions in respect to the fann of tenure of housing units, availability of housing units to 
classes of persons, administration of housing units and rent which may be charged for 
housing units; 

B. The Owner is the owner of the Lands (as hereinafter defined); 

C. The Owner and the City intend that the Affordable Housing Units (as hereinafter defined) 
shall be rented by the Owner in perpetuity at rents which would result in the Permitted 
Rent (as herein defined) for eligible tenants being less than the rents for Affordable 
Subsid ized Rental Housing as stipulated in the Affordable Housing Strategy (as herein 
defined); 

D. The Owner and the City intend that the Affordable Housing Units will be operated and 
managed by a Non-Profit Housing Provider (as herein defined); and 

E. The Owner and the City wish to enter into this Agreement (as herein defined) to provide 
for affordable housing on the terms and conditions set out in this Agreement. 

V.S Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
Section 905 Local Government Act 

5640 Hollybridge Way 
Application No. RZ 2012- 602449 

Rezoning Condition NO.8 
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NOW THEREFORE in consideration of the matters referred to in the foregoing recitals, the 
covenants and agreements herein contained and the sum of Ten Dollars ($10.00) now paid by 
the City to the Owner and other good and valuable consideration (the receipt and sufficiency of 
which is hereby acknowledged and agreed to by the parties), the parties hereto hereby 
covenant and agree as follows: 

ARTICLE 1 
DEFINITIONS AND INTERPRETATION 

1.1 In this Agreement the following words have the following meanings: 

v., 

(a) ~Affordable Housing Component" means a 3~story component of the 
Development, such component to be constructed by the Vendor pursuant to this 
Agreement, to be located within that portion of the Lands comprising the AHAP 
and containing all the Affordable Housing Units, and meeting all other 
construction conditions as specified in this Agreement; 

(b) "Affordable Housing Strategy" means the Richmond Affordable Housing 
Strategy approved by the City on May 28, 2007, and containing a number of 
recommendations, policies, directions, priorities, definitions and annual targets 
for affordable housing, as may be amended or replaced from time to time; 

(c) "Affordable Housing Unit" means a Dwelling Unit or Dwelling Units designated 
as such in accordance with a building permit andlor development permit issued 
by the City and/or, if applicable, in accordance with any rezoning consideration 
applicable to the development on the Lands and includes, without limiting the 
generality of the foregoing, the Dwelling Units charged by this Agreement; 

(d) "Affordable Subsidized Rental HousingD has the meaning given in the 
Affordable Housing Strategy, and applicable addenda thereto, as amended from 
time to time; 

(e) "Agreement" or "this Agreement" means this agreement and includes all 
recitals and schedules to this agreement and all instruments comprising this 
agreement; 

(f) "AHAP" or "Affordable Housing Airspace Parcel" means the airspace parcel 
to be created by the Owner by a subdivision of the Lam;fs, which airspace parcel 
will contain the Affordable Housing Component; 

(g) " Business Day" means a day which is not a Saturday, Sunday or statutory 
holiday (as defined in the Employment Standards Act (British Columbia» in 
British Columbia; 

(hj "CAP" or "Childcare Airspace Parcel" means the airspace parcel to be created 
by the Owner by a subdivision of the Lands, which airspace parcel will contain 
the Childcare Facility and will be located adjacent to the AHAP; 

(i) "CCAP" means the City of Richmond City Centre Area Plan, as may be 
amended or replaced from time to time; 

Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
Section 905 Local Government Act 

5640 Hollybridge Way 
Application No. RZ 2012- 602449 

Rezoning Condition NO. 8 

CNCL - 582



Page 3 

(j) "Childcare Facility" means the City-owned childcare facility located adjacent to 
the Affordable Housing Component, located within the CAP, and to be operated 
by a non-profit childcare services provider on the basis, inter alia, that preference 
will be given to the children of Tenants for available childcare spaces; 

(k) "City" or "City of Richmond" means the City of Richmond and is called the 
·City" when referring to the corporate entity and ~C ity of Richmond~ when 
referring to the geographic location; 

(I) "City Personnel" means the City's officials, officers, employees, agents, 
contractors, licensees, permitees, nominees and delegates; 

(m) "City Solicitor" means the individual appointed from time to time to be the City 
Solicitor of the Law Division of the City, or his or her designate; 

(n) " Co-ordinated Services" has the meaning given in section 6.3 of this 
Agreement; 

(0) "Core Need Income Thresholdu means the housing income limit established 
from time to time in the Affordable Housing Strategy on the basis of income level 
designated by Canada Mortgage Housing Corporation as the upper income 
eligibility limit for households living in affordable rental housing; 

(p) " CPI" means the All- Items Consumer Price Index for Vancouver, B.C. published 
from time to time by Statistics Canada, or its successor in function; 

(q) "Daily Amount" means $100.00 per day as of January 1, 2009 adjusted 
annually thereafter by adding thereto an amount calculated by multiplying 
$100.00 by the percentage change in the CPt since date as per above, to 
January 1 of the year that a written notice is delivered to the Owner by the City 
pursuant to section 5.1 of this Agreement. In the absence of obvious error or 
mistake, any calculation by the City of the Daily Amount in any particular year 
shall be final and conclusive; 

(r) "Development" means any building, improvement or structure constructed or to 
be constructed by or on behalf of the Owner on the Lands, (or any part thereof) 
and/or the subdivision of the Lands (or any part thereof) that would be permitted 
by the rezoning of the Lands; 

(s) " Director of Development" means the individual appointed to be the Director of 
Development of the Development Applications Division of the City of Richmond 
and his or her designate; 

(t) " Manager, Community Social Development" means the individual appointed 
to be the Manager, Community Social Development from time to time of the 
Community Services Department of the City and his or her designate; 

(u) "Dwelling Unit" means a residential dwelling unit or units located or to be 
located on the Lands whether those dwelling units are lots, strata lots or parcels, 
or parts or portions thereof, and includes single family detached dwellings, 
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duplexes, townhouses, auxiliary residential dwelling units, rental apartments and 
strata lots in a building strata plan and includes, Vv'here the context permits , an 
Affordable Housing Unit; 

(v) "Eligible Tenant Fami ly" means a single parent family comprising of one adult 
individual and one or more minor and dependent children residing primarily with 
that adult individual in regards to a two bedroom unit and a pregnant woman in 
regards to the studio unit, having a cumulative annual income of: 

(i) in respect to a studio unit, $33,500 or less; or 

(ii) in respect to a two bedroom unit, $45,500 or less, 

or such other maximum incomes as may be stipulated in the Affordable Housing 
Strategy from time to time for Affordable Subsidized Rental Housing, in 
accordance with the Core Need Income Threshold. In the event that, in applying 
the values set-out above, the rental increase is at any time greater than the rental 
increase permitted by the Residential Tenancy Act, then the increase will be 
reduced to the maximum amount permitted by the Residential Tenancy Act. In 
regards to the studio unit, the Eligible Tennant shall include a pregnant woman 
and may extend to up to one (1) year after the birth the child(ren). In the 
absence of obvious error or mistake, any calculation by the City of an Eligible 
Tenant Family's permitted income in any particular year shall be final and 
conclusive; 

(w) " Housing Covenant" means the agreements, covenants and charges granted 
by the Owner to the City (which includes covenants pursuant to section 219 of 
the Land Title Act) registered against title to the Lands in connection with 
Rezoning Application No. RZ 2012-602449; 

(x) " Interpretation Acf' means the Interpretation Act, R.S.B.C. 1996, Chapter 238, 
together with all amendments thereto and replacements thereof; 

(y) " Land Title Acf' means the Land Title Act, RSBC 1996, c. 250, and 
amendments thereto and re-enactments thereof; 

(z) " Lands" means parcel identifier: 006-096-115, Lot 109 Section 5 Block 4 North 
Range 6 West New Westminster District Plan 46385; 

(aa) " Local Government Acf' means the Local Government Act, R.S.B.C. 1996, 
Chapter 323, together with all amendments thereto and replacements thereof; 

(bb) " LTO" means the Lower Mainland Land Title Office or its successor; 

(cc) "Non-Profit Housing Provider (NHAP)" has the meaning given in section 6.3 of 
this Agreement; 

(dd) " OCP" means the City of Richmond Official Community Plan Bylaw No. 7100, as 
may be amended or replaced from time to time; 
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(ee) "Operating Agreement- has the meaning given in section 6.3 of this Agreement; 

(ff) "Owner" means the party described on page 1 of this Agreement as the Owner 
and any subsequent owner of the Lands or of any part into which the Lands are 
Subdivided, and includes any person who is a registered owner in fee simple of 
an Affordable Housing Unit from time to time; 

(99) " Permitted Rent" means rents, payable by a Tenant to the Non·Profit Housing 
Provider, no greater than: 

(i) $800.00 a month for a studio unit; and 

(ti) $950.00 a month for a two bedroom unit; 

provided that the rents set·out above may be adjusted in accordance with the 
percentage rate increases as set out in the current City Affordable Housing 
Strategy as approved annually by the Council of the City. In the absence of 
obvious error or mistake, any calculation or determination by the City of the 
Permitted Rent in any particular year shall be final and conclusive; 

(hh) "Real Estate Development Marketing Acf' means the Real Estate 
Development Marketing Act, S.B.C. 2004, Chapter 41 , together with aU 
amendments thereto and replacements thereof; 

(ii) " Receivable Rent" means a rent that is: 

(I) payable by the Non;Profit Housing Provider to the Owner under the 
Operating Agreement; 

(ii) within the specified range of minimum and maximum monthly rents set 
out in the column titled wNon~Profrt" in the table in Schedule B of this 
Agreement, in respect of the type of Dwelling Unit in question; and 

(iii) inclusive of Permitted Rent for each Dwelling Unit covered by the 
Operating Agreement, and rental financial assistance, if any, provided by 
the Non~Profit Housing Provider or other agency to or on behalf of a 
Tenant, 

provided that the amounts set out in Schedule B may be adjusted in accordance 
with the percentage rate increases as set out in the current City Affordable 
Housing Strategy as approved annuallyby the Council of the City. In the absence 
of obvious error or mistake, any calculation or determination by the City of the 
Receivable Rent in any particular year shall be final and conclusive; 

(jj) " Remainder Lands" means: 

(i) the remainder of the Lands after creation of the AHAP, CAP and any 
other airspace or other subdivision plans that further subdivide the Lands; 
and 
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(Li) such other airspace or other parcels, including the CAP, created by the 
subdivision of the Lands; 

(kk) " Residential Tenancy Act" means the Residential Tenancy Act, S.B.C. 2002, 
Chapter 78, together with all amendments thereto and replacements thereof; 

(II ) "Strata Property Act" means the Strata Property Act S.B.C. 1998, Chapter 43, 
together with all amendments thereto and replacements thereof; 

(mm) " Subdivide" means to divide, apportion, consolidate or subdivide the Lands, or 
any portion thereof, including the ownership or right to possession or occupation 
of the Lands, or any portion thereof, into two or more lots, strata lots, parcels, 
parts, portions or shares, whether by plan, descriptive words or otherwise, under 
the Land Title Act, the Strata Property Act, or otherwise, and includes the 
creation, conversion, organization or development of "cooperative interests" or 
~shared interest in land" as defined in the Real Estate Development Marketing 
Act, 

(nn) "Targeted Gross Shelter Costs" means a cost of housing including rent and 
electricity that is within the specified range of minimum and maximum monthly 
shelter costs set out in Schedule B of this Agreement in respect of the type of 
Dwelling Unit in question, provided that the amounts set out in Schedule B may 
be adjusted in accordance with the percentage rate increases as set out in the 
current City Affordable Housing Strategy as approved annually by the Council of 
the City. In the absence of obvious error or mistake, any calculation or 
determination by the City of the Targeted Gross Shelter Costs in any particular 
year shall be final and conclusive; 

(oo) "Tenancy Agreement" means a tenancy agreement, lease, license or other 
agreement granting rights to occupy an Affordable Housing Unit; 

(pp) "Tenant" means an occupant of an Affordable Housing Unit by way of a 
Tenancy Agreement; 

(qq) "Terms of Reference" means the non-exhaustive framework of terms and 
conditions to be included in the Operating Agreement, a copy of which is 
attached as Schedule C to this Agreement; 

(rr) "Zoning Bylaw" means the City of Richmond Zoning Bylaw No. 8500, as may 
be amended or replaced from time to time. 

1.2 In this Agreement: 

<aJ 

V.5 

words importing the singular number only will include the plural and vice versa, 
words importing the masculine gender will include the feminine and neuter 
genders and vice versa and words importing persons will include individuals, 
partnerships, associations, trusts, unincorporated organizations and 
corporations, and vice versa; 
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(b) the division of this Agreement into Articles and the insertion of headings are for 
the convenience of reference only and will not affect the construction or 
interpretation of this Agreement. The terms "this Agreement" , "hereof', 
"hereunder" and similar expressions refer to this Agreement and not to any 
particular Article or other portion hereof and include any agreement or instrument 
supplemental or ancillary hereto. Unless something in the subject matter or 
context is inconsistent therewith, references herein to Articles are to Articles of 
this Agreement; 

(c) if a word or expression is defined in this Agreement, other parts of speech and 
grammatical forms of the same word or expression have corresponding 
meanings; 

(d) reference to any enactment includes any regulations, orders or directives made 
under the authority of that enactment; 

(e) reference to any enactment is a reference to that enactment as consolidated, 
revised, amended, re-enacted or replaced , unless otherwise expressly provided; 

(f) the provisions of section 25 of the Interpretation Act with respect to the 
calculation of time apply; 

(g) all provisions are to be interpreted as always speaking; 

(h) reference to a "party" is a reference to a party to this Agreement and to that 
party's respective successors, assigns, trustees, administrators and receivers. 
Wherever the context so requires, reference to a "party" also indudes an Eligible 
Tenant Family, agent, officer and invitee of the party; 

(i) reference to a "day", "month", "quarter" or "year" is a reference to a calendar day, 
calendar month, calendar quarter or calendar year, as the case may be, unless 
otherwise expressly provided; 

(j) the word "including", when following any general statement, term or matter, will 
not be construed to limit such general statement, term or matter to the specific 
items or matters set forth immediately following such word or to similar items or 
matters, but will be construed to refer to all other items or matters that could 
reasonably fall within the scope of such general statement, term or matter, 
whether or not non~limiting language (such as ''without limitation", "but not limited 
to" or words of similar import) is used with reference thereto; and 

(k) any interest in land created hereby, as being found in certain Articles, sections, 
paragraphs or parts of this Agreement, will be construed, interpreted and given 
force in the context of those portions of this Agreement: 

(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

which define the terms used herein; 

which deal with the interpretation of this Agreement; and 

which are otherwise of general application. 
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1.3 Schedules 

The following Schedules are attached hereto and form part of this Agreement 

Schedule "A" 
Schedule KB" 
Schedule "C· 

Statutory Declaration 
Permitted Rent 
Terms of Reference for Operating Agreement 

ARTICLE 2 
USE AND OCCUPANCY OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNITS 

2.1 The Owner agrees that each Affordable Housing Unit may, in perpetuity, only be used as 
a pennanent residence occupied by one Eligible Tenant Family. An Affordable Housing 
Unit must not be occupied by the Owner, the Owner's family members (unless the 
Owner's family members qualify as an Eligible Tenant Family), or any tenant or guest of 
the Owner, other than an Eligible Tenant Family. For the purposes of this Article, 
"permanent residence" means that the Affordable Housing Unit is used as the usual, 
main, regular, habitual, principal residence, abode or home of the Eligible Tenant Family. 

2.2 Within 30 days after receiving notice from the City, the Owner must, in respect of each 
Affordable Housing Unit, provide to the City the statutory declarations as collected by the 
NPHP, substantially in the form (with, in the City Solicitor's discretion, such further 
amendments or additions as deemed necessary) attached as Schedule "A-, sworn by 
the NPHAP, containing all of the information required to complete the statutory 
declaration. The City may request such statutory declaration in respect of each 
Affordable Housing Unit no more than once in any calendar year; provided, however, 
notwithstanding that the NPHP may have already provided such statutory declaration in 
the particular calendar year, the City may request and the Owner shall provide, with the 
assistance of the NPHP, to the City such further statutory declarations as requested by 
the City in respect to an Affordable Housing Unit if, in the City's absolute determination, 
the City believes that the Owner is in breach of any of its obligations under this 
Agreement. 

2.3 The Owner will, in addition to providing the City with the statutory declarations as 
described in Section 2.2, provide the City with a copy of the Operating Agreement, as 
amended from time to time. 

2.4 The Owner hereby irrevocably authorizes the City to make such inquiries as it considers 
necessary in order to confirm that the Owner is complying with this Agreement. 

2.5 "'(he Owner agrees that notwithstanding that the Owner may othelWise be entitled, the 
Owner will not occupy, nor permit any person to occupy any portion of any building, in 
part or in whole, on the Remainder Lands and the City will not be obligated to permit 
occupancy of any building on the Remainder Lands until all of the fallowing conditions 
are satisfied: 
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(a) the Affordable Housing Component, Affordable Housing Units, Childeare Facility 
and related uses and areas are constructed in accordance with Development 
Permit DP 13-629846, the approved Building Permit and with interior layouts and 
finishes to the satisfaction of the City; 

(b) the Affordable Housing Component, the Affordable Housing Units and the 
Childcare Facility have received final building permit inspection permitting 
occupancy; and 

(c) the Owner is not otherwise in breach of any of its obligations under this 
Agreement or any other agreement between the City and the Owner in 
connection with the development of the Lands. 

ARTICLE 3 
DISPOSITION AND ACQUISITION OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNITS 

3.1 The Owner will, and will ensure that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non
Profit Housing Provider will, repair and maintain the AHAP in good and clean order and 
condition, excepting reasonable wear and tear. 

3.2 The Owner will , and will ensure that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non
Profit Housing Provider will, include a clause in each Tenancy Agreement requiring the 
Tenants to repair and maintain the Affordable Housing Units in good order and condition, 
excepting reasonable wear and tear. 

3.3 The ONner will not, and will ensure that that the Operating Agreement will provide that 
the Non-Profit Housing Provider will not, permit an Affordable Housing Unit Tenancy 
Agreement to be subleased or assigned. 

3.4 If this Housing Agreement encumbers more than one Affordable Housing Unit, then the 
Owner may not, without the prior written consent of the City Solicitor, sell or transfer less 
than five (5) Affordable Housing Units in a single or related series of transactions with 
the result that when the purchaser or transferee of the Affordable Housing Units 
becomes the owner, the purchaser or transferee will be the legal and beneficial owner of 
not less than five (5) Affordable Housing Units. 

3.5 The Owner will ensure that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non-Profit 
Housing Provider must not rent, lease, license or otherwise permit occupancy of any 
Affordable Housing Unit except to an Eligible Tenant Family and except in accordance 
with the following additional conditions: 

(a) 

(b) 

(e) 

V.5 

the Affordable Housing Unit will be used or occupied only pursuant to a Tenancy 
Agreement; . 

the monthly rent payable by a Tenant for the Affordable Housing Unit will not 
exceed the Permitted Rent applicable to that class of Affordable Housing Unit; 

the Owner will ensure that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non~ 
Profit Housing Provider will allow the Tenant and any permitted occupant and 
visitor to have full access to and use and enjoy all common indoor and outdoor 
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amenities and faci lities on the AHAP and Remainder Lands or any subdivided 
portion thereof, including parking facil ities, in accordance with the Zoning Bylaw, 
the City's OCP, CCAP policy and included within the registered easements on 
the Lands in favour of the AHAP intended for such purposes, as may be 
amended or replaced from time to time; 

(d) the Owner will ensure that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non
Profit Housing Provider will not require the Tenant or any permitted occupant to 
pay any extra charges or fees for use of any common areas, facilities or 
amenities on the AHAP, Remainder Lands or any subdivided portion thereof 
except for those same specific rental and cleaning fees that may be charged to 
the strata market residential units owners associated with exclusive faci lity room 
bookings that may be made at the discretion of the NPHP or its occupants, or for 
sanitary sewer, storm sewer, other utilities (with the exception of water, if 
applicable), property or similar tax; provided, however, the Owner or Non-Profit 
Housing Provid~r may charge the Tenant their cost, if any, of providing 
cablevision, telephone, other telecommunications, gas, or electricity fees, 
charges or rates; 

(e) the Owner will ensure that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non
Profit Housing Provider will attach a copy of this Agreement to every Tenancy 
Agreement; 

(f) the Owner will ensure that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non
Profit Housing Provider will include in the Tenancy Agreement a clause requiring 
the Tenant and each permitted occupant of the Affordable Housing Unit to 
comply with this Agreement; 

(g) the Owner wilt ensure that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non
Profit Housing Provider wil l include in the Tenancy Agreement a clause entitling 
the Non-Profit Housing Provider to terminate the Tenancy Agreement if: 

(i) 

(ii) 

(iii) 

(iv) 

(v) 

an Affordable Housing Unit is occupied by a person or persons other than 
an Eligible Tenant Family; 

the annual income of an Eligible Tenant Family rises above the applicable 
maximum amount specified in section 1.1(v) of this Agreement; 

the Affordable Housing Unit is occupied by more than the number of 
people the City's building inspector determines can reside in the 
Affordable Housing Unit given the number and size of bedrooms in the 
Affordable Housing Unit and in light of any relevant standards set by the 
City in any bylaws of the City; 

the Affordable Housing Unit remains vacant for three consecutive months 
or longer, notwithstanding the timely payment of rent; and/or 

the Tenant subleases the Affordable Housing Unit or assigns the Tenancy 
Agreement in whole or in part, 
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and in the case of each breach, the Owner hereby agrees with the City to , and to 
ensure that that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non-Profit 
Housing Provider will, forthwith provide to the Tenant a notice of termination. 
Except for section 3.5(g)(Ji) of this Agreement [Termination of Tenancy 
Agreement if Annuallncoma of T enanl rises above amount prescribed in section 
1.1(v) of this Agreement}, the notice of termination shall provide that the 
tennination of the tenancy shall be effective 30 days following the date of the 
notice of termination. In respect to section 3.5(g)(ii) of this Agreement, 
termination shall be effective (1) on the day that is six (6) months following the 
date that the notice of termination was provided to the Tenant and (2) the day 
before the day in the month, or in the other period on which the tenancy is based, 
that rent is payable under the Tenancy Agreement, or as otherwise stipulated in 
the Residential Tenancy Act. The Owner acknowledges and agrees, and will 
ensure that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non-Profit Housing 
Provider acknowledges and agrees, that no compensation is payable, and the 
Owner is not entitled to and will not claim any compensation from the City, for 
any payments that the Owner or Non-Profit Housing Provider may be required to 
pay to the Tenant under the Residential Tenancy Act, whether or not such 
payments relate directly or indirectly to the operation of this Agreement; 

(h) the Tenancy Agreement will identify all occupants of the Affordable Housing Unit 
and will stipulate that anyone not identified in the Tenancy Agreement wil l be 
prohibited from residing at the Affordable Housing Unit for more than 30 
consecutive days or more than 45 days total in any calendar year; and 

(i) the Owner will, and will ensure the Operating Agreement requires the Non-Profit 
Housing Provider to, forthwith deliver a certified true copy of the Tenancy 
Agreement to the City upon demand. 

3.6 If the NPHP has terminated the Tenancy Agreement, then the Owner shall , and will 
ensure that that the Operating Agreement will provide that the Non-Profit Housing 
Provider shall , use best efforts to cause the Tenant and all other persons that may be in 
occupation of the Affordable Housing Unit to vacate the Affordable Housing Unit on or 
before the effective date of termination. 

ARTICLE 4 
DEMOLITION OF AFFORDABLE HOUSING UNIT 

4.1 The Owner wi ll not demolish an Affordable Housing Unit unless: 

(a) 

(b) 

V.5 

the Owner has obtained the written opinion of a professional engineer or 
architect who is at arm's length to the Owner that it is no longer reasonable or 
practical to repair or replace any structural component of the Affordable Housing 
Unit, and the Owner has delivered to the City a copy of the engineer's or 
architect's report; or 

the Affordable Housing Unit is damaged or destroyed, to the extent of 40% or 
more of its value above its foundations, as detennined by the City in its sole 
discretion, 
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and, in each case, a demolition permit for the Affordable Housing Unit has been issued 
by the City and the Affordable Housing Unit has been demolished under that permit. 

Following demolition, the Owner will use and occupy any replacement DNelling Unit in 
compliance with this Agreement and the Housing Covenant both of which will apply to any 
replacement Dwelling Unit to the same extent and in the same manner as those 
agreements apply to the original Dwelling Unit, and the D.velling Unit must be approved by 
the City as an Affordable Housing Unit in accordance with this Agreement. 

ARTICLE 5 
DEFAULT AND REMEDIES 

5.1 The Owner agrees that, in addition to any other remedies available to the City under this 
Agreement or the Housing Covenant or at law or in equity, if an Affordable Housing Unit 
is used or occupied in breach of this Agreement or rented at a rate in excess of the 
Permitted Rent or Target Gross Shelter Costs or the Owner is otherwise in breach of any 
of its obligations under this Agreement or the Housing Covenant, the Owner will pay the 
Daily Amount to the City for every day that the breach continues after ten (10) days 
written notice from the City to the Owner stating the particulars of the breach. For 
greater certainty, the City is not entitled to give written notice with respect to any breach 
of the Agreement until any applicable cure period, if any, has expired. The Daily Amount 
is due and payable five (5) Business Days following receipt by the Owner of an invoice 
from the City for the same, and such invoice will be given and deemed received in 
accordance with section 6.10 [Notice] of this Agreement. 

5.2 The Owner acknowledges and agrees that a default by the Owner of any of its promises, 
covenants, representations or warranties set-out in the Housing Covenant shall also 
constitute a default under this Agreement. 

ARTICLE 6 
MISCELLANEOUS 

6.1 Ho using Agreement 

V.5 

The Owner acknowledges and agrees that: 

(a) 

(b) 

this Agreement includes a housing agreement entered into under section 905 of 
the Loea! Government Act, an.d 

where the Lands have not yet been Subdivided to create the separate parcels to 
be charged by this Agreement, the City may file a notice of this Agreement in the 
L TO against the title to the lands. If this Agreement is fi led in the l TO as a 
notice under section 905 of the Local Government Act prior to the Lands having 
been Subdivided, and it is the intention that this Agreement is, once separate 
legal parcels are created and/or the lands are subdivided, to charge and secure 
only the legal parcels or Subdivided lands which contain the Affordable Housing 
Units, then the City Solicitor shall be entitled, without further City Council 
approval, authorization or bylaw, to partially discharge this Agreement 
accordingly. The Owner acknowledges and agrees that notwithstanding a partial 
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discharge of this Agreement, this Agreement shall be and remain in full force and 
effect and, but for the partial discharge, otherwise unamended. 

6.2 Modification 

Subject to section 6.1 of this Agreement, this Agreement may be modified or amended 
from time to time, by consent of the Owner and a bylaw duly passed by the Council of 
the City and thereafter if it is signed by the City and the Owner. 

6.3 Management and Co-ordinated Services 

V.5 

The Owner covenants and agrees that it will : 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

work with the City in a joint selection process, based on criteria established jointly 
by the City and the Owner, for the selection of a qualified non-profit affordable 
housing provider with the skill and expertise to manage the Affordable Housing 
Units and the Co-ordinated Services jointly with the Owner (the "Non-Profit 
Housing Provider") that is mutually agreed upon by the Owner and the City; 

at the Owner's expense, hire the selected Non-Profit Housing Provider 10, jointly 
with the Owner, furnish efficient management of the Affordable Housing Units 
and the Co-ordinated Services 

enter into an agreement with the selected Non-Profit Housing Provider that 
relates to the operation and management of the Affordable Housing Component 
and Affordable Housing Units and the provision and management of Co
ordinated Services to the Tenants on terms and conditions substantially 
consistent with the Terms of Reference,(lhe "Operating Agreement"); 

obtain the City's written approval of the Operating Agreement before entering into 
the Operating Agreement with the Non-Profit Housing Provider, and wi ll not 
amend the Operating Agreement without the prior written approval of the City; 

work collaboratively with the City, Non-Profit Housing Provider and other non
profit and provincial housing, community service and health providers, in the 
development of a coordinated approach for the delivery of accessible affordable 
housing, social programs and support for families, including in the areas of life 
skills, self sufficiency, financial literacy, health education, higher education, and 
employment opportunities (the "Co-ordinated ServicesW

); and 

fumish good and efficient management of the Affordable Housing Component 
and will permit representatives of the City to inspect the Affordable Housing 
Component at any reasonable time, subject to the notice provisions in the 
Residentiaf Tenancy Act. The Owner further covenants and agrees that it will 
maintain the Affordable Housing Component in a good state of repair and fit for 
habitation and will comply with all laws, including health and safety standards 
applicable to the Lands and in accordance with the Terms of Reference in 
Schedule "C·. Notwithstanding the foregoing , jf the Affordable Housing 
Component is not in a good state of repair and fit for habitation, the Owner 
acknowledges and agrees that the City, may require the Owner, at the Owners 
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expense, to hire a person or company with the skill and expertise in property 
management to undertake management of the Affordable Housing Component to 
ensure a good state of repair fitness for habitation, such person or company to 
be selected by the Owner based on criteria joinUy developed by the City and 
Owner. 

6.4 Indemnity 

Except in the case of negligence or wilful misconduct by the City and/or the City 
Personnel, the Owner hereby releases and indemnifies and saves harmless the City and 
the City Personnel from all loss, damage, costs (including without limitation, legal costs), 
expenses, actions, suits, debts, accounts, claims and demands, including without 
limitation, any and all claims of third parties, which the City or the City Personnel may 
suffer, incur or be put to arising out of or in connection, directly or indirectly or that would 
not or could not have occurred "but for": . 

<aj this Agreement; 

(b) any breach by the Owner of any covenant or agreement contained in this 
Agreement; 

(c) any personal injury, death or damage occurring in or on the AHAP or CAP, 
including the Affordable Housing Units and Childcare Facility; 

(d) the exercise of discretion by any City Personnel for any matter relaUng to this 
Agreement; 

(e) the construction, maintenance, repair, ownership, lease, license, operation, 
management or financing of the Lands, Affordable Housing Component or any 
Affordable Housing Unit or the enforcement of any Tenancy Agreement; and/or 

(f) the exercise by the City of any of its rights under this Agreement or an 
enactmerit. 

6.5 Survival 

The obligations of the Owner set out in this Agreement will survive termination or 
discharge of this Agreement. 

6.6 Priori ty 

V.5 

The Owner agrees, if required by the City Solicitor, to cause the registrable interests in 
land granted pursuant to this Agreement to be registered as first registered charges 
against the Lands, at the Owner's expense, save only for any reservations, liens, 
charges or encumbrances: 

<aj contained in any grant from Her Majesty the Queen in Right of the Province of 
British Columbia respecting the Lands; 
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(b) registered in favour of the City; or 

(c) which the City has determined may rank in priority to the registrable interests in 
land granted pursuant to this Agreement, 

and that a notice under section 905(5) of the Loea' Government Act will be filed on the 
title to the Lands. 

6.7 No Fettering and No Derogation 

Nothing contained or implied in this Agreement shall fetter in any way the discretion of 
the City or the Council of the City. Further, nothing contained or implied in this 
Agreement shall derogate from the obligations of the Owner under any other agreement 
with the City or, if the City so elects, prejudice or affect the City's rights, powers, duties 
or obligations in the exercise of its functions pursuant" to the Community Charter or the 
Local Government Act, as amended or replaced from time to time, or act to fetter or 
otherwise affect the City's discretion, and the rights, powers, duties and obligations of 
the City under all public and private statutes, by-laws, orders and regulations, which may 
be, if the City so elects, as fully and effectively exercised in relation to the Lands, or any 
Subdivided portion thereof, and the Owner, as if this Agreement had not been executed 
and delivered by the Owner and the City. 

6.8 Agreement for Benefit of City Only 

The Owner and the City agree that . 

(a) this Agreement is entered into only for the benefit of the City; 

(b) this Agreement is not intended to protect the interests of the Owner·, an¥. Tenant, 
or any future owner, lessee, occupier or user of the Remainder Lands or the 
Affordable Housing Component or any portion thereof, including any Affordable 
Housing Unit; and 

(c) the City may at any time execute a release and discharge of this Agreement, 
without liability to anyone for doing so, and without obtaining the consent of the 
Owner. 

6.9 No Public Law Duty 

Where the City is required or permitted by this Agreement to form an opinion, exercis~ a 
discretion, express satisfaction, make a determination or give its consent, the Owner 
agrees that the City is under no public law duty of fairness or natural justice in that 
regard and agrees that the City may do any of those things in the same manner as if it 
were a private party and not a public body. 

6.10 Notice 

v., 

Any notice or communication required or permitted to be given pursuant to this 
Agreement will be in writing and delivered by hand or sent by prepaid mail or facsimile to 
the party to which it is to be given as follows:: 
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with a copy to the Director of Development, the Manager, Community and Social 
Development and the 9ity Solicitor; 

(b) to the Owner, to the address as set out on the title for the Lands, 

or to such other address or fax number as any party may in writing advise. Any notice Of 

communication wili be deemed to have been given when delivered if delivered by hand, 
two Business Days following mailing if sent by prepaid mail, and on the following 
Business Day after transmission if sent by facsimile. 

6.11 Enurement 

This Agreement will enure to the benefit of and be binding upon the parties hereto and 
their respective successors, administratorS and assigns. 

6.12 Severability 

If any Article, section, subsection, sentence, clause or phrase in this Agreement is for 
any reason held to be invalid by the decision of a Court of competent jurisdiction, the 
remainder of this Agreement will continue in full force and effect and, in such case, the 
parties hereto will agree upon an amendment to be made to the Article, section, 
subsection, sentence, clause or phrase previously found to be invalid and will do or 
cause to be done all acts reasonably necessary in order to amend this Agreement so as 
to reflect its original spirit and intent. 

6. 13 No Waiver and Remedies 

V.5 

The Owner and the City acknowledge and agree that no failure on the part of either party 
hereto to exercise and no delay in exercising any right under this Agreement will operate 
as a waiver thereof nor will any single or partial exercise by either party of any right 
under this Agreement preclude any other or future exercise thereof or the exercise of 
any other right. The remedies provided in this Agreement will be cumulative and not 
exclusive of any other remedies provided by law and all remedies stipulated for either 
party in this Agreement will be deemed to be in addition to and not, except as expressly 
stated in this Agreement, restrictive of the remedies of either party hereto at law or in 
equity. 
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6.14 Sole Agreement 

This Agreement, and any documents signed by the Owners contemplated by this 
Agreement (including, without ,limitation, the Housing Covenant), represent the whole 
agreement between the City and the Owner respecting the use and occupation of the 
Affordable Housing Units, and there are no warranties, representations, conditions or 
collateral agreements made by the City except as set forth in this Agreement. In the 
event of any conflict between this Agreement and the Housing Covenant, this 
Agreement shall, to the extent necessary to resolve such conflict, prevail. 

6.15 Further Acts 

The parties to this Agreement will do and cause to be done all things and execute and 
cause to be executed all documents which may be necessary to give proper effect to the 
intention of this Agreement. 

6.16 Equitable Relief 

The Owner covenants and agrees that in addition to any remedies which are available 
under this Agreement or at law, the City will be entitled to all equitable remedies, 
including, without limitation, specific perfonnance, injunction and declaratory relief, or 
any combination thereof, to enforce its rights under this Agreement. The Owner 
acknowledges that specific performance, injunctive relief (mandatory or otherwise) or 
other equitable relief may be the only adequate remedy for a default by the Owner under 
this Agreement. The Owner acknowledges and agrees that no failure or delay on the 
part of the City to exercise any right under this Agreement will operate as a waiver by the 
City of such right. 

6.17 No Joint Venture 

Nothing in this Agreement will constitute the Owner as the agent, joint venturer, or 
partner of the City or give the Owner any authority to bind the City in any way. 

6. 1 B Governing Law 

This Agreement will be governed by and construed in accordance with the laws of the 
Province of British Columbia and the laws of Canada applicable therein . 

6.19 Deed and Contract 

By executing and delivering this Agreement the Owner intends to create both a contract 
and a deed executed and delivered under seal. 

6.20 Joint and Several 

If the Owner is comprised of more than one person, firm or body corporate, then the 
covenants, agreements and obligations of the Owner shall be joint and several. 

6.21 No Liability 

V.S Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
Section 905 Local Government Act 

5640 Hollybridge Way 
Application No. RZ 2012- 602449 

Rezoning Condition No. 8 
CNCL - 597



Page 18 

The parties agree that neither the Owner, nor any successor in titre to the Lands, or 
Remainder Lands, or portions thereof, will be liable for breaches of or non-observance or 
non-performance of covenants contained in this Agreement occurring after the date that 
the Owner or its successor in title, as the case may be, ceases to be the registered or 
beneficial owner of the Lands or Remainder Lands or portions thereof; provided, 
however, the Owner or its successors in title, as the case may be, shall remain liable 
after ceasing to be the registered or beneficial owner of the Lands or Remainder Lands 
or portions thereof for all breaches of and non-observance and non-performance of 
covenants in this Agreement if the breach, non-observance or non-performance 
occurred prior to the Owner or any successor in title, as the case may be, ceasing to be 
the registered or beneficial owner the Lands, Remainder Lands or portions thereof. 

6.22 City Approval and Exercise of Discretion 

Any City approval or consent to be given pursuant to or in connection with this 
Agreement is not effective or valid unless provided by the City in writing. Any City 
approval or consent to be granted by the City in this Agreement may, unless stated 
expressly otherwise, be granted or withheld in the absolute discretion of the City. 

6.23 No Compensation 

The Owner acknowledges and agrees that no compensation is payable, and the Owner 
is not entitled to and will not claim any compensation from the City, for any decrease in 
the market value of the Lands, Remainder Lands, or any subdivided portion thereof, and 
for any obligations on the part of the Owner and its successors in title which at any time 
may result directly or indirectly from the operation of this Agreement. 

6.24 Runs with land 

The interest in lands including all covenants, rights of way and easements as the case 
may be, contained in this Agreement will, unless discharged in accordance with this 
Agreement, run with and bind the Lands, Remainder Lands and AHAP in perpetuity. 

6.25 Time of Essence 

Time, where mentioned herein, will be of the essence of this Agreement. 

6.26 Assignment of Rights 

The City, upon prior written notice to the Owner, may assign or license all or any part of 
this Agreement or any or all of the City's rights under Ihis Agreement to any 
governmental agency or to any corporation or entity charged with the responsibility for 
providing or administering the Affordable Housing Strategy or other related public 
facilities, services or utilities. The Owner may not assign all or any part of this 
Agreement without the City's prior written consent. 

6.27 Counterparts 

V.5 

This Agreement may be signed by the parties hereto in counterparts and by facsimile or 
pdf email transmission, each such counterpart, facsimile or pdf email transmission copy 
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shall constitute an original document and such counterparts, taken together, shall 
constitute one and the same instrument and may be compiled for registration, if 
registration is required, as a single document. 

IN WITNESS WHEREOF the parties hereto have executed this Agreement as of the day 
and year first above written. 

CRESSEY GILBERT HOLDINGS LTD. 
by its authorized signatory ies . 

Per: ~N~iB~ 

Per: 
~N~a~m~e~:-----------------

CITY OF RICHMOND 
by its authorized signatory(ies): 

Per: 
Malcolm D. Brodie, Mayor 

Per: 
David Weber, Corporate Officer 

V.5 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
for content by 

originating 
dept. 

APPROVED 
for legality 
by Solicitor 

DATE OF 
COUNCIL 

APPROVAL 
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SCHEDULE "A" 

STATUTORY DECLARATION 

CANADA ) 
) 
) 
) 

IN THE MATTER OF A HOUSING 
AGREEMENT WITH THE CITY OF 
RICHMOND PROVINCE OF BRITISH COLUMBIA 
("Hous ing Agreement") 

TO WIT: 

I, -;----:-;-C"""Cc----:c--:-------of -----------" British Columbia, do 
solemnly declare that 

1. I am the owner or authorized signatory of the owner of ::--;:,-;;:-::-o::::,--:<c-:::::-== (the 
"Affordable Housing Unit"), and make this declaration to the best of my personal 
knowledge. 

2. This declaration is made pursuant to the Housing Agreement in respect of the Affordable 
Housing Unit. 

3. For the period from to the 
Affordable Housing Unit was occupied only by the Eligible Tenant Family (as defined in 
the Housing Agreement) whose names and current addresses and whose employer's 
names and current addresses appear below: 

[Names, addresses and phone numbers of Eligible Tenant Famify and theiremployer(s)] 

4 . The rent charged each month for the Affordable Housing Unit is as follows: 

(a) the monthly rent on the date 365 days before this date of this statutory declaration: 
$ per month; 

(b) the rent on the date of this statutory declaration: $'---___ ~; and 

(c) the proposed or actual rent that will be payable on the date that is 90 days after the 
date of this statutory declaration: $, ______ . 

5. 1 acknowledge and agree to comply with the Owners obligations under the Housing 
Agreement, and other charges in favour of the City noted or registered in the Land Title 
Office against the land on which the Affordable Housing Unit is situated and confirm that 
the Owner has complied with the Owners obligations under the Housing Agreement. 

V.5 Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
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6. I make this solemn declaraUon, conscientiously believing it to be true and knowing that it 
is of the same force and effect as if made under oath and pursuant to the Canada 
Evidence Act. 

DECLARED BEFORE ME at the City of 

""""::7C:-""':--" in the Province of British 
Columbia, this day of 
_____ " 20_. 

A Commissioner for Taking Affidavits in the 
Province of British Columbia 

V.S 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

DECLARANT 

Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
Section 905 Local Government Act 
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SCHEDULE " B" 

PERMITTED RENT AND RECEIVABLE RENT 

2 Bedroom Units Tenant 
Minimum Monthlv Rent' 
Minimum Shelter Costs (i.e. 
rent and electricity) 

Maximum Monthly Rent 
Maximum Shel~~~osts (i.e. 
rent and electrici 

Studio Units Tenant 
Minimum Monthly Rent' 
Minimum Shelter Costs (Le. 
rent and electricity) 

Maximum Monthlv Rent 
Maximum Shelter Costs O.e. 
rent and electricity) 

V.5 

NonMProfit 
$0 $950 
$0 $994 

$950 $1,137 
$994 $1,137 

Non-Profit 
$0 $800 
$0 $837 

$800 $800 
$837 $837 

Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
Section 905 Local Govemment Act 
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SCHEDULE "C" 

TERMS OF REFERENCE FOR OPERATING AGREEMENT 

Definitions 
All capitalized teons used in these Terms of Reference have, unless otherwise indicated, the 
meanings given in the Housing Agreement to which these Terms of Reference are attached. 

Background 

The City and Owner wish to construct the Affordable Housing Component, Affordable Housing 
Units and Childcare Facility at the Owner's development on the Lands (the "Development"). 
The Affordable Housing Units will consist of: 

• 15 units of Affordable Subsidized Rental Housing (14 2-bedroom units and 1 studio unit); 
• A 470 sf2 amenity room with a kitchen (the -Amenity Room-); 
• Common halls, easement access to the elevator core, stairway and adjacent landing and 

lobby areas down to the basement P1 level of the Development; 
• Designated refuse and recycling areas; and 
• Indoor parking within the Development's parkade, with a minimum of 13 resident spaces 

within the AHAP and 3 visitor spaces in the general visitor parking on the Remainder 
Lands. 

Purpose 

The purpose of the City's project with the Owner (the "Project,,) is to support low income single 
parent families to gain self~sufficiency through the access and delivery of affordable housing, social 
programs and support for families, such as life skills, self sufficiency opportunities, financial literacy, 
health education, higher education, and employment. 

The City and Owner will work together to select a Non~Profit Housing Provider to manage and 
operate the Affordable Housing Units, and to develop and manage the Co·ordinated Services. 

The Owner will enter into an Operating Agreement with the Non·Profit Housing Provider. 

Key Terms 

The Operating Agreement to be entered into between the Owner and the Non·Profit Housing 
Provider will be consistent with the Housing Agreement to which these Terms of Reference are 
attached, and the purpose and social and community principles of the Project. 

The Operating Agreement will contain provisions relating to the following key areas: 

• Term. The Operating Agreement will be a long-term agreement of at least [10] years, to 
be decided based on factors including financial viability, timeframes for meeting the 
purposes of the Project, and City approval. 

• Renewal . Any renewal of the Term should be subject to City approval. 

V.S Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
Section 905 Local Government Act 
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• Standards. The Owner and Non-Profit Housing Provider will operate and manage each 
Affordable Housing Unit in accordance with the Affordable Housing Strategy and City 
guidelines for Affordable Subsidized Rental Housing in effect from time to time, unless 
otherwise agreed to by the Owner, the Director of Development and the Manager, 
Community Social Development, and to the standards as would would ordinarily be 
expected from a qualified, skilled and experienced Canadian housing provider 
undertaking similar services. 

• Co-ordinated Services. The Non-Profit Housing Provider will manage the Co-ordinated 
Services, which are defined in the Affordable Housing Agreement as collaboration with 
the City and other non-profit and provincial housing, community service and health 
providers, in the development of a coordinated approach for the delivery of accessible 
affordable housing, social programs and support for families, including in the areas of life 
skills, self sufficiency, financial literacy, health education, higher education, and 
employment opportunities. 

• Tenancy Agreements. The Non-Profit Housing Provider will enter into Tenancy 
Agreements with Tenants, for rents not greater than the Permitted Rent. 

• Ability to reduce rents. The Non-Profit Housing Provider may, in its sale discretion, 
charge Tenants rents lower than the Permitted Rent amounts as set out in the Schedule 
of Rents paragraph below. 

• Rent collection. The Non-Profit Housing Provider will collect all rents due from Tenants 
and from any other assisting agency or body making all or a portion of rent payments on 
behalf of any Tenants. 

• Payments to Owner. The Non-Profit Housing Provider will pay the Receivable Rents to 
the Owner. 

• Potential Additional Rent. The Non-Profit Housing Provider may, in its sole discretion, 
pay to the Owner an additional monthly rent of $187 for a 2-bedroom Dwelling Unit, 
provided that such payments of additional rent to the Owner do not impair the Non-Profit 
Housing Provider's ability to charge Tenants rents lower than the Permitted Rent 
amounts or compromise the quality of delivery of the Co-ordinated Services to the Tenants. 

• Schedule of Rents. The Operating Agreement will include a schedule of rents as 
follows: 

2 Bedroom Units (14 Units) Tenant (Permitted Rents) Non-:;ofit (Receivable 

Minimum Monthlv Rentl 

Minimum Shelt~i~~osts (I.e. 
rent and electrici 

Maximum Monthlv Rent 
Maximum Shelter Costs I.e. 
V.5 

Rents 
$0 $950 
$0 $994 

$950 $1137 
$994 $1,137 

Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
Section 905 Local Governmenf Act 
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I rent and electricity) 

Studio Units (1 Unit Tenant Non-Profit 
Minimum Monthlv Rent1 $0 $800 
Minimum Shelt~i~~osts (i.e. $0 $837 
rent and electrici 

Maximum Monthlv Rent $800 $800 
Maximum Shelter C~~ts (i.e. $837 $837 
rent, nower and water 

1This is the minimum total rent to be received by the Owner from the Non-Profit Housing Provider, 
comprising Permitted Rent amounts and any financial assistance provided to or on behalf of 
Tenants by any social, commu'1ity, health, provincial or other agency or body. 

• Securing support. The Owner and Non-Profit Housing Provider will agree to co-operate 
to seek and secure financial support from senior levels of government and/or the private 
sector for the operation of the Affordable Housing Units. 

• Inspection. The Operating Agreement will permit representatives of the City to inspect 
the Affordable Housing Units at any reasonable time, subject to the notice provisions in 
the Residential Tenancy Act. 

• Maintenance of Units. The Owner and Non-Profit Housing Provider will jointly maintain 
the Affordable Housing Units and the AHAP in a good state of repair and fit for habitation 
and will comply with all laws, including health and safety standards applicable to the 
Lands. The Non-Profit Housing Provider will, include a clause in each Tenancy 
Agreement requiring the Tenant to, repair and maintain the Affordable Housing Units in 
good order and condition, excepting reasonable wear and tear. 

• Capital repairs and maintenance. The Owner will maintain the envelope of the 
Affordable Housing Building and will make all capital repairs to the Affordable Housing 
Building and Affordable Housing Units at its own expense. The Non-Profit Housing 
Provider will have no obligations in this regard. 

• City approval. The City's approval of the terms and conditions of the final form of 
Operating Agreement will be required, and no amendments to the Operating Agreement 
may be made without the City's prior written approval. 

• Representations and Warranties. The Non-Profit Housing Provider will provide the 
usual warranties as to legal standing, authorization, financial ability, funding or other 
support enabling the provision of the selVices under the Operating Agreement. 

• Access. The Non-Profi t Housing Provider will provide access to the Affordable Housing 
Building, including the Amenity Room and the Childcare Facility, for providers of Co
ordinated Services. 

• Housing Agreement. The Owner will ensure that the Operating Agreement is 
consistent with the terms of the Housing Agreement and Housing Covenant entered into 

V.S Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
Section 905 Local Government Act 
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between the Owner and the City, with particular reference to Article 3 of the Housing 
Agreement. 

• Statutory Declaration. The Owner will ensure that the Operating Agreement obliges 
the Non-Profit Housing Provider to provide the City with Statutory Dedarations in 
compliance with the applicable Affordable Housing Provisions. 

• Usual provis io ns. The Operating Agreement will contain all the other usual provisions 
contained in operating agreements between property owners and providers of affordable 
housing, including but not limited to policies, procedures and manuals to be used for the 
operation and management of the Affordable Housing Units, including but not limited to: 

o Tenancy Agreements and addenda; 
o T enan! regulations and manuals; 
a Access to and security of the building and individual units; 
o Maintaining accurate and complete operational and other records; 
o Retention, disclosure and access to records; 
o Monitoring and reporting obligations; 
o Operational review; 
o Compliance with statutory health and safety standards; 
o Fire safety: canying out regular inspections and observation of fire regulations; 
o Insurance requirements; 
o Financial management, including operating budgets, reserve and contingency 

funds, rental arrears policies and procedures; 
o Fair, transparent, consistent and non-discriminatory policies and procedures for 

Tenant selection, including eligibility criteria, waiting lists, application procedures 
and guidelines; 

o Liability; 
o Events of default; 
o Consequences of default; 
o Termination; 
o Dispute Resolution; and 
o General provisions and interpretation. 

Housing Agreement (Affordable Housing) 
Section 905 Local Government Act 
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City of 
Richmond Bylaw 9040 

INTER·MUNICIPAL BUSINESS LICENCE BYLAW NO. 9040 

WHEREAS the City of Burnaby, the Corporation of Delta, the City of New Westminster, the 
City of Richmond, the City of Surrey, and the City of Vancouver (the "Participating 
Municipalities") wish to permit certain categories of Businesses to operate across their 
jurisdictional boundaries while minimizing the need to obtain a separate municipal business 
licence in each jurisdiction; 

AND WHEREAS each ofthe Participating Municipalities has or wi ll adopt a simi lar Bylaw and 
has or will enter into an agreement with the other Participating MUllicipalities to implement the 
inter-municipal business licence scheme, 

NOW THEREFORE the Council of the City of Richmond cnacts as follows: 

1. There is hereby established an inter-municipal business licence scheme among the 
Participating Municipalities, pursuant to section 14 of the Community Charter and section 
192.1 of the Vancouver Charter. 

2. The inter-municipal business licence scheme establi shed by this Bylaw will operate for a 
27-month period, from October 1,2013 to December 31,2015. 

3. In thi s Bylaw: 

3880465 

"Business" has the meaning in the Community Charter; 

"Community Charter" means the Community Charter, S.B.C. 2003, e. 26; 

"lnler-municipal Business" means a trades contractor or other professional related to the 
construction indusby that provides a service or product other than from their PremiSes; 

"Inter-municipal Business Licence" means a business licence which authorizes an Inter
municipal Business to be carried on within the jurisdictional boundaries of any or all of the 
Participating Municipalities; 

"Municipal Business Licence" means a licence or pennit, other than an Inter-municipal 
Business Licence, issued by a Participating Municipality that authorizes a Business to be 
canied on within the jurisdIctional boundanes of that Participating Municipality; 

"Participating Municipality" means any onc ofthc Participating Municipalities; 

"Person" has the meaning in the Interpretation Act, s.B.e. 1996, c. 238; 

"Premises" means one or marc fixed or permanent locations where the Person ordinarily 
carries on Business; 
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"Principal Municipality" means the Participating Municipality where a Business is located 
or has a Premises; and 

"Vancouver Charter" means the Vancouver Charter, S.B.C. 1953 c. 55. 

4. Subject to the provisions of this Bylaw, the Participating Municipalities will permit a 
Person who has obtai ned an Inter-municipal Business Licence to carryon Business within 
any PartiCipating MWlicipality for the term authorized by the Inter-municipal Business 
Licence without obtaining a Municipal Business Licence in the other Participating 
Municipalities. 

5. A Principal Municipality may issue an Inter-municipal Business Licence to an applicant 
if the applicant is an Inter-muniCipal Business and meets the requirements of thi s Bylaw, 
in addition to the requirements of the Principal Municipality 's bylaw that applies to a 
Municipal Business Licence. 

6. Notwithstanding that a Person may hold an Intermunicipal Business Licence that would 
make it unnecessary to obtain a Municipal Business Licence in other Participating 
Municipalities, the Person must still comply with all other regulations of any municipal 
business licence bylaw or regulation in addition to any other bylaws that may apply 
within any jurisdiction in which the Person carries on Business. 

7. An Inter-municipal Business Licence must be issued by the Participating Municipality in 
which the applicant maintains Premises. 

8. The Participating Municipalities will require that the holder of an Inter-municipal 
Business Licence also obtain a Municipal Business Licence for Premises that are 
maintained by the licence holder within the jurisdiction of the Participating Municipality. 

9. The Inter-municipal Business Licence fcc is $250 and is payable to the Principal 
Municipality. 

10. The lnter-municipal Business Licence fee is separate from and in addition to any 
Municipal Business Licence fee that may be required by a Participating Municipality. 

11. Despite paragraphs 12(a) and (b). the Inter-municipal Business Licence fee will not be 
pro-rated. 

12. The length of tcnn of an Inter-municipal Business Licence is twelve (12) months, except 
that: 

3881)465 

(a) at the option of a Participating MuniCipality, the length of tenn of the initial 
Inter-municipal Business Licence issued to an Inter-municipal Business in that 
municipality may be less than twelve (12) months in order to hannonize the 
expiry date of the Inter-municipal Business Licence with the expiry date of the 
Municipal Business Licence; and 

CNCL - 608



Bylaw 9040 Page 3 

(b) any Jnter~municipa/ Business Licence issued on or after January I, 2015 will 
expire on December 31, 2015. 

13. An Inter-municipal Business Licence will be valid within the jurisdictional boundaries of 
all of the Participating Municipalities unti l its tenn expires, unless the Inter-municipal 
Business Licence is suspended or cancelled or a Participating Municipality withdraws 
from the inter-municipal business licence scheme among the Participating Municipalities 
in accordance with this Bylaw. 

14. A Participating Municipality may exercise the authority of the Principal Municipality 
and suspend an Inter-municipal Business Licence in relation to conduct by the holder 
within the Participating Municipality which would give rise to the power to suspend a 
business li cence under the Community Charter or Vancouver Charter or under the 
business licence bylaw of the PartiCipating Municipality. The suspension will be in 
effect throughout all of the Participating Municipalities and it will be unlawful fo r the 
holder to ~arry on. the Business authorized by the Illter-municipal Business Licence in any 
Participating Municipality for the period of the suspension. 

15. A Participating Municipality may exercise the authority of the Principal Municipality 
and cancel an Inter-municipal Business Licence in relation to conduct by the holder 
with in the Participating Municipality which would give rise to the power to cancel a 
business licence under the Community Charter or Vancouver Charter or the business 
licence bylaw of the Participating Municipality. The cancellation will be in effect 
throughout all of the Participating Municipalities. 

16. The cancellation of an Inter-municipal BusilleS$ Licence wlder section 15 will not affect 
the authority of a Participating Municipality to issue a business licence, other than an 
Inter-municipal Business Licence, to the holder of the cancelled Inter-municipal Business 
Licence. 

17. Nothing in this Bylaw affects the authority of a Participating Municipality to suspend or 
cancel any business licence issued by that municipality or to enact regulations in respect 
of any category of Business under section 15 of the Community Charter or sections 272, 
273, 279A, 279A.l, 279B, and 279C of the Vancouver Charter. 

18. A Participating Municipality may, by notice in writing to each of the other Participating 
MUllicipalities, withdraw from the inter-municipal business licence scheme among the 
Participating Municipalities, and the notice must: 

(a) set out the date on which the withdrawing municipality will no longer recognize 
the validity within its boundaries of Inter-municipal Business Licences, which 
date must be at least six months from the date of the notice; and 

(b) include a certified copy of the municipal Council resolution or by-law authorizing 
the municipality's withdrawal from the Inter-municipal Business Licence scheme. 

CNCL - 609



Byl.w9040 P'ge4 

19. The invalidity or unenforceability of any provision ofthis Bylaw shall not affect the 
vabdity or enforceability of any other provisions of this Bylaw and any such invalid or 
unenforceable provision shall be deemed to be severable. 

20. This Bylaw shall come into force and take effect on the 1st day of October, 2013. 

21. This Bylaw is cited as "Inter-municipal Business Licence Bylaw No. 9040". 

FIRST READING JUN 24 2013 

SECOND READING JUN 24 2013 

THIRD READING ;:JUIO dZ013 

ADOPTED 

MAYOR CORPORATE OFFICER 

388()465 

e 

CITY OF 
RICHMOND 

APPROVED 
Ion:onl<lnt by 

origln.llng , , 
APPROVED 
for legality 
by SoIIc:I\or 

Ivl 
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Time: 

Place: 

City of 
Richmond 

Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, July 10, 2013 

3:30 p.m. 

Counci l Chambers 
Richmond City Hall 

Minutes 

Present: Joe Erceg, Chair 
Dave Semple, General Manager, Community Services 
John Irving, Director, Engineering 

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

1. Minutes 

It was moved and seconded 
That lite min utes o/Ilte meeting of lite Development Pen ni! PUllel held 0 11 Wedllesday, 
JUlie 12, 2013, be adopted. 

CARRIED 

The Chair suspended the regular order of the agenda and moved to Item No.3 . 

3. Development Permit DV 13-637143 
(File Ref. No.: DP 13-637 143) (REDMS No. 3866336) 

39033'18 

APPLICANT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

Oris Consulting Ltd. 

10197 River Drive 

That a Development Variance Pennit be issued, which would vary the provisions of 
Richmond Zoning ByJ'aw 8500 to reduce the minimum side and rear yard requirements for 
the geothermal energy centre building. as shown in DP 11-564405. from : 

a) 6.0 m to 0 III for the east side yard and rear yard; and 

b) 6.0 m to 3.4 m for the west side yard; 

to pennit a subdi vision to create a lot for the energy centre at 10197 River Dri ve on a site 

I. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, July 10, 2013 

zoned "Residential Mixed Use Commercial (ZMV17) - River DrivelNo. 4 Road 
(Bridgeport)". 

Applicant's Comments 

Dana Westennark, Oris Consulting Ltd., gave a brief overview of the proposed 
development with respect to the reduction in the minimum side and rear yard setbacks, as 
a result of the requirement by BC Hydro, that the building containing the energy centre be 
located on its own fee-simple lot. The applicant indicated that the energy centre will be 
semi-recessed, covered with a landscape treatment and will have a large glassed wall 
allowing direct views into the faci lity. Code equivalency was addressed during the 
building permit process. 

Panel Discussion 

In reply to a query, Mr. Westermark advised that the location and design of the energy 
centre was part of the original Development Permit and had not changed. The proposed 
new lot and subsequent variances are necessary to meet BC Hydro requirements. 

Staff Comments 

None. 

Correspondence 

None. 

Gallery Comments 

None. 

Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 
That a Development . Variance Permit be issued, which would vOlY the provisions 0/ 
Richmond ZOllillg Bylaw 8500 to reduce the miuimum side and rear yard requirements 
jor the geothermal energy ceutre huilding, as ShOlllll ill DP 11-564405,/rol1l: 

a) 6.0 III to 0 m/or the east side yaJ'll and rear yard,' ami 

b) 6.0 III to 3.4 m/or the west side yard; 

to permit a subdivision to create a lot/or the e1lugy centre at 10197 River Drive Oil a 
site zoned "Residelltial jl1ixed Use Commercial (ZMlf17) - River DriveINo. 4 Road 
(Bridgeport)". 

CARRIED 

The Panel resumed to the rcguJa,r order of the agenda. 
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2. Development Permit DV 13-634940 
(File Ref. No.: DP 13-634940) (REDMS No. 3890358 v.3) 

APPLICANT: 

PROPERTY LOCATION: 

INTENT OF PERMIT: 

Onni 7731 Alderbridge Holding Corp. 

7731 and 7771 Alderbridge Way 

That a Development Variance Permit be issued which would vary the provlsions of 
Richmond Zoning Bylaw 8500 to reduce the visitor parking requirement from 0.15 
spaces/unit, as per DP 12-615424, to 0.10 spaces/unit for the development located at 7731 
and 777 1 Alderbridge Way on a site zoned "High Density Low Rise Apartments (RAH2)". 

Applicant's Comments 

Eric Hughes, Onni Construction Ltd., and Mladen Pecanac, IBI - Traffic Division, gave a 
brief overview of the development with respect to the proposed reduction in visitor 
parking. Under a previous Development Permit (12-615424) the visitor parking rate was 
varied by 25% from 0.20 to 0.15 spaces/wlit on each of Lot 1 and Lot 2. Onni is seeking a 
further reduction of the provided visitor parking from 0. 15 to 0. 10 spaces/unit in order to 
improve the marketability of the project. A parklng study to identify the potential demand 
for visitor parking was provided. IBI conducted a snapshot survey of two (2) large 
developments of a similar character within 250 to 800 metres from Canada Line Stations. 
The study was conducted over two weekends during peak visitor hours with findings 
indicating the demand for visitor parking was 0.09 spaces/unit. The parking study also 
included Riclunond-specific results from the Regional Residential Parking Study prepared 
by Metro Vancouver which indicated the demand for visitor parking was 0.10 spaces/unit 
or less in similar developments. 

Panel Dis cus sion 

In reply to queries from the Panel the following additional information was provided: 

• the two study sites were fully occupied developments; 

• 33 parking stalls are proposed to· be real located to residential parking to increase the 
marketability of the residential units; 

• the visitor parkade entrance intercoms for each buildi!lg w ill be interconnected to 
allow shared visitor parking for the development; and 

• the applicant has not provided a buffer should the visitor parking be inadequate in the 
future but noted that there will be on-street parking spaces provided along Cedarbridge 
Way. 
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Development Permit Panel 
Wednesday, July 10, 2013 

Wayne Craig, Director of Development, advised that there was a comprehensive 
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) package presented with the original 
Development Permit and the proposed variance does not reduce tbe overall number of 
parking spaces but is a reallocation of parking spaces to provide for more residential 
parking. In terms of the development itself, access between the parkades, the proximity to 
transit, and the availability of on-strcet parking were factors in considering the 
application. 

Victor Wei, Director, Transportation, advised that the Transportation Demand 
Management package provided a $100,000.00 contribution for the construction of a 
bike/pedestrian pathway in order to encourage non-vehicular traffic. 20% of the 
residential parking spaces will be electrical vehicle ready and electrical outlets will be 
provided in bicycle storage areas. 

Panel Discussion 

Tn reply to a query, Mr. Wei stated that Transportation staff is willing to SUppOlt the 
application based on the Traffic Study submitted with the application; however, future 
applicants will have to provide sinlilar evidence for reduced visitor parking. An overall 
reduction in the Richmond Zoning Bylaw to allow for 0.10 visitor parking spaces/unit 
would not be supported by staff at this time. 

In response to a query, Mr. Craig noted that staff has not received an application from 
existing strata developments to convert residential parking spaces to visitor parking 
spaces. 

Correspondence 

None. 

Gallery Comments 

None. 

Panel Discussion 

The Panel was not prepared to support the application as insufficient information was 
provided with regard to adequate visitor parking measurements, Metro Vancouver study 
methodology, and utilization of the residential parking spaces. 
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Panel Decision 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat lit e application be ref erred back to staff f or more cousideratioll (Illd additiollal 
research. 

CARRJED 

3. New Business 

It was moved and seconded 
That (he July 24, 2013 meeting 0/ the Development Permit Panel he clIIlcelled dlle to 
lack 0/ applications. 

CARRJED 

4. Date Of Next Meeting: Wednesday. August 14, 2013 

5. Adjournment 

It was moved and seconded 
Tltat the meeting be adjourned at 4:1 7 p.m. 

Joe Erceg 
Chair 

CARRIED 

Certified a true and correct copy of the 
Minutes of the meeting of the 
Development Permit Panel of the Council 
of the City of Richmond held on 
Wednesday, Jul y 10, 20 13. 

Heather Howey 
Committee Clerk 
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To: 

City of 
Richmond 

Report to Council 

Date: July 17, 2013 

From: 

Richmond Gity Council 

Dave Semple File: 01-0100-20-DPER1-

Re: 

Chair, Development Permit Panel 01/2013-Vo101 

Development Penn it Panel Meetings Held on May 29, 2013 and 
March 27, 2013 

Staff Recommendation 

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

1. a Development Permit (DP 12-622179) for the property at 7000 No.3 Road and 
8040 Granville A venue; 

11. a Development Permit (DP 12-626615) for the property at 7680 and 
7720 Alderbridge Way; aIId 

iii. a Development Pennit (DP 11-587954) for the property at 661 1 Pearson Way; 

be endorsedJUul-1'1>e Permits so issued. 
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Panel Report 

The Development Permit Panel considered tile fo llowing items at its meetings held on 
May 29, 2013 and March 27, 2013. 

DP 12-622179 - WESGROUP PROPERTIES -7000 NO.3 ROAD AND 
8040 GRANVILLE A VENUE 
(May 29, 2013) 

The Panel considered a Development Permit app lication to permit the construction of a 
one-storey commercial building on a site zoned "Auto-Oriented Commercial (CA)". There are 
no variances included in the proposaL 

Architect, Craig Taylor, of Taylor Kurtz Architecture & Design Inc., and applicant, 
Adam Donnelly, ofWesgroup Properties, provided a brief presentation. 

In response to Panel queries, it was noted that the applicant does not propose to roof the 
mechanical enclosure and 7 em caliper trees are proposed along the streetscapes. 

In response to a query, Wayne Craig, Director of Development. advised that the proposed drive 
aisle meets the minimum requirements of the Zoning Bylaw and that any reduction to the aisle 
would require a variance. 

Staffsupported the Development Pennit application and advised: 

• The site is being under developed in terms of development potential in the City Centre Area 
Plan, but is consistent with the existing zoning on the site. 

• The project is designed to meet the City's Urban Design objectives and will be continuing 
the off-site improvements along both No.3 Road and Granville A venue frontages. 

• Required statutory rights-of-way are provided for future short-term and long-term 
transportation improvements. 

In response to Panel queries, staff noted that the previous owner is legally bound under the 
Contaminated Sites Act to resolve any off-site contaminated soi ls. The Ministry of Environment 
has issued a Certificate of Compliance for the on-site soils. The project will be installing 
pre-dueting for future undergrounding of the overhead hydro lines as BC Hydro has indicated a 
preference to deal with the entire block on a comprehensive basis in the future. 

No correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Pennit application. 

The Panel supported the project, with the recommendation that the applicant be sensitive to the 
noise level from the roof-top mechanical units for neighbouring residential development. 

The Panel recommends that the Pennit be issued. 
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DP 12-626615 - ROBERT CICCOZZI ARCHITECTURE INC. 
- 7680 AND 7720 ALDERBRJDGE WAY 
(May 29, 2013) 

The Panel considered a Development Pennit application to pennit the construction of a 
mixed-use development that includes 237 residential units and 457 m2 (4915 sq. fl..) of 
conunercial space. The proposal includes a variance to reduce the commercial parking aisle 
width. 

Architect, Robert Ciccozzi, of Robert Ciccozzi Architecture Inc., and landscape architect, 
Mark Van def Zalm, cfVan def Zalm & Associates Inc., gave a brief presentation. 

In reply to Panel queries, the following infonnation was provided: 

• The gated entrances to the parkade are slightly recessed and expected to be open during the 
day, minimizing impact to vehicular traffic flow on Alderbridge Way and Cedarbridge Way. 

• Exterior lighting to emphasize the curvature of the buildings is not proposed. 

• The pool and outdoor amenity space is a marketing feature and the long term maintenance of 
the outdoor amenity space will be the responsibility of the strata. 

• Loose elements provide adventure play for children with nearby seating for parents. 

• There are gardening plots, tool storage shed, and a small orchard provided as part of the 
outdoor amenity space. 

Staff supported the Development Permit appl ication and requested variance. Staff advised: 

• The Lansdowne linear parkway will be designed through a Servicing Agreement. 

• The proposed development is District Energy Utility ready. 

• The 14 Affordable Housing Units are designed with the Basic Universal Housing features 

• All units incorporate Aging-In-Place features. 

• A comprehensive Transportation Demand Management package that includes; 20% of the 
parking stalls as electrical vehicle ready; e lectrical outlets are provided in all bicycle rooms 
for electric bicycles; and an interim pathway on Alderbridge Way will be from 
Lansdowne Road to Cedarbridge Way. 

• There are extensive green roofs on portions of the buildings. 

• The buildings have been designed to achieve the City's Aircraft Noise Management Policy 
objectives related to interior noise quality. 

No correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Permit appl ication. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 
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DP 11-587954- OVAL 8 HOLDINGS LTD. - 6611 PEARSON WAY (PARCEL 9) 
(March 27, 2013) 

The Panel considered a Development Permit application to pennit the construction of a 
residential development consisting of a 12-storey and a 14 -storey building containing 173 
dwelling units a site zoned "High Rise Apartment and Olympic Oval (ZMU4) - Oval Village 
(City Centre}". No variances are included in the proposal. 

Architect, Martin Bruckner, of lSI Group, and Landscape Architect, Lin Lin, of 
Phillips Farevaag Smallenberg, provided a briefprcscnlation, including: 

• The two (2) large buildings and high quality of the architecture, materials and finishes of the 
buildings complement tJle Olympic Oval and are purposely different from Lot 12. 

• The buildings step down to the north, a new building form in Richmond, to capitalize views 
of the site. 

• The different heights of the buildings provide a more varied skyline. 

• Substantial overhangs in the buildings offer so lar protection to the west and south sides. 

• This site will implement Phase 1 of the waterfront parkJdike. 

• The main landscaping features are dike path, Hollybridge Way upper and lower plazas and 
pier landmark feature; hard surface arrival courtyard accessed from Pearson Way; 
north-south pedestrian "mews" with waterfront access from Pearson Way; courtyard 
waterscape and landscape islands extending toward the waterfTont; and the 7 m wide 
Hollybridge Way greenway with large street trees, planting, and seating areas. 

• The elevation of the dike will be raised.from 3.7 m to 4.7 m, and 3.75 m near 
Hollybridge Way due to the need for the existing pump station to retain its present elevation. 

• The developer will contribute $ 1,000,000 to the design and construction of the pier; the 
shape of the pier reflects river currents and a floating walkway goes down to the river. 

In response to Panel queries, the following infonnation was provided: 

• The hydro kiosks are contained within the building. 

• The frontage of the servicing area in the east building is treated; the tower base is stone clad. 

• Persons in wheelchairs can access the dike from the north end of Holly bridge Way through a 
4 m wide walkway with a 5% slope. 

• Shadowing is more severe in the early morning hours as shown in the shadow diagram; and 
shadowing is minimal for an equivalent amount of time during the latter part of the day. 

• The new River Road is expected to be finished by September of this year, and before the 
existing River Road on the site can be closed. 

• The pJaygrowld will be provided in the next phase, on adjacent Parcel 10. 
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Staff supported the Development Pennit app lication and requested variance. Staff advised: 

• The buildings are designed to incorporate acoustical and ventilation requirements in 
compliance with the City's Aircraft and Noise Policy. 

• The buildings arc District Energy Utility (DEU) ready. 

• There are various Servicing Agreements associated with the subject development which will 
provide a number of off-site improvements. 

• Green roofs are being proposed over the indoor amenity and central lobby. 

• The proposed Public Art is in keeping with the master plan developed for the site. 

• The buildings are designed to be LEED Silver equivalent. 

In response to Panel queries, staff advised: 

• The construction of the pier will be subject to a future Capital Works Program. Planning and 
Parks staff are currently investigating whether there are ways to phase the development of the 
pier so that the construction wi ll start sooner using the $1 million contribution from the 
developer. The actual delivery date of the pier is still to be determined. 

• The construction of the turnaround at end of Holly bridge Way is a condition of the Servicing 
Agreement associated with the subject development. 

No correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Permit application. 

Thereafter, the Chair advised staff that in view of the magnitude of their presence on the site, the 
pier and floating dock should be constructed simultaneously with the subject development. 

The Chair also expressed appreciation for the design and unique architecture of the buildings 
which are complementary to each other. 

The Panel noted that the detailing work and amenities are exceptional and the project is 
strategically located to become a benchmark welcoming feature in the City. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 

CNCL - 620



To: 

From: 

City of 
Richmond 

Richmond City Council 

Joe Erceg , MCIP 
Chair, Development Permit Panel 

Report to Council 

Date: July 17, 2013 

File: 01-0100-20-DPER1-
0112013-Vo101 

Re: Development Pennit Panel Meetings held on July 10, 2013, May 15, 2013, 
August 22, 2012 

Staff Recommendation 

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

I . a Development Variance Pennit COV 13·637 143) for the property at 10197 River Drive; 

II . a Development Pennit (DP 11-575759) fo r the property at 6160 London Road (formerly 
6160 London Road and 13100,13120, 13140, 13 160and 13200 No. 2 Road); and 

iii. a Development Permit (DP 11-587896) for the property at 6622 Pearson Way; 

be endorsed, and the Permits so issued. 

DN:blg 

3909 117 CNCL - 621



July 17,20 13 - 2 -

Panel Report 

The Development Pennit Panel considered the following items at its meetings held on 
July 10,20 13, May 15,2013 and August 22, 2012. 

DV 13-637143- ORIS CONSULTING LTD. - 10197 RIVER DRIVE 
(J ul y 10,2013) 

The Panel considered a Development Variance Pennit to vary the minimum east, west and rear 
yard setbacks to permit a subdivision to create a lot for the energy centre at 10197 River Drive. 

Dana Westermark, of Oris Consulting Ltd., gave a brief overview of the proposal to vary the 
minimum side and rear yard setbacks: 

• Be Hydro requires that the building containing the energy centre be located on its own 
fee-simple lot. 

• The energy centre will be semi-recessed, covered with a landscape treatment and will 
have a large glassed wall allowing direct views into the facility. 

• Code equivalency was addressed during the Building Permit process. 

In response to a Panel query, Mr. Westennark advised that the location and design of the energy 
centre was determined as part of the original Development Pennit and had not changed. The 
proposed new lot and subsequent variances are necessary to meet BC Hydro requirements. 

No correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Variance Permit 
appl ication. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 

DP 11-575759 - ORIS DEVELOPMENT (KAWAKI) CORP. - 6 160 LONDON ROAD 
(FORMERLY 6160 LONDON ROAD AND 13100, 13120, 13140, 13160 and 
13200 NO.2 ROAD) 
(May 15,2013) 

The Panel considered a Development .Permit application to pennit the construction of a 
mixed-use development containing 76 residential units and 1,311.0 m2 (14,112 ft?) commercial 
area on a site zoned "CommerciallMixed Use (ZMU20) - London Landing (Steveston)". 
Variances are included in the proposal for reduced side yard setbacks. 

Applicant, Dana Westermark, of Oris Development (Kawaki) Corp.; Architect, Rob Whetter, of 
Cotter Architects; and Landscape Architect, Joseph Fry, of Hap a Collaborative, advised that: 

• The west side yard variance for roof colurrms is needed due to corner cut road dedication. 

• A Montessori School, music studio, and commercial units are proposed in building 'B', while 
a restaurant space and smaller commercial units wrap around building' A'. 

• Off-site Servicing Agreements associated with the development cover the following works: 
Waterfront Park, Dike, and frontage upgrades on London Road and Dyke Road. 
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• The overhead hydro lines along No.2 Road and London Road will be removed. 

• The design reflects local historical cannery buildings and the buildings are separated by a 
pedestrian mews which will have a public access Public Right-of-Passage (PROP) 
Right-of-Way (ROW). 

• The open space design integrates the development with the waterfront public spaces. 

In response to Panel queries, it was noted that: 

• Parking is provided on-site and there are nine (9) off-site public parking spaces along 
No.2 Road. 

• The development will meet LEED Si lver equivalency through standard features, such as 
energy efficient lighting, Low E glazing systems, and ceo-friendly paints and sealants. 

• The development includes a geothermal heating and cooling system. 

• The development will be built out in one (1) phase. 

Staff supported the Development Permit application and requested variances. Staff advised that 
the proposed development includes 45 Basic Universal Housing uni ts. 

No correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Permit application. 

The Panel commended the exemplary efforts of the consultants and staff in recreating a village at 
London's Landing and were in support of the project. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 

DP 11-587896 - OVAL 8 HOLDINGS LTD. - 6622 PEARSON WAY (PARCEL 12) 
(August 22, 2012) 

The Panel considered a Development Permit application to permit the construction of a 
mixed·use development consisting of two (2) high·rise towers, 268 dwellings, and 2,531.5 m2 

(27,249 fF) of commercial space on a site zoned "High Rise Apartment and Olympic Oval 
(ZMU4) - Oval Village (City Centre)". Vari ances are included in the proposal for canopies 
along Hollybridge Way, Pearson Way and River Road. 

Architect, Martin Bruckner, of IBIIHB Architects, provided a brief presentation, including; 

• The site is bounded by streets on four (4) sides; there are no lanes; the west tower is opposite 
the Olympic Oval; and the large floor plate of the proposed project makes it more compatible 
with the size of the adjacent Olympic Oval. 

• The entire ground floor "area along the new River Road is for small commercial retail units. 

• There is a four·storey street wall with two (2) levels of two·storey townhouse units along 
three (3) sides of the subject site. 

• The parking podium is invisible; there is a parking entrance off Hollybridge Road for 
commercial parking, with a second parking entrance off Pearson Way for residential parking. 
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• The main, formal access to the two (2) towers is the driveway into the interior courtyard, 
with each tower also having a secondary access. 

• Materials include glass, spandrel glass, window walls, and a framcless curtain wall. 

• The IS-storey tower, at the comer of Hollybridge Way and the new River Road, is a 
signature comer landmark. 

In response to Chair queries, Mr. Bruckner advised: 

• The two-storey upper level townhouse units have indoor amenity spaces that extend onto 
semi-private outdoor patios/decks that create a transition area. 

• Indoor amenity space for residents on Level 2 and 3 includes meeting rooms, and an indoor 
pool; outdoor amenity courtyards and green roof areas are provided at a variety of levels. 

• Uni ts in the east tower have a view and units on the west side have a partial view. 

• There are four (4) accessible units and one (I ) of the bathrooms in each unit in the proposed 
project is provided with blocking in the walls, to al low for fu ture installation of grab bars . 

In response to Panel queries, information was provided that: 

• The curb line on the east side of Holl ybridge Way tapers in the northbound lane to 
accommodate larger vehicles going southbound to negotiate left turns on Hollybridge Way. 

• Commercial units face I-lollybridge Way, with no access doors to Pearson Way. 

• The request to increase the maximum allowable canopy projection onto the required road 
setback along the commercial frontage is for weather protection; natural lighting wi ll be 
provided tluough the flat canopies of glass framed with metal. 

• Parking is designed for people to walk between the subject site and the Olympic Oval, with 
all commercial parking on the same level. In addition, pedestrians exiting the parkade walk. 
up only a few steps to access the dike. 

• There are 66 off·street parking spaces shared by visitors and commercial units . 

• A Publ ic Rights-of-Passage (PROP) Right-of-Way (ROW) will provide public access to the 
plaza area on the south side of the project, which is privately managed space. 

Staff supported the Development Permit application and requested variances. Staff advised: 

• The development wi ll be designed to connect to a future District Energy Unit. 

• The buildings have been designed acoustically and mechanically fo r interior comfort 
regarding noise levels and thermal environmental conditions. 

No correspondence was submitted to the Panel regarding the Development Permit application. 

There was general agreement that the attractive project connects well to the Oval Village 
neighbourhood. 

The Panel recommends that the Permit be issued. 
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